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Dedicated to my family

Gewidmet meiner Familie
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Foreword

The aim of my doctoral thesis is to give new statements on g-plurisubharmonic
functions, their subfamilies and the sets generated by them. These include
g-pseudoconvex and g-pseudoconcave sets, generalized holomorphically convex
hulls and the Shilov boundary for subfamilies of g-plurisubharmonic functions.
It was my motivation to generalize the classical results on complex analysis
and pluripotential theory such as Lelong’s results on the relation of convex
and plurisubharmonic functions, Bochner’s tube theorem, Hartogs’ theorem on
separate analyticity, Shcherbina’s theorem on foliation of continuous graphs, the
Cartan-Thullen theorem and the solution of the Levi problem, the concept of
the Bergman-Shilov boundary and Bychkov’s geometric characterization of the
Shilov boundary. I will summarize the new and most important results in the
introduction after giving a short historical overview on g-plurisubharmonicity
and ¢-pseudoconvexity.

Results on g-plurisubharmonic functions and g-pseudoconvex sets can al-
ready be found in a vast amount of articles. Therefore, I decided to collect their
fundamental properties, extend them by new ones and add them to my thesis.
Due to the survey character of some chapters and the concise and elementary
proofs of the statements, this thesis can be read by undergraduate students as
well.

I shall also mention that some of the achieved results have been already
published in form of a survey article [PZ13] by me and E. S. Zeron (from the
research institute Cinvestav in Mexico City) in the Journal of Mathematical
Analysis and Applications (Vol. 408, Issue I) in December 2013. The second
part [PZ15] of that article is also completed and ready for submission to an
appropriate journal. Moreover, the contents related to the Shilov boundary for
subfamilies of g-plurisubharmonic functions are collected in my article [Pawl3]
which I placed so far only on arXiv, but which is also ready for submission to
a suitable journal. The part about g-pseudoconcave graphs is a joint work of
me and my advisor N. V. Shcherbina based on his notes on that topic, but it
requires further investigations and is therefore not finished yet. I also plan to
extend and release the part about real g-convex functions and find an interesting
application for these kinds of functions.

Thomas Patrick Pawlaschyk
(Wuppertal, Juni 2015)
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Part 1

Introduction






Historical overview

The classical pluripotential theory is one the most interesting topics in com-
plex analysis. It has its roots in the fundamental works of Kiyoshi Oka (*1901-
11978) and Pierre Lelong (*1912-12011), who examined independently domaines
pseudoconvezes and fonctions plurisousharmonique in the early 1940s (see, e.g.,
[Oka42] and [Lel42]). A C2-smooth plurisubharmonic function f is characterized
by demanding that its Levi matriz (or complex Hessian) ([“)2f/8zj8§k);k:1 has
no negative eigenvalues. It is then natural to examine functions with the prop-
erty that the number of negative eigenvalues of their Levi matrix is positive and
has a fixed upper bound. It seems that Hans Grauert (¥*1930-12011) was one of
the first who investigated these type of functions on complex spaces in the 1950s.
He called them g¢-convez functions, where g is an integer number greater or equal
to one. In his convention, g-convex functions are those C?-smooth functions
whose Levi matrix have at most g—1 non-positive eigenvalues. They led to the
definition of g-conver sets and the Grauert-Andreotti theory, which investigates
certain d-cohomology classes of g-convex sets (see [Gra59] or the book [HLSS]
of G. M. Henkin and J. Leiterer). In the late 1970s, Louis R. Hunt and John
J. Murray introduced upper semi-continuous ¢-plurisubharmonic functions on
domains in the complex Euclidean space C™ in their joint article [HMT78]. In the
case of C?-smoothness, they showed that strictly g-plurisubharmonic functions
are exactly (g+1)-convex functions, so that ¢g-plurisubharmonicity can be viewed
as a generalization of g-convexity in the sense of Grauert. Moreover, g-pluri-
subharmonic functions are strongly linked to ¢-holomorphic functions studied
by R. Basener earlier in the late 1970s (see [Bas76]). These functions fulfill the
non-linear differential equation df A (09f)? = 0 and obviously generalize the
classical holomorphic functions which appear in the case ¢ = 0. Similar to the
case of holomorphic and plurisubharmonic functions, Hunt and Murray showed
that the real part, imaginary part and the logarithm of the absolute value of
a g-holomorphic function are indeed g-plurisubharmonic. Further important
works, especially related to approximation techniques for g-plurisubharmonic
functions, are due to K. Diederich and J. E. Fornaess [DF85|, Z. Stodkowski
[S1o84] and L. Bungart [Bun90].

The origin of g-pseudoconvexity lies in the works of W. Rothstein [Rot55] and
Grauert [Grab9] in the 1950s, both being students of Heinrich Behnke (*1898-
11979). They were motivated by different reasons to introduce g-convex sets.
As explained before, Grauert used them to give results on the dimension of
certain O-cohomology classes, whereas Rothstein was interested in the extension



of sliced analytic sets. Later, further studies of these sets were performed in
the 1960s by O. Fujita [Fuj64] and M. Tadokoro [Tad65|. They introduced
pseudoconvex sets of order n — q and showed that their notion and that of
Rothstein and Grauert coincide. In the following decades, the g-convex sets and
functions on complex spaces were studied by many different mathematicians
like K. Diederich, J. E. Fornaeess, T. Peternell, A. Popa-Fischer, M. Coltoiu and
V. Vajaitu, just to name a few. Z. Stodkowski in [Sto86] and O. Fujita [Fuj90]
characterized ¢-pseudoconvexity in terms of boundary distance functions. In
[Bas76], R. Basener introduced the g-holomorphically convex sets using g-holo-
morphic functions and compared them with (strictly) Levi g-pseudoconver sets.
These are smoothly bounded sets admitting a (strictly) g-plurisubharmonic (or
(¢ + 1)-convex) defining function in some neighborhood of its boundary. In
[HMT78], Hunt and Murray used strictly Levi ¢-pseudoconvex sets to solve the
Dirichlet problem for g-plurisubharmonic functions on Levi g-pseudoconvex sets.

The vast amount of different notions of g-pseudoconvexity and g-plurisub-
harmonicity with all the confusing changes of the index ¢ motivated us to create
one single monograph collecting the knowledge about g-plurisubharmonic and
g-pseudoconvex functions and extending it by further properties which were
not known so far. The subjects of g-convexity have been already listed and
examined in various books (see, e.g., [HL88|, [Forll] or [Dem12]), surveys (see
for example [Col97]) and articles (see [Die06]). Together with E. S. Zeron, we
collected properties of g-plurisubharmonic and g-holomorphic functions and sets
generated by them, listed most of the different notions of ¢-pseudoconvexity
and gave a proof of their equivalence in a survey article [PZ13|. This article
was extended by the second part [PZ15] in which we investigated generalized
holomorphically convex hulls and the g-pseudoconvexity of their complements.
It is completed and shall be submitted to a journal soon.

Short historical overviews on the Bergman-Shilov boundary and the complex
foliation of continuous graphs can be found in the corresponding sections of this
thesis.

Chapter overview and new results

This thesis is divided into two parts. In the first one, we introduce upper
semi-continuous, real g-convex and g-plurisubharmonic functions and a large
amount of their subfamilies. We give their properties and compare them to
each other. The main outcome will be approximation techniques for real g¢-
convex, g-plurisubharmonic and g-holomorphic functions. The second part deals



with sets generated by g-plurisubharmonic functions like g-pseudoconvex sets,
generalized convex hulls of compact sets, complements of g-pseudoconvex sets
(i.e., g-pseudoconcave sets) and the Shilov boundary for subfamilies of ¢-pluri-
subharmonic functions. In the following, we will describe the content of each
chapter and give the most important new results.

In Chapter 1, we recall the definition of upper semi-continuous functions
defined on a (compact) Hausdorff spaces with image in [—00, +00) and present
those properties which are relevant to our purposes. More precisely, we are inter-
ested in the upper semi-continuous regularization of a locally bounded function,
maximal values of upper semi-continuous functions on compact spaces and ap-
proximation of upper semi-continuous functions by continuous ones. Monotone
sequences of families A of upper semi-continuous functions lead to the notion

of the monotone closure ./Tli of A. Tt consists of all limits of point-wise de-
creasing sequences (fy,)nen in A and will play a useful role in the study of the
Shilov boundary in the last two chapters. The reason is that the maximal values
maxyx fn of a decreasing sequence (f,)nen of upper semi-continuous functions
on a compact Hausdorff space X also decreases to the maximal value of its
limit function. We include detailed proofs of the statements for the sake of
completeness, even though most of them are well-known to experts in this field.

Chapter 2 begins with a very short survey about convex sets and functions.
They serve to introduce so-called real g-convexr functions. These generalize
convex functions and share similar properties as their complex relatives, the
g-plurisubharmonic functions which we examine in Chapter 3. An upper semi-
continuous function on an open set w in R™ is called real g-convex if for every
plane 7 of dimension ¢ + 1, every ball B lying relatively compact in 7 N w and
each linear function ¢ satisfying v < ¢ on the boundary of B, this inequality
already holds on the whole of B. It seems that these functions were not studied
yet from the viewpoint of complex analysis and pluripotential theory. In fact, all
these observations on real g-convex functions come from g-plurisubharmonicity,
but it seems that they have never been written down explicitly. For this rea-
son, we give a detailed list of properties of real g-convex functions and develop
approximation techniques. For instance, one of the approximation techniques
is motivated by Stodkowski’s approximation of g-plurisubharmonic functions by
continuous ones in [Sto84].

Theorem Let w1 € w be two open sets in R™. Then each real q-convex
function on w can be approximated from above by a decreasing sequence of con-
tinuous real q-convex functions on wy which are additionally twice differentiable



almost everywhere on wy.

This enables to show that the sum of a real g-convex and a real r-convex
function is real (¢+r)-convex (see Theorem[2.6.4). The latter fact is a key result
in order to show a Bungart-type approximation for real g-convex functions. In
fact, Bungart proved a similar result for continuous g¢-plurisubharmonic func-
tions in [Bun90] solving a certain Dirichlet problem.

Theorem Any continuous real q-convex function defined on an open set
w in R™ can be approximated from above by a decreasing sequence of piecewise
smooth real q-convex functions on w.

In Chapter 3, we give the definition of g-plurisubharmonic functions in the
sense of Hunt and Murray [HMT78]. An upper semi-continuous function ¢ on an
open set ) in C” is g-plurisubharmonic if for every complex plane 7 of dimension
q + 1, every ball B lying relatively compact in 7 N Q and each pluriharmonic
function h satisfying ¢ < h on the boundary of B it also fulfills ¢» < h on the
whole of B. We give their properties, introduce relevant subfamilies of ¢-pluri-
subharmonic functions and study their relations to each other. Since they are
based on holomorphic, harmonic and plurisubharmonic functions, we devote a
very brief section to these classical functions.

We recall Fujita’s result [Fuj90] stating that the composition v o f of a ¢-
plurisubharmonic function ¥ on € in C™ and a holomorphic function f defined
on an open set G in CF with image in € remains g-plurisubharmonic on G.
We also give a detailed proof which differs from that of Fujita and which is
similar to that of N. Dieu in [Die06] (see Theorem [3.7.1). It is also included
in our joint article [PZ13]. Dieu’s proof is based on Slodkowski’s and Bun-
gart’s approximation techniques for g-plurisubharmonic functions, whereas that
of Fujita uses boundary distance functions and ¢-pseudoconvex sets. Another
application of the approximation techniques are the following statements about
g-plurisubharmonic and real ¢g-convex functions.

Theorem A real g-convez function u defined on an open set Q in C" is
q-plurisubharmonic on Q.

A converse result involving real g-convex and rigid g-plurisubharmonic func-
tions generalizes a classical result by P. Lelong [Lel52b).
Theorem An upper semi-continuous function u defined on an open set
w in R™ is real g-convex if and only if the rigid function ¥(z) := u(Re(z)) is
q-plurisubharmonic on  := w + iR™.

Composing ¢-plurisubharmonic and real r-convex functions yields the sub-
sequent statement.



Theorem Let (Y¢)e=1....x be a collection of functions which are qq-pluri-

subharmonic on an open set  in C™ such that the mapping v = (1,..., k)

on Q has its image in some open set w in R*. If u is real r-convex on w, then
. . . : k

the composition u o 1 is (q + r)-plurisubharmonic on ), where ¢ =% ,_; qe-

The g-plurisubharmonic functions can be defined on analytic sets and, thus,
on leaves of a certain singular complex foliation by analytic sets.

Theorem Let ¢ € {0,...,n— 1} and r > 0 be integers and let 2 be an
open set in C™. Given a holomorphic mapping h : Q — C4, every upper semi-
continuous function v on , which is r-plurisubharmonic on the fiber h='(c)
for every c € h(Q), is (g + r)-plurisubharmonic on ).

Moreover, it is possible to approximate g¢-plurisubharmonic functions on
singular foliations by a decreasing sequence of C*°-smooth ones (see Theo-
rem . We also recall the definition of g-holomorphic functions in the
sense of R. Basener [Bas76|, extend it to functions defined on analytic sets and
list their main properties. We obtain a result similar to the previous theorem
in terms of holomorphic functions on a singular foliation.

Theorem Let Q be an open set in C" and let g € {0,...,n—1}. Given
a holomorphic mapping h :  — C9, every C?-smooth function f on , which is
holomorphic on the analytic fiber h=1(c) for every ¢ € h(Q), is g-holomorphic
on 2. Moreover, every continuous function on €2 which is holomorphic on the
fiber h=1(c) for every c € h(Q) can be uniformly approvimated on compact sets
by q-holomorphic functions on 2.

The Chapter 3 ends with a Bremermann type approximation for plurisub-
harmonic functions on a singular foliation (see Theorem [3.11.8)). Most of these
results will be included in our second joint article [PZ15].

In Chapter 4, we give a list of the different notions of g-pseudoconvexity
existing in the literature, extend it by further characterizations and show their
equivalence in Theorem This list is included in the joint article [PZ13].
The study of plurisubharmonic functions on singular foliations enables us to give
a new characterization of g-pseudoconvex sets in terms of boundary distance
functions. This part can be found in [PZ15].

Theorem Let Q be an open set in C™ and let || - || be any complex norm
function on C". Define dj.|(z,09) := inf{[|z —w| : w € bQ}. Then Q is q-
pseudoconver, i.e., it admits a q-plurisubharmonic exhaustion function if and
only if —logd,.(z,0Q) is qg-plurisubharmonic on 2. Moreover, the set Q is q-
pseudoconvez if and only if it is Hartogs (n—q—1)-pseudoconvex in the sense of
Rothstein [Rot5d)].



We generalize a classical result by P. Lelong [Lel52b| which goes back to
S. Bochner [Boc38| and is nowadays known as Bochner’s tube theorem.

Theorem [4.4.2| Given a number a > 0 and an open set w in R™, the tubular
set w+ i(—a,a)™ is g-pseudoconvez if and only if its base w is real q-conver,
i.e., it admits a real g-convex exhaustion function.

We study complements of g-pseudoconvex sets which leads to a duality the-
orem suggested by N.V. Shcherbina. Here, an open set G is called strictly Levi
k-pseudoconvex inside another open set V in C™ if G is the sublevel set of a
smooth strictly k-plurisubharmonic function ¢ on V' with non-vanishing gradi-
ent on the boundary of G in V.

Theorem Let Q) be a domain in C™ which is not g-pseudoconvex. Then
there exist a point p € bQ), a neighborhood V' of p and a strictly Levi (n—q—2)-
pseudoconvez set G in' V' such that V' \ G touches bG from the inside of G only
at p.

This important tool allows to analyze the complex structure of submanifolds
and continuous graphs in C™ whose complement is g-pseudoconvex.

Theorem Let n,k,p be integers withn > 1, p > 0 and k € {0,1} such
that N = n+k+p > 2. Let G be a domain in C? xRF and let f : G — RF ><(C’£ a
continuous function such that the complement of the graph T'(f) in CZu«H’v,C 18
Hartogs n-pseudoconvex in the sense of Rothstein. Then I'(f) is locally foliated

by n-dimensional complex submanifolds.

This statement generalizes one of the classical Hartogs’ theorems (case n > 1,
k = 0and p = 1) as well as results by N. V. Shcherbina [Shc93| (casen =1,k =1
and p = 0) and E. M. Chirka [Chi0I] (case n > 1, k = 1 and p = 0). Results on
the case of k > 2 are not known to us yet and needs further investigations.

In Chapter 5, we investigate generalized convex hulls of the form

Ka={z€Q:4(z) < mla(mxw for every ¢ € A},

where A is some family of upper semi-continuous functions on € in C" and
K is a compact subset of ). These hulls allow to characterize g-pseudoconvex
domains © in C" by demanding that for every compact set K in  its hull
Kpsy, o) generated with respect to g-plurisubharmonic functions on 2 has to
be compactly contained inside ). It is then interesting to compare these hulls
to generalized polynomially and rationally convex hulls (studied by R. Basener
[Bas78|, G. Lupacciolu and E. L. Stout [LS99]) and to the g-pseudoconvez hull
Hy(K) of a compact set K in C™. The last one is defined as the intersection of



all g-pseudoconvex sets surrounding K. Similar to the arguments of J. P. Rosay
[Ros06] in the case of ¢ = 0, we show that the g-plurisubharmonic hull and
the g-pseudoconvex hull of K satisfy a generalized version of Rossi’s local maxi-
mum principle [Ros60] for g-plurisubharmonic functions (see Proposition [5.3.9)).
Then the techniques developed by Stodkowski in [S1o86] lead to the following
statement on the complement of these hulls.

Theorem [5.3.11] Let © be a g-pseudoconvex open set in C" and let K be a
compact set outside 2. Then Q\ Kpsy @) and Q\ H,_q_o(K) are again
q-pseudoconvex.

n—q—2

The results on the generalized hulls and their complement is collected in the
joint article [PZ15].

In Chapter 6, we study the Bergman-Shilov boundary for upper semi-con-
tinuous functions defined on a compact Hausdorff space X. It is defined as
the smallest closed subset S4 of X with the property that every function of a
given family A of upper semi-continuous functions attains its maximum on X
inside the set S4. For an additive family of upper semi-continuous functions
whose exponentials generate the topology of X, the existence and uniqueness
of the Bergman-Shilov boundary is guaranteed by the work of J. Siciak [Sic62].
A much more general result can be found in L. Alzenberg’s book [Aiz93] in
the case of a compact set X in C™ and a family A of upper semi-continuous
functions which only fulfills the property that for every function f in A and
every complex number ¢ the sum f + log |z — ¢| also belongs to A. In this case,
no assumption on convexity of the family of upper semi-continuous functions is
imposed. Therefore, Aizenberg’s statement fits perfectly for g-plurisubharmonic
functions, since they do not form a convex cone and are stable under sums with
plurisubharmonic functions. Anyway, it is still not sufficient in the case of,
e.g., smooth g-plurisubharmonic functions. Therefore, we were motivated to
establish the following general result on the existence of the Bergman-Shilov
boundary.

Theorem Let A be a family of upper semi-continuous functions on a
compact Hausdorff space X. If A contains a subset Ay which generates the
topology of X such that A+ Ag C A, then the Shilov boundary S 4 exists and is
unique.

In the spirit of Bishop [Bis59] and the case of uniform function algebras, we
are also able to obtain generalized peak point theorems for a broader class of
continuous and upper semi-continuous functions: one involves unions of uni-
form subalgebras (see Corollary , and the other one uses families of func-
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tions which are stable under small pertubations by continuous ones (see Theo-

rem §47).

In the final Chapter 7, we apply the results of Chapter 6 to a large amount of
families of ¢-plurisubharmonic and g-holomorphic functions, show the existence
of the corresponding (Bergman-) Shilov boundaries and establish peak point
properties for these families of functions.

The approximation techniques of Stodkowski and Bungart imply that the
Shilov boundary for g-plurisubharmonic functions and that for C2-smooth g-
plurisubharmonic functions coincide (see Proposition . This permits us
to characterize the Shilov boundary of a C2-smoothly bounded relatively com-
pact open set for g-plurisubharmonic functions: it is precisely the closure of all
strictly g-pseudoconvex boundary points of that set (see Theorem [7.1.9). We
compare the Shilov boundary for subfamilies of r-plurisubharmonic and holo-
morphic functions on singular foliations to lower dimensional Shilov boundaries.

Proposition Let Q) be an open set in C™ and K be a compact set in 2.
Fiz two integers r € Ng and g € {1,...,n—1}. If h: Q — C9 is a holomorphic
mapping and A = h=1(c) for some c € h(X2), then

Sps. (he)(K) NA = Spsy, (a)(K N A)

and

Spst, (h ) (K) N A = Spsy, (knay (K NA).

A similar result is true if we replace r-plurisubharmonic functions on singular
foliations (PSH,-(h,?) and PSH, (h, K)) by holomorphic functions on singular
foliations (O(h, ) and, respectively, O(h, K); see Proposition .

In Theorem[7.4.3] we show that the Shilov boundary for some special families
of g-holomorphic functions and the Shilov boundary of ¢-th order investigated
by R. Basener in [Bas78| are the same.

Finally, we mention the main goal is of this section, namely the generalization
of Bychkov’s result [By¢81], which gives a geometric characterization of the
Shilov boundary of convex bodies in C™ for functions holomorphic on the interior
of K and continuous up the boundary of K.

Theorem [7.6.7| Let ¢ € {0,...,n — 2} and D € C" be a convex open set.
Then bD \ Spgy, D) is exactly the set of all boundary points of D which have
a neighborhood U in bD such that U consists only of points each of which is
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contained in some open part of a (¢+ 1)-dimensional complez plane lying in bD.

In fact, one can even replace the g-plurisubharmonic functions by contin-
uous ones which are holomorphic on a regular foliation by complex planes of
codimension gq. We end the final chapter by giving an estimate on the Haus-
dorff dimension of the Shilov boundaries of convex bodies for g-plurisubharmonic
functions which partially generalizes a result by Bychkov in the two-dimensional
case (see Theorem[7.6.13)). Most of the results of the Chapters 6 and 7 about the
Shilov boundary for subfamilies of upper semi-continuous functions are included
in the article [Paw13].

Basic notations

In order to improve the presentation, we fix the following notations and conven-
tions which are valid throughout the whole thesis.

The symbols N = {1,2,3,...} and Ny = {0,1,2,...} stand for the set of
all positive and, respectively, non-negative integers. Given two sets Y and X,
by Y € X we mean that Y is relatively compact in X, i.e., the closure Y
is a compact subset of X. Unless otherwise stated, a neighborhood U of a
point z in X is always assumed to be an open set U in X containing x. If
f X — Y is a function defined on a set X with image in another set Y,
then for a fixed value y € Y we sometimes simply write {f = y}, {f > y} or
{f < y} instead of {z € X : f(x) =y}, {x € X : f(z) > y} or, respectively,
{z € X : f(z) < y} whenever it is clear from the context how and where these
sets are defined. The supremum of a complex valued function f defined on a set
X is denoted by supy |f| or || f]|lx. If f is not complex valued but has values in
[—00,400) := RU {—o0}, then we write supy f for the supremum of f on X.
If it has values in (—o0,400] := R U {400}, we the symbol infx f stands for
the infimum of f on X. By convention, the supremum of the constant function
—oo on X equals of course —oo, whereas the infimum of the constant function
+oo is exactly +00. We also define that +00-0 = 0. For k € {1,...,00}, the
symbol C*(X) stands for the family of complex valued C*-smooth functions on
a normed space X over the complex numbers C. If the image of these functions
lies in the real numbers R, we will sometimes write C¥(X,R). If K € {R, C}, by
planes in K™ we always mean affine linear subspaces which do not necessarily
pass through the origin, and linear functions always are considered to be affine
linear.

More conventions are set throughout this thesis where they will be needed.
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Chapter 1

Semi-continuity

Most of the functions which will be defined and studied in the forthcoming
chapters have one basic property in common: each of them is upper semi-
continuous. It is therefore important to us to recall the notion of upper semi-
continuous functions defined on a topological Hausdorff space X and to show
some of their properties and examples. We shall only mention those results and
examples which we will actually use in later chapters. Even though most of
the statements we will present below are already well-known and can be found
in the literature (see, e.g., [Bou98|, §6.2), we shall present a detailed collection
of the statements and give most of their proofs. Especially, we are interested
in the upper semi-continuous regularization of an arbitrary function and the
approximation of upper semi-continuous functions by a decreasing sequence of
continuous ones. This property motivates the notion of the monotone closure
of a family of upper semi-continuous functions on a Hausdorff space X.

1.1 Upper semi-continuous functions

In the whole first Chapter, the symbol X will always denote a topological Haus-
dorff space. We give the formal definition of upper semi-continuous functions
defined on X.

Definition 1.1.1 Let X be a Hausdorff space.

(1) A function f : X — [—00,+00) is called upper semi-continuous on X if the
sublevel set {x € X : f(z) < ¢} is open in X for every ¢ € R. The family of
all upper semi-continuous functions on X is denoted by USC(X).

15
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(2) We say that the function f : X — (—o0,400] is lower semi-continuous on
X if —f : X = [—00,+00) is upper semi-continuous on X.

(3) A real valued function f defined on X is continuous on X if f is upper semi-
continuous and lower semi-continuous on X. The set C(X,R) = C%(X,R)
denotes the family of all continuous functions on X.

(4) A complex valued function f on X is continuous on X if its real part and
imaginary part are both continuous on X. The family of all complex valued
continuous functions on X is given by the set C(X,C). We also use the
notations C°(X,C), C°(X) or C(X) for the set C(X,C).

We can create new upper semi-continuous functions out of subfamilies of
upper semi-continuous functions.

Proposition 1.1.2 Let again X be a Hausdorff space.

(1) The maximum f := max{f; : j = 1,...,n} of finitely many upper semi-
continuous functions fi, ..., f, on X is again upper semi-continuous on X .

(2) Let {f;};cs be a family of upper semi-continuous functions on X. Then the
infimum function f := inf{f; : j € J} is also upper semi-continuous on X.

(3) Every decreasing sequence f1 > fo > f3 > ... of upper semi-continuous
functions on X converges pointwise to an upper semi-continuous function
on X.

(4) The family USC(X) forms a convex cone, i.e., for every f,g in USC(X) and
two numbers A, > 0 we have that A\f + ug lies again in USC(X). Notice
that we use the convention —oo - 0 = 0.

(5) The two families C(X,R) and log|C(X)| := {log|f| : f € C(X,C)} lie in
USC(X).

We give our first example of an upper semi-continuous function which will
be important later.

Example 1.1.3 Let S be a subset of X. Then the characteristic functions Xg
and Xg of S given by

1, z€8 C ] 0, zeS
XS("T)'_{O, zeX\S and Xs(x)'_{—oo, reX\S

are both upper semi-continuous on X if and only if S is closed.
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The following proposition gives two examples of continuous functions created
by the supremum.

Proposition 1.1.4 Let X and Y be two Hausdorff spaces and assume that Y
is compact. Let fi # —oo be an upper semi-continuous function on X and f
be a continuous function on X x Y. Then the function defined by

X oz = g(x) =sup{fi(y) + fa(z,y) 1y € Y}

is continuous on X. If, in addition, f; and fy are non-negative, then

X3z = h(x) =sup{fi(y)fo(z,y) :y €Y}

is continuous on X as well.

Proof. Notice first that it will follow from Proposition that g(z) < 400
for every z in X, since Y is compact and y — f1(y) + fo(z,y) is upper semi-
continuous on Y. We will use this fact already now, since its (simple) proof
does not require Proposition

Let ¢ be a real number such that X, := {x € X : g(x) < ¢} is not empty. Let
xo be a point in X.. Choose a number € > 0 so small that it fulfills g(z¢)+¢ < c.
It follows from the definition of g that

fi(yo) + f2(0,90) < g(wo)  for every yo €Y.

By the upper semi-continuity of f; and the continuity of fs there are neighbor-
hoods Uy, of zy and V,,, of y such that

fl(y) + fQ(xvy) < fl(yo) +f2(x0ay0) +e fOI' every (I7y) € Uyo X ‘/yo-

Since yg is an arbitrary point in Y and Y is compact, we can find finitely many
neighborhoods V,,, ..., V,, from the covering {V,, },ey such that {V, };—1 . n
covers Y. Then the set U := ﬂ?zl Uy, is a non-empty neighborhood of x.
Moreover, if (x,y) is an arbitrary point in U x Y, then (z,y) € U,, x V,, for
some j € {1,...,n} and, therefore,

f1(y) + fa(z,y) < f1(y;) + f2(20,y5) + € < g(wo) +e < e

This implies g(z) < ¢ for every = in U, so z( is an inner point of X.. We
conclude that X, is open and, hence, that g is upper semi-continuous on X. On
the other hand, the function g is the supremum of a family { f1(y) + f2(-, ¥) }yey



18 Chapter 1. Semi-continuity

of lower semi-continuous functions on X, so it is lower semi-continuous on X.
Altogether, we have shown that g is continuous on X.

Now assume that f; and fo are non-negative on X and on X XY, respectively.
Define for a number § > 0 the function

gs(x) = sup{log(f1(y) + ) + log(f2(w,y) +6) 1y € Y}

By the previous discussion, gs is continuous on X. Therefore,

hs := exp(gs) = sup{(f1(y) + 0)(fa(z,y) +6) :y € Y}

is continuous on X. Since the family {hs}s>0 tends uniformly on X to h as §
tends to zero, h is also continuous on X. O

1.2 Upper semi-continuous regularization

We recall the definition of the limes superior in terms of nets in X which serves
to characterize upper semi-continuity and produce new upper semi-continuous
functions.

Definition & Remark 1.2.1 Let X be a Hausdorff space.

(1) For a fixed point « in X we denote by U (z) the set of all open neighborhoods
of x in X. If f is defined on X \ {x}, we define

limsup f(x) := inf { sup{f(y) : y € U\ {z}} : U € U(x)}.

Yy—x

(2) Let Y be a subset of X with non-empty boundary bY containing some
point z. For a function f defined on Y we set
limsup f(z) :=inf {sup{f(y) :y € UNY}: U €U(x)}.

y—x
yey

(3) Given a function f defined on X, the upper semi-continuous regularization
f* of f on X is given by

X >z — f*(z):=limsup f(x).

Yy—x
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(4) If f is some locally bounded function on X, the upper semi-continuous
regularization is upper semi-continuous on X and can be rewritten as

ff=inf{g: g € USC(X), f <g}.

This identity follows immediately from the definitions of infimum, supre-
mum and the upper semi-continuity and from Proposition [1.1.2

(5) Therefore, a locally bounded function f on X is upper semi-continuous if
and only if f = f*.

We give an example of an upper semi-continuous regularization.

Example 1.2.2 Let ¢ be a rational number in (0,1). Then there are uniquely
determined integers k,n € N such that the fraction ¢ = k/n is represented in
lowest terms (see, e.g., §405, Theorem V in [Olm62]). In this case the upper
semi-continuous regularization f* of the following function f defined on the
interval [0, 1] by

[ 1-1/n, z=k/neQn(0,1)
f(@) '_{ 0, z € ((0,1)\ Q) u{o,1}

is constantly equal to 1, but f(z) < 1 for every z in [0,1]. Thus, f fails to be
upper semi-continuous on [0, 1].

1.3 Maximal values

We continue by giving some properties related to maximal values of upper semi-
continuous functions. As before, X stands for a Hausdorff space.

Proposition 1.3.1 Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and let f be upper
semi-continuous on X. Then there exists a point o € X with supy f = f(xo).

Proof. Assume that f does not attain its maximum on X and set a := sup{f(&) :
¢ € X}. Then for every z € X we have that f(z) < a, so we can find a small pos-
itive number €, > 0 such that f(z) + &, < a. On the other hand, by the upper
semi-continuity of f there is a neighborhood U, of = such that f(y) < f(x)+e,
for every y € U,. Since X is compact, there are finitely many points z1,...,zy
such that Uy, ,..., Uy, cover X. Now set b := max{f(z;) +e,, :j=1,...,¢}.
Then we obtain the following contradiction, f(y) <b < a for every y € X. O
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The previous result motivates the following notations.

Definition & Remark 1.3.2 If a function f attains its maximum in X, we
write maxx f rather than supy f. Especially, if f is a complex valued function
on X, we simply write ||f||x := supy |f|. Now if X is a compact Hausdorff
space, || - ||x defines a Banach norm on C(X,C). Then it is easy to see that if
a sequence (fp)nen of functions f,, € C(X,C) converges uniformly on X (i.e.,
with respect to || - ||x) to a function f, then f is again in C(X,C) and || f.||x
converges to ||f||x as n tends to +oo.

We are interested in the behavior of the maximal values of decreasing families
of upper semi-continuous functions.

Lemma 1.3.3 Let {f;};cs be a family of upper semi-continuous functions on
X. Let f:=inf{f; : j € J} and let g be a lower semi-continuous function on
X with f < g on X. Then for every compact set K in X there exists a finite
subset I of J such that

f<min{f;:i€ I} <gon K.
Proof. Fix a point « € K. Then there is an index j(z) € J such that

f(x) < fj@ (x) < g(x). Since fj) — g is upper semi-continuous on X, we can
find an open neighborhood U, of  such that f;,(y) < g(y) for every y € U,.

By the compactness of K there are finitely many points z1,...,z; in K such
that Uy, ,...,U,, cover K. We set I := {j(x1),...,j(x¢)}. Then we easily ob-
tain the desired inequalities f < min{f;:i € I} < g on K. a

This observation leads to the following property which is similar to the last
one mentioned in Remark [1.3.2]

Proposition 1.3.4 Let (f,)nen be a sequence of upper semi-continuous func-
tions on X decreasing to f on a compact set K in X. Then

li = .
3D, TR = T
Proof.  The limit a := lim, . maxg f, exists because (maxg fy)nen is a
decreasing sequence which is bounded from below by maxg f. Assume that
a > maxyg f. By the previous Lemma we can find a large enough integer
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ng such that a > f,,(y) for every y € K. This is a contradiction to the defini-
tion of a. O

1.4 Upper semi-continuity in normed spaces

The main purpose of this section is to fix some basic notations on normed spaces
and to give a lemma which will turn out to be one the most important tools in
the study of the families of functions we will define later.

Definition & Remark 1.4.1 Let K be one of the fields R or C.
(1) A normed space (X, || - ||) over the field K induces the metric

X x X3 (z,y) = d(z,y) = ||z —yl.

(2) Of course, each norm function z — ||z|| is continuous with respect to the
topology induced by dj..

(3) Especially, if z = (x1,...,2,) € K", we are interested in the Fuclidean

norm || - ||2 and the mazimum norm | - || defined by
n
lz]|2 == Z |z;|?  and  ||z]le :=max{|z;|:j=1,...,n}.
j=1
(4) One can show that the sequence (||z¥, ... 7mﬁ\\é/k)keN decreases to to ||z

if k tends to +oo.
(5) The ball Bl'(xo) in K™ with radius r > 0 centered at zg is defined by
B (w0) = {z € K" : ]z — w02 < r}.
We also sometimes write B, (x¢) instead of BJ*(zg).
(6) The polydisc AT(zg) in C™ with radius r > 0 centered at zg is given by

Al(zo) :={z € C": ||z — zol|oc <T}.
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(7) We already have defined the uniform norm ||f||x := supx | f| for a complex
valued function f on X. If X is compact, the norm || - ||x endows C(X,C)
with a Banach space structure.

(8) A vector space X equipped with an inner product (-, -) induces a norm || - ||
on X by ||lz]| := +/(z, ).

(9) Clearly, we have the following connection between the inner product and its
induced norm,

lz 4+ yl|* = ||lz||* + 2Re(z, y) + ||y||*> for every z,y € X.
Notice that, if K =R, then Re(z,y) = (x,y) for every x,y € X.

The following lemma is one of the most important tools for our purposes.
It is basically Lemma 4.5 in [Sto84], but we have to point out that a similar
technique has already been used in the proof of Lemma 2.7 in [HMT7S].

Lemma 1.4.2 (Striking lemma) Let X be a vector space over the field K €
{R, C} equipped with the inner product (-,-). Let || - || denote its induced norm
and let u be an upper semi-continuous function on a compact set K in X.
Suppose that there is another compact set L in K with maxyu < maxg u.
Then there are a point p in K\ L, a real number € > 0 and an R-linear function
¢ : X — R such that

u(p) + L(p) =0 and u(x)+L(zx) < —¢||lz — p|* for every z € K \ {p}.

Proof. For a positive number € > 0 define u.(z) := u(z) + ¢||z||>. Choose & > 0
so small that maxy, u. < M := maxg u.. Pick a point p in K with u.(p) = M.
Then p can not lie in L. We define (z) := ¢||z||* — ¢||z — p||* — M. Since

l]|* = llz = plI* = —2Rez, p) — [IplI%,
the function ¢ is indeed R-linear. Furthermore, we have that
u(p) + £(p) = ue(p) — M = 0.
Since M := maxg u., we conclude that
u(x) + £(x) = ue(z) —el|lz —p||> = M < —¢||lz — p||* for every x € K \ {p}.
O
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1.5 Monotone closures

On a metric space X we have more interesting examples of continuous functions.

Example 1.5.1 (1) Let A be a closed subset of a metric space X = (X,d).
Then the distance function relative to A defined by

x> d(z,A) :=inf{d(z,y) : y € A}

is continuous on X.

(2)If Y is an open subset of X = (X,d) with non-empty boundary, then the
boundary distance function of Y given by x — d(z,bY") is continuous on Y.

(3) Given a closed set S in X = (X, d) and a number € > 0 we set
1, zes

S .={re X :d(z,S) <e}and X5(x) =< 0, reX\Se
1-1d(z,5), 2e€8©\S

Then the function X§ is continuous on X, and the family {X5}.>o decreases to
the characteristic function Xg as ¢ tends to zero.

(4) For an open set U in X = (X,d) and € > 0, we define

1, x e U,
Uey:={x €U :d(z,bU) > e} and Xy (z) :== ¢ 0, xreX\U
Ld(z,bU), ze€U\U.

The function Xy . is continuous on X, and the family {Xy . }.~¢ increases to the
characteristic function Xy of U in X as ¢ tends to zero.

The last example yields a continuous partition of unity on a metric space
which serves to obtain a classical approximation theorem. Recall that a topo-
logical space X is called paracompact if every open cover of X has an open
refinement that is locally finite. Furthermore, X is locally compact if every
point in X has a compact neighborhood.

Theorem 1.5.2 Let (X, d) be a metric space which is paracompact and locally
compact. Then for every upper semi-continuous function f on X there exists
a sequence (fy,)nen of continuous functions f, on X which decreases to f as n
tends to +o0.
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Proof. Since X is paracompact and locally compact, it is easy to see that we can
find a locally finite covering U = {U,}cs of X by open relatively compact sets
U, in X. For a fixed index j in J consider the set U; . := {x € U, : d(z,bU;) > ¢}
and the continuous function Xy, . from Example[1.5.1] (4). Then for every j in
J we can choose £(j) > 0 so small that the collection V := {V} := Uj () }jes is
again a locally finite covering of X. It is easy to see that, in a neighborhood of
a given point x in X, the sum S := Z]EJ Xy, is positive, finite and, therefore,
continuous. Thus, the function P; := %ij is continuous on X and fulfills
0<P;<1and ZjeJ P; =1, so it is a partition of unity on X.

Now fix a number n € N. Since f is upper semi-continuous and the function
(z,y) — d(x,y) is continuous on X x X with respect to the product topology
induced by the metric on X, the function

fim(x) == sup{f(y) — nd(z,y) : y € V;}

is bounded from above and continuous on Vj according to Propositions m
and [[14

We assert that the sequence (f;.,)nen decreases to f on Vj if n tends to +oc.
Indeed, it is clear that

I < fimt+1 < fjn on'Vj for every n € N.

Let x be an arbitrary point in Vj and let 7 be an arbitrary positive number. By
the upper semi-continuity of f, there is a number § > 0 such that f(y) < f(z)+n
for every y with d(z,y) < . Now if n > M :=sup{f(y) — f(z) : y € V;}/6, for
every y in 7J it holds that

f(z)+n, x €V, dlx,y) <§
F() — nd(z,y) < { ARV w N

Therefore, f;,(z) < f(z) +n. This proves the assertion.

Now since V is a locally finite covering of X, the function f,, := ZjeJ Pjifin
is continuous on X. Moreover, the sequence (f,)nen decreases to f on X if n
tends to +oo. O

In the last theorem, we were able to give an approximation of an arbitrary up-
per semi-continuous function by a decreasing family of continuous functions. In
this sense, continuous functions are dense in the family of upper semi-continuous
functions. This motivates to define a notion the monotone closure of a subfamily
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of upper semi-continuous functions. This monotone closure will have a similar
meaning to us as the uniform closure in C(X), which we shall recall at first.

Definition & Remark 1.5.3 Let B be a subfamily of C(X) and Y be a subset

=Y . . .

of X. By B we denote the uniform closure of Bin Y, i.e., the set of all complex-
valued continuous functions g on Y such that there exists a sequence (g, )nen
of continuous functions g,, in B which uniformly converges to g on Y.

In order to define the monotone closure, the main idea is to use decreasing
sequences of upper semi-continuous functions.

Definition 1.5.4 Let Y be a subset of X and let A be a family of upper semi-
continuous functions on a Hausdorff space X.

(1) The (monotone) closure A of Ain Y is composed by all upper semi-
continuous functions f on Y such that there exists a sequence (fy,)nen of
functions f,, in A which decreases pointwise to f on Y, i.e., for every x € Y
it holds that

fn(x) > fry1(x) for every n € N and ILm fulz) = f(2).

(2) If Y = X, we also simply write =2

(3) We say that A is closed if A = A

(4) Given an integer k € N, we define iteratively the monotone closure of A of
order k by

—
—k (k-1
yi 4 — A( ) .
Notice that we use the convention XN = A.

(5) The (monotone) closure of A of infinite order is the set
> —k
A=A
k=0

We give a list of simple observations which are easy to verify.

Proposition 1.5.5 (1) By Proposition (3), for every k € Ny U {oo} the

closure jki of a family A of upper semi-continuous functions is in USC(X).



26 Chapter 1. Semi-continuity

(2) For two given families A; and As of upper semi-continuous functions on X
with Ay C Ay, it follows directly from the definition that

) S —
All C .,42¢ for every subset Y in X.

(3) If Y1 and Y; are two subsets of X with Yy C Y, then ZiYQ C .Ziyl.

(4) It follows from Proposition|1.1.9 (2) that that USC(X)® = USC(X).

(5) If (X, d) is a paracompact and locally compact metric space, it follows from

Theorem that x
— USC(X).

C(X)
(6) Let B be a subfamily of C(X,R) and let Y be a compact subspace of X.
Then iy y
cY)ynB” c B .
More precisely, if (f,)nen is a sequence of continuous functions on Y which
decreases to a continuous limit f on X, then this convergence is already
uniform on Y.

(7) It is obvious that A lies in A™ for every k,¢ € Ny with ¢ < k.
(8) Therefore, A = Uier A for every £ € Ny.

If X is compact and B is a subfamily of C(X), then one can show that
—X
EX = EX. In contrary to this, it is not true, in general, that the closure of
order k of A stays in the closure A" of A. In other words, the notion of montone
closure introduced above has not the same meaning as the usual closure in the
topological sense. It becomes then an interesting question whether there is a
better definition of the closure of A which yields a closed set in the classical and
in our sense at the same time. For instance, a natural candidate would be the
intersection of all closed supersets of A, but it is unclear if it is closed itself.

We proceed by giving some examples which underline the difference between
the monotone closure and the closure in the topological sense.

Example 1.5.6 (1) Consider the following upper semi-continuous functions
on the one-point (or Alexandroff [Ale24]) compactification K = [0, 4+o00] of the
interval [0, 400). For an integer n € N we set

fn = X[l*ﬁ’ﬂ and In.k = ]‘/k ’ X{lfﬁ} + fn
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The functions f,, decrease to fo := X{q13. Now if A is the set {gxn : k,n € N},

then A" = AU {fn :n € N} and A =AU {fo}, but it is easy to see that fy
can not be the limit of a decreasing sequence of functions from A.

(2) One can think that after closing A finitely many times we obtain a closed
set, but this turns out to be wrong. Given k& € N and ng,...,n; € N consider
the following upper semi-continuous function

k—1
Pong,....n (z) = Zgnjynjﬂ(x -7
=0

where x € [0, 400] and g, are the functions from the previous example.

nj+1

We set A := {hp,,...n, 1 kK € Nyng,...,n; € N}. Then we conclude that j(kﬂn
contains the function Xgy  xy, but not Xgy | 41y

.....

(3) Even if we take the closure of infinite order it will not lead to a closed set.
Indeed, consider for given integers k € N and ny,...,n; € N the functions

oo
Gy = X{JrOO} + Z (1+ 1/j)X{j} and  Huy,,....ny 2= hing,...ony, + G
j=k+1

where hy, . ., are the functions from the previous example. Now consider the
family A := {Hy,,.. 0, - k € N,ng,...,n, € N}. Then by the same argument as

before we can derive that Zmi contains X¢; . xy+gx for every k € N, but it does
not contain Xy 9 . 4oy Anyway, the sequence (X{L“_,k} + gr)ren decreases to
X{1,2,....400} as k tends to +oo. Hence,

——
X{1,2,...,+oo} €A ’

but X¢15 oo} ¢ Xu for every £ € N.






Chapter 2

Real g-convexity

Convex sets and functions are simple to define and to visualize. They form the
basis for the convexity theory and have strong importance in linear optimiza-
tion. In the first section, we are mainly interested in upper semi-continuous
convex functions, their properties, approximation techniques and their relation
to convex sets. In particular, we recall the classical result of Busemann-Feller-
Alexandroff (see [BF36] and [Ale39]) which gives regularity properties of convex
functions. More precisely, it states that every real-valued convex function is in
fact twice differentiable almost everywhere. This fascinating statement serves to
develop approximation techniques in the subsequent sections which are based on
the supremum convolution (see, e.g, [Sto84]). This sort of convolution is more
adequate for the functions we will introduce later rather than the classical in-
tegral convolution. Since only a few properties of convex functions and sets are
relevant to us, we refer the interested reader to the books of R. T. Rockafellar
[Roc70] and H. Busemann [Bus58] for an introduction to convexity theory.
Having the tools of convexity in hand, we introduce the notion of real ¢-
convexity. Here, roughly speaking, ¢ is a non-negative integer which measures in
how many directions a real g-convex function fails to be convex. More precisely,
if the function is smooth, it is real g-convex if and only if its real Hessian has
everywhere at most ¢ negative eigenvalues. Thus, in the case of ¢ = 0, the
real g-convex functions are exactly the locally convex ones. We shall examine
their properties, establish appropriate approximation techniques and compare
them later in Chapter 3 to their relatives in the complex setting: the g-plurisub-
harmonic functions. It seems that the real g-convex functions were not studied
yet from the viewpoint of complex analysis. Surprisingly, even though convexity

29
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theory is full of various generalizations of convex functions, the real g-convex
functions seem not to take a relevant place in its considerations. Nonetheless,
studying the signature of the real Hessian of a function is important to Morse
theory (to give information about the topology of certain sublevel sets) and to
general relativity (using pseudo-Riemannian metrics).

We have to point out that the real g-convex functions resemble in such a
strong way the g-plurisubharmonic ones that most of the proofs of their proper-
ties can be easily transfered with minor modifications from the existing articles
on g-plurisubharmonicity (see [Die06], [HMT7S], [Sto84] or [Bun9Q]). Especially,
Stodkowski’s [Slo84] and Bungart’s [Bun90] approximation techniques can be
easily adapted to real g-convex functions. For the sake of completeness, we
include their proofs in the forthcoming subsections.

2.1 Convex sets and functions

We recall the definition of convex sets in the Euclidean space R™. We refer
to the books of Rockafellar [Roc70] and Busemann [Bush8] for more details on
convexity.

Definition & Remark 2.1.1 Let K be a set in R"™.

(1) The set K is called convez if for every two points x1, x5 contained in K the
segment [r1,x2] = {(1 —t)z1 +tx2:0 <t <1} also lies in K.

(2) The dimension of the smallest plane containing K is the dimension of K.

(3) If K is a compact convex set with non-empty interior, then it is called a
convex body.

(4) Let K be a convex body and let p be a boundary point of K. Every
hyperplane H in R"™ splits the space R™ into two open half-spaces HT and
H~. The hyperplane H is then said to be supporting for K at p if H
contains p and if K lies in one of the closed half-spaces HUH™ or H UH ™.

We give the definition of convex functions.
Definition 2.1.2 Let K be a convex set and w be an open set in R".

(1) The function u : K — [—00,+00) is convex on K if for every two points
p1,p2 in K and every pair of non-negative numbers Ay, Ao with A; + Xy =1,
we have the inequality

J(Aip1 + Aap2) < A1 f(p1) + Az f(p2)-



2.1. Convex sets and functions 31

(2) The function u : K — (—o0, +00] is called concave if —u is convex.

(3) Given a function u : w — [—00,+00), it said to be locally convexr on w if
for every point p in w there is a ball B in w around p such that u is convex
on B.

(4) The function w is called locally concave on w if —u is locally convex on w.

(5) The set of all locally convex functions on an open set w in R™ is denoted by
CVX (w).

It is also common to allow that convex functions attain the value +o0o. The
main reason is that it is then possible to extend convex functions from a domain
by the value +00 to the whole of R™, which makes it easier to work with those
type of convex functions. Nevertheless, since we are mainly interested in upper
semi-continuous functions, we consider only those convex functions which omit
the value +o0.

We present standard examples of convex functions.

Example 2.1.3 Every norm function on R™ is convex. Especially, the function
u(z) = ||z||3 is convex on R™. Notice also, that if § is a C*°-smooth function
with compact support in R™, then there is a small positive number ¢ > 0 such
that u + €0 remains convex on R". Convex functions with such an property are
also called strongly convex.

We give another relation between convex functions and convex sets.

Proposition 2.1.4 Let K be a closed set in Rgzl = R7 x R, with non-empty
interior. Denote by m the standard projection ongigl to R, given by m(x,y) =
y. Then K is convex in R"*! if and only if 7(K) is convex and there are convex

functions — fy and f_ on w(K) such that
K={(z,y) :z en(K), f-(z) <y < fr(2)}. (2.1)

Proof. Assume first that K is convex. Then for a fixed point z in 7(K) the slice
Sz = {x} x R is an interval, and we define the functions f1 as follows,

fo(z) :=infS, and fi(z):=supS,.

The convexity of K immediately implies that m(K) is convex and that the
functions f_ and —f are convex on w(K).
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On the other hand, if K is given as in equation (2.1)), it follows directly from
the definition of convex functions that K is a convex set. O

Simple examples, like  — |z|, show that convex functions fail to be smooth
everywhere. Nonetheless, each locally convex function admits a smooth approx-
imation using the integral convolution.

Theorem 2.1.5 Let w be an open set in R and fix k € NU {+o0}. Then

CVX(w) C CVX(wp) N C"?(wo)wo for every wp € w.

Proof. For a positive number ¢ > 0 we set w. := {z € U : d(z,bw) > €}. If
gp > 0 is small enough, then wy lies relatively compact in w, for every e < g.
Now let u be a real-valued locally convex function on w and let 6 be a C¥-smooth
non-negative function on R™ with compact support on the unit ball which also
fulfills 6(x) = 6(|z|) and [,, 8(t)dV (t) = 1. Define 0.(x) := e "f(x/e). Then
the integral convolution of u and 6. given by

(@) = (u# 0.)(2) = / w(z — 0.V (1)

R

is C*-smooth, locally convex on we, and the family {u.}.<., decreases to u on
wp as € tends to zero. ([l

2.2 Regularity of convex functions

It is a classical fact that convex functions admit a strong regularity: it is not
only possible to show that real-valued convex functions are continuous, but
also that they are twice differentiable almost everywhere. Especially, the latter
property is relevant to us in the forthcoming sections. It was examined by
H. Busemann and W. Feller in [BF36] and then proved by A. D. Alexandroff in
[Ale39]. Nowadays, it is known as the Busemann-Feller-Alexandroff theorem.
The non-trivial proof of this result will not be repeated here. Instead we refer
to the end of chapter 2 in [Bush8] or to the article [BCP96] which gives an
alternative proof to that of Alexandroff.
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Theorem 2.2.1 (Busemann-Feller-Alexandroff) Let u be a real-valued lo-
cally convex function on an open set w in R™. Then, almost everywhere on w,
the function u is twice differentiable and its gradient Vu is differentiable.

This important theorem motivates to introduce the following family of func-
tions.

Definition & Remark 2.2.2 Let w be an open set in R™ and L > 0.

(1) The symbol C} (w) is the family of all real valued functions g on w such that
u(z) := g(z) + 3 L||x|3 is locally convex on w.

(2) Let g be a function in C} (w). In view of the Busemann-Feller-Alexandroff

n
theorem, the real Hessian 7 (z) := (%(m)) of g exists at almost
192, ij=1

every point x in w. At these points, the smallest ei;genvalue is bounded from
below by —L. It is therefore reasonable to say that functions in C} (w) have
a lower bounded Hessian.

(3) The collection of all functions on w with lower bounded Hessian is denoted
by Cl(w).

(4) Tt holds that Cl(w) = U Ci(w) and C(w) C C(w).
L>0

The integral convolution already offers an important method to approximate
convex functions, but it will not be appropriate for a certain family of functions
we will investigate later. An alternative is given by a convolution method based
on taking a supremum rather than an integral. The idea to use this convolution
comes directly from section 2 in Stodkowski’s article [Slo84], where the reader
also finds more properties of functions with lower bounded Hessian.

Definition 2.2.3 Let u,v be two non-negative functions defined on possibly
different subsets of R™. Then for every = € R" the supremum convolution of u
and v is defined by

(u x5 v)(x) :== sup{u(y)o(r —y) 1 y € R"},

where 4 and ¢ denote the trivial extensions of w and v by zero into the whole
space R™.

We apply the supremum convolution to functions with lower bounded Hes-
sian (see Proposition 2.6 in [Sto84]).
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Proposition 2.2.4 Let M > 0 be a positive number. Let u and g be two non-
negative bounded upper semi-continuous functions on R™. If g € C1(R™), then
u 4 g lies in C};; (R™), where M := supg. u. In particular, u *s g is continuous
on R™ and twice differentiable almost everywhere on R".

Proof. We refer to Proposition [[.1.4] or the original proof of Proposition 2.6
in [Sto84]. O

2.3 Real g-convex functions

We will now generalize the notion of convexity and give the definition of upper
semi-continuous real g-convex functions.

Definition 2.3.1 Let w be an open set in R™ and let ¢ € {0,...,n — 1}.

(1) We say that an upper semi-continuous function « on w fulfills the local maz-
imum property on w with respect to linear functions on (q+ 1)-dimensional
planes if for every (¢ + 1)-dimensional plane 7, every ball B € w N 7w and
every linear function ¢ on 7 with u < £ on bB we already have that u < /¢
on B.

(2) An upper semi-continuous function on w admitting the precedent property
is called real q-convex on w.

(3) If m > n, each upper semi-continuous function is automatically real m-
convex by convention.

(4) We denote by CVX,(w) the set of all real g-convex functions on w.

The following properties of real g-convex functions follow directly from the
definition.

Proposition 2.3.2 Let all functions mentioned below be defined on an open
set w in R™ with image in [—o0, +00).

(1) If u is upper semi-continuous, then it is locally convex if and only if it is
real 0-convex.

(2) Every real g-convex function is real (q + 1)-convex.
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(3) If \ > 0, ¢c € R and u is real g-convex, then \u + ¢ is also real g-convex.

(4) The limit of a decreasing sequence (uy)xen of real g-convex functions is
again real g-convex.

(5) If{u; : i € I} is a family of locally bounded real q-convex functions, then the
upper semi-continuous regularization u* of u := sup,;c u; is real g-convex.

In particular, the maximum of finitely many real q-convex functions is again
real g-convex.

(6) A real g-convex function remains real g-convex after a linear change of
coordinates.

(7) An upper semi-continuous function u is real g-convex if and only if u+ ¢ is
real g-convex for every linear function £ on R™.

In the definition of real g-convex functions we can replace linear by locally
concave functions.

Theorem 2.3.3 Let u be an upper semi-continuous function on an open set
w in R™. Then u is real q-convex if and only if it fulfills the local maximum
property with respect to locally concave functions on (q+1)-dimensional planes.

Proof. If w fulfills the local maximum property on w with respect to locally
concave functions on (¢ + 1)-dimensional subspaces, then u is real g-convex
on w, since every linear function is concave.

On the other hand, let u be real g-convex on w. Fix a (¢ + 1)-dimensional
linear plane 7, a ball B € w N7 and a function f : w — (—o0,+0o0] which
is concave in a convex neighborhood of B in 7 such that v < f on bB. Let
po = (o, f(xo)) be a point on the graph I'(f) = {(, f(z)) : * € B} of f
over B with f(zg) # +oo. Notice that if f(xg) = +oo, then we have au-
tomatically u(zg) < f(zp). Since f is assumed to be concave, the subgraph
I=(f) == {(z,y) € BxR:y < f(z)} is convex in 7 x R in view of Proposi-
tion Let H be a supporting hyperplane of I'~(f) at po in m x R. Since
f(zo) # +00, o is an interior point of B and f is continuous, the hyperplane
H is a graph of a linear function on 7, i.e., there is a linear function ¢ on w
such that H = {(z,4(x)) : x € m}. The convexity yields I'" (f) C I'" (), so that
f < £ on B. Moreover, we have that ¢(xq) = f(x¢) and u < f < £ on bB. Since
u is real g-convex, it follows that u < £ on B. Thus, u(xg) < £(z0) = f(z0).
Since pg was an arbitrary point lying on the graph of f over B, we obtain that
u < f on B. This shows that u fulfills the local maximum property on w with
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respect to concave functions on (g + 1)-dimensional planes. O

As an immediate consequence, the family of real g-convex functions is stable
under summation with locally convex functions.

Corollary 2.3.4 Let u be upper semi-continuous on an open set w in R™. Then
u is real g-convex on w if and only if uw + f is real g-convex for every locally
convex function f on w.

It follows from the striking Lemma that real g-convexity is a local
property.

Theorem 2.3.5 Let u be upper semi-continuous on an open set w in R™. Then
w is real g-convex on w if and only if it is locally real g-convex on w, I.e., for every
point p in w there is a neighborhood V of p in w such that wu is real q-convex
onV.

Proof. It is obvious that a real g-convex function is locally real g-convex. In
order to show the converse, we assume that u is not real g-convex but locally real
g-convex on w. Then there exist a real (¢ 4+ 1)-dimensional plane 7, a ball B in
7 Nw containing a point pg and a linear function ¢; on 7 such that u(x) < £1(x)
for every x € bB, but u(pg) > ¢1(po). Lemma asserts that there are a
point p; in B, a positive number € > 0 and a linear function ¢5 on 7 such that

u(pr) = li(p1) —L2(p1) =0 and  u(z) — b (z) — bo(z) < —ellz —p1f|* <O

for every x € B\ {p1}. Then u cannot be real g-convex in a neighborhood of p;
according to Proposition which is a contradiction. O

Lemma has another important consequence to real g-convex functions.

Theorem 2.3.6 (Local maximum principle) Let g € {0,...,n— 1} and let
w be a relatively compact open set in R™. If u is real g-convex on w and upper
semi-continuous up to the closure of w, then

maxu = maxu.
w bw

Proof. Suppose that the statement is false, so that there exists an upper semi-
continuous function v on w which is real g-convex on w and fulfills maxgu >
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maxp,, 4. Then it follows from Lemma, that there are a point p in w, a
positive number € > 0 and a linear function ¢ such that

u(p) —£(p) =0 and wu(x) —l(x) < —¢llz —pl||3 for every z € @\ {p}.

In this case, u — ¢ fails to be real g-convex on w, which contradicts Proposi-

tion Z3[7] 0

Two real g-convex functions can be patched together to a new real g-convex
function.

Theorem 2.3.7 Let wi and w be two open sets in R"™ with w; C w. Let u be a
real g-convex function on w and u; be a real g-convex function on wy such that

lim sup u; (y) < u(x) for every x € bwy Nw. (2.2)
Yy—x
YyEwr

Then the following function is real g-convex on §2,

u(x), T E€w\w

() = { max{u(z),ui(2)}, @ €w

Proof. The function 1 is upper semi-continuous on w due to . Let m be a
real (¢+1)-dimensional plane in R™, B be a ball lying relatively compact in mNw
and let £ be a linear function on 7 such that ¢ < ¢ on bB. Since 9 coincides with
won w\ w1 and since it is a maximum of the two real ¢-convex functions v and
w1 on wi, 9 is real g-convex on w \ bwy. Thus, we can assume that B Nbw; # 0.
Since u is real g-convex on w and by the inequalities u < ¥ < ¢ on bB, we
obtain that u < ¢ on B. Therefore, we have that ¢ = u < £ on BN (w \ wy).
In particular, we have that ¢ = u < £ on B Nbw;. This implies that ¢ < £
on b(B Nwy). Since 1 is real g-convex on wy, the local maximum principle (see
Theorem yields ¢ < £ on B Nw;. By the previous discussion, we have
that ¢ < £ on B. Finally, we can conclude that 1 is real ¢-convex on w. O

2.4 Strictly and smooth real ¢g-convex functions

We are interested in real g-convex functions which are stable under small pertur-
bations by certain smooth functions. We already mentioned relatives of those
functions in Example namely, the strongly convex functions.
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Definition & Remark 2.4.1 Let w be an open set in R™.

(1) An upper semi-continuous function u on w is called strongly real q-convex
on w if for every C*°-smooth function 6 with compact support in w there
exists a positive number g9 > 0 such that u + €6 is real g-convex for every
€€ (—80780).

(2) We say that an upper semi-continuous function u on w is strictly real g-
convez if for every point p in w there exist a neighborhood U of p and a
positive number g9 > 0 such that z — u(z) + ||z — p||3 is real g-convex on
U for every € € (—eg,&p)-

(3) In view of the identity in Remark [(9)] and Proposition we

can replace u(x) + ¢l|z — p||3 by u(z) + £||z||3 in the previous definition.

The two definitions of strict and strong real g-convexity are equivalent.
Therefore, we will always use only the notion strictly real q-convex.

Proposition 2.4.2 An upper semi-continuous function u on an open set w
in R™ is strongly real q-convex if and only if it is strictly real g-convex.

Proof. We first show the necessity. Let p be an arbitrary point in w and let
r and R be two positive numbers such that r < R and Bg(p) lies relatively
compact in w. Pick a C*-smooth function 6y with compact support in Bg(p)
such that 0 < 0 < 1 and 6y = 1 on B,(p). Define 6 := 6] - ||3. Then there is a
positive number gy > 0 so that u + €6 is real g-convex for every ¢ € (—eg,&0).
Since 6§ = || - |2 on B,.(p), we have shown the first part of the statement.

In order to verify the sufficiency, let # be a C*°-smooth function with compact
support K in w. Since K is compact, we may assume that there exist an open
neighborhood U of K and a positive number £y such that u + || - ||3 is real
g-convex on U for every € € (—eg,&0). Since 6 is C*°-smooth and has compact
support on R™, we can find a number §; > 0 so large that 6| - |3 + 6 and
51|l - |3 — @ both remain convex on R™. Now let ¢; := ¢/d;. Then for every
1 € [0,e1) we have that nd; lies in [0,£¢). Thus, the functions

wutnd =u—né|-||3+n[3+£0)

both are a sum of a real g-convex and a locally convex function on U. Accord-
ing to Corollary we obtain that u + 16 is real g-convex on U for every
n S (_517 El)~ D
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In the case of C2-smooth functions, we have the following characterization of
(strict) real g-convexity. Notice that for v,w € R™ we use the notation

8%u
0x1,0xy

H(p) (v, w) =" A (p)w = Y (p)vrwe,
k=1

where v? is the transpose of the vector v.

Theorem 2.4.3 Letq € {0,...,n—1} and w be an open set in R™. A C2-smooth
function u on w is (strictly) real g-convex if and only if for every point p € w
the real Hessian 74, (p) of u has at most q negative (non-positive) eigenvalues.

Proof. By Theorem [2.3.5] real g-convexity is a local property, so all consider-
ations can be made in a small neighborhood of some fixed point p € w. Due
to Proposition and @, we can assume without loss of generality that
p = 0, u(p) = 0 and that u has the following Taylor expansion in some neigh-
borhood of the origin,

u(z) = A(z) + %%(0)(%%) +o(ll3),

where A(z) = Vu(0)z is considered as a linear function R™ — R. According to
Proposition by replacing u by u — A, we can assume without loss of
generality that u has the following form near the origin,

u() = L A0, 7) + of|l2l3)

Now if the real Hessian of u has at least ¢ + 1 negative eigenvalues at the origin,
then we can find a real (¢ 4+ 1)-dimensional plane 7 in R™ and a ball B inside
7 Nw such that wu is strictly negative at every point on the boundary of B but
vanishes inside B at the origin. Thus, in view of Theorem it cannot be
real g-convex on w.

On the other hand, if w is not real g-convex, then there are a point py € w,
a real (¢ + 1)-dimensional plane 7, a ball B in 7 Nw containing py and a linear
function ¢; on 7 such that u(z) < £1(x) for every x € bB, but u(pg) > ¢1(po).
Then by Lemma there are a point p; inside B, a positive number € > 0
and another linear function ¢ on 7 such that

u(pr) —li(p1) —L2(p1) =0 and  u(x) — £y (z) — lo(x) < —ellz — paf3-
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for every = € B\ {p1}. Hence, the function u — ¢; — {5 attains a local maximum
at p;. Therefore, the real Hessian of u at p;, which corresponds to the real
Hessian of u — ¢1 — {5 at p1, has at least ¢ + 1 negative eigenvalues. ([

The previous condition on real g-convexity in the C2-smooth case allows us
easily to construct examples of real g-convex functions.

Example 2.4.4 Recall the characteristic functions Xg and Xg of the set S =
{(z,0) € R? : z € R} on R? in Example They are real 1-convex but
obviously not convex. Indeed, they can be approximated from above by the
real 1-convex functions X, s(z,y) := exp(—nz?) and X, s(x,y) := —nz?, re-
spectively. This shows that, in general, real g-convex functions are neither
continuous nor locally integrable, if ¢ > 1, whereas every real-valued 0-convex
function is continuous (see Theorem 10.1 in [Roc70]).

The previous theorem has the following useful application.

Lemma 2.4.5 Let w be an open set in R™. Assume that u is not real g-convex
on w. Then there is a ball B € w, a point 1 € B, a number ¢ > 0 and a
C®°-smooth real (n—g—1)-convex function v on R™ such that

(u+v)(x1) =0 and (u+v)(z) < —¢llz — 213 for every = € B\ {z1}.

Proof. Since u is not real g-convex on w, there exist a ball B € w, a point ¢ in B,
a (¢+1)-dimension plane 7 and a linear function ¢ : R” — R such that u+¢ < 0
on bBN7 and u(xg) +4(zg) > 0. Let h : R® — R"~9~! be a linear mapping such
that 7 = {h = 0} and fix a number ¢ > 0. In view of Theorem it is easy
to verify that the C*°-smooth function v.(z) := ¢(z) — c||h(z)||3 is real (n—g—1)-
convex on R™. Moreover, it equals £ on 7w and tends to —oo outside m when ¢
goes to +o0o. Therefore, if we choose c¢ large enough, then we can arrange that
u+v. < 0on bB and u(xzg) +ve(xo) > 0. Now it follows from Lemma[1.4.2] that
there is another linear function /; : R™ — R, a point x; € B and € > 0 such that
(u4ve+£1)(x1) = 0, but (u+ve.+41)(z) < —¢lz— 21| for every x € B\ {z1}.
Finally, v := v.+/¢; is the demanded function in view of Proposition O
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2.5 Twice differentiable real g-convex functions

We establish a characterization of twice differentiable real g-convex functions
by studying a certain quantity which represents exactly the largest eigenvalue
of the real Hessian of a smooth function at a given point. The ideas are directly
derived from Chapter 3 in [SIo84], since they perfectly translate to real g-convex
functions.

Definition 2.5.1 Let uw be a function on an open set w in R™ such that its
gradient Vu(x) exists at some point € w. Then the mazimal eigenvalue of
F, at x is defined by

Ao () == 2lim sup(max{u(z + eh) — u(x) — eVu(z)h : h € R", ||h|l2 = 1})/?

e—0

The following result is an important property of the maximal eigenvalue and
has been shown by Stodkowski (see Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 3.5 in [Slo84]).

Theorem 2.5.2 If u is a locally convex function on an open set w in R™ such
that A\, (z) > M for almost every x € w, then \,(x) > M for every x € w.

The precedent theorem allows to generalize Theorem [2.4.3] using twice differ-
entiable real g-convex functions rather than C?-smooth ones. It is Theorem 4.1
in [Sto84] adapted to real g-convex functions.

Theorem 2.5.3 Let g € {0,...,n — 1} and let u be upper semi-continuous on
an open set w in R™.

(1) If w is real g-convex on w and twice differentiable at a point p in w, then
the real Hessian of u at p has at most q negative eigenvalues.

(2) If u € C} (w) and the real Hessian at almost every point in w has at most q
negative eigenvalues, then u is real qg-convex on w.

Proof. (1) Pick a point p in w such that J,(p) exists. Let B,.(p) € w be a ball
centered in p with radius r > 0. Then for ¢ € (0,1) the function w; given by

Br(0) 32 — w(x) = (u(p+tz) — u(p) — t(Vu(p),z))/t?

is real g-convex on B,.(0) due to Propositionm properties and Since
u is twice differentiable at p, the family (u;):c(0,1) tends uniformly to ug(z) :=

., (p)(z,z) in a small neighborhood of the origin as ¢ tends to zero. Therefore,



42 Chapter 2. Real g-convexity

the function wug is real g-convex and C2-smooth on a neighborhood of the origin.
By Theorem [2.4.3| the real Hessian of ug at the origin has at most ¢ negative
eigenvalues. Since J,,(0) = 7, (p), the proof of the first statement is finished.

(2) If w is not real g-convex on w, then it follows from Lemma and
Proposition that, without loss of generality, there exist a ball B,(0) €
w, a number € > 0 and a C*-smooth real (n—g—1)-convex function v on R"
which satisfies (u + v)(0) = 0 and

(u+v)(z) < —¢||z||3 for every z € B,.(0)\ {0}. (2.3)

Recall that u € C} (w) and define

fi=u+v, M,:=sup{l(z):2€ B, (0)} and M :=L+ M,.
Then f is non-positive and belongs to C},(w), so g(z) = f(z) + M|z} is

convex on B,(0). Therefore, for every x € B,(0) we have that
0=29(0) < g(2) + g(~2) = f(2) + f(~2) + M|z} < f(z) + M]|zl3.

Thus, —M]||z||3 < f(x). On the other hand, f(x) < —¢l|z||3, so the gradient of
f at 0 exists and vanishes there. Of course, the same is also true for the function
g. Thus, in view of property , we may estimate the maximal eigenvalue of
g at 0 as follows:

Ag(0) = 2limsup (max{g(ch) : h € R™, ||h|l> =1})/e* < M —2e. (2.4)

e—0

By the Busemann-Feller-Alexandroff theorem (see Theorem , the real Hes-
sian of f exists almost everywhere on w. Moreover, since .7, has at most g neg-
ative and 7, has at most n—g—1 negative eigenvalues, the real Hessian of the
sum f = u + v has at least one non-negative eigenvalue almost everywhere on
w. Therefore, since the the largest eigenvalue of the function £ M||-||3 is exactly
M, we derive the estimate A\j(x) > M at almost every point in B,(0). Then it
follows from Theorem that A, > M everywhere on B,(0). In particular,
Ag(0) = M, which is a contradiction to (2.4). O

2.6 Approximation of real g-convex functions

We show that any real g-convex function can be approximated from above by a
decreasing sequence of real g-convex functions being continuous everywhere and
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twice differentiable almost everywhere. The idea of this approximation and most
of the arguments of the proofs are directly derived from Section 2 in [Sto84].

Theorem 2.6.1 Let u be a non-negative bounded real q-convex function on an
open set w in R™. Let g € Ci(R™) be a non-negative function with compact
support in some ball B,(0). Define w, := {z € w : dist(z,bw) > r} and
M, :=sup,, u. Then ux, g lies in CiMT (R™) and it is real g-convex on wi.

Proof. Recall that @ denotes the trivial extension of w by zero to the whole
of R™. The supremum convolution of v and g at * € w, can be rewritten as
follows,

sup{a(y)g(z —y) : y € R"}
sup{a(z —t)g(t) : t € R"}
sup{u(z —t)g(t) : t € B-(0)}.

(u s g)(x)

It follows from Proposition and[(6)]that  — g(¢t)u(z—t) is real g-convex
on w, for every t € B,(0). Since, in view of Remark and Proposition 2.2.4]
the function ux, g is continuous, Proposition [2.3.2[(5)|implies that u *, g is real
g-convex on w,. Finally, it follows directly from Proposition that u x5 g
belongs to Cp,, (R™). O

The previous theorem yields the following approximation technique.

Proposition 2.6.2 Let u be a real qg-convex function on an open set w in R™
and let D be a relatively compact open set in w. Assume that f is a continuous
function on w and satisfies uw < f on a neighborhood of D. Then there is a
positive number L > 0 and a continuous function @ € Ci(R™) which is real
g-convex in a neighborhood of D and which fulfills w < @ < f on D.

Proof. Let r be a positive number so small that that D is contained in D, :=
wy N Byp(0), where w, := {r € w : dist(z,bw) > r}. Given k € N, we set
v := max{u,—k} + k + 1/k. Then v < v — k and v is positive. Since the
sequence (v — k)ren decreases to u, we can find a large enough integer k € N
such that v — k < f on D. By upper semi-continuity of v and compactness of
D, we can choose another radius r’ € (0,7) so small that D € w,» and

sup{v(y) —k :y € Bu(z)} < f(z) for every x € D.
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Now pick a C*-smooth function g with compact support in the ball B, (0) such
that 0 < g <1 and ¢g(0) = 1. We set @(z) := (v*5g)(z) — k for € w. Then we

obtain for every x € D that

u(z) < wv(z)—k
= v(z)g(0) — k
< sup{o(y)g(z —y):y € By(x)} —k
= (v*sg)(x) —k
= ()
< sup{v(y) :y € By (x)} —k

sup{v(y) —k:y € By (x)} < f(2).

The rest of the properties of 4 follow now from the previous Theorem[2.2.4] [

As an immediate consequence, we get the following approximation for real
g-convex functions.

Corollary 2.6.3 Let w be an open set in R"™ and let ¢ > 0. Then for every
compact set K inw. = {z € w:d(z,bw) > e, |z||2 < 1/e} it holds that

e

CVX (w) C CVX  (we) NCLHR™

Proof. Let u be a real g-convex function on w and kg € N so large that
we N By /e (0) lies in wq /i, N By, (0). Then by Propositionwe can inductively
construct a sequence (Ly)k>r, of positive numbers L, and a sequence (ug)k>k,
of functions uj, € Cj (R™) which are real g-convex on w, N By (0) and fulfill
U < up+1 < up on K for every k > ko. Hence, we have shown the desired
inclusion of this statement. [l

Notice that, in general, the sum of two real g-convex functions will not lead to
another real g-convex function. Consider for example the real 1-convex functions
uy(z,y) = —2% and uz(z,y) = —y? in R2. The real Hessian of their sum u; +us
has two negative eigenvalues at every point in R2, so it fails to be real 1-convex.
Nonetheless, as an application of Theorem [2.5.3 and Corollary [2.6.3] we obtain
the following result on sums of real g-convex functions. It has been proved by
Stodkowski [Sto84] in the g-plurisubharmonic case.



2.6. Approximation of real g-convex functions 45

Theorem 2.6.4 Given a real g-convex function u; and a real r-convex function
uz on an open set w in R™, their sum wu; + us is real (¢ + r)-convex on w.

Proof. By the previous Theorem and since real g-convexity is a local
property, we can assume that u; and us have lower bounded Hessian and that
they are twice differentiable almost everywhere on w. Then in view of the first
statement of Theorem [2.5.3] the real Hessian of u; has at most ¢ and the real
Hessian of us has at most r negative eigenvalues at almost every point in w.
Now it is easy to verify that the sum of the Hessians of u; and uy have at most
q + 7 negative eigenvalues almost everywhere. Since the sum u; + us certainly
also has lower bounded Hessian and is twice differentiable almost everywhere
on w, it follows from the second statement in Theoremm that uy 4+ uso is real
(¢ + r)-convex on w. O

In what follows, we present another approximation of real g-convex functions
by piecewise smooth real g-convex functions. The methods are derived from
Bungart’s article [Bun90|] and transfered to real g-convex functions.

Definition 2.6.5 Let u be a continuous function on an open set w in R™.

(1) The function u is real g-convex with corners on w if for every point p in w
there exists a neighborhood U of p in w and finitely many C2-smooth real
g-convex functions uy,...,u, on U such that u = max{u; : j = 1,...,¢}
on U.

(2) The symbol CVX[(w) stands for the family of all real g-convex functions
with corners on w.

Bungart’s approximation technique in [Bun90] is based on the solution of
the Dirichlet problem for certain families of continuous functions. We show his
result for real g-convex functions and mainly use his arguments.

Theorem 2.6.6 Let B be a ball in R™ and let g be a continuous function on
B which is real g-convex on B. Then the upper-envelope function defined by

E(B,g) :=sup{u: u € CVX(B)NC(B),u < g} (2.5)

is equal to g on B. Moreover, for every continuous function f with g < f on B
there exists a continuous function g on B which is real q-convex with corners
on B and fulfills g < § < f on B.
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Proof. We verify the identity in (2.5]) in five steps.

Step 1. The upper-envelope function E(B,g) coincides with g on bB. In-
deed, let 6 > 0, & € N and let p be a boundary point of B. Since B is
a ball, it is strictly convex. This implies that there exist a linear function
¢ :R™ — R such that ¢(p) = 0 and ¢ is negative on B. Then it is obvious that
up s.k(2) := g(p) — 0 + kf(z) is a C°>°-smooth real g-convex function on B which
is continuous on B. Since u, s, < g on a small neighborhood of p in B, we
can find an integer k so large that u, s < g on B. Hence, by the definition of

E(B,g), we obtain that

upse < E(B,g)on B and upsx(p) =g(p) — 0 < E(B,g)(p) < g(p).

Since ¢ is an arbitrary positive number and p is an arbitrary boundary point of
B, we conclude that E(B,g) = g on bB.

Step 2. The continuity of the upper-envelope F(B, g) on B is shown exactly
by the same arguments as Walsh used in [Wal69)]. It implies that E(B, g) is real
g-convex on B, since it is the supremum of a family of real g-convex functions
bounded from above by g.

Step 3. Let G := {z € B: E(B,g)(x) < g(x)}. Assume in this step that G
is not empty. Then we claim that u := —E(B, g) is real (n—g—1)-convex on G.
Indeed, first observe that G is open and lies relatively compact in B, since G
does not meet bB in view of Step 1 and since u is continuous on B by Step 2.

Assume that u is not real (n—g—1)-convex on G. Then by Lemmathere
exist a point z¢ € G, a ball B,.(z¢) € G, a number € > 0 and a C*°-smooth real
g-convex function v on R™ such that

v(xo) = E(B,g)(z0) and wv(z)+ellz — 20l|2 < E(B,g)(x) (2.6)

for every x € B,(z0) \ {zo}. We set vo(x) := v(z) + e[|z — 20[|3. Recall that
E(B,g) < g on B.(z9) € G and choose a positive number ¢ so small that

vo+0 < gon B.(xg) and wy+ 6 < E(B,g) on bB,(x). (2.7)

By the definition of E(B,g), by the compactness of B and according to (2.6)
and (2.7), we can find finitely many functions ¢1,...,¢, € CVXL(B) NC(B)

which are dominated by g on B and which satisfy for ¢ := max{¢1,..., .} the
inequalities

vo(xo) + 3 =v(x0) +0 > @(xg) and v+ < ¢ on bB,(z0). (2.8)
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Since ¢ and v both belong to CVX§(B) N C(B) and in view of (2.8), Theo-
rem [2.3.7| implies that

{ max{p(a),v0(e) + 0}, € B, (w)
v ‘{ o(2), € B\ B (ro)

is also in CVX¢(B) N C(B). Furthermore, due to the first inequality in
and the choice of ¢, we have that ¢y < g on B. Then it follows from the
definition of E(B, g) that ¢ < E(B,g) on B. In view of (2.8), we have that
o(xo) < wvo(zo) + 0, s0 Y(xg) = vo(xg) + &, but this contradicts to the first
identity in , since then

v(wo) = vo(z0) < wo(x0) + 08 =1(w0) < E(B,g)(w0) = v(zo).

This proves the claim we made in the beginning of this step, namely, that

—E(B,g) is real (n—g—1)-convex on G.

Step 4. Assume that G defined in Step 3 is not empty. Then the function
h := g — E(B, g) vanishes on the boundary of G. Since h is real (n—1)-convex
by Theorem [2:6.4] and the previous steps, it follows from the local maximum
principle (see Theorem that h < 0 on G, so g < E(B,g) on G. This
contradicts to the definition of G, so it has to be empty. Therefore, g and
E(B, g) coincide on B.

Step 5. It remains to proof the last statement of this theorem. Let f be
a continuous function with ¢ < f on B. Since g is continuous, we can find a
positive number A > 0 and a point 29 ¢ B such that g < g+ ||z — x¢[|3 < f.
Let p be a point in B. Then according to the definition of E(B,g) and the
properties shown above, there are a neighborhood U, of p in B and a real ¢-
convex function g, with corners on B which is continuous on B and satisfies
g—Allz—20]13 < g, < gon U, and g, < g on the whole of B. Since B is compact,
there exist finitely many points p1,...,pe such that the open sets U,,,...,U,,
cover B. Then the function

g =max{gy,, ... gp,} + Mz — 0[5

is continuous on B, real g-convex with corners on B and admits the desired
inequality
g<g§<g+A|z—mx0)35< fonB.
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The above solution of the Dirichlet problem leads to the following approxi-
mation technique.

Theorem 2.6.7 Let u be a continuous strictly real g-convex function on an
open set w in R™. Then for every continuous function f on w with u < f on w
there exists a real q-convex function u with corners on w such that u < u < f
on w.

Proof. Fix collections (r;)icr, (8i)ier, (ti)icr and (x;);er of radii 0 < r; < s; < t;
and points z; € w such that each collection of balls {B,, (x;)}icr, {Bs,; (®:) bier
and { By, (x;)}icr forms a locally finite covering of the set w. Now for each i € I
choose a positive number ; such that u —e; ||z — ;|3 is real g-convex on By, (x;)
and

gi(z) = u(x) +ei(s? — ||z — 2;||2) < f(x) for every x € By, (z;).

Then it is obvious that g; is real g-convex on By, (z;), continuous on By, (x;) and
fulfills

gi <uonbBy (z;) and f>g; >uon By, (x;).

By Theorem we can find a real g-convex function u; with corners on
B, (x;) which is continuous on By, (z;) and satisfies

u; <uonbBy, (x;) and f > wu; >uon B, (x;).

We define @ := sup{u; : ¢ € I}. Since {By,(x;)}icr is a locally finite covering,
the function @ is locally a finite maximum of real g-convex functions with cor-
ners. Hence, it is itself real g-convex with corners on w and, by the previous
inequalities, it satisfies u < @ < f on w. O

Since every real g-convex function u can be approximated from above by a
family (uc)eso of strictly real g-convex functions u. = u + ¢|| - ||3, we easily
obtain the following approximation for continuous real g-convex functions.

Corollary 2.6.8 Let w be an open set in R". Then we have that

CVX,(w) NCw) C CVAL(w)™.



Chapter 3

g-Plurisubharmonicity

We now turn to the investigation of g-plurisubharmonic functions defined on
open subsets in C™ and their subfamilies. These functions originate in the g-
convex functions in the sense of H. Grauert and generalize the plurisubharmonic
functions, which constitute one of the most important functions in complex
analysis in several variables. Moreover, they can be regarded as the complex
analogue to the real g-convex functions from Chapter We introduce here
upper semi-continuous g-plurisubharmonic functions in the sense of H. M. Hunt
and J. J. Murray [HMT7S8|. Therefor, we need to repeat the very basics about
holomorphic and harmonic functions, which allow to define pluriharmonic and
plurisubharmonic functions. In the same way as one usually defines subhar-
monic functions in terms of a local mazimum property with respect to harmonic
functions, we define subpluriharmonicity by using pluriharmonic functions. In
between lie the g-plurisubharmonic functions, where 0-plurisubharmonic func-
tions are the classical plurisubharmonic functions and (n — 1)-plurisubharmonic
functions are exactly the subpluriharmonic ones. We recall the properties of
g-plurisubharmonic functions, but omit some of their proofs and refer to the
existing literature like [HMTS8|, Stodkowski’s articles [Sto84] and [Sto86] and
others (see [Fuj90], [Bun90] or [Die06]). Especially, we repeat approximation
techniques for plurisubharmonic and g-plurisubharmonic functions developed
by H. J. Bremermann [Bre59], R. Richberg [Ric68|, Z. Stodkowski [Sto84] and
L. Bungart [Bun90]. As an application, we show the relation of real ¢-convex to
(rigid) g¢-plurisubharmonic functions and recall Fujita’s result [Fuj90] on the
equivalence of ¢-plurisubharmonic and weakly g-plurisubharmonic functions.
The fact that locally each sufficiently smooth strictly g-plurisubharmonic func-
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tion induces a foliation by complex submanifolds of codimension ¢, on which the
initial function is plurisubharmonic, motivates to introduce functions which are
r-plurisubharmonic on leaves of a given (singular) foliation by analytic subsets
of codimension ¢. Indeed, we show that these functions are (¢ + r)-plurisub-
harmonic. The last part of this chapter is devoted to g-holomorphic functions in
the sense of R. Basener [Bas76]. We derive that C?-smooth functions which are
holomorphic on leaves of a singular foliation by analytic subsets of codimension
q are indeed g-holomorphic. Finally, we obtain a Bremermann type approxi-
mation technique for functions which are plurisubharmonic on leaves of a given
singular foliation by logarithms of finitely many functions being holomorphic on
the leaves of this foliation. Most of the parts of this chapter are included in our
joint articles [PZ13] and [PZ15].

3.1 Holomorphic and pluriharmonic functions

We recall the definition of holomorphic functions and their properties in the
spirit of K. Weierstraff. We refer to the books of S. Krantz [Kra99] and B. V. Sha-
bat [Sha92] for the proofs and more details on holomorphic functions.

Definition 3.1.1 Let € be an open set in C".

(1) The function f : Q — C is holomorphic on 2 if for each point p in 2 there
exists a polydisc A'(p) ={2 € C" : |z; —p;| <r, j=1,...,n} in Q such

that
f(2) = balz—p)°
aeNy
is an absolutely convergent power series for every point z in A”(p).

(2) The set of all holomorphic functions on 2 is denoted by O(f2).

(3) Given g € Ny, a mapping f : Q — CY is holomorphic on € if each component
function f; : € — C is holomorphic on . Here, we use the convention
CP = {0}, so that the only holomorphic function f :  — CY is the constant
zero function.

(4) The set of all holomorphic mappings on € with image in some open set G
in CY is represented by the symbol O(Q2, G).

We have to point out one outstanding result known as Hartogs’ theorem
of separate analyticity. Recall that each holomorphic function f is complex
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differentiable and has vanishing Wirtinger derivatives 0f/0z;, j =1,...,n. On
the contrary, Osgood’s lemma states that each continuous holomorphic function
with vanishing Wirtinger derivatives is already holomorphic. It was improved
to the general case by F. Hartogs [Har06]. For a proof in modern terms we refer
to Chapter 2.4 of Krantz’s book [Kra99].

Theorem 3.1.2 (Hartogs, 1906) Let Q be an open set in C™ and let f be a
complex valued function on Q with vanishing Wirtinger derivative 0f/0z; for
each j =1,...,n. Then f is continuous on ).

Real parts of holomorphic functions are related to the following families of
functions.

Definition 3.1.3 (1) A C2-smooth real valued function h defined on an open
set V in C is harmonic on V if 9?h/920% vanishes identically on V.

(2) A real valued function h defined on an open set © in C" is pluriharmonic
on Q if h is harmonic on 2 NL for each complex affine line L intersecting 2.

(3) We write PH(Q) for the set of all pluriharmonic functions on Q.

We give the precise relation of harmonic and holomorphic functions. These
facts can be found in Chapter 2.2 in [Kra99|

Proposition 3.1.4 Let Q) be an open set in C™.

(1) Let h be a real valued function on Q. Then h is pluriharmonic on ) if and
only if it is locally the real part of a holomorphic function. In particular, if
h is pluriharmonic on a ball B in C", then there is a holomorphic function
f on B such that Re(f) = h.

(2) Every pluriharmonic function u on (Q is real analytic and, hence, C*°-smooth.

(3) If u is C?>-smooth on ), then it is pluriharmonic on Q if and only if its Levi

. L 8%u n . . .
matriz £, (z) = ((’)zkaEe (Z)>k,l:1 vanishes at every point z in €.

Using the third property of the previous proposition, we easily obtain the

following examples of harmonic and pluriharmonic functions.

Example 3.1.5 (1) The function f(z) = f(z + iy) = €* is holomorphic on C,
so Ref(z) = e® cos(y) and Imf(z) = e” sin(y) are both harmonic on C.
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(2)If f is a holomorphic function, then +log|f| are pluriharmonic outside the
zero level set of f.

(3)If £ : R® — RF is R-linear, then h(z + iy) := ||(z)||3 — ||¢(y)|]3 is pluri-

1 n J— n o n
harmonic on (Cxﬂ-y =R} + zRy.

We now present the definitions of one of the most important families of
functions in complex analysis and pluripotential theory.

Definition 3.1.6 Let ¥ be an upper semi-continuous function on an open set
Qin C™.

(1) The function v is called plurisubharmonic on 2 if it fulfills the local mazi-
mum property with respect to harmonic functions on complex lines, i.e., for
every complex line L in C™, every relatively compact disc A in Q N 1L and
every harmonic function h defined on a neighborhood of A in L such that
1 < h on bA we already have that ¢ < h on A.

(2) The set of all plurisubharmonic functions on §2 is denoted by PSH(f).

(3) A lower semi-continuous function ¢ : Q@ — (—o0, +00] is called plurisuper-
harmonic on ) if —¢p is plurisubharmonic on €.

Properties of plurisubharmonic functions can be found in most of the books
about complex analysis in several variables like [Kra99|, [Sha92] or [Hor90].
Since these functions are a special case of functions we will define in the next
sections, we do not be repeat their properties here. Nonetheless, we give the
most important approximation techniques for plurisubharmonic functions. The
first one uses integral convolution similar to the case of convex functions (see
Theorem 4.1.4 in [H6r07]).

Theorem 3.1.7 Let €2 be an open set in C™. Fix a number ¢ > 0 and define
Q. :={2€Q:d(z,b0) > ¢c}. Then for every k € NU {oc} we have that

Qe
PSH(Q) € PSH(2) NCFHQL)
Proof. Let 1 be a plurisubharmonic function on Q. Pick a C*-smooth non-
negative function # on C" with compact support in the unit ball which fulfills
0(z) = 6(|z]) for every z € C" and [, #(¢)dV (¢) = 1. Given a number d € (0,¢)
we set 05(2) := 672"0(z/4). Then the convolution of ¢ and 65 given by

ba(2) = (% 05)(2) = / bz — OB5()aV(C)

C n
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is Ck-smooth on C™ and plurisubharmonic on 5. Moreover, the family {ts}s-0
decreases to ¥ on 2. as ¢ decreases to zero. O

R. Richberg showed in [Ric68| that a continuous plurisubharmonic function
on an open set ) in C™ admits an approximation from above by smooth ones
defined on the whole of Q. For a simple proof of this result, we refer to §5.FE
of Demailly’s online book [Dem12|. In fact, Richberg’s method is more general
and works for strongly plurisubharmonic functions on complex spaces, but we
restrict here to the complex Euclidean space.

Theorem 3.1.8 (Richberg, 1968) Let Q) be an open set in C". Then we have
that

Q
PSH(Q) N C(Q) C PSH(Q) nC=()*,
On domains of holomorphy, we have another approximation of continuous
plurisubharmonic functions by, roughly speaking, logarithms of the absolute
value of holomorphic functions. First, we recall some notions.

Definition 3.1.9 (1) Given an open set Q in C", by the symbol H () we
denote the family of all Hartogs functions. These are upper semi-continuous
functions u on € which are of the form

u=max{1/n;log|f;|:j=1,...,¢},

where f; is a holomorphic function on €2 and n; > 0 is a positive integer for
every j = 1,...,£. Notice that the index ¢ depends on u.

(2) A domain Q in C" is called a domain of holomorphy if there exists a holo-
morphic function f on €2 such that for every boundary point p € b€, neigh-
borhood U of p and connected component V' of QNU the function f|V does
not extend holomorphically to U.

The next approximation property is a classical result stated in [Bre5§| by
H. J. Bremermann. For a concise proof we refer to Theorem 1.3.9 in Stout’s
book [Sto07].

Theorem 3.1.10 (Bremermann, 1951) For every compact set K situated
in a domain of holomorphy ) in C"* we have that

PSH(Q) NC(Q) c HIO
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3.2 Subpluriharmonic functions

The pluriharmonic functions allow to define the following family of functions.

Definition 3.2.1 An upper semi-continuous function ¢ on an open set €2 in C™
is called subpluriharmonic on Q if it admits the local maximum property with
respect to pluriharmonic functions on balls in €2, i.e., if for every ball B € U and
every function h which is pluriharmonic on a neighborhood of B with ¢ < h on
bB we already have that ¥ < h on B.

The subpluriharmonicity is a local property.

Theorem 3.2.2 Let v be an upper semi-continuous function on an open set
Q in C™. Then 1 is subpluriharmonic on ) if and only if v is locally subpluri-
harmonic on (), i.e., for every point p in 2 there is a neighborhood U of p in (2
such that 1 is subpluriharmonic on U.

Proof. The proof follows exactly the lines of that of Theorem but we have
to point out that use Lemma in the complex version. O

The following statement asserts that, in the definition of subpluriharmonic
functions, we may replace balls by any collection 7 of relatively compact sets in
C™ which forms a basis of the topology of C".

Proposition 3.2.3 An upper semi-continuous function 1) on an open set 2
in C" is subpluriharmonic if and only if 1 is T-subpluriharmonic on ), i.e.,
if it satisfies the local maximum property on ) with respect to pluriharmonic
functions on the sets in T.

Proof. 1t is easy to verify that ¢ is 7-subpluriharmonic on 2 if and only if ¥ +h
is 7-subpluriharmonic on €2 for every pluriharmonic function i on .

Let 1 be subpluriharmonic on 2. Pick a relatively compact set D in 7 and
a pluriharmonic function A defined on a neighborhood of D such that ¢ < h
on bD. If there exists a point p in D such that ¥ (p) > h(p), then according to
Lemma [T.4.2] we can find an R-linear function ¢ on C" and a point zp in D such
that (¢ + €)(z9) = 0 but (¢ + £)(z) < 0 for every z in D\ {29}. In this case,
the function 9 + ¢ and cannot be subpluriharmonic in a neighborhood of zg.
Since ¢ is pluriharmonic on C™, the function 1 is not subpluriharmonic, which
is absurd. We conclude that v is 7-subpluriharmonic on €.
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On the other hand, if ¢ is 7-subpluriharmonic on €2, then it is locally sub-
pluriharmonic on €. In view of Theorem |3.2.2] it is already subpluriharmonic
on €. O

In the definition of subpluriharmonicity, we can replace pluriharmonic func-
tions by different subfamilies of plurisubharmonic functions (compare also Lemma
4.4 in [Sto86]).

Proposition 3.2.4 Let i) be upper semi-continuous on an open set 2 in C™.
Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) v admits the local maximum property with respect to plurisuperharmonic
functions.

(2) v admits the local maximum property with respect to C2-smooth pluri-
superharmonic functions.

(3) ¢ is subpluriharmonic on Q.

(4) v admits the local maximum property with respect to real parts of holo-
morphic functions.

(5) ¥ admits the local maximum property with respect to real parts of holo-
morphic polynomials.

Proof. The implications follow from the inclusions
{Re(g) : g € C[z]} C{Re(f): f e OWU)} CcPH(U)...
... C =PSHU)NC*(U) c —PSH(U),

where U is some open set in C", C[z] stands for the set of all holomorphic
polynomials and —PSH(U) := {—1 : ¢ € PSH(U)} is the set of all plurisuper-
harmonic functions on U.

The implication follows from the classical Oka-Weil theorem (see,
e.g., Theorem 1.5 of Chapter VI in [Ran86]).

Now it remains to show the implication Indeed, assume that this
implication is wrong so that v admits the local maximum property with respect
to real parts of holomorphic functions, but is not subpluriharmonic on 2. The
latter means that there are a ball B in C", a point p in B and a plurisub-
harmonic function A defined on a neighborhood of B with ¢ + h < 0 on bB but
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(¥ 4+ h)(p) > 0. In view of Theorem we can assume that h is C*°-smooth
3.1.10)

on a neighborhood of B. Then Theorem [3.1.10|yields the existence of a Hartogs
function v = max{nj_l log|f;|: 5 =1,...,¢} which satisfies ) + h < ¢ +u <0
on bB and (¢ + u)(p) > 0. We can find an index jo € {1,...,¢} such that
u(p) = nj_ol log | fj, (p)|. Since f;, is zero free in a neighborhood of the closure
of the ball B, it follows from Proposition that there exists a holomor-
phic function g defined on a neighborhood of B such that n;ol log | fj,| = Re(g).
Then we have that 1 + Re(g) < 0 on bB but (¢ + Re(g))(p) > 0. This is a

contradiction to the assumption made on ). ([l

3.3 ¢-Plurisubharmonic functions

In this section, we introduce the most important functions of this thesis: the ¢-
plurisubharmonic functions in the sense of L. R. Hunt and J. J. Murray [HMT78].

Definition 3.3.1 Let ¢ € {0,...,n—1} and let ¢ be an upper semi-continuous
function on an open set € in C”.

(1) The function ¥ is g-plurisubharmonic on € if v is subpluriharmonic on wN{
for every complex affine plane 7 of dimension ¢ + 1.

(2) The set of all g-plurisubharmonic functions on €2 is denoted by PSH,(<2).

(3) If m > n, every upper semi-continuous function on € is by convention
m-plurisubharmonic, i.e., PSH,, () := USC(Q).

We give a list of properties of g-plurisubharmonic functions.

Proposition 3.3.2 Every below mentioned function is defined on an open set
Q in C" unless otherwise stated.

(1) The 0-plurisubharmonic functions are exactly the plurisubharmonic func-
tions, and the (n — 1)-plurisubharmonic functions are the subpluriharmonic
functions.

(2) Every q-plurisubharmonic function is (q + 1)-plurisubharmonic.

(3) If A\ > 0, ¢ € R and 9 is g-plurisubharmonic, then A\ + ¢ is also g-plurisub-
harmonic.
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(4) The limit of a decreasing sequence () gen of ¢g-plurisubharmonic functions
is again q-plurisubharmonic.

(5) If {4); : i € I} is a family of locally bounded g-plurisubharmonic functions,
then the upper semi-continuous regularization * of 1 = sup,;c;¥; is g-
plurisubharmonic.

(6) The minimum min{«1, s} of a g-plurisubharmonic and an r-plurisubharmonic
function is (q + r + 1)-plurisubharmonic.

(7) An upper semi-continuous function v is g-plurisubharmonic on € if and
only if it is locally q-plurisubharmonic on €, i.e., for each point p in ) there
is a neighborhood U of p in ) such that 1 is g-plurisubharmonic on U.

(8) Let ¢ be a g-plurisubharmonic function on Q and F : C* — C" a C-
linear isomorphism. Then the composition ¢ o F' is g-plurisubharmonic
on Q' := F~1(Q). Especially, if ¢ is subpluriharmonic on  and F is
biholomorphic from an open set G in C™ onto ), then v o F is subpluri-
harmonic on G.

(9) A function v is g-plurisubharmonic on ) if and only if for every ball B €
and for every plurisubharmonic function s on B in §) the sum ¥ + s is
q-plurisubharmonic on B.

(10) Let 4 be an open set in Q, ¥ be a g-plurisubharmonic function on ) and
11 be a g-plurisubharmonic function on §2; such that

lim sup ¥ (w) < ¢(2) for every z € bQy N Q.
w—z
wEe

Then the subsequent function is g-plurisubharmonic on (2,

 max{¥(2),¥1(2)}, ze€h
o(2) ._{ 52, cea\o

(11) (Local maximum principle) Let ¢ € {0,...,n — 1} and Q be a rela-
tively compact open set in C". Then any function u which is upper semi-
continuous on () and g-plurisubharmonic on 2 fulfills

max Yy = maxy.
i 1) = max v
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Proof. The properties |(1)| to can be derived directly from the definition.
The property [(6)| is Lemma 6.2 in [Sto86]. The statement in follows from
Theorem and the definition. The property is an immediate conse-
quence of the definition together with the facts that F' is a biholomorphism and
that the composition so F' is plurisubharmonic whenever s is plurisubharmonic.
The property @ follows from the results in Proposition and from the
fact that the restriction of a plurisubharmonic function to a lower-dimensional
complex plane is again plurisubharmonic. The patching method can be
found in Proposition 2.2 in [Die06] and can be verified with similar meth-
ods as for the proof of Theorem m The local maximum principle is
Lemma 2.7 in [HMT78]. It can be proved by the same arguments as in Theo-
rem using Lemma in the complex setting. O

3.4 Smooth and strictly ¢g-plurisubharmonic func-
tions

In the following, we investigate twice differentiable and C2-smooth g-plurisub-
harmonic functions.

Definition 3.4.1 Let Q) be an open set in C" .

(1) An upper semi-continuous function ¢ on  is called strictly q-plurisub-
harmonic on  if for every point p in € there is a neighborhood U of p
and a number ¢ > 0 such that 1) — ||z — p||3 is g-plurisubharmonic on U.

(2) An upper semi-continuous function ¢ on 2 is called strongly q-plurisub-
harmonic on Q if for every C*°-smooth non-negative function 6 with com-
pact support in € there is a positive number ¢y such that ¢ + €6 remains
g-plurisubharmonic on € for every real number ¢ with |e| < &.

(3) We denote the family of all strictly g-plurisubharmonic functions on Q by
SPSH, ().

The next remark explains the relation between ¢-plurisubharmonic, strictly
and strongly ¢-plurisubharmonic functions.
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Remark 3.4.2 (1) By the same arguments as the proof of Proposition m
we can show that the two notions of strong and strict g-plurisubharmonicity are
equivalent.

(2) Every g-plurisubharmonic function ¢ on 2 can be approximated from above
by the family (t¢)eso of strictly g-plurisubharmonic functions 1. defined by
Ve (2) == (2) +¢l|z||3. Thus,

PSH,(Q) € SPSH, ()"

A smooth (strictly) ¢-plurisubharmonic can be characterized by counting the
eigenvalues of its Levi matrix. This matrix is also known in the literature as
complex Hessian.

Definition 3.4.3 Let ¢ be twice differentiable at a point p. For {,n € C™ we
define the Levi form of v at p by

A ,n) = 7.
() (Cm) kél 203, DTl
It is an Hermitian form on C™ x C".
Similarly to Theorem [2:4.3] in the case of real g-convex functions, we have
a the following characterization of smooth g¢-plurisubharmonic functions (see
Lemma 2.6 in [HMTE]).

Theorem 3.4.4 Let q € {0,...,n — 1} and let ¥ be a C*>-smooth function on
an open subset Q in C™. Then v is (strictly) q-plurisubharmonic if and only if
the Levi matrix Z;(p) has at most g negative (g non-positive) eigenvalues at
every point p in €.

Proof. First, we show that i is g-plurisubharmonic on 2 if and only if its Levi
matrix has at most g negative eigenvalues at each point in 2. In order to do
so, we make some simplifications. By the definition of g-plurisubharmonicity
and since subpluriharmonicity is a local property, it suffices to show that ¢
is subpluriharmonic on a neighborhood U of some point p in 2 if and only
if its Levi matrix has at least one non-negative eigenvalue at every point of
U. Tt is clear that we can assume p = 0 and ¥ (p) = 0. Moreover, since the
property of a function being subpluriharmonic is stable under summation with
pluriharmonic functions, by adding a suitable linear function to 1, we may
suppose that the gradient of ) does not vanish at the origin. Notice also that
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subpluriharmonic functions remain subpluriharmonic when composed with a
biholomorphic mapping (see Proposition . Following the arguments
in the proof of Lemma 3.2.3 in [Kra99], after a local biholomorphic change of
coordinates we achieve that the function 1) has the subsequent form on some
neighborhood of the point p = 0,

¥(2) = Re(zn) + Zy(p) (2, 2) + o(|12]13)-

Therefore, we can replace ¥ by the function ¥ — Re(z,,), since Re(zy,) is pluri-
harmonic. Since all these simplifications have neither an effect on the sub-
pluriharmonicity nor on the eigenvalues of the Levi matrix of v, the statement
reduces to consider the following function defined on some neighborhood of the
origin,

¥(2) = Zy(p)(2,2) + o(||]]3). (3.1)

Then we can follow exactly the arguments in the proof of Theorem [2:4.3] If the
Levi matrix of ¢ is negative definite at the origin, the equation @ yields the
existence of a ball B around the origin such that ¢ vanishes at the origin and is
negative on the boundary of B. Thus, it cannot be subpluriharmonic according
to the definition. On the other hand, if ¢ is not subpluriharmonic, then we can
use Lemma [1.4.2]in order to show that the Levi matrix of ¢ has only negative
eigenvalues at some point near the origin.

Finally, it remains to show that a function is strictly ¢-plurisubharmonic if
and only if its Levi matrix has at most ¢ non-positive eigenvalues. But this
follows immediately from the previous discussion using the C*°-smooth strictly
plurisubharmonic function z ~ ||z||3 on C™. O

The previous result was generalized by Z. Stodkowski in [S1o84] to twice
differentiable g-plurisubharmonic functions.

Theorem 3.4.5 Let g € {0,...,n— 1} and let ¢ be an upper semi-continuous
function on an open subset 2 in C".

(1) If ¢ is q-plurisubharmonic on Q and twice differentiable at a point p, then
the Levi matrix of u at p has at most q negative eigenvalues.

(2) Ifv has a lower bounded Hessian and the Levi matrix has at most q negative
eigenvalues at almost every point in (), then 1) is q-plurisubharmonic on Q.
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Proof. We will not include the proof here because we already repeated it with
minor adaption for real g-convex functions in Theorem [2.5.3] For the interested
reader, we refer to Theorem 4.1 in [Sto84]. O

Theorem [3.4:4) allows us to easily construct examples of g-plurisubharmonic
functions.

Example 3.4.6 (1) The function (z,w) — |zw]|? is strictly 1-plurisubharmonic
but fails to be strictly plurisubharmonic on C2. The eigenvalues of its Levi
matrix at a given point (z,w) are zero and |z|? + |w|?. Anyway, it is plurisub-
harmonic.

(2)If f: Q — C™ is a holomorphic mapping on an open set  in C", then
—log||f]l2 and 1/||f]|2 are subpluriharmonic outside {f = 0}.

(3) For k € N consider the 1-plurisubharmonic function fix(z,w) := —k|z|?> on
C2. Then the sequence (f)ren decreases to the characteristic function 5({2:0}
of {z = 0} (recall Example [1.1.3). Since the latter function is equal to —oo
almost everywhere on C2, it fails to be locally integrable, whereas any plurisub-
harmonic function lies in L{ , except the constant function —co (see Theorem
4.17 in §4.C.2 of [Dem12]).

(4) Every entire plurisubharmonic function on C" admits the Liouville prop-
erty, i.e., it is constant whenever it is bounded from above on C". But the
previous example (3) demonstrates that it is no longer true for g-plurisub-
harmonic functions, if ¢ > 1. Another example is given by the function ¥ (z, w) =
—1/(1 + |2|*> 4+ |w|?). Tt has an upper bound and is strictly 1-plurisubharmonic
function on C?, since its Levi matrix %, at a given point (z,w) has the eigen-
values
1 1—|2” — |wf?
AP+ wP? M TP+ PP

3.5 Approximation of ¢-plurisubharmonic func-
tions

The idea of the approximation of real g-convex functions involving the supre-
mum convolution was shown in detail in Section and was taken from Stod-
kowski’s approximation technique for g-plurisubharmonic functions presented in
Section 2 of his paper [Sto84].
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Theorem 3.5.1 (Slodkowski, 1984) Let Q be an open set in C™ and let K
be a compact set in 2. Let € > 0 be a real number so small that the set
Q. ={2€Q:d(z,b0) > ¢, ||z|l2 < 1/e} contains K. Then we have that

K

PSH,(Q) € PSH,(Q.) NCL(C™)

Based on this approximation theorem, Stodkowski established the following
result on sums of g-plurisubharmonic functions. The proof of Theorem [2.6.4] is
based on his arguments verifying Theorem 5.1 in [Sto84].

Theorem 3.5.2 (Stodkowski, 1984) Let ¢, be a g-plurisubharmonic and 1y
be an r-plurisubharmonic function. Then their sum 1 + 13 is (g + r)-plurisub-
harmonic.

Due to an example of K. Diederich and J. E. Forneess (see Theorem 2 in
[DE85]), it is in general not possible to approximate g-plurisubharmonic func-
tions from above by a sequence of C2-smooth ones. Anyway, L. Bungart was
able to show in [Bun90| that continuous g-plurisubharmonic functions can be
approximated by piecewise smooth (strictly) g-plurisubharmonic functions.

Definition 3.5.3 Let 9 be a continuous function on an open set €2 in C”.

(1) The function 1 is called g-plurisubharmonic with corners on  if for every
point p in Q there is an open neighborhood U of p in 2 and finitely many
C%-smooth g¢-plurisubharmonic functions 1y, ...,1, on U such that ¢ =

max{v;:j=1,...,¢}.

(2) The family of all g-plurisubharmonic functions with corners on 2 is denoted
by PSH(€2).

Bungart’s approximation method yields the following result (see Corollary
5.4 in [Bun90]).

Theorem 3.5.4 (Bungart, 1990) Let ) be an open subset in C". Then we
have that I
PSHL(Q)NC(Q) C PSH () .

As a consequence, we obtain another characterization of ¢-plurisubharmonic
functions.

Corollary 3.5.5 Let Q2 be an open subset in C"™ and ¢ € {0,...,n — 1}. An
upper semi-continuous function 1 on ) is g-plurisubharmonic if and only if for
every open set U € 2 and every p € PSH;,_,_,(U) the sum v + ¢ is subpluri-
harmonic on U.



3.5. Approximation of q-plurisubharmonic functions 63

The next result allows us to produce g-plurisubharmonic functions by com-
posing them with real r-convex functions (see Proposition 2.11 in [PZ13]).

Theorem 3.5.6 Letw be an open set in RY and let u be a real r-convex function
on w such that u is separately non-decreasing, i.e., t; — u(ti,...,t;,...,tg) is
non-decreasing with respect to each fixed index j € {1,...,¢}. Let (q;)j=1,...
be finitely many integers q; € {0,...,n} and let ¢ := (¢);_1._, be a collection
of upper semi-continuous functions ¥’ on an open set ) in C" such that each 1)’
is gj-plurisubharmonic on Q. Furthermore, assume that () lies in w. Then

the composition u o ) is (q + r)-plurisubharmonic on ), where q := Zf.:l q;-

Proof. Step 1. Let us first consider the case when u is C2-smooth on w and
all the components of 1 are twice differentiable at the point p in 2. Then the
entries of the Levi matrix of u o9y at p are as follows,

£ or 82u O

W) G, @ oz

¢ 2
O(u o) _ Z 8u( SRV ),

a) - —(p) +
0207y, Pyt 0z

by

4
Loow0) = Y T a) L) + SLW) - Hala) Fulp), (32)

_ (o’ ; ; ho_ gt
where 7, = (é)zu)j ot is the complex Jacobian of ¢ and 7, = _Zy
p=1,...,n
denotes the conjugate transpose of _#,,. Now observe that, if 7%, (p) has at most
r negative eigenvalues, then jj}(p) -, (a) - _Fy(p) has also at most r negative

eigenvalues. Since u is separately non-decreasing, the partial derivatives 2% are

atj
non-negative on w. Hence, %(a) - Zyi(p) has at most ¢; negative eigenvalues
J
for each j = 1,...,¢. But then the sum of all the matrices in (3.2)) has at most

Zﬁ:l gj +r = q + r negative eigenvalues.

Step 2. In the non-smooth case, we proceed as follows. By Theorem [3.5.1
for each j = 1,...,/ we can approximate the component function Y by a
decreasing sequence (¢})ren of continuous functions ¢ which are g-plurisub-
harmonic on D := {z € Q: d(z,b02) > 1/k, ||z||2 < k} and twice differentiable
on a dense subset D(k) of D). We set iy, := (¥}, ...,9%). By the choice of
(Dx))ken, we can find an integer ko so large that ¢, (D)) Nw is not empty for
every k > kg.
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Step 3. We fix an index k > ko and define Wy, := ¢ '(w) N D). It is an
open set since vy, is continuous on D(). In view of the approximation theo-
rems and there is a sequence (U, )men of real r-convex functions u,,
with corners on G,y := {z € w: d(2,bw) > 1/m, |z|l2 < m} which decreases
to u on w. Now if my is large enough, then Wy, ., := w;l(G(m)) N Dy is not
empty for every m > mg. Fix an integer m > mg and pick a point zg in Wy, p,.
Then ty := 91 (20) lies in Gy, so there are a neighborhood Uy of g in Gy,
and finitely many C?-smooth real r-convex functions u},, ..., u#, on Uy such that

mo

U = max{ul ... uk}. It follows from the first step that the real Hessians of

the compositions u}, oy, -y uly, 0Py have at most (¢ + 1) negative eigenvalues
(2), the function

at every point ¥, ' (Up) N D). Therefore, by Theorem

U, © Yy is (¢ + r)-plurisubharmonic on w,;l(Uo) N D). Since 29 was an arbi-
trary point in Wy, ,, the function u,, o ¢ is (¢ + r)-plurisubharmonic on Wy, .,
for each m > mg. Since Wi = U,,,>,,, Wk.m and the sequence (tm © ¥k)m>m,
decreases to u o ¥ on Wy, we conclude that the function u o 9y is (q + 7)-
plurisubharmonic on Wj. Finally, since 2 = Ukz ko Wi and u is separately
non-decreasing, we deduce that (u o ¥y)r>k, decreases to u o1 on 2. Hence,
wo 1 is (¢ + r)-plurisubharmonic on 2. O

The previous statement is especially important when ¢ = 0 and the function
u is real 0-convex, i.e., locally convex. As an application, we present a useful
regularization technique derived from Lemma (5.18) in Chapter 5 in [Dem12].

Definition 3.5.7 Let 0 be a non-negative C*°-smooth function on R with com-
pact support in the unit interval (—1, 1) such that [, 6(s)ds = 1 and 6(—t) = 6(t)
for every t € R. Given real numbers e; > 0,...,e¢ > 0 and t1,...,t, € R, we
define the regularized mazimum by

max(e,, .. c,)(t1, ..., te) == /max{t1 +E181,. .., te + 080 }0(8)ds.
RC
For a single positive number £ > 0 we set max, := max(, . ).
The regularized maximum has the following properties.
Lemma 3.5.8 Let €1,...,¢e¢ be positive real numbers.

(1) The function (t1,...,t;) = max(,, . .,)(t1,...,te) is C°*°-smooth and con-
vex on RY and separately non-decreasing in each variable t,, ..., t,.
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(2) Given ty,...,t; € R, it holds that

max{ti,...,te} <maxe, . c)(t1,...,t) <max{t; +e1,...,tp+ ¢}

(3) Ift; + € < max;x;{t; —€;}, then we have that
max(e,, e, (t1,- - te) = MaX(e, o) yesinrinen) (Els oo s timt, tiga, - te)-

We can apply the regularized maximum to g-plurisubharmonic functions.

Lemma 3.5.9 Let 11, . ..,y be finitely many C?-smooth functions on an open
set 0 in C™ such that for each j € {1,...,¢} the function v; is q;-plurisub-
harmonic on 2. Then for every positive number ¢ the regularized maximum
Ve = max.{Y1, ..., e} isC*®-smooth and (q1+ . . . +qe)-plurisubharmonic on Q.
Moreover, the family (pc)e>o decreases to max{ty,..., 1} on Q when ¢ > 0
goes to zero.

Proof. This is a consequence of Lemma and Theorem [3.5.6 ]

3.6 Real ¢g-convex and ¢-plurisubharmonic func-
tions

The real g-convex functions have the same meaning for g-plurisubharmonic ones
like the convex functions have for plurisubharmonic ones. The latter relation
was already investigated by P. Lelong in [Lel52b| in the case of ¢ = 0. We shall
give a generalization of his results to the case ¢ > 1. At first, we show that real
g-convex functions are indeed g-plurisubharmonic.

Theorem 3.6.1 Let Q be an open subset in C* = R?". Then every real q-
convex function u on 2 is g-plurisubharmonic.

Proof. If ¢ > n, then the statement is trivial, since every upper semi-continuous
function on 2 is g-plurisubharmonic by convention. By Theorem [2.6.3] we can
locally approximate u by a sequence of real g-convex functions which are twice
differentiable almost everywhere. Thus, since g-plurisubharmonicity is a local
property, we can assume without loss of generality that v is twice differentiable
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almost everywhere on €). Since u is g-plurisubharmonic if and only if it is sub-
pluriharmonic on every complex affine plane of dimension ¢ 4+ 1, and since the
restriction of a real g-convex function to an affine plane remains real g-convex,
it is enough to prove the statement in the case of ¢ =n — 1.

Thus, let us assume that ¢ = n — 1 and that the real Hessian 4%, (p) of u at
p exists for some point p in Q. By Theorem m (1), the real Hessian 4%, (p) of
u at p has at least 2n — (n — 1) = n + 1 non-negative eigenvalues. This means
that there is a real n + 1 dimensional subspace V of C"* = R?" such that /7, (p)
is positive semi-definite on V. Since V is not totally real, there is a vector v
in V such that v also lies in V. Therefore, since .7, (p)(v,v) and J&,(p)(iv, iv)
are both non-negative by assumption, it follows that the Levi form of u at p is
non-negative due to the following identity,

1 .
Zup)(w,0) = 1 (H0)(0,0) + Hp) v, i0)).
Hence, the Levi matrix %, (p) of u at p has at least one non-negative eigenvalue.
By the choice of p, we deduce that %, has at least one non-negative eigenvalue
almost everywhere on (). Then Theorem (2) implies that the function v is
(n — 1)-plurisubharmonic on €. O

The previous result cannot be improved because of the following examples.

Remark 3.6.2 (1) The converse of the statement in Theorem is false
in general. Consider the function z — Re(z)? — Im(2)? = Re(z?). It is
harmonic on C, but not convex.

(2) Since every real g-convex function is real (¢ + 1)-convex, we can generalize
Theorem as follows: If » < ¢, then every real r-convex function on 2
is g-plurisubharmonic on 2. But if r > ¢, the statement is false in general
due to the following example: the function

(z,w) = Re(2)? — 2Im(w)? + Re(2)? — 2Im(w)?
is real 2-convex, 2-plurisubharmonic but not 1-plurisubharmonic on C2.

Anyway, under some additional conditions we obtain a converse statement
of Theorem [3.6.1l Therefor, we need functions which are invariant in their
imaginary parts.
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Definition & Remark 3.6.3 Let w be an open set in R™.

(1) A function ¢ = ¢(z) on a tubular set w + iR™ in C" is called rigid if
¥(z) = Y(Re(z)) for every z € w + iR™.

(2) By the definition, a rigid function ¥ on a tubular set w+iR™ can be naturally
considered as a function  — ¢ (z) on w. On the other hand, every function
u on w induces a well defined rigid function on w + iR™ via z — u(Re(z))
for every z € w + iR".

(3) Therefore, it is justified to write PSH,(w) for the subfamily of upper semi-
continuous functions on w which induce rigid g-plurisubharmonic functions
on w + tR™.

The following result is a generalization of Lelong’s observation in the case of
q = 0 stating that every rigid plurisubharmonic function is locally convex.

Theorem 3.6.4 Let w be an open set in R™. Then every rigid function on
w + iR™ is g-plurisubharmonic if and only if it is real qg-convex on w, i.e.,

PSH,(w) = CVX,(w).

Proof. Using the approximation theorems for real g-convex functions, we can
easily deduce that, if a function u is real g-convex on w, then it is also real
g-convex on w + iR™. Then the inclusion CVX ,(w) C PSH,(w) follows directly
from Theorem [B3.6.11

For the other inclusion, consider a rigid g-plurisubharmonic function % on
Q := w +iR". Pick a real plane 7 in R" of dimension ¢+ 1, a ball BEe nNw
and a linear function £ on m such that ¢ < £ on bB. After a linear change of
coordinates of the form z — Az 4+ p, where A € R and p € C", we may assume
that 7 contains the origin and that B = B}'(0) N 7. Given a positive number
R > 0, which will be specified later, and another ball Bg := B%(0) N7 in 7,
consider the set D := B +14Bp. Since (2 is tubular, B € w N and since 0 € 7,
the set Dg contains B + i{0}" and lies relatively compact in Q N 7€, where

7€ := 1 4 im. Moreover, the boundary of Dy in 7€ splits into two parts,
Ay :=bB+iBg and Aj:= B+i(bBg).
Since ¢ is linear7 1 is g-plurisubharmonic on €2 and since z — ||z]|]3 — ||y||3 =

E *_, Re(z?) is pluriharmonic on C? = R} + iRy, it follows from Proposi-
tion 3.3 @ that for every integer k& € N the function

Yi(2) = (@) — £(x) + ([l = llyl3) /&
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is g-plurisubharmonic on 2. The assumption ) < £ on bB and the choice of Dg
now yield the subsequent estimates for 1, on the boundary of Dg,

Y <1/k on A; and 1/)k§w—£+(1—R2)/k on As.

Thus, if we choose R > 0 to be large enough, then v becomes negative on
As. Hence, the function v, is bounded by 1/k on the boundary of Dg. Since
¥y is ¢-plurisubharmonic, the local maximum principle (Proposition
implies that the function vy, is bounded from above by 1/k on the closure of
Dy in 7€, In particular, 1, < 1/k on B +i{0}". But the last inequality holds
for every integer k € N. This yields v — £ < 0 on B, and we can conclude that
1) is real g-convex on w. O

3.7 Weakly ¢-plurisubharmonic functions

We show that the composition of g-plurisubharmonic with holomorphic func-
tions remains ¢-plurisubharmonic. This would permit to introduce ¢-plurisub-
harmonicity on complex manifolds and spaces, but this topic deserves its own
treatise, so we restrict our considerations in this thesis to the complex Euclidean
space. A similar proof of the next result can be found in [Die06] (Proposition
2.2) or in [PZ13] (Proposition 2.9).

Theorem 3.7.1 Let ¢ be a g-plurisubharmonic function on an open set ) in
C™ and let f : D — § be a holomorphic mapping defined on some other open
set D in C*. Then the composition 1) o f is q-plurisubharmonic on D.

Proof. If ¢ > £, then there is nothing to show, so we assume that ¢ < /.
Suppose first that ¢ is C2-smooth. Then the entries of the Levi matrix of
1o f at a fixed point p in D are given by

Ploof) N~ O, O 0k

szazk N 8Zj P '810)\6# 0zy,

(),

Apu=1

where a = f(p) and k,j = 1...,£. Therefore, the Levi matrix of ¢ o f at p is of
the form

Lpor(0) = F1 ) - ZLp(a) - L5 (p), (3-3)
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where 7y = (9¢/02,);,_, is the complex gradient of f and ¢} = %t denotes
its conjugate transpose. Since v is g-plurisubharmonic on €2, its Levi matrix at
p has at most ¢ negative eigenvalues. Then Corollary 4.5.11 in [HJ13| implies
that the Levi matrix of ¥ o f also has at most ¢ negative eigenvalues. This
means that ¥ o f is ¢g-plurisubharmonic on D.

If 9 is not necessarily C?-smooth, by Theorems and there exist a
collection (G, )men of open sets G, = {z € Q: d(z,0Q) > 1/m, ||z||2 < m} in
Q and a family (¢,,)men of g-plurisubharmonic functions with corners on G,
decreasing locally to 1 on Q. Define D,, := f~!(G,,) and let mg be so large that
Dy, # 0 for every m > myg. Fix an integer m > mg. Now if zg is in D,,, then
wo = ¥(zp) lies in G,,, and there are a neighborhood Uy, of wg in G,,, and finitely

many functions . ..., %Y which are C?>-smooth and g-plurisubharmonic on
U, and fulfill ¢, = max{y)?, : j = 1,..., v} on Uy,. In view of the previous
discussion, for each j = 1,...,v,, the function ¢} o f is ¢-plurisubharmonic

on f~Y(U,). Hence, the function 1, o f = max{tJ o f:j=1,... vy} is ¢
plurisubharmonic on f~1(U,,). Since p was an arbitrary point in D,,, we derive
that 1y, o f is g-plurisubharmonic on D,,. Therefore, the sequence (1, © f)men
of g-plurisubharmonic functions ,, o f locally decreases to ¢ o f on D. We
conclude that v o f is ¢-plurisubharmonic on D. g

We shall give the following important example.

Example 3.7.2 Let Q be an open set in C™ and let h : 2 — C? be a holomor-
phic mapping. Define A := {h = 0}. Then, in view of Theorem for each
k € N the function X4 ) := —k[[h||3 is ¢-plurisubharmonic on Q and decreases
to the characteristic function

. 0, z€A
—o00, z€Q\A

Hence, it is g-plurisubharmonic on §2.

The next definition is based on the following interpretation of g-plurisub-
harmonicity: an upper semi-continuous function 1 is g-plurisubharmonic on )
if and only if the composition ¥ o L is subpluriharmonic for every complex affine
linear mapping L : CIt!t — C™ restricted to L=1(Q). It is then interesting to
ask whether one can replace linear mappings by another family of holomorphic
mappings with image in 2.



70 Chapter 3. q-Plurisubharmonicity

Definition 3.7.3 An upper semi-continuous function % on an open set 2 in
C™ is called weakly q-plurisubharmonic if ¥ o f is subpluriharmonic for every
holomorphic mapping f : D — €2, where D is a domain in C¢t!.

In [Fuj92|, O. Fujita showed that g-plurisubharmonicity and weak g-plurisub-
harmonicity is the same notion using properties of g-pseudoconvex sets, which
we will define later in Chapter 2. But in our situation, his result is an imme-
diate consequence of Theorem Notice that in his notation pseudoconvex
functions of order k are exactly weakly (n—k—1)-plurisubharmonic functions in
our sense.

Theorem 3.7.4 (Fujita, 1992) A function 1) is ¢-plurisubharmonic on an open
set 0 in C™ if and only if it is weakly g-plurisubharmonic on §2.

3.8 ¢-Plurisubharmonic functions on analytic sets

We recall the definition of analytic subsets in the complex Euclidean space.
For more details we refer to E. M. Chirka’s book [Chi89|] or to the book by
H. Grauert and R. Remmert [GR04]. The content of this section will appear in
our joint article [PZ15].

Definition & Remark 3.8.1 Let {2 be an open set in C”.

(1) A subset A of Q is called analytic subset (of Q) if for every point p in 2
there exist an open neighborhood U of p in (), an integer £ > 1 and a
holomorphic mapping h : U — C* such that ANU = {h = 0}. Notice that
by this definition A is a closed set in 2.

(2) Let A and A’ be two analytic subsets of Q with A’ C A. Then we say that
A’ is an analytic subset of A.

(3) Let A be an analytic subset of 2 and let p € A. If p has an open neigh-
borhood U in € such that AN U is a complex submanifold, it is called a
reqular point of A. The set of all regular points of A is denoted by A™8. It
is a dense subset of A.

(4) For each regular point z of A the dimension dim, A of A at z is the complex
dimension of the submanifold ANU.

(5) The set of all singular points is defined by AS"8 := A\ A™8. It is again an
analytic subset of A (see Chapter 6, §2.2 of [GR04]).
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(6) Given an arbitrary point p in A, the dimension of A at p is defined by

dimy, A := limsup dim, A.
zZ—p
ZEAT®8E

(7) We are also interested in the minimal dimension of A given by

mindim A := inf{dim, A : z € A}.

(8) The minimal dimension is motivated by the observation that, given an in-
teger ¢ € {0,...,n — 1} and a holomorphic mapping h :  — C9, the rank
of the complex Jacobian of h does not exceed gq. Therefore, {h = 0} is an
analytic subset of 2 with minimal dimension at least n — ¢. Such mappings
h will play an important role to us in the next Section [3.9

Our next aim is to define g-plurisubharmonic functions on analytic subsets.
Due to Fujita’s result there are two possible ways of doing so, but which, a
priori, lead to different notions.

Definition 3.8.2 Let A be an analytic subset of an open set £ in C". Let ¢
be an upper semi-continuous function on A.

(1) We say that 1 is (strictly) g-plurisubharmonic on A if for every point p in
A there are an open neighborhood U of p in Q and a (strictly) g-plurisub-
harmonic function ¥ on U such that ¢y = ¥ on ANU.

(2) The function % is called (strictly) weakly q-plurisubharmonic on A if for
every holomorphic mapping f : D — A defined on a domain D in C?t! the
composition ¢ o f is (strictly) g-plurisubharmonic on D.

(3) The set of all g-plurisubharmonic and weakly g-plurisubharmonic functions
on A is denoted by PSH,(A) and, respectively, WPSH,(A).

J. E. Fornaess and R. Narasimhan showed in [FN8(] that these two notions
are equivalent on analytic sets A if ¢ =0, i.e.,

PSHo(A) = WPSH,(A).

It was generalized by A. Popa-Fischer in [PE02| to the case of continuous func-
tions and ¢ > 1. It is still an open question whether each upper semi-continuous
weakly g-plurisubharmonic function on an analytic set is g-plurisubharmonic.
We have to admit that their results are also valid on reduced complex spaces,
but we are only interested in analytic subsets in the complex Euclidean space.
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Theorem 3.8.3 (Popa-Fischer, 2002) A continuous function on an analytic
subset A is weakly q-plurisubharmonic if and only if it is q-plurisubharmonic,
ie.,

PSH,(A) NC(A) = WPSH,(A) NC(A).

We will show that each r-plurisubharmonic function on an analytic subset
extends trivially to the ambient space in the following sense.

Proposition 3.8.4 Fix numbers g € {0,...,n — 1} and r € Ng. Let Q be an
open set in C™ and let A be an analytic subset of Q. We set ¢ := n —mindim A.
If the function v is r-plurisubharmonic on A, then 1 extends to a (q + r)-pluri-
subharmonic function ¥ 4 on the whole of ) via the trivial extension

o ={ " E8

Proof. 1If ¢ = n, then by convention ¢ is (n + r)-plurisubharmonic since it is
upper semi-continuous on §2. Thus, there is nothing to show and we can assume
that ¢ < n, so that mindim A > 1.

First, we show that ¥ 4 is subpluriharmonic on 2 if mindim A =1and ¢ =0
on A. In this case, assume that X4 := W4 is not subpluriharmonic. Then it
follows from Lemma and Proposition [3.2.4] that there exist a ball B € Q2
centered at a point p in €2, a function g holomorphic on some neighborhood of
B and a number £ > 0 such that (X4 4+ Re(g))(p) = 0 and

(XA + Re(9))(2) < —¢l|z — p||3 for every z € B\ {p}. (3.4)

Notice that, since X4 is identical to —co outside of A, the ball B intersects A
and p is contained in A. Hence, (3.4) reduces to

Re(g)(p) = 0 and Re(g)(z) < 0 for every z € (AN B) \ {p}.

But this means that the holomorphic function exp(g) violates the local maxi-
mum modulus principle for holomorphic functions on analytic sets (see Chapter
5, §5.2 in [GR0O4]). Thus, X4 has to be subpluriharmonic on €.

Now consider the more general case of n — ¢ = mindim A > 1, but ¥ still
vanishing on A. Fix a complex affine plane 7 of dimension ¢ + 1 intersecting A.
Then for each z € ANU we have that

dim, ANL>dim,A+dim, L —n>1.
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The last inequality is derived from Proposition 2 in paragraph 3.5, Chapter 1
of [Chi89]. In view of the previous discussion, we obtain that X4 = Xang is
subpluriharmonic on LN$2. Since L is an arbitrary complex plane of dimension
g+ 1, it follows from definition that X is ¢-plurisubharmonic on €.

We proceed by verifying the general case of 1 being an arbitrary r-plurisub-
harmonic function on A. By definition, for every point p in A there are an open
neighborhood V}, of p in €} and an r-plurisubharmonic function 1, on V,, such
that 1Zp =1 on A, := ANV,. According to Theorem and the preceding
discussion, the sum

Eale) = Gyt e ={ YD e,

is (¢ + r)-plurisubharmonic on V,. Hence, the function ¥4 is (¢ + r)-plurisub-
harmonic on the open neighborhood V :=J . 4 V; of A in Q and is identical to
—oo on V' '\ A. Therefore, it can be easily extended by —oo to a (g + r)-pluri-
subharmonic function into the whole of (2. O

As a consequence of the previous proposition, we obtain a version of the
local maximum principle of g-plurisubharmonic functions on analytic set. It was
already shown by Stodkowski (see for example Proposition 5.2 and Corollary 5.3
in [S1o86]).

Proposition 3.8.5 (Local maximum principle) Fix an integer number q €
{0,...,n — 1}. Let A be an analytic subset of an open set {2 in C"™ with
mindim A = ¢ + 1 and let ¥ be a g-plurisubharmonic function on A. Then
for every compact set K in A we have that

max Yy = maxy.
K w bAK/(/)

Here, by by K we mean the relative boundary of K in A.

Proof. Let L be a compact set in 2 such that ANL = K and ANbL = by K. Since
mindim A = ¢+1, it follows from Proposition that its trivial extension ¥4
from A to Q by —oo is (n—1)-plurisubharmonic on €. Then the local maximum
principle for g-plurisubharmonic functions on ) (see Proposition
yields the desired identity,

maxy = max1y = max V¥, — max ¥4 = max ¥ = max.
Kd} AﬁLd} L bL Amwa bAKw
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O

In the case of ¢ = 0 (and even in complex spaces), a stronger extension
property is due to M. Coltoiu. We recall some notions related to Coltoiu’s
result.

Definition & Remark 3.8.6 Let {2 be an open set in C™.

(1) A compact set K C Q is called holomorphically convezr in Q if it coincides
with its holomorphically convex hull

K3 o) = {2 €Q:[f(2)] < | fllx for every f € O()}.

(2) The set Q is a Stein open set or pseudoconvex set if it admits a continuous
plurisubharmonic function ¢ on Q such that {¢ < ¢} €  for every ¢ € R.

(3) Due to the classical result on the solution of the Levi problem (see, e.g.,
[H61r90]), we have that a set 2 in C™ is Stein open if and only if it is a domain
of holomorphy (recall Definition . We will investigate generalized
holomorphically convex hulls and Stein open sets later in Part [[T]] of this
thesis.

We shall repeat Coltoiu’s extension theorem (see Proposition 2 in [Col91]).
It is still an open question whether his result carries over to the case ¢ > 1.

Theorem 3.8.7 (Coltoiu, 1990) Let A be an analytic subset of a Stein open
set Q in C™. Then every plurisubharmonic function 1) on A extends to a pluri-
subharmonic function ¥ into the whole of ). Moreover, if K is a compact
holomorphically convex set in Q2 and ¢ < 0 on AN K, then ¥ < 0 on K.

Coltoiu’s result yields an approximation property of plurisubharmonic func-
tions on analytic subsets.

Proposition 3.8.8 Let A be an analytic subset of a Stein open set ) in C™.
Let v be a plurisubharmonic function on A. Then for every compact set K
in A and every continuous function f on K with ¢ < f on K there exists a
C>°-smooth plurisubharmonic function U on Q such that P < T < fon K.

Proof. Denote by ¥, the plurisubharmonic extension of 1 to the whole of
Q derived from Theorem Since ) is Stein open, there is a continuous
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plurisubharmonic function ¢ on € which fulfills {¢ < ¢} € Q for every ¢ €
R. Without loss of generality we can assume that ¢ < 0 on K. In view of
Theorem there exists a C*°-smooth plurisubharmonic function ¥; defined
on an open neighborhood U € Q of {¢ < 0} which satisfies ¥g = ¢ < Uy < f
on K. Now if we choose a large enough constant ¢ > 0, the function

U max{cp, U1}, on {p <0}
T e, on O\ {¢ <0}

is plurisubharmonic and continuous on the whole of €2 and satisfies the inequal-
ities » < ¥ = ¥; < f on K. Then Richberg’s theorem yields the desired
C°-smooth plurisubharmonic function V. O

3.9 r-Plurisubharmonic functions on foliations

In this section, we define a special subfamily of g-plurisubharmonic functions.
It is motivated by the fact that, locally, every C?-smooth strictly g-plurisub-
harmonic function is strictly plurisubharmonic on the leaves of a foliation by
complex submanifolds of codimension ¢. First, we recall the definition of a
complex foliation using local coordinate charts (compare the book [CLN85| by
C. Camacho and A. Lins Neto and their definition of real foliations). Another
good summary on holomorphic (singular) foliations induced by vector fields can
be found in the online article [RR11]. All the following considerations in this
sections are included in the joint article [PZ15].

Definition & Remark 3.9.1 Let ¢ be an integer in {0,...,n — 1} and let
be an open set in C". A (regular) complex foliation F on Q of codimension q
(or dimension n — ¢q) is a collection of local charts (Uj, ¢;);es such that:

(1) The collection {U;};es is an open covering of 2.

(2) For every index j € J the function ¢, is a biholomorphism defined on U;
onto an open set V; = V] x V' C C? x C"~1.

(3) For every pair of indexes j and k in J the composition ¢; o ¢; ' has the
form

w; o or (z,0) = (g1(2), hyn(z, w))
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for (z,w) € V; NV; C C? x C"~? and the holomorphic mappings

gjk : Vk/m‘/j, — C? and hjk Vi ﬂ‘/j — C"a,

We also recall the definition and properties of leaves of a foliation.

Definition & Remark 3.9.2 Let F = (Uj,¢;);ecs be a complex foliation on
an open set  in C™.

(1) Let j € J be fixed and let (20, wo) = ¢;(po) in C? x C*~9 for some point py
in U;. We have that the inverse image cp;l({zo}x(C”_q) is a submanifold
of U; of codimension ¢ containing pg. This submanifold is called a slice or
local leaf of F in Uj.

(2) Every chart U; is a disjoint union of slices of the same codimension ¢. If
S c Uj and T C Uy, are two slices of codimension ¢, then the condition
in the definition above implies that the intersection AN B is either empty or
a submanifold of U; NUj, of codimension ¢. Hence, the slices piece together
from chart to chart to form maximal connected subsets of 2, which are
called leaves of F in Q. Every leaf of Q is the (possible infinite) union of
all intersecting slices, and it is naturally endowed with the structure of a
complex connected submanifold of €2 of codimension gq.

A complex foliation can be defined differently using holomorphic mappings.

Remark 3.9.3 Let (2 be an open set in C™ and let 7, : C? x C""% — C9 be
the trivial projection into the first ¢ entries defined by =, (z,w) = z. Given any
chart (Uj, ;) of a complex foliation F on €, the slices of F in Uj are the fibres
h;l(c) of the holomorphic mapping h; := 7, o ¢; : U; — C9. In particular, the
mappings h; are holomorphic submersions. Thus, every complex foliation F
of codimension ¢ induces a family Hr := {h;};c; of holomorphic submersions

such that {U;};cs covers Q.

In the literature, one encounters many different ways to define singular (com-
plex) foliations (see e.g. [RRII]). For instance, F is a singular foliation of an
open set € in C™ if there exists an analytic subset A of {2 such that A has at
least codimension 1 and F is a (regular) foliation of 2\ A. In this definition, the
connection of F to A is not really clear. In order to obtain more control on the
singular part A of the foliation, we will prefer the following definition which is
based on the idea to replace Hx in the previous remark by an arbitrary family
of holomorphic mappings with image in C9.
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Definition 3.9.4 Let ¢ € {0,...,n— 1} and Q be an open set in C". By a web
of singular foliations on Q@ (of codimension q) we mean a family H = {h;};cs
of holomorphic mappings h; : U; — C?, where {U; };c; forms an open covering
of 2 by open sets U; in §2. Each mapping h; induces a singular foliation on Q;
via its fibers {hj_l(c)}cehj(gj).

Now we define r-plurisubharmonic functions on foliations. We accept by
convention that C° = {0} and that every upper semi-continuous function is
plurisubharmonic on a discrete set. Also recall that, given a holomorphic map-
ping h : 2 — C? defined on an open set 2 in C", the fiber h=1(c) is an analytic
subset of 2 of minimal dimension at least n — ¢ (see Remark [3.8.1][(8)).

Definition 3.9.5 Let ¢ € {0,...,n — 1}, r € Ny and let Q be an open set in
cn.

(1) Let H = {h; : U; = C%};c; be a web of singular foliations on 2. An upper
semi-continuous function ¢ on 2 is r-plurisubharmonic on the foliations of
H if for every point p in ) there is an index j € J such that U; contains p
and for every ¢ € h;(U;) the function ¢ is r-plurisubharmonic on the fiber

h;l(c).

(2) The symbol PSH.(H, ) stands for the family of all r-plurisubharmonic
functions on the foliations of H.

(3) If h : Q@ — C? is a single holomorphic mapping defined on €, then we
simply write PSH..(h, Q) instead of PSH..({h}, ) and say that functions in
PSH..(h,Q) are r-plurisubharmonic on a singular foliation (induced by h).

(4) We set PSH(H, Q) := PSHo(H, Q).
(5) If ¢ =0, then PSH,.(H,Q) = PSH,(Q).

We assert that each r-plurisubharmonic function on foliations of codimen-
sion ¢ is (¢ + r)-plurisubharmonic.

Theorem 3.9.6 Fix integers q € {0,...,n — 1} and r € Ny. Let Q be an open
set in C" and let H = {h; : U; — C%},c; be a web of singular foliations on Q.
Then every function i € PSH,(H, Q) is (q + r)-plurisubharmonic on Q.

Proof. Let p be a point in ). By the assumption made on H, there are an open
set U in {U;};cs containing p and a holomorphic mapping h : U — C? in H
such that for every c in h(U) the function 1 is r-plurisubharmonic on the fiber
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A. = h71(c). Since the rank of h does not exceed g, the fiber A, is an analytic
subset of U of minimal dimension at least n — ¢q. In view of Proposition

the function ) N
_ ) v(z), z2€A.
\IJAC_{—OO, zeU\ A

is (¢ + r)-plurisubharmonic on U. Now consider the function ® defined by
Uz ®(z) :=sup{Pa,(z):ce€ h(U)}.

Since all fibers in {Ac}.ep(r) are pairwise disjoint and W4, = —oo on U\ A, it
follows that ® = ¢) on U. Hence, ® is upper semi-continuous and, therefore, it
coincides with its upper semi-continuous regularization ®*. Since it is the regu-
larized supremum of a family {¥ 4, }ccn vy of (¢+7)-plurisubharmonic functions
on U, Proposition implies that the function ® = ¢ is (¢ + r)-plurisub-
harmonic on U. Since p is an arbitrary point in © and {U;} ¢ forms a covering
of Q, we conclude that the function ¢ is (¢ + r)-plurisubharmonic on the whole
of Q. O

As a direct application, we derive the following interesting examples.

Example 3.9.7 (1) Let n,q € Ny and let ¢ be an upper semi-continuous func-
tion defined on an open subset U := V x W of the product C" x C? such
that for each fixed entry w in W the function z — ¥(z,w) is plurisubharmonic
on V. Since for every w € W the function v is plurisubharmonic on the g¢-
codimensional fiber V' x {w}, we derive from Theorem that 1) is g-pluri-

subharmonic on U.

(2) Let ¥ be a C%-smooth function defined on an open subset U = V x W of
the product C™ x C? for some non-negative integers n and g. If for every fixed
entry w in W the function z — t¢(z,w) is strictly plurisubharmonic on U, then
the Levi matrix of ¢ is positive definite on the subspace C™ x {0} of C"xC?
according to Theorem [3:4.4] Therefore, the Levi matrix of 1 has at most ¢
strictly positive eigenvalues at every point (z,w) in U, and so ¢ is strictly ¢-
plurisubharmonic on U.

(3) The above result fails to hold if we relax the C2-smooth condition on 1.

Consider the upper semi-continuous function ¢ defined on C? by

|22, w=0

(;5(2,10) = { |zw|2, w ?é 0



3.9. r-Plurisubharmonic functions on foliations 79

We obviously have that z — ¢(z,w) is strictly subharmonic on C for every fixed
entry w in C, and so it is 1-plurisubharmonic on the whole space C? due to the
first above example. Nevertheless, we assert that ¢ cannot be strictly 1-pluri-
subharmonic near the origin. Indeed, for any fixed constant € > 0 consider the
following upper semi-continuous e-perturbation of ¢,

O (z,w) := (2, w) — 5|z\2 - 5|w|2.

We have that ¢.(z,w) is equal to |z2w|?—¢|z|?>—¢|w|? if w # 0, and so its Levi
matrix has the eigenvalues —¢ and |z|?>+|w|?—¢ at the point (z,w). Hence, if
the sum |z|? + |w|? is small enough, then the Levi matrix of ¢. has two negative
eigenvalues. Thus, the function ¢, fails to be 1-plurisubharmonic near the origin.
This means that ¢ itself is not strictly 1-plurisubharmonic near the origin.

Returning to regular foliations, Theorem [3.9.6] and Remark [3.9.3] yield the
following observation.

Corollary 3.9.8 Let i) be an upper semi-continuous function defined on an
open set €2 in C™. Assume that 2 admits a regular foliation F of codimension
q € {0,...,n — 1}. If ¢ is r-plurisubharmonic on each leaf of F, then 1 is
(q + r)-plurisubharmonic on §2.

We give an example of a classical foliation of C™\ {0} given by complex lines
passing through the origin. It has an important application to complex norms
on C".

Example 3.9.9 (1) The complex lines in  := C™\ {0} which pass through the
origin are the leaves of a complex foliation on €2 of codimension n — 1. The local
charts (¢g, Uk)k=1,....n for Q are defined in the classical way. Fixing k =1,...,n
and Uy = {z € C" : z; # 0}, the holomorphic mappings ¢, from U into C™
are given by

wr(z) == (ﬁ,...7£, Z’“—Jrl?...,z—n,zk) eC !l x C*,
2k 2k 2k 2k

where C* = C\ {0}. The conditions (1) and (2) in Definition easily hold.

To prove condition (3) we proceed as follows: Assume that j < k and (z,y) lies

in C"~! x C*. Then the composition ¢; o @,:1 has the following form,

1 Tj_1 Tjt1 Tp—1 1 xp Tp—1

EEERE > B ] 77,77,"”77, ,yxj>
Lj Lj Lj Ty Xj Xy Lj

pj 0wz, y) = (
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Finally, it is easy to verify that the leaves are the punctured complex lines
that pass through the origin. Indeed, fix an integer k& € {1,...,n} and a point
z = (z1,...,2n) with z;, # 0. We set Zy := (21,..., 2k—1, 1, 21, - -, 2n) and
Zy = (21, Zk=1, Zk+1s - - - , Zn). Then for every A in C* we have that o (A -
Zy) = (Z;,)\). This means that the inverse image of ¢ ' ({Z}} x C*) is the
punctured complex line in C™ that passes through the origin and the point Zj.

(2)Let ¢ : C™\ {0} — [—00,+00) be an upper semi-continuous function such
that the restriction s — (sv) is subharmonic with respect to the variable s
in C* and for every fixed vector v # 0 in C". In particular, the function ¢ is
subharmonic on every complex line of C™ minus the origin which passes trough
the origin. According to Corollary[3.9.8 and the results presented in the previous
point (1) above, 1 is subpluriharmonic on C™ \ {0}.

(3)Let 8 € R be fixed and ¢ : C™\ {0} — [0,4+00) be a continuous function
such that

Y(sv) = |s|Py(v) for every s € C* and v € C™ \ {0}.

Notice that s — Slog|s| is harmonic on C* for every real number § in R.
Moreover, Theorem implies that s — |s|? = exp(Blog|s|) is subharmonic
on C*. Thus, from the results presented in the point (2) we can deduce that
the functions ¢ and log are both subpluriharmonic on C" \ {0} and ¢~! and
—log 9 are subpluriharmonic on C™ \ {¢) = 0}.

As a consequence of the previous example, we obtain that every complex
norm function on C™ is subpluriharmonic.

Theorem 3.9.10 Let || - || : C* — [0, +00) be a complex norm function on C™.
Then the functions ||-|| and log || || are both plurisubharmonic on C". Moreover,
—log|| - || and || - || 7! are subpluriharmonic on C™ \ {0}.

Proof. Since all complex norms are equivalent on the finite dimensional space
C™, there is a real number ¢ > 0 such that ||z]] < ¢||z]|2 for every vector z € C™.

This means that || - || is continuous on C™ with respect the topology induced by
the Euclidean norm || - ||o.
We assert that || - || and log|| - || are both plurisubharmonic on C". De-

note by Hom¢(C”, C) the family of all C-linear functionals A : C* — C. By
Theorem 4.3 (b) in [Rud91], the following identity holds for each z in C™,

lz]l = sup{|A(2)| : A € Homc(C",C) with ||All. = 1}, (3.5)
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where ||A]l« := sup{|A(2)| : z € C", ||z|]| = 1} is the dual norm on the space
Homg (C™, C) induced by ||-]|. Observe that each functional A in Home (C™, C) is
holomorphic on C”, so that |A| and log|A| are plurisubharmonic on C". There-
fore, the complex norm || - || and its logarithm log || - || each are the supremum
of a family of plurisubharmonic functions. Since they both are upper semi-
continuous, they are plurisubharmonic on C" as well.

Finally, since ||[Az|| = |\ - ||z|| for every A in C and z € C™, the results pre-

sented in the Example imply that the functions —log| - || and || - ||~} are
both subpluriharmonic on C™ \ {0}. O

We can approximate plurisubharmonic functions on a singular foliation by
smooth ones. Eventually, in contrary to the general case ¢ > 1, it is possible to
approximate g-plurisubharmonic functions, whose ¢-plurisubharmonicity comes
from a singular foliation of codimension ¢, by smooth ones (see [DF85]).

Theorem 3.9.11 Fix an integer ¢ € {1,...,n — 1} and let h : Q@ — C? be
a holomorphic mapping defined on a Stein open set €2 in C™. Then for every
compact set K in ) we have that

K
PSH(h,Q)  PSH(L, Q) NC=(Q).
Proof. We divide the proof into several steps, since we will use some arguments
later for another similar statement.

Step 1. If h is constant, then there is nothing to prove, since in this case
h=1(h(z)) = Q for every z in Q. Thus, we can assume that A is not constant.
Pick an arbitrary function ¢ from the family PSH(h,2). Let K be a compact
set in Q and f be a continuous function on K such that ¢ < f on K. By Propo-
sition for every ¢ € h(K) there exists a C*°-smooth plurisubharmonic
function ¥, on 2 satisfying

<V, < f on KNh !(e). (3.6)

Then there exists an open neighborhood U, of K Nh~!(c) in Q such that the
inequalities from still hold on U.. Moreover, the collection {U.}cen(x)
forms an open covering of the compact set K.

Consider the compact set R. := K \ U, in K. It does not intersect the fiber
h~1(c) and, therefore, h — ¢ attains a positive minimum on R.. More precisely,
there exist positive numbers (c) and &'(c) such that

min |h—cll2 > e(c) >€'(c) > 0.
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This implies that h’l(Bg,(c) (¢))N K and h’l(BEq(C)(c)) N K both lie in U,.

Step 2. Since h(K) is compact and the collection of balls {Bg,(c) (€)}een(x)
forms an open covering of h(K), we can find finitely many points ¢1,...,¢¢ in
h(K) such that {Bq,(ci)(ci)}izl,_“j covers K. For each i = 1, ..., ¢ we define the

€
sets W/ := Bg,(ci)(ci) and W; = Bg(c,-)(ci)' Then we can pick a small enough
neighborhood Q' of K such that V/ := h=1(W/) N Q' and V; := b=} (W;) N
lie in Ug,. Now let {X;}i=1,... ¢ be a family of C°>°-smooth functions on C? with

compact support which satisfy
0<X; <1lon W, O<Xi§10nW{, XiZOOH(Cq\Wi,

¢
and inzlon L.

i=1
We define @; := X; o h for i =1,...,¢. Then Zle w; =1on K.
Step 3. We observe that the following function is C*°-smooth on €2,

L
U= 00,
=1

where the functions {W¥., }¢_, come from Step 1 above. Let us investigate the
behavior of ¥ on K.
If z belongs to K N U,, for some ¢ =1,...,¢, we have that

(Pit))(2) < (0i¥e,)(2) < (#if)(2),

since 0 < ;(z) < 1 and by the inequalities . We even have strict inequal-
ities if z is in K N'V;. Notice that there is always an index ¢ which guarantees
strictness, since {V;};=1,. ¢ covers K.

If z € K does not lie in U,,, then h(z) is not in W;. Otherwise, if h(z) € W,
then we immediately obtain the contradiction

zeh M (h(2)NK c ' (W)NK c U,.

Hence, p;(z) = 0 in this case. Altogether, we have the following estimates at a
point z in K,
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Step 4. For every c in h(Q2), the function ¢; is constant on h=1(c), and so
the function Zle X;(c)¥,, is a plurisubharmonic extension of W|h~!(c) to the
whole of Q. Hence, we derive that ¥ belongs to the family PSH (h, Q) NC>(Q).
Moreover, by Step 3 it satisfies v < ¥ < f on K. Since f is an arbitrary
continuous function with ¢ < f on K, we conclude that

PSH(h,Q) © PSH(h, Q) nc=)" "

3.10 g¢g-Holomorphic functions

It is natural to ask whether there is a generalization of holomorphic functions
which are related to g-plurisubharmonic ones as plurisubharmonic functions are
linked to holomorphic ones. An answer was given by L. R. Hunt and J. J. Murray
in [HMT8| who gave a relation of g-plurisubharmonic and so called g-holomorphic
functions. Earlier, it was R. Basener who examined these functions in [Bas76]
and [BasT§|.

This section is part of the joint article [PZ15].

Definition 3.10.1 Let €2 be an open set in C", A be an analytic subset of
and let g € Np.

(1) We say that a complex-valued function f defined is g-holomorphic on A if
for every point p in A there are a neighborhood U of p in 2 and a C?-smooth
function F' on U such that F'= f on ANU and

OF A (00F)1 = 0.

(2) We denote the family of all g-holomorphic functions on A by O,(A).
(3) In the case ¢ = 0, we simply write O(A) instead of Oy(A).
We give a collection of properties of g-holomorphic functions.

Proposition 3.10.2 Let Q) be an open set in C™, A be an analytic subset of )
and let ¢ € Ny.
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(1) The family Oy(A) is the collection of holomorphic functions on A, whereas
OnN(A) is simply the family C?(A) whenever N > n. Here, by C*(A) we
mean the family of all complex valued functions on A which locally have a
C2-smooth extension into the ambient space.

(2) We have that O4(A) C Og41(A4).

(3) Given a constant A\ € C and a g-holomorphic function f on A, both Af and
£2 lie in O4(A).

(4) Let r € Ny. If f is g-holomorphic on A and g is r-holomorphic on A, then
the sum f + g and the product fg are (q + r)-holomorphic on A.

(5) Let f be a g-holomorphic function on Q. If g : D — Q is a holomorphic
mapping defined on another open set D in CF, then the composition f o g
is g-holomorphic on D.

(6) Given a g-holomorphic function f on A and a holomorphic function h defined
on a neighborhood of the image of f in C, then the composition h o f is
q-holomorphic on A. In particular, the power f™ is again g-holomorphic on
A for every m € Ny.

(7) The function f is g-holomorphic on ) if and only if the rank of the extended
Levi matriz of f given by

fa o fa
f2121 s lefn

fznil .fznfn
is less or equal to q at each point in €.

(8) If f is g-holomorphic on A, then the real part Re(f), imaginary part Im(f)
and log | f| are g-plurisubharmonic on A.

Proof. The statements (1), (2) and (3) follow directly from the definition. The
proofs of (4), (5), (6) and (7) can be found in [Bas76]. The property has
been proved in [HMT8]| (see Theorem 5.3 and Corollary 5.4). We have to point
out that the points (4) to (8) have been proved only in the case of A = Q. But
it is easy to verify that these properties carry over directly to g-holomorphic
functions on analytic sets using our definition. (I
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The following examples can be found in [Bas76].

Example 3.10.3 (1) If f is holomorphic, then the complex conjugate f and
the absolute value |f|? are both 1-holomorphic.

(2) Let h: Q — C? be a holomorphic mapping on an open set  in C™. Let ) be
a complex valued C2-smooth function defined on a neighborhood of the image
of h in CY. Since v is g-holomorphic by the definition an the dimension of C9,
Proposition implies that the composition ¥ o h is g-holomorphic on
Q. For instance, the norm ||h||3 = ) |hj|? of h is g-holomorphic on .

(3)If A is an analytic subset of an open set € in C™, then the inclusion mapping
t: A — © is holomorphic on §2. Therefore, every g-holomorphic function f on
Q can be regarded as a g-holomorphic function on A, since f o is g-holomorphic

on A due to Proposition [3.10.2

(4) If a C%2-smooth function is locally holomorphic with respect to the first n —gq
variables 21, ..., 2,_q of alocal chart 21, ..., 2z, then it is g-holomorphic in view

of Proposition [3.10.2

(5) Fix a positive constant ¢ > 0 and let 2 be an open set in C". According to
the previous examples (2) and (4), for a given holomorphic mapping h : Q — C9,
the function

2 ¢e(z) = 1/(1+ c|h(2)[I3)

is g-holomorphic on Q. Now if ¢ tends to 400, then {¢.}c>0 decreases on € to
the characteristic function X4 of A := {h = 0} given by

xA(z){ (1) EES\A . (3.7)

The g-holomorphic functions admit the local maximum modulus principle.

Theorem 3.10.4 (Local maximum modulus principle) Let ¢ be an inte-
ger in {0,...,n — 1} and A an analytic subset of an open set  in C". If f is a
q-holomorphic function on A, then for every compact set K in A we have that

[f 1l = 1 fllo.ares

where || f|lx = max{f(z): z € K} and by K is the boundary of K in A.
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Proof. If A = ), then this result is due to Theorem 2 in [Bas76]. In the case of an
arbitrary analytic set A in €2, the statement follows from Proposition [3.10.2
and from the local maximum principle for g-plurisubharmonic functions on an-

alytic sets (see Theorem [3.8.5)). O

3.11 Holomorphic functions on foliations

R. Basener showed in Theorem 1 in [Bas76| that a 1-holomorphic function de-
fined on some open set in C2, whose derivative 0 f never vanishes, is holomor-
phic on leaves of a local foliation by holomorphic curves. Later, E. Bedford and
M. Kalka generalized this result to g-holomorphic functions and other functions
satisfying certain non-linear Cauchy-Riemann equations. We only repeat their
result involving g-holomorphic functions (see Theorem 5.3 in [BKTT]).

Theorem 3.11.1 Let ¢ € {1,...,n—1}. Let f be a C3-smooth q-holomorphic
function on a domain €2 in C"™ which fulfills

OF NDf A (9Df)T1 £0 and (9Ff)7 # 0.

Suppose that Re(f) is plurisubharmonic on Q. Then f is holomorphic on a
foliation by complex submanifolds of 2 having codimension q.

We proceed by explaining what we mean by a holomorphic function on singu-
lar foliations in order to develop a converse result to that of Kalka and Bedford.
Notice that we accept by convention that C° is equal to {0} and that every
continuous function is indeed holomorphic on a discrete set.

Definition 3.11.2 Let r be a non-negative integer and ¢ € {0,...,n —1}. Let
Q be an open set in C™.

(1) Let H = {h; : U; — C9%}c; be a web of singular foliations on Q. A
continuous function f on 2 is holomorphic on the (singular) foliations of H
if for every point p in €2 there is an index j € J such that U; contains p and
for every ¢ € h;(U;), the function f is holomorphic on the fiber h;l(c) in

the sense of Definition B.10.1]

(2) The set O(H, ) stands for the family of all holomorphic functions on the
foliations of H.
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(3) If h : Q — CY is a single holomorphic mapping, then we simply write O(h, Q)
rather than O({h},?) and say that functions from O(h, Q) are holomorphic
on a (singular) foliation (induced by h).

Our next aim is to show that smooth functions which are holomorphic on a
singular foliation of codimension ¢ are in fact g-holomorphic.

Theorem 3.11.3 Fix an integer q € {1,...,n—1}. Let Q be an open set in C"
and let h : Q — C9 be a holomorphic mapping. Then each C?-smooth function
f in O(h, Q) is g-holomorphic on €.

Proof. The (complex) rank of h at a given point z in € is the rank of the complex
Jacobian <3hk/82j> k=1...q of h at z. Let k < ¢ be the maximal rank of h on Q
=1

and denote by € thej set of all points z in € such that the rank of h at z equals
the maximal rank k. Then S := Q\ Q' is an analytic subset of Q of dimension
strictly less than n. Hence, Q' is open and relatively dense in . Now it suffices
to show that f is g-holomorphic on ¥, since by the C2-smoothness of f the
equation Of A (99f)? = 0 on Q' extends trivially to the whole of €.

Let p be a point in . Without loss of generality we can assume that
p = 0 and h(p) = 0. Then it follows from the complex rank theorem (see
Theorem 2 in Appendix A2.2 of [Chi89]) that after a holomorphic change
of coordinates near p and h(p), we have that the mapping h is of the form
h(z) = (z1,...,2k,0,...,0) € CF¥ x C¢7% in some neighborhood U of the origin.
By assumption, for each ¢ € h(U) the function f is holomorphic on the fiber
h=(c) = ({(e1,...,cx)} x C* %) N U. According to Example (4), the
function f is k-holomorphic on U. By properties and @ of Proposition
[3:10:2] the g-holomorphicity is invariant under holomorphic changes of coor-
dinates, and of course, it is a local property by definition. Since & < ¢, we
conclude that f is g-holomorphic on €. Then the arguments in the first part
of this proof imply that f is g-holomorphic on the entire set (2. O

We will need the following extension theorem for holomorphic functions de-
fined on analytic subsets (see Theorem 4 in paragraph 4.2 of chapter V in
[GRO4]). Recall that, by definition, a Stein open set  in C" admits a con-
tinuous plurisubharmonic function ¢ on Q such that {¢ < ¢} € Q for every
ceR.
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Theorem 3.11.4 Let Q2 be a Stein open set in C" and let A be an analytic
subset of ). Then any holomorphic function on A extends holomorphically to
the whole of ).

Recall that holomorphic functions on foliations are continuous in the first
place, whereas g-holomorphic functions are by definition C2-smooth. It is then
interesting to decide whether a continuous function which is holomorphic on the
fibers of a singular foliation of codimension ¢ can be approximated by g-holo-
morphic functions. A positive answer gives the following result (together with

the previous Theorem [3.11.3]).

Theorem 3.11.5 Fix an integer ¢ € {1,...,n — 1}. Let Q be a Stein open set
in C™ and let h : Q0 — C9 be a holomorphic mapping. Then for every compact
set K in ) we have that

Oh,Q) ¢ OO NC=(Q).

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem with some adaption to
holomorphic functions.

Step 1. As in Step 1 of the proof of Theorem we can assume that h
is not constant.

Let K be a compact set in €, f a function from O(h,Q)) and £ > 0 a positive
number. Since 2 is a Stein open set, it follows from Theorem [3.11.4] that for
every ¢ € h(2) there exists a holomorphic extension F, of f. := f|h~1(c) into
the whole of 2. Then there exists an open neighborhood U, of HNAh™!(c) in Q
such that ||F. — f[ly, < e. Obviously, the collection {U.}cen(n) forms an open
covering of K.

Step 2. Fori e {1,...., 0} let W/ e W/, V/ CV; CU,,, x; and p; = x;0h
be the open sets and, respectively, the cutoff functions from Step 2 of the proof
of Theorem We will use these objects in the following steps. Recall
that {W;}i—1,... ¢ and {W/}i—1 . ¢ cover h(K) and {Vi}i—1,. ¢, {V}iz1,.. 0 and
{U¢, }i=1,... ¢ cover K. Also remind that Zle pi=1lon K,0<¢p; <1onQ
and ¢; =0 on h~1(C?\ W;) for each i = 1,...,¢.

Step 3. The following function is C*°-smooth on €2,

4
F .= Z Fe ;.
=1
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Then by the same arguments as in Step 3 of the proof of Theorem we
can show the following properties: If z € K N U; for some i = 1,...,¢, then
0i(2)-|Fe—f|(2) < ¢i(2)-e. We even have a strict inequality if z € KNV,. Notice
that there exists at least one index ig such that ¢;,(z) > 0, since {V/}i=1,._ ¢
covers K. Now if z € K\ U;, then ¢;(z) = 0. Therefore, since ¢;(z) is non-
negative and Zle vi(z) =1 for a point z € K, it holds that

¢ ¢
[F = fl(z) = Z%(Z)-\Fci—fl(z) < ZE%(Z)=€~

Step 4. Given c € h(f2), the function ¢; is constant on the fiber h=!(c), and
therefore the function Ele X;(c)F,, is a holomorphic extension of F|h~!(c)
to the whole of 2. By the definition, it means that F' belongs to the family
O(h,Q)NC>(£2). The previous Step 4 yields || f — F||x < €. In view of Theorem
3.11.3) and since € > 0 was arbitrarily chosen, we obtain that

Oh,Q) ¢ O, Q) AC=(Q)".

The precedent result applies directly to regular foliations. In fact, this obser-
vation can be shown in a much easier way using the definition of a complex foli-
ation, the complex version of implicit function theorem and Example(3.10.3] (4).

Corollary 3.11.6 Let f be a C2-smooth function defined on an open set ) in
C™ and let F be a regular foliation on 2 of codimension q. If f is holomorphic
on each leaf of F, then f is g-holomorphic on §2.

Another consequence of Theorem|3.11.5{combined with Proposition|3. 10.2

is the relation of holomorphic functions on foliations to g-plurisubharmonic func-
tions.

Corollary 3.11.7 Let ¢ € {1,...,n — 1}, Q an open set in C" and f a holo-
morphic function on singular foliations of a web H = {h; : Q@ — C%},c;. Then
the real part, imaginary part and the logarithm of the absolute value of f is
q-plurisubharmonic on §2.

The next statement is a Bremermann type approximation (compare Theo-

rem (3.1.10)).
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Theorem 3.11.8 Let h : Q0 — C9 be a holomorphic mapping defined on a Stein
open set Q and let ¢ be a continuous function in PSH(h,)). Then for every
€ > 0 and every compact set K in ) there exist positive integers aq,...,a;r € N
and functions f1, ..., fr from O(h,$) such that

P < max{a;llog|fj|:j:l,...J{:} < p+eonK.

Proof. Let ¢ € h(2) and define ¢, := ¥|h~ ( ). By Proposition“there exists
a continuous plurlsubharmonlc function 1/)6 on ) which also satisfies ¢ < 1/),:

Y +¢/2 on KNh~1(c). Since every Stein open set is a domain of holomorphy
(see later Remark , Bremermann’s theorem implies that there exist
positive integers Nc1,. .., Nc ,(c) and holomorphic functions g 1, ..., ge u(c) On
Q) which fulfill the subsequent inequalities on K,

@Z <U,:= max{N;l} loglge,|:v=1,...,u(c)} < @Z+5/2.

Therefore, we obtain that ¢ < ¥, < ¥ + e on K N h~!(c). For an integer
m € N we set X, := 1/(1 +ml|h —c||3) . Observe that X.,, lies in O(h,Q),
since for ever ) it is constant on the fiber h=1(d). In view of Proposi-
tion [3.10. 2 and* the function fc, m = g, I,XNL * belongs to O(h, ) for
every c € (¢)} and m € N. Now consider the function Oc,m
given by

Oc;m = Ve +log [Xem| = max{N_ ) log | ferm| : v =1,...,u(c)}.

Since (X¢,m)men decreases to the characteristic function of {h = ¢} as m tends
to 400 and since 1) < ¥, < ¢ +¢ on K Nh~!(c), we can choose a large enough
integer m(c) € N such that 9. () <1+ on K. Since ¢ m(c) = Ve on h=1(e),
there is an open neighborhood V. of K Nh~1(c) with ¢ < Oc,m(c) On Ve. By the
compactness of K, we can pick finitely many sets V.,,..., V., which cover K.
Finally, we obtain the desired functions and inequalities on K, namely,

Y < max{o, m(cj) cg=1...,¢0}
= maX{N lg|fcjl,]mc)|:j:1,...,£, vi=1,...,u(c;)}
< YP+e.
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Chapter 4

g-Pseudoconvexity

In the literature, one encounters many different ways to define g-pseudoconvex
sets. We collect a large list of equivalent characterizations of this type of sets
using g-plurisubharmonic exhaustion functions [Grab9), generalized Hartogs fig-
ures (JRot55] and [Fuj90]), boundary distance functions (|Sto86] and [Fuj90]), a
generalized continuity principle (Kontinuititssatz) and generalized convex hulls
for g-plurisubharmonic functions (compare [Bas76]). It is needless to say that
for ¢ = 0 (the pseudoconvex case) these characterizations are classical complex
analysis in several variables and can be found in most of the books about this
topic (see e.g. [Hor90|, [Kra99] or [Sha92|). Interesting examples of g-pseudo-
convex sets are given by real ¢-convex sets (i.e., sets admitting a real g-convex
exhaustion function) and sublevel sets of g-plurisubharmonic functions. We es-
tablish a generalized version of Bochner’s tube theorem in the g-pseudoconvex
case and study smoothly bounded sets, which leads to the notion of Levi g-
pseudoconver sets. They are used to describe a duality principle which, roughly
speaking, states that a set is not g-pseudoconvex near a boundary point if and
only if some part of its complement near this boundary point touches a strictly
Levi (n — ¢ — 2)-pseudoconvex set from inside (see also [Bas76]). In the case
of ¢ = 0, the 0-pseudoconvex sets are exactly the classical pseudoconvex sets.
Those are the most important sets for complex analysis of several variables
due to the solution of the so-called Levi problem (see [H6r90]). More precisely,
pseudoconvex sets are domains of holomorphy and vice versa.

Most of the contents of this chapter can be found in the joint articles [PZ13)]
and [PZ15].
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4.1 ¢-Pseudoconvex sets

The g¢-pseudoconvex sets are defined similarly as Stein open sets in terms of
exhaustion functions (recall Definition [2)). According to the definition
below, Stein open sets are exactly the O-pseudoconvex sets and are usually
known as pseudoconver sets.

Definition 4.1.1 We say that an open set Q in C" is g-pseudoconvez (in C™) if
there exists a continuous g-plurisubharmonic ezhaustion function ® for €, i.e.,
for every ¢ € R the set {z € Q: ®(z) < ¢} is relatively compact in Q.

We immediately have the following properties of ¢g-pseudoconvex sets.

Proposition 4.1.2 (1) Let Qy and Qs be two g-pseudoconvex sets in C™. Then
the intersection €23 N g is also g-pseudoconvex.

(2) If Y is g-pseudoconvex in C™ and Qs is g-pseudoconvex in C™, then 21 X Qg
is g-pseudoconvex in C*t™,

Proof. For j =1,2 let ®; be a g-plurisubharmonic exhaustion function for €2;.
(1) In this case, ® := max{®Py, P3} is a g-plurisubharmonic exhaustion function
for Ql N QQ.

(2) Since ®; and ®; can be considered as g-plurisubharmonic functions on
0 X Qg, it is clear that ®(z,w) := max{P;(z), P2(w)} is a g-plurisubharmonic
exhaustion function for the product €1 x Q5. O

4.2 Boundary distance functions

We recall the definition of boundary distance functions and their relation to
each other.

Definition 4.2.1 Let © be an open set in C™ and let || - || be some complex
norm on C".

(1) The boundary distance (induced by || - ||) between a point z in Q and its
boundary bS2 is defined by

d””(z,bQ) = lIlf{”Z — w|| Tw e bQ} (41)
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(2) We obviously define d|. (2, b82) = +o0o whenever bS) is the empty set.

(3) As before, we write d(z,b8) instead of dj.|(z,b§2) whenever || - || is the
Euclidean norm || - ||z and call it the Fuclidean boundary distance.

(4) Let v be a fixed vector in C™ with ||v||2 = 1 and let z + Cv be the complex
line in C™ that passes through z and z + v. We define the (Fuclidean)
boundary distance in the v-direction from z in € to bQ) by

Ryo,u(z) == d(z, AN (z+ (Cv)). (4.2)
The boundary distance functions have the subsequent properties and rela-
tions, which are all easy to verify.

Proposition 4.2.2 Let 2 be an open set in C" and z be a point in Q.

(1) The boundary distance induced by || - || can be described by the boundary
distances in all v-directions, namely,

dj (z,09) = inf {||v]| - Rpa,w(2) v € C", ||vf2 = 1}. (4.3)

(2) Given a vector v in C" with ||v||2 = 1, the boundary distance in v-direction
can be rewritten in two ways,

Riav(z) = sup{r >0:z+ sv e for every s € C with |s| < r}
= dy (2,620 (z + Cv))/|v]. (4.4)

(3) For any complex norm || - || on C", the boundary distance function z
dj.)(2,09) is continuous on Q (with respect to the Euclidean topology),
whereas for every vector v € C" with |[v|a = 1 the boundary distance
function in v-direction z — Ryq (2) is only lower semi-continuous on €.

We examine the g-plurisubharmonicity of the boundary distance functions.

Proposition 4.2.3 Let || - || be a complex norm on C™ and € be an open set
in C™. Given any vector v in C™ with ||v||2 = 1, the following functions both
are subpluriharmonic on (Q,

z > —logd).(2,02) and z~— —log Ryq.(2). (4.5)

Furthermore, if z — —log Ryn (%) is g-plurisubharmonic on ) for every
vector v € C" with [jv|lz = 1, then z — —logd).(z,b2) is also g-plurisub-
harmonic on ).
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Proof.  The results are trivial when = C", because b2 is empty and the
boundary distance functions are all identically equal to —oo, so we assume in
the following that b2 is not empty.

In view of Theorem —log || - || is subpluriharmonic on C™\ {0}. Thus,

by Proposition (5) the function
z = —logd.(2,0Q) = sup{—log ||z — w| : w € bQ}

is subpluriharmonic on €2, so this proves the first part of .

In order to verify the second part of (4.5, suppose that z — —log Ryq,(2) is
not subpluriharmonic on €2, i.e., there is a vector v in C™ with ||v||2 = 1 such that
the function 9(z) := —In Rpn () is not subpluriharmonic in a neighborhood
of a fixed point py € 2. We can assume without loss of generality that pg is the
origin. Then according to Proposition there exist a ball B = B,.(0)
compactly contained in € and a function g holomorphic on a neighborhood U
of B such that ¢ < Re(g) on the boundary bB, but ¥ (p;) > Re(g)(p1) for some
point p; € B. Thus,

e Re(9)p1) > Rya»(p1) and e Rel9)(2) < Ry, (2) for every z € bB.

Notice that the function ®(z) := z 4+ e 9(*)v is holomorphic on U. Since, if
z € ), the point z + sv lies in ) for every complex number s with |s| < r if and
only if 0 < r < Rpq . (2), the function ® satisfies

D(p1) ¢Q and P(bB) C Q.

Now it follows from the compactness of ®(bB) that we can find a real number
C > 0 with d(®(z),bQ) > C for every z € bB. Since ®(p;) is not in £, there
is a point po € BN ®~1(Q) fulfilling 0 < d(®(p2),b2) < C. This gives the
inequalities

—logd(®,60) < —logC on bB and —logd(®(p2),b82) > —logC. (4.6)

Since ® is holomorphic, we derive from the first part of and from The-
orem that the function z — —logd(®(z), b82) is subpluriharmonic on U.
But then the inequalities in contradict to the local maximum property in
Proposition Hence, z — —log Ry, (%) is subpluriharmonic on 2 as
proclaimed above.

Finally, assume that z — —log Ryn o (2) is g-plurisubharmonic on {2 for every
v € C™ with ||v||2 = 1. Then, by the identity in and Proposition

we immediately obtain that z — —log dj.| (2, bS2) is g-plurisubharmonic on Q. O
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As a direct consequence, we obtain a characterization of (n—1)-pseudoconvex
sets. This result can also be found in [S1o86], Proposition 4.6.

Corollary 4.2.4 Any open set Q in C"™ is (n — 1)-pseudoconvex.

Proof. If O = C", simply take v¥(z) := ||2]|3 as an exhaustion function
for C™. Otherwise, it follows from Proposition and Proposition @
that 2z — —logd(z,b82) + ||z||3 is subpluriharmonic on . It is easy to see that
it is an exhaustion function for (2. O

4.3 Equivalent notions of ¢-pseudoconvexity

Several characterizations of g-pseudoconvexity in C™ can be found in the litera-
ture. We may refer, for example, to the works of O. Fujita [Fuj64], Z. Stodkowski
[S1o86] and K. Matsumoto [Mat96]. In particular, Matsumoto studied ¢-pseudo-
convexity in Kahler manifolds. First, we present a notion of ¢-pseudoconvexity
which is due W. Rothstein [Rot55].

Definition 4.3.1 (1) We write A" := A”?(0) for the polydisc with radius r > 0
and Al p := AR\ A} for the open annulus with radii r > 0 and R > 0
centered at the origin in C".

(2) Let 1 <k < n be fixed integers, and r and R be real numbers in the interval
(0,1). An Euclidian (n—k, k) Hartogs figure H, is the set

He:= (AT " x AF) U (AL x AY) © AR x AF = AT

(3) A pair (H, P) of domains H and P in C" with H C P is called a (general)
(n—k, k) Hartogs figure if there is an Euclidian (n — k, k) Hartogs figure H,
and a biholomorphic mapping F defined from A} onto P such that F'(H,) =
H.

(4) An open set Q in C" is called Hartogs k-pseudoconver if it admits the
Kontinuitétssatz with respect to the (n — k)-dimensional polydiscs, i.e.,
given any (n — k,k) Hartogs figure (H, P) such that H C Q, we already
have that P C D.
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Now we give a list of equivalent characterizations of g-pseudoconvex sets (see
also Proposition 3.10 in [PZ13]).

Theorem 4.3.2 Let g € {0...,n — 2} and Q be an open set in C". Then the
following statements are all equivalent.

(1) The set Q2 is Hartogs (n—q—1)-pseudoconvex.

(2) For every vector v in C™ with ||v||2 = 1 the distance function in v-direction
z +— —log Ryq v (2) is g-plurisubharmonic on €.

(3) For every complex norm | - || the function z — —logd,.|(z,bS?) is g-pluri-
subharmonic on Q.

(4) For some complex norm || - || the function z — —logdy.|(z,b82) is g-pluri-
subharmonic on ).

(5) Q is g-pseudoconvex.

(6) There exists a (not necessarily continuous) g-plurisubharmonic function

on  such that limsup 1(z) = +oc.
z—bQ2

(7) For every compact set K in €, its g-plurisubharmonic hull
f{gsﬂq(ﬂ) ={z€Q:¢(z) < max 1) for every ¢ € PSH4(Q)}

is compact in €2, as well.

(8) Let {A¢}icio,1) be a family of (g+1)-dimensional analytic subsets in some
open set U in C™ that continuously depend on t in the Hausdorff topology.
Assume that the closure of Ute[0 1] At Is compact. If Q) contains the bound-

ary bA; and the closure Ay for each t € [0,1), then the closure A; also lies
in €.

(9) For every point p in b§) there is a ball B = B,(p) centered at p such that
QN B is g-pseudoconvex.

(10) There exist a neighborhood W of b2 and a g-plurisubharmonic function
on W NQ with limsup(z) = +oo.
z—bQ2

(11) There is a collection {€);};en of bounded g-pseudoconvex domains §2; in §
such that Q; € Q11 € Q for every j € N and Q= {J;n Q5.
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(12) The intersection QN7 is g-pseudoconvex in 7 for every (q + 2)-dimensional
complex affine plane 7 in C".

Proof. We shall follow the classical arguments as in case of pseudoconvex sets
and show the following implications,

:>::>:
© = [ = [
G ={O)]={00)]={01)]={(4] and [12)] < [4]

Notice that if Q@ = C”, then there is nothing to show. Hence, we assume from
now on that & C C™.

Assume that the function (z) := —log Ry, (2) is not g-plurisub-
harmonic on 2 for some fixed vector v € C™ with ||v||2 = 1. Then there exists a
(g+1)-dimensional complex affine plane 7 such that ¢ is not subpluriharmonic
on a neighborhood of a point p in 7N2. By Proposition we can assume
without loss of generality that p is the origin and 7 is equal to C4Ttx{0}n~4-1,
Let Q* be an open subset in 7 such that 7 N Q = Q*x{0}"~¢71. Consider the
function

Q" 35 (= p(¢) == —log Ry, (¢,0).

By assumption, it is not subpluriharmonic near the origin in 2*. According to
Proposition there exist a polydisc A := AZ1(0) € Q* and a holomorphic
function f on a neighborhood of A such that p < Re(f) =: h on the boundary
bA, but p(¢o) > h({o) at some point ¢y € A. Then we have that

e > Ry 0 (C0,0) and e MO < Ry, (¢,0) for every ¢ € DA, (4.7)

We claim that v ¢ 7. Otherwise, the vector v can be written as (v’, 0) for some
v’ € C?*! and so the function p has the form

p(¢) = —log Ryq- . (¢) for every ¢ € Q* c CIHL.

But then Proposition implies that p is g-plurisubharmonic on Q*, which
contradicts to the assumptions made on 1) at the beginning of this step. Hence,
v ¢ m, and we can choose linearly independent vectors wg+s,...,w, in C"\7
such that the space C" is generated by the vectors v,wq43,...,w, and by the
plane 7.
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Define for ¢ € CI11, ¢ € C, n = (Ngs3,---,m) € C" 72 and € > 0 the
mapping

O((,&m) = (¢,0,...,0) + &e Qv + & > pjw;.
Jj=q+3

It is easy to calculate that & maps biholomorphically onto its image. Recall
that, if z € Q, then for every complex number s € A;(0) the point z + sv lies
in Qif and only if 0 < ¢t < Ry (2). In particular, (¢o,0) + e~ 1)y does not
belong to ). Then, in view of the inequalities in , we observe that

D((,€,0) € Q for every (¢,€) € (BATT x A) U (AT x {0}),

and ((o,1) € AT x bAL. Thus, ®((o,1,0) does not lie in Q. Now if € > 0 is
small enough, we can arrange that

o ((part x A7) U (AT x AT c @,

but still ®(p,1,0) ¢ Q. Therefore, we can easily construct a (¢g+1,n—qg—1)-
Hartogs figure (H, P) such that H C Q but P ¢ Q. This is a contradiction to
the assumption made on 2. Finally, we have shown the implication |(1)=1(2)|

[(2)E{(3)] This is a consequence of the last statement in Proposition [1.2.3]

(3)={(4)| Simply take the Euclidean norm || - || := || - [|2.

(4)=1(5)] The function 1 (z) = —logd). (2, bQ2) + 2|3 is a continuous g-pluri-
subharmonic exhaustion function for €.

The function ¥ (z) = —logd).(z,b82) is g-plurisubharmonic on §2
and admits the property that 1(z) tends to 400 whenever z tends to bS.

I(5)21(7)] Let ¢ be a g-plurisubharmonic exhaustion function for 2 and K be
a compact set in . Then K is contained in €2, := {¢(z)<c} for some constant
c € R, so the hull Kg SHL(Q) obviously lies in .. Since ). is relatively compact

in Q and I?%S,Hq(m is closed in €2, the hull is compact in 2.



4.3. Equivalent notions of g-pseudoconvexity 101

— Clearly, I?g SH, () is bounded and closed in 2. Assume that there
is a sequence (p,)nen in IA{gSHq(Q) which tends to some point p € bQ). By the

assumption made on ¥ in we derive that limsup¥(p,) = +oco. But on the
n—-+oo

other hand ¢ (p,) < maxg ¥ by the definition of the hull IA(%SHq(Q), which is

7oQ :
absurd. Hence, K} SHy() 152 compact set.

Let {A;}j0,1] be the family as in the assumption of property
We obviously have that b} has a positive distance to bA; for every t € [0, 1].

Since the family {A;}c(0,1) is continuously parameterized by ¢ and the closure
of UtE[O 1] A; is compact, we can choose a compact set K & €2 that contains bA;

for every t € [0, 1]. Then each A; is contained in IA(gSHq(Q) for t € [0,1) because
of the local maximum principle for g-plurisubharmonic functions on analytic
subsets (see Proposition . Finally, by the continuity of ¢t — A;, we deduce
that A; is also contained in Kg SH, ()" By assumption, the g-plurisubharmonic

hull IA(gSHq @ is entirely contained in €2, so A; also belongs to ).

(8)21(1)| In order to get a contradiction, suppose that €2 is not (n—g—1)-
Hartogs pseudoconvex, so there is a (¢+1,n—g—1)-Hartogs figure (H, P) such

that H C Q, but P ¢ Q. Hence, there exist two constants 7, R € (0,1) and a
biholomorphism ® defined from A7(0) onto P such that ®(H,) = H, where

H, = (Af™ x Araml) U (A% x A7),

By shrinking 7 and R, if necessary, we can assume that ® is defined on an open
neighborhood of the closure of A} and has the same properties as before. Now
we can increase the radius r > 0 until ®(H,) touches the boundary of Q for
the first time, say at a point pg € b2. Then we can find a point (2o, wp) €
A?{rl x bAT™1"1 with pg = ®(z0,wp). Now consider the family {A¢}iep 1
defined by

A, = @(A‘f'H X {two}).

Since ¥ is biholomorphic from some neighborhood of A;(0) onto its image, the
family {A;}seq0,1] is continuously parameterized by ¢ in the Hausdorff topology.
Moreover, we have that for every ¢ € [0, 1) the compact sets A; and bA; belong
to €, whereas A; is not fully contained in €. This a contradiction to the

assumption made in
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I(5)1(9)] This implication follows directly from Proposition

(9)=1(10)| Let p be a boundary point of 2 and B be a ball centered at p such
that QN B is g-pseudoconvex. Then for a small enough neighborhood U of p in B
we have that d(z,bQ) = d(z,b(QNB)) for every z € QNU, and so — log d(z, bQ?) is
g-plurisubharmonic on 2NU. Since p is an arbitrary boundary point of {2, there
is a neighborhood W of b2 such that — log d(z, b)) is g-plurisubharmonic on W.
It is clear that — log d(z, b§2) tends to +o0o when z approaches the boundary of 2.

(10)=1(11)| For k € N let Q) be the intersection of  with a ball Bj(0) cen-
tered at the origin, so that {Q} }recn is an increasing collection of bounded open
sets whose union is Q. We claim that each €}, is ¢-pseudoconvex. Indeed, fix
an integer k € N and define the function ¢ (2) = logk — logd(z,bB(0)). By
assumption, v is g-plurisubharmonic on some neighborhood W of the boundary
b2 such that limsup,_,;, 1(2) = +oo. Notice that ¢ is bounded on Q),NbW and
that ¢y is non-negative and plurisubharmonic on the ball By (0). Then Propo-
sition implies that for a large enough constant c;>0 the following
function is continuous and g-plurisubharmonic on €},

Yy = ck+ ok on Q) \ W,
T max{y), cptor}  on QL NW.

Observe that ¢ (z) converges to +0o when z approaches b2} Since we have
already shown the implication the set Q). is g-pseudoconvex. Now it is
easy to verify that for each p > 0 the function wuy , := —log(p — %) is ¢-pluri-
subharmonic on €y , = {2z € Q) : Yr(2) < pu} such that ug(z) tends to +oo
whenever z approaches the boundary of €y, ,,. Observe that it follows from the
property of vy, that Qj , is a relatively compact g-pseudoconvex subset of €.
Hence, we can find a sequence (u(k))ren such that Q. k) € Qi1 uhr1) €
and Q equals e (k)

(11)={(4)| For every j € N the function f;(z) = —logd(z,b8;) is g-pluri-
subharmonic on €2;, since {}; is g-pseudoconvex and we have just proved the
equivalence |(4)={(5)] The implication follows from the fact that {2 is equal
to UkeN Q and Q; € Q41 € Q, so that for each fixed jo € N the sequence

(fj)j>jo decreases to —logd(z,bQ2) on §;,. According to Proposition
we conclude that the function —logd(z,bQ?) is g-plurisubharmonic on €.
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(12)k={(4)| The case ¢ = 0 is due to P. Lelong in his fundamental work in
[Lel52a). The generalization to ¢ > 1 has been shown by Z. Stodkowski (see
Corollary 4.8 in [Sto86]). We shall not repeat the proofs here, since we will
not need this property and included this characterization only for the sake of
completeness. O

As a direct application, we are able to extend Proposition [4.1.2

Proposition 4.3.3

(1) If Qq is g-pseudoconvex and s is r-pseudoconvex in C", then the union
0 UQy is (¢ + 7 + 1)-pseudoconvex.

(2) Let {25} cs be a collection of g-pseudoconvex sets in C™ such that the set
Q:=int (ﬂjeJ Qj) is not empty. Then 2 is g-pseudoconvex.

(3) If {Q,}nen Is an increasing collection of q-pseudoconvex sets in C™ with

0 CQ C ..., then the union 2 := J, .\ Q2 is g-pseudoconvex.

Proof. (1) Let ®1(2) := —logd(z,b;) and ®5(z) := —logd(z,bs). Then &,
is g-plurisubharmonic on Q7 and ®5 is r-plurisubharmonic on €25 according to

Theorem In view of Proposition [(6)] and [(10)] the function

(I)l on Ql \ QQ
o = min{‘bl, @2} on Ql n QQ
@2 on QQ \ Ql

is a continuous (g+r+1)-plurisubharmonic function on 3 U s such that ®(z)
tends to +oo whenever z tends to b). Then Theorem [(6)] implies the
desired statement.

(2) It is easy to verify that d(z,bQ) = inf,c;d(z, b82;) for every z € Q. Hence,
z — —log d(z,b2) is the supremum of a family of ¢g-plurisubharmonic functions
on § in view of Theorem Since it is continuous on §2, it is ¢-plurisub-
harmonic there. Hence, Theorem yields g-pseudoconvexity of 2.

(3) This follows immediately from Theorem
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We can also improve the regularity of the exhaustion functions of a ¢-pseudo-
convex set (see Corollary 6.1. in [Bun90]).

Remark 4.3.4 By Bungart’s approximation technique (see Theorem we
can show that an open set 2 in C" is ¢g-pseudoconvex if and only if it admits
an exhaustion function which is g-plurisubharmonic with corners on 2. In the
case of ¢ = 0, due to Richberg’s approximation method (see Theorem , we
can even obtain that a set €2 is pseudoconvex if and only if it has a C*°-smooth
plurisubharmonic exhaustion function. If ¢ > 1, it remains unclear whether a ¢-
pseudoconvex set admits a C2-smooth g-plurisubharmonic exhaustion function.

4.4 Real ¢-convex and g-pseudoconvex sets

We examine sets generated by real g-convex functions and give the relation to
g-pseudoconvex sets. The main result is a generalized version of P. Lelong’s
observation in [Lel52b] on pseudoconvexity of sets of the form w + i(—a,a)™,
where w is an open set in R” and a > 0. Earlier results on tubular sets of the
form w + ¢{R™ were achieved by S. Bochner [Boc38| and K. Stein [Ste37].

Definition 4.4.1 We say that an open set w in R"™ is real g-convex if the
boundary distance function x — —log d(z, bw) is real g-convex on w.

Certainly, we could establish a similar collection of different characteriza-
tions of real g-convexity like in Proposition for g-pseudoconvex sets. But
this would deserve its own treatise and further research. Anyway, the above
definition is sufficient to our purpose to compare the real g-convex sets to ¢-
pseudoconvex sets.

Theorem 4.4.2

(1) Every open real q-convex set Q2 in C* = R?" is g-pseudoconvex.

(2) Let w be an open set in R™. Then w is real g-convex if and only if the set
w + i(—a,a)™ is g-pseudoconvex for some a € (0,400].

Proof. If ¢ > n — 1, there is nothing to show, since every open set in C" is
(n — 1)-pseudoconvex according to Corollary Hence, from now on we
assume that ¢ < n — 1.

(1) By definition, the boundary distance function z — —logd(z,bQ2) is real
g-convex on . Thus, due to Theorem [3.6.1] it is g-plurisubharmonic on Q. In

view of Proposition the set Q is g-pseudoconvex.
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(2) Case a = +oco. In this case, we are in the setting of a tubular set of the form
QN :=w+i(—a,a)” =w+iR™. Since d(z,b2) = d(Re(z), bw) for every z € Q, the
function z — d(z, b§2) is rigid on Q. Then it follows from Theorem that the
function x — —log d(x, bw) is real g-convex on w if and only if z — — log d(z, b))
is g-plurisubharmonic on €. The result follows now from the Definition [1.47]]

and Proposition

Case a > 0. Assume that w is real g-convex. Then, in view of the previous
case a = 400, the set w4+ iR™ is g-pseudoconvex. Since the set R™ +i(—a,a)” =
(R +i(—a,a))" is pseudoconvex as a product of pseudoconvex sets, it follows

from Proposition that the intersection
(R™ +i(—a,a)”) N (w+iR") =w +i(—a,a)"

is g-pseudoconvex. This proves the necessity of this statement.

In order to prove the sufficiency, assume first that w is bounded and that
the set Q := w + i(—a,a)"™ is g-pseudoconvex for some a > 0. Then there are
a small positive number b < a and a neighborhood U of bw in @ such that for
every z € U + i(—b,b)"™ we have that

d(z,b0) = d(z, bw +iR") = d(x, bw). (4.8)
For A\ € R™ consider the mapping T)(z) := z — i\ and the set
Wx:={2€C":Re(z) ewnU, Im(z;) € (=b+ Aj,b+}j), j=1,...,n}.

Then, in view of the equations in (4.8)), for z € W) we obviously have the
following identities,

d(z,bw 4+ iR™) = d(z — i\, bw + iR"™) = d(Tx(2), bS2).

Since 2 is g-pseudoconvex, the function z — — log d(z, bQ?) is ¢-plurisubharmonic
on ). In view of Proposition the function —logd(Ty,bQ) is g-pluri-
subharmonic on Wy. Since (Jycg» Wa = (w N U) +iR™ and since g-plurisub-
harmonicity is a local property, the function z — — log d(z, bw+iR"™) is rigid and
g-plurisubharmonic on (w N U) + iR™. Therefore, according to Theorem m
x — —logd(x,bw) is real g-convex on wNU. Since the last function is continuous
and w is bounded, we can find an appropriate constant ¢ € R such that = —
max{—log d(z,bw), c} is real g-convex on w due to Theorem Now it
follows from Theorem that the function z — max{—logd(z,bw + iR™), c}
is g-plurisubharmonic on w + iR™ and tends to +occ when z approaches the
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boundary of w + iR™. Thus, by Proposition @ the tubular set w + ‘{R™
is g-pseudoconvex. Then the arguments in the case a = +oo imply that the set
w is real g-convex.

If w is not bounded, consider the set wy, := w N By (0), where By (0) denotes
the ball of radius k£ € N around the origin. For a large enough integer ky > 0,
we can assume that wy is not empty for every k > ko. Since B (0) + iR™ is
pseudoconvex, it follows from Proposition that the intersection

(w+i(—a,a)”) N (Bk(0) +iR™) = wg + i(—a,a)” =: Q

is g-pseudoconvex. Since wy is bounded, we know from the previous discus-
sion that wy is real g-convex, i.e., z — —logd(z,wy) is real g-convex on wy.
But for every fixed integer £ > k¢ the sequence (vy)g>¢ of real g-convex func-

tions vi(x) := —log d(z, bwi)|(Be¢(0) Nw) is decreasing to x — — log d(x, bw) on
By(0) Nw. Since real g-convexity is a local property,  — —logd(z,bw) is real
g-convex on w. By the definition, the set w is real g-convex. (Il

4.5 Smoothly bounded ¢-pseudoconvex sets

We recall the definition, the basic properties and some examples of relative ¢-
pseudoconvex sets, which were originally introduced by Z. Stodkowski in chap-
ter 4 of [Slo86]. They will mainly serve to simplify our notations.

Definition 4.5.1 Given two open sets U C V in C”, the set U is said to be
g-pseudoconvex in (or relative to) V if there is a neighborhood W of bU NV in
C™ such that the function z — —logd(z,bU) is g-plurisubharmonic on U N W.

We mention some trivial settings related to relative ¢-pseudoconvex sets.

Remark 4.5.2 (1) Every open set U C C" is g-pseudoconvex in itself, but U
may not be necessarily g-pseudoconvex in the absolute sense in C". For example,
C? minus any point is pseudoconvex in itself, but not in C2.

(2)If U is an open subset of an open set V in C”, then it is always (n — 1)-
pseudoconvex in V according to Proposition

(3) We proved in Proposition [£.3.2][(9)] that the definitions of relative g-pseudo-
convex and g-pseudoconvex sets collide in the case of V' = C", i.e., an open set
U is g-pseudoconvex if and only if it is g-pseudoconvex relative to C™.
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The following proposition is a part of Theorem 4.3 and Corollary 4.7 in
Stodkowski’s article [S1o86]. It gives more characterizations of relative ¢g-pseudo-
convex sets also in terms of g-pseudoconvex sets in C™. More equivalent char-
acterizations of relative g-pseudoconvexity can be found in Theorem 4.3 and
Corollary 4.7 of [S1o86].

Proposition 4.5.3 Let U C V be open sets in C*. Then the following state-
ments are equivalent.

(1) U is g-pseudoconvex in V.

(2) There exist a neighborhood W of bUNV and a g-plurisubharmonic function
@ on W such that (z) tends to +oo whenever z approaches the relative
boundary bU NV

(3) For every point p in V N bU there exists an open ball B,(p) centered in p
such that the intersection U N B,.(p) is g-pseudoconvex in C™.

We continue by presenting some examples of relative ¢-pseudoconvex sets.

Example 4.5.4 (1) Let ¢ be g-plurisubharmonic on an open set V' in C” and
let ¢ be a real number. Then the set U = {z € V' : ¢(2) < ¢} is g-pseudoconvex
in V. If, moreover, the set V is g-pseudoconvex itself, then V is ¢-pseudoconvex
(in C™).

Indeed, let p be a boundary point in bU NV and let B = B,(p) € V be a
ball centered at p and with radius r > 0. Then Proposition [3.5.6] implies that
@o := —log(c—¢) is a g-plurisubharmonic function on U. Furthermore, ¢o(%z)
tends to +o0o as z tends to the boundary of U inside V. Thus, the function
2 +— max{gg, — log(r?—||z||3)} is g-plurisubharmonic on the set BNU and fulfills
the assumptions of the property@ in Proposition This means that BNU
is g-pseudoconvex. Since p is an arbitrary point in bU NV, Proposition [£.5.3|
implies that U is g-pseudoconvex in V.

Now, if V is additionally g-pseudoconvex, the boundary distance function
Y(z) := —logd(z,bV) is g-plurisubharmonic on V' due to Proposition
Then the function max{pg,?} is g-plurisubharmonic on U and satisfies the

property [(6)] in Proposition Hence, U is g-pseudoconvex.

(2) Let Q be an open set in C™ and let h be a g-holomorphic function on €.
Let T'(h) := {(2,h(z)) € C"*1 : 2 € Q} be the graph of f over 2. By Propo-

sition [3.10.2 and [(6)] the function (z,w) — 1/(h(z) — w) is g-holomorphic
on U := (Q x C)\ T'(h). Then Proposition [3.10.2 implies that the function
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Y(z,w) := —log |h(z)—w]| is g-plurisubharmonic on U and has the property that
¥(z,w) tends to 400 whenever (z,w) approaches the graph I'(h). Hence, the
open set U is g-pseudoconvex in V' := Q x C by Proposition

A converse statement is known in the case of ¢ = 0 and is one of the classical
Hartogs’ theorems. We will mention the precise statement of Hartogs and study
the holomorphic structure of graphs of functions later in Section [£.7}

The smoothly bounded g-pseudoconvex sets can be characterized in terms of
g-plurisubharmonic defining functions.

Definition 4.5.5 Let U be an open set in C" and k € NU {o0}.

(1) The set U has a C*-smooth boundary at a boundary point p € bU if there
is a CF-smooth function ¢ defined on a neighborhood W of p such that
Vop) #0and UNW = {z € W : p(z) < 0}. In this case, we also say that
U is C*-smoothly bounded at p and that o is a defining function for U at p.

(2) If U is C*-smoothly bounded at each of its boundary points, then it is
C*-smoothly bounded or it has a C*-smooth boundary.

(3) If there are another open set V in C" with U C V and a C*-smooth function
oon V satisfying U = {z € V : p(z) < 0} and Vo # 0 on bU NV, then o is
called a defining function for U (in V).

(4) Let ¢ be a defining function for U at p € bU. The holomorphic tangent
space H,bU to bU at p is then given by

HpU ={X cC": Zaz] X, =0},

and the Levi form D?;(p) of 0 at p is defined by

n

HpU S XY s Z(p Z zaz X;Y.
J k

In other words, it is the Hermitian form on C™ x C™ induced by the Levi
matrix %, (p) of g at p restricted to H,bU x Hp,bU (recall Definition [3.4.3).

For an abbreviation, we also write .,?;(p, X) = .,?;(p)(X, X).

(5) The set U is called Levi g-pseudoconvex (resp. strictly Levi g-pseudoconvex)
at the point p € bU if there exists a defining function p for U at p such that its

Levi form .%), at p has at most ¢ negative (resp. ¢ non-positive) eigenvalues.
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(6) Let V' be an open neighborhood of U with U € V. Then U is called
(strictly) Levi g-pseudoconvex in V if it is (strictly) Levi ¢-pseudoconvex at
every point p € bU NV

(7) A strictly Levi g-pseudoconvex set in C" is also simply called strictly g-
pseudoconver.

One interesting example is the following version of a Hartogs domain.

Example 4.5.6 (1) Let g be a C?-smooth (strictly) g-plurisubharmonic func-
tion defined on an open set € in C™ and let V := Q x C¥. Then the set

U:={(2,w) € 2 x C": Z)<||w||}

is (strictly) Levi (g+k)-pseudoconvex in V. More precisely, it is (strictly)
(g+k—1)-pseudoconvex at every point (z,w) in bU NV with dg(z) # 0, where
g is the complex gradient (9g/9z;);_, of g.

To see this, consider the followmg C2-smooth function 1 on V defined by,

Y(z,w) = 7 — w3,

Then we have that U = {(z,w) € Q x C* : 9(2,w) < 0}. Given a vector
Z = (X,Y) € C" x CF, the Hermitian form induced by the Levi matrix of ¢ at
p can be easily calculated,

dg

2
Zy(2)(2.2) = 2, (2)(X. X) + )| 3 go %[ V1B

J=1

Now the vector (X,Y) € C"xCF lies in the holomorphic tangent space to bUNV
at (z,w) if and only if

O—Za (z,w)X; +Z sz—g(Z)Zag XJ—whY7

where w”" = W' is the transpose complex conjugate of w. Now if (z,w) is

contained in bU NV, then ||w||3 = e9*). According to the previous equations,

we obtain that
|whY|2 9(2) Z ‘
8,2]

lwll3
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Therefore, the Levi form of ¢ at (z,w) is as below:

Zy((zw), (X,Y)) = &2 (2, X)— |V} (4.9)
. {|MWPMwﬁ7ﬁam@¢o
0, if 9g(z) =0

Since g is (strictly) g-plurisubharmonic on 2, we have that the Levi matrix
of g has at most ¢ negative (resp. non-positive) eigenvalues.

We first consider the case dg(z) = 0. Since C*¥ > Y — —||Y]3 is always
non-positive, the Levi form of ¢ at (z,w) € bU NV has at most ¢ + k negative
(non-positive) eigenvalues. Hence, U is (strictly) Levi (¢ + k)-pseudoconvex at
(z,w).

Now if dg(z) # 0, the Levi form of ¢ at (z,w) reduces to

(4.10)

%y 2 2. ifwhy =
Zy((z,w), (X,Y)) Zeg(z)iﬂg(z,X)—{ Y3, if w"Y =0 }

0, ifY=w

Since there exist k—1 linearly independent vectors Y in CF that satisfy w"Y = 0,
the Levi form of ¢ at (z,w) € bU NV has at most g+k—1 negative (resp.
non-positive) eigenvalues, and so U is (strictly) Levi (¢+k—1)-pseudoconvex at

(z,w).
(2) With the same function g as in (1), we can achieve similar results for the set
U= {(z;w) € 2x C*: flullf < e},

We put ¢(z,w) := ||w||3 — e~9) and compute its Levi form at (z,w) € bUNV,
namely

e_g(z)jfz(z, X)

{ Y13 = [w"Y[?/|lw]i3, if dg(z) # 0
Y13, if 9g(z) =0

Z((z,0),(X,Y))

+

Since ¢ is assumed to be (strictly) g-plurisubharmonic on €, by the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality we obtain that the Levi form of ¢ at (z,w) € bU NV has at
most ¢ negative (non-positive) eigenvalues. Hence, it is (strictly) Levi g-pseudo-
convex in V.

We present some facts about Levi ¢g-pseudoconvex sets.
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Remark 4.5.7 (1) If an open set U C C™ is (strictly) Levi g-pseudoconvex at
a point p € bU, then the Levi form of every defining function ¢ for U near p has
at most ¢ negative (resp. non-positive) eigenvalues on the holomorphic tangent
space at the point p. This means that the definition of Levi ¢-pseudoconvexity
does not depend on the choice of the defining function.

(2)If U C C™ is strictly g-pseudoconvex at a boundary point p and ¢ is a
defining function for U at p, then for a large enough constant ¢ > 0 the function
exp(cyp) — 1 is strictly ¢-plurisubharmonic on some ball B centered at p and still
defines U at p. Therefore, in view of Example (1), UNB is g-pseudoconvex.

(3) Like in the classical case when ¢ = 0 (see, e.g., Proposition 3.2.2 in [Kra99]),
one can verify that every strictly (Levi) ¢-pseudoconvex bounded open set U in
C™ admits a C2-smooth strictly q-plurisubharmonic global defining function, i.e.,
there is a C2-smooth function ¢ defined on a neighborhood V of U such that
U={2€V:p(2) <0}, Vo# 0 on bU and p is strictly g-plurisubharmonic
on V. In view of Example m (1), this means that each bounded strictly
g-pseudoconvex set is g-pseudoconvex.

(4) The previous result on the global defining function is no longer true in general
for unbounded strictly pseudoconvex sets. The reason for this is that they may
contain copies of the complex plane on which no upper bounded strictly pluri-
subharmonic function can exist. This observation can be verified, for example,
by considering the set Q = {(z,w) € C2 : |w| < e~ 2"}

(5) Nevertheless, it can be proved that every strictly ¢-pseudoconvex (not nec-
essarily bounded) domain U has a C2-smooth g-plurisubharmonic global defin-
ing function o defined on some neighborhood of U which is strictly g-plurisub-
harmonic on some possibly smaller neighborhood of the boundary of U. This
and even more interesting results on unbounded g-pseudoconvex domains can be
found in the joint paper [HST14] by T. Harz, N. V. Shcherbina and G. Tomassini.

The next theorem is the main result in G. V. Suria’s paper [Sur84].

Theorem 4.5.8 Every Levi g-pseudoconvex set is q-pseudoconvex. More pre-
cisely, it admits a C2-smooth g-plurisubharmonic exhaustion function.

4.6 Duality principle of g-pseudoconvex sets

In this section, we are interested in the link between strictly ¢-pseudoconvex
sets and their complements. Their relation leads to two duality theorems. The
first one is due to R. Basener (see Proposition 6 in [Bas76]).
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Theorem 4.6.1 If an open set Q) in C" is strictly g-pseudoconvex at some
point p € bS), then for every neighborhood V of p the set V N (C"\ Q) is
not (n—q—2)-pseudoconvex. More precisely, for each w in b NV and every
neighborhood U € V' of w there is a family {A;}4¢(o,1) of (n—q—1)-dimensional
complex submanifolds of U which is continuously parameterized by t and fulfills

1. A, C (C™\ Q) for every t € [0,1),
2. w € Ay, but A\ {w} C (C"\ Q).

Proof.  Fix the point p € 2. By Proposition 6 in [Bas76] there exists a
neighborhood V of p in C™ such that for every point w in b2 NV the following
properties hold after an appropriate holomorphic change coordinates on V',

w=0 and Re(z;1) <0 for every 2 € VN (Q\ {w}) N (C" 9x{0}9). (4.11)

Let U € V be any neighborhood of w. Then there are real numbers € > 0 and
r > 0 such that for each ¢ € [0, 1] the submanifold

Ay = {(1 = e} xBP=171(0) x {0}

is contained in U. Finally, the properties (4.11)) imply that the family {A;}+¢(0,1)
has the desired properties. (I

As an application we can improve Suria’s observation (see Theorem [4.5.8))
which fully clarifies the relation between Levi g-pseudoconvexity and g-pseudo-
convexity.

Corollary 4.6.2 Let ) be an open set in C" which is C2-smoothly bounded.
Then () is Levi g-pseudoconvex if and only if it is q-pseudoconvex.

Proof. Due to Suria’s Theorem [.5.8 it only remains to prove that, if Q is
g-pseudoconvex, then it is Levi g-pseudoconvex. Suppose that {2 is not Levi
g-pseudoconvex at some boundary point p of Q. Then there are a neighbor-
hood W C U of p and a C%-smooth defining function o for Q at p defined on
W such that its Levi form has at most n—g—2 non-negative eigenvalues on the
holomorphic tangent space to b2 at p. Hence, —p is a defining function for
D :=C"\ Q at p whose Levi form has at most n—g—2 non-positive eigenvalues
on the holomorphic tangent space to b2 at p. This means that D is strictly
(n—g—2)-pseudoconvex at p. But then Theorem implies that Q is not
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g-pseudoconvex near p, which is absurd. Therefore, 2 has to be Levi g-pseudo-
convex at p. O

In order to establish a converse statement of that in Proposition [4.6.1] we
need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.6.3 Let ¢ € {0,...,n—1} and let 1 be a C*-smooth strictly g-pluri-
subharmonic function on an open set U in C™. Assume that U contains two
compact sets K and L which fulfill the following properties:

(1) K,LC {z€U:9(z) <0}
(2 LN{zeU:9Y(z)=0}=0
(3) KN{zeU:¢(z)=0}#0

Under these conditions, there exist a point zy € bK, a neighborhood V € U of
2o and a C2-smooth strictly g-plurisubharmonic function ¢ on V satisfying:

(a) K,LC{z€V:p(z)<0}
(b) LN{z€V:p(z)=0}=0
(c) KN{z eV :p(z) =0} = {2}
(d) Vo #0on{zeV:p(z) =0}

In other words, the set G := {z € V : ¢(z) < 0} is strictly g-pseudoconvex in
V', contains L, and K touches bG from the inside of G only at the point z.

Proof. We proceed similarly as in the proof of Proposition 3.2 in [HST14]. Let
d > 0and Us := By/5(0) N {z € U : d(z,bU) > d}. We choose 6 > 0 so small
that the preassumptions (1) to (3) of this lemma still hold if we replace U by
V.= U5.

Let B := Bs(0) and consider the function f : B — (V) defined by f(w) :=
max,ex YP(z + w). Pick a point p € KN{z € V : ¢(z) = 0}. Since ¢ is
strictly g-plurisubharmonie, it follows from the local maximum principle (see
Proposition that {¢y > 0} N W is not empty for any neighborhood
W of p. Hence, since p belongs to K and since f(0) = ¢(p) = 0, the image
f(B) contains a non-empty open interval I around 0. Since f(B) lies in ¢(V),
Sard’s theorem implies that there exists a regular value f(wg) inside I which is
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so close to 1 (p) = 0 that the conditions (1) to (3) are still valid for the function
Yo(2) == P(z +wo) — f(wp) instead of ). Notice that 0 is now a regular value
for 1.

Let 2o be a point in K with f(wg) = ¥(20 + wp), so that ¥g(z9) = 0. For
e > 0, we define p(2) 1= ¥o(2) + €l|z — z0||3. Then it is easy to see that
KnN{z eV :p(z) =0} only contains the point zy, so we obtain property (c).
Now if £ > 0 is small enough, then the preassumptions (1) and (2) still hold for
the function ¢ instead of v. Hence, the function ¢ fulfills also the properties
(a) and (b). Finally, by the choice of f(wq), zero is a regular value for ¢, so we
also gain the property (d). O

We close this section by giving the second duality theorem which is a converse
statement to Theorem It was suggested by N. V. Shcherbina.

Theorem 4.6.4 Let 2 be a domain in C™ which is not g-pseudoconvex. Then
there exist a point p € b2, a neighborhood V of p and a strictly Levi (n—q—2)-
pseudoconvex set G in V such that the set V' \ Q is contained in G U {p} and
{p} =G NIQNV, ie., V\ G touches bG from the inside of G only at p.

Proof.  Since € is not g-pseudoconvex, there exists a (¢+1,n—g¢—1)-Hartogs
figure (H, P) and a biholomorphic mapping F on A := AT(0) onto its image
such that H = F(H,) lies in , but P = F(A7T(0)) is not contained entirely in
Q for the Euclidean Hartogs figure

H, = (A’fJrl x AP U (A‘I{,:“l1 X A?_q_l) C Cetl x crmat,

By shrinking A if necessary, we can assume that F is defined on a neighborhood
of the closure of A. We set M := F~}(C"\ Q) N A. Since ®(H,) lies in Q, we
can find appropriate numbers «, 8 € (0,1) with o < 8 such that

Ko= (AT < AT NM and Lo:= (A{" x A5 N M

both are not empty. Recall that ||w|lcc = max;j—1, . n—q—1 |w;| and consider the

function u(w) := —log |w||s. By the assumptions made on H and P, we can
find a large enough number ¢ € R such that
M C D.(u) :={(z,w) € A:u(w) < c}. (4.12)
Let £ € N and define the function u; by
1 1
ue(w) =~ log (. uk_ )+ w3
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Then by Proposition the function wy is C*°-smooth and strictly (n—g—2)-
plurisubharmonic on C?~971\ {0}. Moreover, the sequence (ux)ren converges
to u uniformly on compact sets in C2~971\ {0}. Therefore, and in view of
property (4.12)), we can pick an integer ko so large that M lies in De(uy) =
{(z,w) € A : ug(w) < ¢} for every k > kg. Define

¢y := inf {a eR: M C Da(uk)}.

Now we fix an even larger k > ko so that Lo N D, (uy) is empty. Then it is
easy to see that Ky intersects {(z,w) € A : ug(w) = ¢} in a point (5 € A.
Finally, we set U := F~Y(A), K := F~Y(Ky), L := F~!(Ly) and ¢ := uj 0 F~1
and verify that the conditions (1) to (3) in Lemma all are satisfied. Thus,
it follows from this lemma that there are a point p in b2, a neighborhood V'
of p and a strictly (n—g—2)-plurisubharmonic function on V' such that the set
G:={z €V :p(z) <0} is the desired strictly Levi (n—g—2)-pseudoconvex set
in V, whose boundary bG shares only a single point with b2 in V. d

4.7 g-Pseudoconcave graphs

In this section, we will analyze whether a submanifold or the graph of a contin-
uous function admits a local regular complex foliation under the condition that
its complement is ¢-pseudoconvex. These considerations naturally generalize
one of the classical Hartogs’ theorems (see, e.g., Chapter I11.42, Theorem 2 in
[Sha92]).

Theorem 4.7.1 (Hartogs, 1909) A continuous function f : G — C¢ is holo-
morphic on a domain G C C7 if and only if the complement of its graph
L(f) = {(z, f(»)) : z € G} is pseudoconvex in G x C.

In order to simplify our notation, we introduce a generalized version of con-
cavity.

Definition & Remark 4.7.2 Let ¢ € {0,..., N} and let S be a closed subset
of an open set © in CV.

(1) We say that S is (Hartogs) q-pseudoconcave in Q if ' := Q\ S is (Hartogs)
g-pseudoconvex in €, i.e., for every point p in bS there exists a ball B in 2
such that BN Q' is (Hartogs) g-pseudoconvex.
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(2) In view of Theorem the set S is ¢g-pseudoconcave in  if and only
if it is Hartogs (N—g—1)-pseudoconcave in €. For the sake of a better
presentation, we shall prefer only in this section the notion of Hartogs ¢-
pseudoconcavity rather than g-pseudoconcavity.

Using the duality theorems of the previous section, we obtain a first relation
of foliated sets and g-pseudoconcavity.

Proposition 4.7.3 Let g € {1,...,N — 1} and let S be a closed subset of an
open set Q in CV. Assume that the boundary boS of S in §) is locally filled by
q-dimensional analytic sets, i.e., for every point p in bqS there is a neighborhood
W of p in Q) such that for each point z in S N'W there exists a g-dimensional
analytic subset A, of W with z € A, C S. Then S is Hartogs q-pseudoconcave
in Q.

Proof. Assume that the statement is false. Then according to Theorem [£.6.4]
there exist a boundary point p of S in €2, a neighborhood V of p and a strictly
(¢ — 1)-pseudoconvex set G in V' such that S NV touches bG from the inside
of G exactly in p. In view of Remark (2), we can construct a strictly
(¢ — 1)-plurisubharmonic function ¢ defined on some neighborhood U of p in
V' N W which is defining for G at p. By the assumption made on bgS, there
are a neighborhood W of p and a ¢-dimensional analytic subset A of W with
p € ACS. But then ¥(p) = 0 and ¥ < 0 on AN U, which contradicts the
local maximum principle (see Theorem . Therefore, S has to be Hartogs
g-pseudoconcave in Q. [

We present a converse statement on the complex foliation of Hartogs g¢-
pseudoconcave CR-submanifolds and, therefor, need to extend Definition [4.5.5]
as follows.

Definition 4.7.4 Let I' = {¢1 = ... = ¢, = 0} be a C%-smooth submanifold
in CV.
(1) The holomorphic tangent space H,I' to I" at some point p in I' is given by

T

HD = () {X eCV: (0550 Z ‘ZZ X, =0}.

j=1

(2) If the complex dimension of H,I' has the same value d at each point p in T',
then we say that I' is a CR-submanifold and call d the CR-dimension of I'.
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(3) The Levi null space of T at p is the set

Ny i= (V{X € B0 s 2, (0)(X,Y) = 0 for every Y € H,T }.
j=1

Proposition 4.7.5 Let I' = {¢; = ... = ¢, = 0} be a real C*-smooth CR-
submanifold of some open set 2 in C of codimension r € {1,...,2N — 1}
and CR-dimension q € {1,...,n — [n/2]}. Assume further that T is Hartogs
g-pseudoconcave in ). Then it is locally foliated by complex g-dimensional
submanifolds.

Proof. Since the Levi null space lies inside the holomorphic tangent space to I,
it is clear that its complex dimension does not exceed q. We claim that the
complex dimension of N, is equal to ¢ for each point p € T, so that A, coincides
with H,I.

In order to get a contradiction, suppose that there is a point p in I'" such
that N, is a proper subspace of H,I'. This implies that there is an index jo in
{1,...,r} and a vector Xy in H,I" such that "Z’jo (p, Xo) # 0. Indeed, a priori,
if N, € H,T', there exist two vectors X’ and Y’ in H,I' such that

Loy (X' Y) £ 0.

If .,27;].0 (p,X') # 0 or ‘3{910 (p,Y') # 0, we are done and proceed by picking

Xo = X’ or, respectively, Xg = Y’. Otherwise, if Zam (p, X') and D@;jo (p,Y")
both vanish, we can choose an appropriate complex number v which satisfies

:ZZ;J.O (p, X' +vY') = 2Re(y,:ZZ,j0 (p)(X',Y’)) #0.

Then we continue with Xy := X’ + vY’. Now without loss of generality we can

assume that jo = 1 and %, (p, Xo) > 0. For a positive constant 1 we define
another function

.
i=p1+pY o
j=1

Since we can assume that the gradients Vg1, ..., V¢, do not vanish at p, there
is a neighborhood U of p such that the set S := {z € U : p(z2) = 0} is a
real hypersurface containing I' N U, so that H,I" becomes a subspace of H,S.
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Moreover, for X € H,I' we can easily compute the Levi form of ¢ at p,

Zo(0.X) = Loy (p,X) +2u Y |80, (p), X) 2. (4.13)

j=1

=:R(p,X)

We assert that H,S contains an (N — ¢)-dimensional subspace E on which

Z,(p,-) is positive. To see this, consider the complex normal space N,I' to H,T'
in H,S,

N
NI:={Y € H,S: » YiX; =0 for every X € H,I'}.
=1

Observe that NpI' has dimension d := N —qg—1 and choose a basis Yi,..., Yy of
N,I'. Let E be the complex span of the vectors X, from above and Yi,...,Y5.
Since Xo belongs to H,I', but Yi,...,Y; do not, the dimension of £ equals
N —gq.

We set By :={Z € E:|Z|2=1} and M :={Z € Ey: Z,,(p,Z) < 0}.

If M is empty, then z(p, -) is positive on F and we can put p = 0.

If M is not empty, notice first that, if Z lies in M, then R(p, Z) > 0 (recall
the equation for the definition of R(p, Z)). Otherwise Z belongs to H,I'
and, therefg\lie, it is a multipliof Xy, i.e., Z = A X for some complex number .
But then %, (p, Z) = |\*%,, (p,Xo) > 0 and Z lies in M at the same time,
which is absurd. Hence, R(p,Z) > 0 for every vector Z in M. Since Ejy is
compact and I' is C2-smooth, we canjnd constants cg > 0 and ¢; > 0 such that
R(p,Z) > co for every Z in M and %, (p, Z) > —c, for every Z in Ey. Now we
can choose  so large that —c; 4 pco > 0 in order to obtain that Z,(p, Z) > 0
for each Z in Ey. Since :?Z,(p, AX) = |)\|2:Zz,(p,X) for every X in E and A in
C, we have that .Z,(p, -) is positive on E \ {0}.

Therefore, in both cases, the Levi form .,2; at p is positive definite on the
(N — g)-dimensional space E. Hence, {¢ < 0} is strictly (¢ — 1)-pseudoconvex
at p. But then, in view of Theorem the submanifold I" cannot be Hartogs
g-pseudoconcave near p, which is a contradiction. Finally, we can conclude that
N, = H,I'. By assumption, these two spaces have constant dimension ¢ on T',
so Freeman’s Theorem 1.1 in [Fre74] implies that I’ admits a local foliation by
complex g-dimensional submanifolds. (I
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The next statement is a generalization of Hartogs’ theorem to certain graphs
of continuous functions. This result is due to N. V. Shcherbina (see [Shc93])
and is based on the work of E. Bedford, B. Gaveau, W. Klingenberg and
N. G. Kruzhilin (see [BG83], [BK91] and [Kru91]). Further generalizations are
due to E. M. Chirka and Shcherbina (see [CS95] and [Chi0I]). Notice that, in
contrast to Definition by a complex foliation of a continuous graph we
simply mean a disjoint union of complex submanifolds filling locally this graph.

Theorem 4.7.6 (Shcherbina, 1993) Let G be a domain in C, x R,,. Then
the graph of a continuous function f : G — R, on a is locally foliated by
complex curves if and only if T'(f) is Hartogs 1-pseudoconcave in G x R,, ( i.e.,
its complement is pseudoconvex). More precisely, a local foliation of T'(f) is
given by a set of pairwise disjoint complex curves {7 }aecr which are graphs
Yo = T'(ga) of holomorphic functions g, : Do — C,, where {Dy}acr is a
collection of simply connected domains D, lying in the projection of G into C,.
Moreover, there exists a disc A in C, which is contained in A, for each o € T
and which does not depend on the indexes o € I.

In what follows, we intend to generalize the theorems of Shcherbina and
Hartogs to the subsequent setting.

Setting 4.7.7 Fix integers n > 1 and k,p > 0 such that N =n+k+p > 2.
Then C¥ splits into the product

Clyec=CIx Ch xCl=C2 x (R} +4R}) x CZ,
where w = u + iv. Let G be an open set in C? x R¥ and let f = (f,, f¢) be
continuous on G with image in R¥ x (C’C’. Then the graph of f is given by

v

P(f) = {(z,w,¢) € CL x Cf, x C¢: (2,u) € G, (v,0) = f(2,u)}.

We are interested in the question whether I' admits a local foliation by
complex submanifolds. In this context, we first have to study the g-pseudo-
concavity of the graph of f.

Lemma 4.7.8 Recall our Setting Furthermore, pick another integers
m € {l,...,n} and r € {0,...,p} withk+r > 1. For p1,...,pu € {1,...,p}
and p1 < ... < p,, we divide the coordinates of ¢ into ¢’ = ((y,,...,Cy,) and
into the remaining coordinates (" = ((,; : j € {1,...p} \ {u1,...,pr}) which
we assume to be ordered by their index u;, as well. Finally, let m be a complex
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m-dimensional plane in C?. We set M = m + k +r and CM := 7 x CF x Ce,
Ge :=GN(7m xRE) and fo := (fy, fcr)|Gl.

If the graph T'( ) is Hartogs n-pseudoconcave in G x R¥ x (C’C’ , then the graph
I'(f.) is Hartogs m-pseudoconcave in G4 x R¥ x Cer.

Proof. Since the generalized pseudoconcavity is a local property, after shrink-
ing G if necessary and after a biholomorphic change of coordinates we can
assume without loss of generality that = = {0}7,™ x C7}, C CZ, where 2’ =
(z1,-+,2n—m) and 2" = (zp—m+1,---,2n), and that the (coordmates are or-
dered in such a way that ¢’ = ({3, .. ., Cr) and ¢" = (Grg1s---5Cp)-

Assume that T'(f,) is not Hartogs m-pseudoconvex in G4 x R x C%, and recall
that M = m + k + r. Then in view of Theorem and Theorem m
there are a point p in I'(f,) and a ball B = B,(p) in CM such that the set
(CM\T(f,)) N B isnot (M —m — 1) = (k+r — 1)-pseudoconvex. Since B is
pseudoconvex, according to T heorem 4 [@] there is a family {A¢}iepo,1) of
(k+r)-dimensional analytic sets A; in C Wthh depends continuously on ¢ and

which fulfills the following properties:

e The closure of the union U A; is compact.
te[0,1]

e For every t € [0,1) the intersection A; NT(f,) is empty.
e bA; NT(f,) is empty, as well.

e Theset A; touches I'(f,) at a point pg = (29, wo, ¢})), where 2o = (2, 2§ ) =
(0, z{) and wy = ug + ivo.

Given some positive number p, consider the (k + p)-dimensional analytic sets
Sp := {0} x Ay x AP (fen(z0,u9)) € CN.

It is easy to verify that the family {S;}+¢(0,1) of (k+ p)-dimensional analytic sets
violates the property of Theorem According to Theorem
I'(f) cannot be Hartogs n-pseudoconcave, which is a contradiction to the as-
sumption on I'(f). Hence, I'(f,) has to be Hartogs m-pseudoconcave. O

We are now able to generalize the above presented theorems of Hartogs and
Shcherbina to lower dimensional continuous graphs. The idea of the proof of the
following theorem is based on notes of Shcherbina and uses results by Hartogs,



4.7. q-Pseudoconcave graphs 121

Shcherbina and Chirka. In remains an open question whether the next statement
holds true in the case of k > 3.

Theorem 4.7.9 Let n,k,p be integers withn > 1, p > 0 and k € {0,1} such
that N = n+k+p > 2. Let G be a domain in C? x RF and let f : G — RF x C’g
a continuous function such that T'(f) is Hartogs n-pseudoconcave. Then T'(f)
is locally the disjoint union of n-dimensional complex submanifolds.

Proof. The statement is of local type, so we can assume that B is an open
ball and that T'(f) is bounded. We continue by separating the problem into the
subsequent cases.

Case n>1, k=0, p=1. This is the classical Hartogs’ theorem which we
already stated in Theorem above. Its proof can be found in [Sha92| (see
Chapter I11.42, Theorem 2).

Casen>1,k=0,p>1. Foreachjec {1,...,p} the set I'(f,) is Hartogs
n-pseudoconcave by Lemma Therefore, the function f; is holomorphic by
Hartogs theorem [4.7.1} Therefore, f = (f1,..., fp) is holomorphic, and so I'(f)
is a complex hypersurface.

Case n=1, k=1, p=0. The proof of this case is far away from being
obvious, so we do not repeat it here. For the interested reader,we refer to
Shcherbina’s original article [Shc93].

Casen>1, k=1, p=0. This case has been treated by Chirka in [Chi0I].

Case n=1, k=1, p=1. By Lemma the graph T'(f,) is Hartogs 1-
pseudoconcave. According to Theorem [£.7.6] it is foliated by a family of holo-
morphic curves {74 }aer which are graphs of holomorphic functions g, which
are all defined on a disc D in C, which does not depend on the indexes o € I.
Denote by 7, the standard projection of points in Cz,w into C,. We define
another curves fg‘ by the assignment

Yo 2t > fE(1) = fe(ma(t), Re(ga)(m=(1))).

Since for each « € I the curve 7, is a graph I'(g,), the function fE& e = C¢
is well-defined, and its graph is given by I'(f&) = I'(f|m.u(va)). Here, 7.4
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means the standard projection of (Cg’w to C, x R,. We claim that the curve f&
is holomorphic.

Suppose that there is a curve fé_"o which is not holomorphic in a neighborhood
of a point (29, wp) € Ya,- After a local holomorphic change of coordinates, we
can assume that v,, = Ay(20) X {w = 0}, where A,(z9) € D is a disc in
C, centered in zy. After a reparametrization we can arrange that ag = 0
and (—1,1) C I. Since the curve 7 is of the form A,(zy) x {w = 0} near
zp, we can treat fco as a function fg : Ap(20) = C¢. Since we assumed that
f¢ is not holomorphic, in view of Hartogs’ theorem [4.7.1] the set L(f¢) is not

Hartogs 1-pseudoconcave in (Ciq. By Theorem @ there exist a point p; =
(z1,(1) € I‘(fg), a small enough open neighborhood V of p; in CE,C’ a C%-smooth
strictly plurisubharmonic function g1 = g1(z,¢) on V with Vp; # 0, and radii
o,r', 7" >0 with " < r’ < r such that

Ar’ X AO’ ev, F(fg|A77’) C A’I'/ X AO’?
P(fe1Aw) c{ar <0}, T(RIAY) N{or =0} = {(21,¢)},  (4.14)

and  T(f[Ay )N {1 =0} =0, (4.15)

where each disc A, mentioned above is assumed to be centered in zy and
Apr g = A \Apr. For a € (=1,1) we set vy, := I'(ga|Ar) and I, := T'(f&75,)-
Since f is continuous and since the family {74 }aes depends continuously on «,
it follows from that there is a number 7 € (0, 1) such that

K = U I, C Ay xCy x A,
agl[—T1,7]
and g1 <0 on I, N (4, x C, ) for every a € [-7,7], (4.16)

where 1 is now considered as a function defined on {(z,w, () € C3: (2,¢) € V}.
Since the curves in {7, }aer are holomorphic, the set

A= (=7 Uao U7rr) N (A, x Cy)

is a closed analytic subset of the pseudoconvex domain A, x C,. Let h be a
holomorphic function on A defined by h =0 on v+, and h =1 on 7,,. In view
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of Theorem [3.11.4 there exists a holomorphic extension h of h into the whole
of A, x Cy. Then the function g2(z, w) := log |h(z,w)| is plurisubharmonic on
A, x C,, and satisfies g3 = —00 on v4,. Now for £ > 0 we define

Yo(z,w,¢) = 01(2,¢) + e02(2,w),

where g; is the defining function from above. By the inequality (4.16]) and the
properties of go, for a sufficiently small € > 0 we obtain that

do<O0onL:= |J (T,n(A . xCl.))uT,uT" . (4.17)

a€[—1,7]

Recall the point (z1,¢;) from (4.14). By the choice of (21, (1) and since (z1,0) €
Yao, We have that g1(21,(1) = 0, 02(21,0) = 0 and, therefore, ¥(21,0,¢1) = 0.
Since (z1,0, (1) belongs to K, it follows from the inequality that v attains
a non-negative maximal value on K outside L. Since 1) is plurisubharmonic
on a neighborhood of K, by using Theorem and Remark (3) we can
assume without loss of generality that 1 is C*°-smooth and strictly plurisub-
harmonic on a neighborhood of K, satisfies the property and still attains
its maximum on K outside L.

Now it is easy to verify that K, L and ¥ := ¥y — maxg ¥ fulfill all the
conditions (1) to (3) of Lemma [£.6.3] Thus, there exist a point p; in K \ L,
a neighborhood U of p, containing K and L and a C2-smooth strictly pluri-
subharmonic function ¢ on U so that G := {(z,w,{) € U : ¢(z,w,() < 0} is
strictly pseudoconvex in U, ¢ < 0 on L, ¢ <0 on K and ¢(z,w, () vanishes on
K if and only if (z,w, () = pa. Since G is strictly pseudoconvex at ps, we derive
from Theorem that the graph T'(f) can not be 1-pseudoconcave, which is
a contradiction to the assumption made on I'(f). As a conclusion, the curves
in {T'(f&")}aer have to be holomorphic. This leads to the desired local complex
foliation of T'(f).

Case n>1, k=1, p=1. According to Lemma the graph I'(f,) is
Hartogs n-pseudoconcave in B x R,,, where B is a ball in C} x R,,. Hence by
Chirka’s result (see the case n > 1, k = 1, p = 0), the graph I'(f,) is foliated
by a family {A,}aer of holomorphic hypersurfaces A,. For a € I define the
function

ngAa—)(CC by fg:fd”rz,u(AOé)

and identify I'(f¢&) with T'(f|7.,.(Aa)). Suppose that some function fZ is not
holomorphic. Then by Hartogs’ theorem of separate holomorphicity there is
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a complex one-dimensional curve o, in A,, on which fg“ is not holomorphic
near a point pyp € o,,. After a change of coordinates we can assume that py = 0,
fE°(0) =0 and 04y = A x {22 =... = 2, = w = 0} in a neighborhood of 0,
where A is the unit disc in C,,. We set L := C,, x {0}"~1. By Lemmamthe
graph T'(f,) of fo := f|(BN (L x R,)) is Hartogs 1-pseudoconcave in C;
Thus, in view of the considered above case n = k = p = 1, the graph F( f.)
foliated by complex curves of the form

(fo)l 175 = Cc with  (fo)2 = (fo)clmzu(35),

where {vg}ger is a family of holomorphic curves of a foliation of 7, .,(T'(f,)).
From the uniqueness of the foliation on 7, ,,(I'(fe)) we deduce that 7., (0a,)
must coincide at least locally with a curve g, containing 0. Hence, in some
neighborhood of 0 we have that v3, = A x {0} and therefore

[e%0 = (A x{zm=...= 2, =0} x {u=0})
= (fo)cl(A x {u=0}) = (fo)clmeu(vay) = (o).

This means that f2° has to be holomorphic on a neighborhood of 0 in oy,
which is a contradiction to the choice of f and oq,. Hence, {I'(f&)}aer is the
desired foliation of T'(f).

Casen=1,k=1,p > 1. Wederive from Lemmathat the graph I'(f,)
is Hartogs 1-pseudoconcave. Then it follows from Shcherbina’s theorem that the
graph I'(f,) is foliated by the family {~,}acr of holomorphic curves ~,. Define
similarly to the previous cases for « € I the mapping

ff“:(fﬁw--,f&)i%%(cg by fg ::f§|7TZ,u(7a)- (4.18)

Since I'(fy, f;) are Hartogs 1-pseudoconcave due to Lemma m, it follows by
the same arguments as in the case n = k = p = 1 that for each j € {1,...,p} the
component fg; : Ya = C¢; is holomorphic. Hence, the curve f£ is holomorphic,
as well, so that I'(f) is foliated by the family {I'(f£) }aer of holomorphic curves.

Case n>1, k=1, p>1. The proof is nearly the same as in the previous
casen = k =1, p > 1. We only need to replace the curves {7, }acr in
by complex hypersurfaces {A,}aer obtained from Chirka’s result (case n > 1,
k=1,p=0) and to apply the case n > 1, k=1,p=1toeach j=1,...,pin
order to show that f& : Aq — C¢; is holomorphic on Ay. Then {I'(f&)}aer is
a complex foliation of I'(f).
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The proof of the theorem is finally complete. O

We end this section with the following example which shows that it is not
always possible to foliate a 1-pseudoconcave real 4-dimensional submanifold in
C3 by complex submanifolds, but at least (in this example) by analytic subsets.

Example 4.7.10 For a fixed integer k£ > 2 consider the function

Z1222 K 20, 20 #0

flr,22) ::{ 0, 2 =0

It is C*-smooth on C? and holomorphic on complex lines passing through the
origin, since f(\v) = A\2*F f(v) for every A € C* := C\{0} and each vector v € C.
Therefore, in view of Theorem the function f is 1-holomorphic on C?, so
Y(z1, 20, w) := —log|f(z1, 22) — w| is 1-plurisubharmonic outside {f = w}. By
Theorem this means that the graph I'(f) of f is a 1-pseudoconcave real
4-dimensional submanifold of C? which does not admit a regular foliation near
the origin, but at least a singular one given by the family of holomorphic curves
{T(fIC*v)}yece. Of course, the problem arises because the complex Jacobian
of f has non-constant rank near the origin.






Chapter 5

Generalized convex hulls

The classical Cartan-Thullen theorem states that a set {2 in C" is a domain of
holomorphy if and only if it is holomorphically convex, i.e., for each compact
set K in (Q its convex hull with respect to holomorphic functions on 2 is still
contained in Q (see Definition [3.8.6] (1)). In this context, we study the link be-
tween hulls generated by subfamilies of g-plurisubharmonic (or g-holomorphic)
functions and g¢-pseudoconvex sets (compare Theorem . In the case of
g-holomorphic functions, this relation was already analyzed by R. Basener in
[Bas78]. In this context, we will introduce several different hulls and study their
properties and relation to each other. One of them is the generalized polyno-
mially convex hull in the sense of Basener [Bas78|, which was also examined by
G. Lupacciolu and E. L. Stout in [LS99]. We give a different characterization
of this hull in terms of plurisubharmonic functions on a foliation by algebraic
analytic sets. We are also interested in a generalized version of Basener’s ratio-
nally convexr hull (see [Bas73|). It has been already investigated by G. Corach
and F. D. Suérez in [CS89]. We show that this hull has a description in terms
of smooth positive forms using the results of J. Duval and N. Sibony in [DS95].
Finally, we present the g-pseudoconver hull of a compact set in C", which is
defined by the intersection of all g-pseudoconvex neighborhoods of K. It is also
sometimes called the Nebenhiille of K (see, for example, [DF77]).

At the end of this chapter, we recall the definition and the main properties of
g-mazimal sets originally introduced by Z. Stodkowski in [Sto86]. They can be
characterized by the condition that every g-plurisubharmonic function admits
the local maximum principle on them. We show that these sets are linked
to generalized polynomially convex hulls. Moreover, we deduce that the hull
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generated by g¢-plurisubharmonic functions and the g-pseudoconvex hull both
are g-maximal. Due to a result by Stodkowski, this implies that these two hulls
are (n—g—2)-pseudoconcave.

The whole chapter on generalized convex hulls and g-maximal sets is essen-
tially contained in our article [PZ15]. Especially, the study of these sets was
initialized by E. S. Zeron in order to prove Theorem [5.3.11]

5.1 Hulls created by ¢-plurisubharmonic functions

We have seen in Theorem that we can characterize g-pseudoconvexity
by using hulls created by g-plurisubharmonic functions. A natural question
is whether it is possible to generate them by other subfamilies of g-plurisub-
harmonic functions or to use different generalized convex hulls discussed in the
literature.

Definition 5.1.1 Let ) be an open set in C" and let K be a compact set in (2.

(1) Given a family A of upper semi-continuous functions on €2, we define the
generalized convex hull of K in ) with respect to A or, for short, the A-hull
of K in Q by

I?f}l ={z€Q:9Y(z) < m}gxw for every ¢ € A}.

(2) If Q@ = C", we simply write IA(A instead of IA(SW.

(3) For a subfamily B of continuous complex valued functions on Q, the B-hull
of K in (1 is given by

K :={z€Q:|f(2)| < ||flx for every f € B}.

(4) We say that an open set © in C" is A-convez if for every compact set K its
A-hull K9 is compactly contained in .

The generalized convex hulls admit the subsequent properties.

Proposition 5.1.2 Let 2 be an open set in C" containing a compact set K.
(1) For a family A of upper semi-continuous functions on €2, we have that

7>-Q 7oQ
KXlK == K.A
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(2) Let B be a family of complex valued continuous functions on ). Then
>0 7>
Ko = Kj.

(3) If Ay C Ay are two subfamilies of upper semi-continuous functions on 2,
then Kﬁz lies in Kﬁl. This implies that, if Q is Aj-convex, then it is also
As-convex.

(4) Let Ay C Ay be two families of upper semi-continuous functions on €
. /K /K S0 D0
fulfilling A,~ C Ay" . Then Kj, = K.
(5) Given two families By C By of complex valued continuous functions on €2
K K ~ ~
satisfying By C Bi , we have that Kgl = KSBZ.

Proof. The first statement follows from Proposition [[.3.4] The second one is

. s . =K .
a direct consequence of the definition of the uniform closure B . The third
one follows from the definition of A-convex sets. The last two properties are
immediate consequences of the preceding statements. O

In the next proposition, we examine whether we can characterize ¢-pseudo-
convexity in terms of hulls generated by different subfamilies of g-plurisub-
harmonic functions.

Proposition 5.1.3 Let ) be an open set in C". Then we have the following
statements.

(1) Q is g-pseudoconvex if and only if it is PSH(€2)-convex.

(2) Assume that Q has a C2-smooth boundary. Then  is g-pseudoconvex if
and only if it is PSHg (Q)-convex, where PS’HZ () := PSH,(2) NC3(Q).

Proof. (1) If Q is g-pseudoconvex in C™, then in view of Theorem the
function z — — log d(z, bQ)+||2||3 is a continuous ¢-plurisubharmonic exhaustion
function for Q. By Bungart’s approximation theorem we can construct a
g-plurisubharmonic exhaustion function with corners on 2. Then we can follow
the proof of the implications = ... = |(7)|in Theorem in order to
conclude that Q is PSH(2)-convex. On the other hand, since PSH (1) is a
subfamily of PSH,(2), Proposition and Theorem imply that

a PSH;(2)-convex set is g-pseudoconvex.
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(2) According to Corollary and Theorem @ the set Q2 is ¢g-pseudo-
convex if and only if it is Levi ¢-pseudoconvex. In view of Vigna Suria’s theo-
rem we derive that € is g-pseudoconvex if and only if it admits a C2-smooth
g-plurisubharmonic exhaustion function. The statement follows now from the
same arguments as in the previous discussion (1). O

We take a closer look to the case ¢ = 0 and recall some classical results in
that case.

Remark 5.1.4 (1) Let  be a pseudoconvex set in C”. Then, in view of
Bremermann’s approximation theorem|3.1.10jand Proposition|5.1.2 “-, the hulls
K o(a) and KPSH(Q)mC(Q) coincide. Moreover, by Corollary 1.3. 10 in [Sto07] the
previous hulls are also equal to Kp SH(Q)" Then Proposition [5.1. (3) gives that

an open set ) is pseudoconvex if and only if it is holomorphically convez, i.e.,
O(9Q)-convex.

(2) It is obvious that the hull .[/(\—O((Cn) and the polynomially convex hull -[?(C[z]
are the same. Here, C[z] is the set of all holomorphic polynomials. Therefore,
it follows from the previous discussion (2) that the hulls KPSH(CH) and KC[Z]
coincide (see also Corollary 1.3.11 in [Sto07]).

(3) The classical Cartan-Thullen theorem states that a domain Q in C" is a
domain of holomorphy if and only if it is holomorphically convex (see, e.g.,
Theorem 2.5.5 in [H6r90]). Furthermore, the solution of the Levi problem (see,
e.g., [Hor90]) gives that Q is holomorphically convex if and only if it is pseudo-
convex.

The final statement in the previous remark motivates to introduce the fol-
lowing notion.

Definition 5.1.5 An open set ) in C" is called g-holomorphically convez if it
is O4(£2)-convex.

In general, it is not known so far whether the two notions of ¢-pseudoconvex
and g-holomorphically convex sets are equivalent if ¢ > 1. In the case of Levi
g-pseudoconvex sets, R. Basener derived a partial answer (see Theorem 3 in
[Bas76]).

Theorem 5.1.6 Let Q be a bounded domain with C?-smooth boundary.
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1. If Q is g-holomorphically convex, then it is Levi g-pseudoconvex.

2. If Q is strictly g-pseudoconvex, then for each p € b§) there is a neighbor-
hood U of p such that Q2N U is g-holomorphically convex.

There is another relation between g-pseudoconvex sets and the ¢-plurisub-
harmonic hulls which will serve as an important tool later. It is mainly Corollary
4.2 in [Die06].

Proposition 5.1.7 Let ) be a g-pseudoconvex domain in C" and K be a com-
pact subset of Q2. Given any neighborhood V' of Kgsyq(ﬂ) in Q, there exists a

strictly g-plurisubharmonic function v with corners on €2 such that ¥ < 0 on K
and ¢ > 0 on Q\ V. Moreover, v is an exhaustion function for Q.

In the case of ¢ = 0 and Q = C™, the function ¢ can be assumed to be
C*°-smooth. Moreover, it is a classical tool to characterize polynomially convex
hulls.

5.2 More generalized convex ¢-hulls

In [Bas78]|, R. Basener introduced the following generalized polynomially convex
hull.

Definition 5.2.1 Given a compact set K in C® and ¢ € {0,...,n — 1}, the
polynomaally convex q-hull is given by

(5.1)

ho(K) = {z con: 7€ (K Nnp~t(0))" for every polynomial }
q = : .

mapping p : C"* — C? with p(z) =0

classical polynomially convex hull of K (see also Remark (2)).

The polynomially convex g-hull can be expressed in a purely topological way.

We obviously fix C° = {0}. The notation K" = K = K¢ »] stands for the
i).l.él

Definition 5.2.2 The topologically convex hull Top-hull(K) of a compact set
K C C" is the union of K and all the bounded connected components of its
complement C" \ K.

Corollary 3.4 in [LS99] yields an alternative definition of the polynomially
convex ¢-hull.
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Theorem 5.2.3 Let K be a compact set in C"™. Then

(5.2)

- n . P(z) € Top-hull(p(K)) for every
hq(K) = {Z eC: polynomial p : C* — CIH+! '

We can express the polynomially convex ¢-hull by the hulls given in Defini-
tion but we have to introduce a new subfamily of functions holomorphic on
complex foliations by algebraic subsets. In this context, recall Definition [3.11.2

and Theorem B.11.3

Definition 5.2.4 Given ¢ € {0,...,n— 1}, we denote by OP°Y(C") the family
O(H,C™), where H is the collection of all holomorphic polynomial mappings
p:C" — C1.

The relation between the different hulls defined above is given by the follow-
ing result.

Proposition 5.2.5 For every integer q¢ € {0,...,n — 1} and compact set K in
C™ the following inclusions hold,

Epsi,c) € Kooy © ho(K) = Kopo cn)-

Proof. We deduce from Remark (2) and Definition that I?’psq.[((cn),
K o(Cn)s K op° (cm) and ho(K) are all equal to the polynomially convex hull K ,
so we take from now on g > 1.

We have already seen that IA(pSHq(Cn) is contained in IA(oq(Cn), since log | f] is
g-plurisubharmonic on C™ for every function f in O4(C™) according to Proposi-
tion Furthermore, Theorem and Proposition imply that
I?Oq((cn) is contained in I?Ogoly((:n). Hence, it remains to show that Kogoly((c") =
he(K).

Assume that zy does not belong to hy(K). Then there is a polynomial
mapping po : C" — C? such that po(zp) = 0 and zp does not lie in the poly-
nomially convex hull of p;*(0) N K. Therefore, there exists another polynomial
p1 : C" — C such that p;(20) = 1 and |p1(2)| < 1 for every point z € KNpy*(0).
Let a > 0 be large enough such that |p;(2)| < 1+ al|po(2)||3 for every z in K.
We define the following function on C™,

o p1(2)
1) = el
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The function f lies in (’)};’Oly((C”)7 since p; is holomorphic and pg is constant on
Py (c) for every ¢ € po(C™). Moreover, we have that || f||x < 1 and f(z) = 1,
so that zg ¢ I?Ogoly(cn). Hence, the hull I?Ogoly((cn) is contained in hy(K).

On the other hand, take z1 € he(K) and f € OP°Y(C"). Let p: C* — C? be
a polynomial mapping such that f is holomorphic on p~!(c) for every ¢ € p(C").
We may assume without loss of generality that p(z1) = 0, so that z; lies in the
polynomially convex hull of K N p~1(0) according to definition (5.1). Let F
be an entire holomorphic function on C™ whose restriction to p~1(0) coincides
with f (recall Theorem [3.11.4). Since the generalized convex hulls with respect
to polynomials and entire functions coincide (see Remark (2)) and z; €
(K Nnp~1(0))", the following inequalities hold,

[f ()l = [F()] < 1Fllkrp-10) = I flknp-10) < 1f |5

These inequalities imply that z; belongs to the hull K oFely (Cny- Finally, we can
q

conclude that h,(K) is equal to [?Opoly () O

In the literature, there is also Basener’s generalized version of the rationally
convex hull (see, e.g., [Bas73| and [CS89]).

Definition 5.2.6 Let K be a compact set in C™ and let ¢ € {0,...,n — 1} be
an integer.

(1) The rationally convexr q-hull of K is given by

_ n . p(z) € p(K) for every
rq(K) = {Z €C: polynomial p : C* — C9H! (5.3)

(2) We obviously have have that r,_;(K) = K after taking p(z) = z.

J. Duval and N. Sibony have shown that the positive forms are strongly
related to the classical rationally convex hull ro(K) (see Theorem 2.1 in [DS95]).
We prove below that a similar connection exists between the positive forms and
the rationally convex g-hulls. We assume that the reader is familiar with (p, ¢)-
forms, so that we only repeat the notion and the basic properties of positive
forms. For the proofs and more properties on differential forms and positive
currents we refer to Chapter III.1 in Demailly’s online book [Dem12].
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Definition & Remark 5.2.7 Let ¢ € {1,...,n} and let Q be an open set in
Ccn.

(1) A form u on Q of bidegree (g, q) is positive if for every g-dimensional complex
plane 7 the restriction of u to m is a positive volume form on 7.

(2) The support of u in Q is defined by supp(u) := {z € Q : u, # 0}.

(3) If ¢ is a C*°-smooth function on €2, then ¢/ is plurisubharmonic if and only
if the (1,1)-form 00v is positive.

(4) Given finitely many C*°-smooth plurisubharmonic functions ¥4, ..., %, on
Q, the following (¢, ¢)-form is positive on €,

q
/\ 100, = i0dy A ... NidDib,.

Jj=1

We obtain the following characterization of rationally convex g-hulls.

Proposition 5.2.8 Let K be a compact set in C". Given an integer q in
{1,...,n}, the point zy ¢ rq_1(K) if and only if there exists a closed positive
smooth form u of bidegree (g, q) such that zq lies in supp(u), the set K does not
meet supp(u) and u = ?:1 i00; for finitely many entire C>-smooth pluri-
subharmonic functions 1, . ..,vq.

Proof. We follow the arguments of J. Duval and N. Sibony in [DS95| in the
case q = 1.

We first prove the necessity. Given zy ¢ rq,—1(K), there exists a polynomial
mapping p = (p1,...,pq) : C* — C9 such that p(z9) = 0, but 0 ¢ p(K). We can
choose n small perturbations p; i of every function p;, j =1,...,¢, such that:

e Forevery j=1,...,gand k=1,...,n we have that p; x(z) =0 .

e Forevery j =1,...,q, the functions pj 1,...,p;n» give local coordinates at
Z0-

e For every k=1,...,n it holds that 0 ¢ (p1k,...,Pqk)(K) .

Let o : C™ — R be a non-negative smooth function with compact support in
the unit ball B;(0). Assume that o(¢) = ¢(|¢|) on C™ and that [, o(¢)dV ({) =
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1. For € > 0 we additionally define o.(¢) = ¢72"o({/e). Then the form u. below
has bidegree (g, q) and is closed and positive on C",

q n
U 1= /\ (Z 285( log |pj,k| * QE)) )

j=1 \k=1

where * denotes the classical integral convolution. Finally, for € > 0 small
enough we achieve that (u:),, # 0 and the set K does not meet supp(u).
Setting u := u. for this particular £ > 0 finishes the first part of this statement.

On the other hand, in order to prove the sufficiency, we define u; := 991,
and V)5 := {z € C" : d(z,supp(u;)) < 0} for § > 0 and the index j =1,...,q.
Notice that supp(u) is equal to ﬂ?zl supp(u;). Thus, the given assumptions
imply that zo lies in each supp(u;), 7 = 1,...,¢ and the set K does not in-
tersect mjzlwé for ¢ > 0 small enough. Since the compact set K \ V; s does
not meet supp(u;), we can proceed as in the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [DS95]
and deduce the existence of hypersurfaces Hy, ..., H, in C" such that for every
Jj=1,...,q the point z lies in H;, but H; does not meet K\ V;s. After a small
perturbations of the hypersurface H; we can assume that each one of them is
algebraic and has the same properties as above. More precisely, for every index
j =1,...,q there is a polynomial mapping p = (p1,...,pq) : C* — C7 such
that H; = p{l(O), pj(z0) = 0 and 0 ¢ p; (K \ V}s). Whence, p(zy) = 0 and
0 ¢ p(K \Vj;s) for each index j = 1,...,q. Finally, since K does not meet
j=1Vj,s, we can easily conclude that 0 ¢ p(K), and so 2y & r4—1(K). O

Based on the results of Duval and Sibony, S. Nemirovski [Nem07] was able
to develop the following example related to rationally convex sets.

Example 5.2.9 Let K be the union of finitely many disjoint compact balls in
C™. Then K = r¢(K).

The next hull which we will introduce in this section is related to the Neben-
hiille of a compact set in the case for ¢ = 0 (see, e.g., [DE77]). It is motivated
by the fact that a closed set K is convex in R™ if and only if it is the intersection
of all closed convex sets surrounding K.

Definition 5.2.10 Given an integer ¢ € {0,...,n — 1} and a compact set K
in C", the g-pseudoconver hull H,(K) denotes the intersection (), ; U; of all
g-pseudoconvex neighborhoods U; of K.
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We give some properties of the ¢g-pseudoconvex hull.

Proposition 5.2.11 Let K be a compact set C" and q € {0,...,n— 1}.

(1) The g-pseudoconvex hull H,(K) is compact.

(2) For every neighborhood V' of H4(K) in C" there exists another open neigh-
borhood U of H4(K) such that U € V and U is g-pseudoconvex in C™.

(3) The interior of H,(K) is g-pseudoconvex, provided it is not empty.

(4) If K has a neighborhood system of g-pseudoconvex sets, then it coincides
with its g-pseudoconvex hull.

(5) We have that H,_1(K) = K and that Hq(I?A) = K 4 for any subfamily A
of q-plurisubharmonic functions on C™.

Proof. (1) The hull H,(K) C C™ is bounded, since we can always enclose K
by a pseudoconvex open ball B,.(0) centered at the origin of C™ and of radius
r > 0 large enough. By definition, the hull #,(K) is then contained in B,.(0).
We show that the hull H,(K) is closed as well. Assume that it is not the
case, so that H,(K)\H,(K) contains some point p. By the definition of the hull
there exists an open neighborhood W of K which is g-pseudoconvex but which
does not contain p. By the definition of ¢-pseudoconvexity, the set W admits a

continuous ¢-plurisubharmonic exhaustion function 1. Consider the set
D:={zeW:(z) < 1—|—mlz(1x¢}. (5.4)

Since 9 is an exhaustion function for W, we have that K € D € W. Then Ex-
ample (1) yields the g-pseudoconvexity of D in C", and so the hull H,(K)
is contained in D. But this means that K C H,(K) C D C W. Since we have

assumed that p ¢ W but p € H,(K), we immediately obtain a contradiction.
Thus, the hull H,(K) is compact in view of the discussion before.

(2) Pick up an arbitrary neighborhood V' of H,(K') in C™. Since the set H,(K)
is compact, we may assume that V is bounded, so its boundary bV is also
compact. Let z be any point in bV. Since z does not lie in H,(K), there is an
open neighborhood W, of H,(K) which is g-pseudoconvex in C”, but z ¢ W.
We now proceed as in the discussion above by producing a g-plurisubharmonic
exhaustion function v, for W, and an open set D, as in , such that D,
is a relatively compact g-pseudoconvex set in C", the hull H,(K) is contained
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in D,, but D, does not meet an open ball B, := B,(z) centered in z € bV
and of radius » = r, > 0 small enough. Then the collection {B,}.cpv is a
cover for the compact set bV, so we can pick a finite subcover {B,, }{_, of bV.
Now Proposition @l implies that the finite intersection U := ﬂi:l D,,
is an open g-pseudoconvex set. Moreover, since each D,, is an open relatively
compact set which contains H,(K), the set U is an open relatively compact
neighborhood of H,(K) lying in V.

(3) This fact follows directly from Proposition and the definition of the
g-pseudoconvex hull.

(4) This observation is a direct consequence of the definition of H4(K).

(5) These statements follow from the precedent one using Corollary Ex-
ample (1) and the definition of A-hulls. O

We may now present a more detailed relation between the g-hulls. For more
properties of generalized convex hulls, we refer to E. L. Stout’s book [Sto07].

Proposition 5.2.12 Let ¢ € {0,...,n — 1} and let K be a compact set in C".
Then we have the following contentions,

I?’PSHQH((C") C HyK) C IA{PSHq(C")
N N N (5.5)
her1(K)  C rg(K) C  he(K)

Proof. The inclusion [?’pgq.[q(([:n) C hy(K) has been already verified in Propo-
sition

It is easy to see that rq(K) is contained in hq(K) according to equations
and 6.

We also have that hyi1(K) is contained in r,(K). Indeed, given any point
z ¢ r4(K), there exists a polynomial mapping p : C" — C%*! such that p(z) = 0
and the intersection of p~!(0) and K is empty, so that z does not lie in hg41(K)
in view of equation .

We derive from Proposition that H,(K) is contained in the hull
Kpswu,cm-

Now we show that H,(K) lies in r,(K). Indeed, if 2y ¢ 74(K), there exists
a polynomial mapping p : C* — C%+! such that p(z) = 0, but 0 ¢ p(K). We
know from Proposition that —log|| - ||2 is g-plurisubharmonic on the open
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set C4t1\ {0}. Thus, the function ¢ := —log||p||2 is g-plurisubharmonic on
C™\ p~1(0) and fulfills ¥(29) = +oco. Then the set U := {w € C" : (w) <
1+ maxg 1} is an open neighborhood of K which does not contain zy. Since in
view of Example the set U is g-pseudoconvex, the hull H,(K) is contained
in U, but zy ¢ Hq(K).

It remains to verify that R\VPSHq+1((Cn) is a subset of H,(K). To see this
inclusion, we pick a point z; ¢ H,(K). By Proposition there is a rela-
tively compact g-pseudoconvex neighborhood W of K in C™ such that z; ¢ W.
By Theorem the function o(z) := —log d(z,bW) is g-plurisubharmonic
on W, and K lies in {o < ¢} for some ¢ € R. In view of Proposition @
the function ¢ := min{p, ¢} is (¢ + 1)-plurisubharmonic on W. Moreover, since
o(z) tends to o0 if z approaches the boundary of W, the function ¢ is upper
semi-continuous on W and satisfies p(z) = 1 for every z € bW. Therefore,
in view of Proposition we can extend ¢ by the constant ¢ to an
(¢ + 1)-plurisubharmonic function defined on the whole of C". We denote this
extension again by ¢. Since p ¢ W and K C {o < ¢}, we have that ¢(p) = ¢
but ¢ = p < con K. Hence, p does not lie in the hull _[?psq.tq+1(c'rL). (Il

5.3 ¢-Maximal sets and ¢-hulls

We show that the polynomially convex ¢g-hull and the g-pseudoconvex hull satisfy
a special version of the local maximal modulus principle for certain holomorphic
polynomials. We begin by recalling Stodkowski’s definition of 0-maximal sets
(see [S1o84]).

Definition 5.3.1 Let X be a non-empty locally closed set in C", so that X =
V N X for some open set V in C*. The set X is said to be 0-mazimal (in V)
if it fulfills the local maximum modulus principle on X, i.e., for every compact
subset K of X and holomorphic polynomial p : C* — C it holds that

Ipllx < lIplloxs, (5.6)
where bx K denotes the relative boundary of K in X.

We give an important observation on the compactness of O-maximal sets.

Remark 5.3.2 An interesting consequence of Definition [5.3.1] is that no com-
pact set X in C™ can be 0-maximal, since the relative boundary bx X is empty
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after taking K = X in equation (5.6). It can be proved in a similar way that
no O-maximal set can have compact connected components.

The previous definition can be reformulated using the closures of a bounded
open sets instead of compact sets (compare also Proposition 2.3 in [Sto86]).

Lemma 5.3.3 Let V' be an open set in C" and let X be a locally closed set
with VN X. The set X is 0-maximal if and only if for each open relatively
compact subset W of V' and every holomorphic polynomial p : C"* — C we have
that

1Pl xrw < 1Pl xnow (5.7)

Proof. The inequality (5.6) immediately implies (5.7]) after observing that the
following sets are all compact,

XNW=XNVNAW=XNW and bx(XNW)=XnNbW.

On the other hand, given any compact set K C X, the interior of K in X
is equal to A N X for some open set A in C™ with compact closure A C V. We
have that X N A is contained in K, so that X N bA is contained in the relative
boundary bx K. Therefore, the inequality implies (5.6) after observing
that at least one of the following equations holds,

Ipllx = llplloxror [lpllx = Pl xnz < lpllxnva < lpllbxx-

The first equation above holds when |p| takes its maximum at the relative bound-
ary bx K and the second one is fulfilled when the maximum is taken at the
relative interior of K in X. O

The polynomially convex hull and the 0-maximal sets are related as follows.

Theorem 5.3.4 Let X = VDY be a 0-maximal set in some open set V
in C™. If X is bounded, then Xi\V is compact and non-empty, and X lies in
the polynomially convex hull of X \ V.

Proof. The difference X\V is compact, since X is bounded and V is open. We
also have that X'\V is not empty. Otherwise, the set X is completely contained
inside V. Hence, X = X is compact, and so in view of Remark -, it cannot
be a 0-maximal.
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Now take a collection of open bounded subsets {Wj}ren in V such that
Wi @ Wig1 and V = ;o ;Wi Let w € X be a fixed point and p : C* — C be
a holomorphic polynomial. We can suppose without loss of generality that w
lies in W}, for every index k € N. Since for each k € N the set W}, is compact,
Lemma [5.3.3] implies that

p(w)| < llpllixaw, < IPlxcowe < lIplx\w, for every k € N.

Since V' = ;o ; Wi, we have that |p(w)| < |pllse\y- Since w is an arbitrary
point in X and p : C" — C is an arbitrary holomorphic polynomial, we conclude
that X lies in the polynomially convex hull of X\ V. O

The precedent result fails if we relax the conditions on X.

Remark 5.3.5 (1) Define V := C" \ B;(0) and X := By(0) \ B;(0). Then
X =V nX, but X fails to be 0-maximal in V. Moreover, the polynomially
convex hull of X \ V = bB;(0) is the whole of B;(0) by the local maximum
modulus principle, so that X cannot lie in the polynomially convex hull of X\ V.

(2) It is easy to see that the real axis X = R is closed and 0-maximal in the
complex plane C, but the difference X \ V is empty for every open set V that
contains X.

Now we recall the definition of ¢-mazimal sets originally introduced by
Z. Stodkowski in [Sto86].

Definition 5.3.6 Given an integer ¢ € {0,...,n — 1}, a non-empty locally
closed set X = VNX issaid to be g-maximal if for every complex g-codimensional
affine plane 7 the intersection X N 7 is O-maximal.

Stodkowski showed that the g-maximal sets can be characterized in various
different ways using g-plurisubharmonic functions and ¢g-pseudoconvex sets. For
details we refer to Theorem 2.5, Corollary 2.6, Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 5.1
in [Sto86].

Theorem 5.3.7 (Stodkowski, 1986) Fix an integer ¢ € {0,...,n — 1} and
let X =V N X be a locally closed set in C"™. Then X is g-maximal if it admits
one of the following properties.

(1) The intersection X Np~1(0) is 0-maximal for every holomorphic polynomial
mapping p : C" — C9.
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(2) The following function X is (n—q—1)-plurisubharmonic on V,

0, ze X
w={ " Tev x

(3) The set X is (n—q—2)-pseudoconcave in V.

(4) For every open set U in C™ with UNX # 0, every compact set K in X NU
and each g-plurisubharmonic function ¢ on U we have that

mlf?xw =sup{¢(z) : z € bxnv K},
where bx~y K is the relative boundary of K in X NU.

Theorem [5.3.4] can be extended to polynomially convex g-hulls as follows.

Theorem 5.3.8 Let X = VNX be a bounded g-maximal set in an open subset
V of C". Then X is contained in the polynomially convex g-hull hy(X\V).

Proof. The set X \ V is compact and non-empty according to Theorem m
Let z be any fixed point in X and let p : C* — C? be a holomorphic polynomial
mapping such that p(z) = 0. Then we derive from Theorem that
X Np~1(0) is 0-maximal. Hence, Theoremimplies that the point z belongs
to the polynomially convex hull of the following compact set,

(X\V)np '(0) = (X np1(0)) \ V.

Thus, we conclude that X lies inside the hull k(X \V). O

We show that certain generalized g-hulls are ¢-maximal.

Proposition 5.3.9 For any compact set K in C™, we have that [?’ps%q(@n) \K
and Hq,(K) \ K are ¢-maximal.

Proof. Denote by II one of the hulls [A(psﬂq(cn) or Hy(K). Given a compact
set ¥ C II and a g-plurisubharmonic function 1 defined on a neighborhood U
of E in C™, we assert that the following equality holds,

sup{(2) : z € E} =sup {¢(2) : z € (EN K) UbpE}, (5.8)
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where by F is the boundary of E relative to II. The identity obviously
holds when E \ K has empty interior with respect to the topology of II, since
in this case F = bpF U (EN K). Thus, we assume from now on that £\ K has
non-empty interior. We follow the proof of Theorem 2.18 in [Sto07], which is
originally due to J. P. Rosay for the case of ¢ = 0. In order to get a contradiction,
suppose that the result is false. Then there exist a constant Cy and a point pg
in the interior of E'\ K relative to II such that

Y(po) > Co >sup {¢(z) : z € (ENK)UbyE}. (5.9)

We can assume without loss of generality that ¢ (pg) > Cp > 0. Choose a small
enough open neighborhood Uy of the compact set E, such that Uy € U and the
inequality ) < Cy holds on Uy N K and I1 N bUy. Define the function

1/)0 = { 007 on (Cn \ UO

max{t,Cy}, on Uy (5.10)

Notice that 1g(po) = ¥(po) > Co, but ¢y < Cy on K. Since ¢ < Cy on the
compact set II N bUy, we can find a relatively compact open neighborhood V' of
IT such that ¢» < Cy on VNbUy and 1y patches to a g-plurisubharmonic function
on V in view of Proposition [3.3.2][(T0)

Now if II = H,(K), by Proposition [5.2.11 there is a g-pseudoconvex
neighborhood W of H,(K) with W & V. Then Example implies that
Wy :={z € W :¢o(z) < ¢o(po)} is a g-pseudoconvex neighborhood of K which
does not contain py. Therefore, the hull H,(K) lies in Wy but py ¢ Hq(K),
which contradicts the assumption pg € E C Hq(K). Hence, the identity
holds if IT is the g-pseudoconvex hull of K.

In the case of Il = Kpgsy,(cn), first recall that V' is a neighborhood of II
and Cy > 0. By Proposition [5.1.7] there is a continuous g-plurisubharmonic
function ¢ on C™ such that ¢ < 0 on K and ¢ > 0 on C™\ V. We define for a
real number Cy > 0 the following function,

by = Csp, on C"\V
VT max{hy, Cag}, onV

Notice that ¥1(pg) > ¥o(po) > Co, but 1 < Cy on K according to equa-

tions (5.9) and (5.10). The property |(10)| in Proposition implies that,

if Cy is chosen large enough, then ¢, is g-plurisubharmonic on C". There-
fore, po ¢ Kpsy,cn)- This is again a contradiction to the assumption that

po € E C Kpsy,(cry- Finally, we can conclude that (5.8) is true also in the
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case of I = I?ps%q((:n). O

We close this section by mentioning the initial motivation to study comple-
ments of generalized convex hulls.

Remark 5.3.10 Let D be a pseudoconvex domain in QQ. It is known that if
a compact set K lies in the complement of D, then D\ Ko (c2) is again pseudo-
convex (see e.g., Theorem 5.2.8 in [Sto07]). This result is no longer true for
higher dimensions. Indeed, let B be the unit ball B;(0) in C* and consider
the compact set K = {(2,0,0) € C3: |2| = 1}. Then the hull RO(C3) equals
A :={(2,0,0) € C3: |z| <1}, but B\ IA(O(Cs) is not pseudoconvex, since every
holomorphic function on B \ A extends holomorphically into the whole of the
ball B.

Anyway, in order to get a similar result in the case of higher dimensions we
have to use g-pseudoconvex or g-plurisubharmonic hulls.

Theorem 5.3.11 Fixq € {0,...,n—1}. Let K be a compact set in C" and let
IT be one of the hulls H,,—q—2(K) or I?'Psﬂniqiz(((:n). Then C™ \ 11 is g-pseudo-
convex in C" \ K. Moreover, if D is a g-pseudoconvex domain in C"™ such that
K lies in the complement of D, then the set D \ I is g-pseudoconvex.

Proof. In view of Proposition the set X := IT'\ K is (n—g—2)-maximal
in V := C"\ K. Then Theorem implies that V' \ X = C" \ Il is ¢-
pseudoconvex in V = C" \ K. Now if D is a ¢-pseudoconvex domain in C" and
K C C™\ D, then the intersection X N D = D\ I is ¢g-pseudoconvex according

to Proposition O






Chapter 6

The Bergman-Shilov
boundary

Given a compact Hausdorff space X and a subfamily A of upper semi-continuous
(or continuous complex valued) functions on X, the Shilov boundary for A is the
smallest closed subset of X on which all functions from 4 attain their maximum
(or, respectively, their absolute maximum). It is interesting to give conditions on
X and A to guarantee the existence and uniqueness of the Shilov boundary. The
concept of such a distinguished boundary of certain compact sets K in C? for
holomorphic functions defined on a neighborhood of K was already introduced
by S. Bergman in [Ber31|. Later in the 1940s, it was G. Shilov who studied a
similar boundary for Banach algebras of continuous functions on compact sets.
This boundary is nowadays known as the Shilov boundary and is important for
complex analysis as well as for pluripotential theory. By historical reasons, it is
legitimated to call it Bergman-Shilov boundary, but for the sake of abbreviation
we keep using the classical notation.

H. J. Bremermann [Bre59| studied the Shilov boundary based on plurisub-
harmonic functions on compact sets K in C™ without showing its existence.
This gap was filled by, e.g., J. Siciak in [Sic62]. In particular, he showed that
the Shilov boundary exists and is unique if A has some simple structure, e.g.,
if A is additive and if sublevel sets of finitely many exponentials of functions
from A generate the topology of K. Unfortunately, Siciak’s result does not
apply to ¢g-plurisubharmonic functions, since they are not additive. To overcome
this problem, we establish a more general result on the existence of the Shilov
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boundary under mild conditions on the Hausdorff space X and the family A
(compare also the existence theorems in [Aiz93| for compact sets in C™).

E. Bishop proved in [Bis59] that, if the compact Hausdorff space X is ad-
ditionally metrizable, then the closure of the set of peak points and the Shilov
boundary for uniform subalgebras of continuous functions coincide (see also
[Dal71] and [Hon88|). Using upper semi-continuous functions, similar identi-
ties were obtained in [Sic62] and [Wit83b]. We apply these results to unions of
uniform algebras and establish additional Bishop-type peak point theorems for
special families of upper semi-continuous functions on Hausdorff spaces.

The study of the Shilov boundary for upper semi-continuous functions and
the development of generalized Bishop type peak point theorems is the content
of the article [Pawl3].

6.1 Shilov boundary for upper semi-continuous
functions

We will define the Bergman-Shilov or, for short, the Shilov boundary for subfam-
ilies of upper semi-continuous functions and show some of their basic properties.

Definition 6.1.1 Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and A a family of upper
semi-continuous functions on X.

(1) For a given upper semi-continuous function f on X we set

SU) = Sx(f) = {x € X+ (@) = max f}.
(2) A subset S of X is called a boundary for A (or A-boundary) if the intersec-
tion S N S(f) is not empty for every f € A.
(3) We denote by ba = ba(X) the set of all closed boundaries for A (in X).

(4) The set Sy = S4(X) := MNsep, S is called the Shilov boundary for A (in
X).

We give some simple examples.

Example 6.1.2 (1) Let X = [0,2] and consider the upper semi-continuous
functions f1 = X{o,1} and fo = Xy oy. For A = { f1, fo} we have that {0,2}, {1} €
ba(X), Sa(X) is empty and that Sx(f1) N Sx(f2) = {1}.
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(2)Let X = [0,1] and f1 = Xy and fo = X{33. We take A = {f1, fo} and
observe that {0,1} € ba(X), Sx(f1) N Sx(f2) =0 and S4(X) = {0,1}.

(3) Consider the functions fi = X;_1 13 and fo = X{g} defined on X = [-1,1]
and set A = {f1, f2}. Then {-1,0},{0,1} € ba(X), so S4(X) = {0}, but
S 4(X) cannot be an A-boundary in X since the function f; attains its maximum
outside of zero.

We have the following properties of Shilov boundaries.

Proposition 6.1.3 Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and let A be a family
of upper semi-continuous functions on X.

(1) The set S4(X) is closed and possibly empty, whereas b4(X) is never empty.
(2) Sx(f) is a closed non-empty subset of X.

(3) If the set T := ﬂ Sx (f) consists of more than two elements, then S 4(X)

feA
is empty.

(4) If the set T' from (3) above consists of one single element xo € X and
S4(X) # 0, then $4(X) = {zo}.

(5) The set S :=J;c 4 Sx(f) is an A-boundary.

(6) If A; C Ay are two families of upper semi-continuous functions on X, then
we have the following inclusions,

b.Az (X) - b.Al (X) and S.A1 (X) C SAz (X)

(7) Let A= J,c;Aj, where A; are subsets of USC(X). If for every j € J the
set Sa,(X) is an Aj-boundary in X, then S4(X) is an A-boundary in X
and

Sa(X) = Sa,(X).

jeJg

(8) The set of all A-boundaries in X coincides with the set of all A" -boundaries
in X, ie.,
b_A(X) = bzi(X) and SA(X) = S—L(X).
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Proof. (1) The set S4(X) is closed, because it is an intersection of closed sets.
Example (1) shows that S4(X) might be empty. The set b4(X) contains
at least the whole space X.

(2) Since f is upper semi-continuous on X, the set {z € X : f(r) < maxy f} is
open in X, so the set Sx(f) = X \ {z € X : f(r) < maxx f} is a closed subset
of X. It is non-empty because every upper semi-continuous function attains a
maximal value on a compact Hausdorff space due to Proposition [1.3.1

(3) Pick two distinct elements g, 21 from T. By definition {zo} and {21} are
A-boundaries in X and, thus, S4(X) C {zo} N {x1} = 0.

(4) Under these assumptions, {zo} is an A-boundary in X. Therefore, () #
S4(X) C {xo} which yields S4(X) = {xo}.

(5) The set S is an A-boundary in X, since S N Sx(f) = Sx(f) # 0 for every
feA

(6) This fact follows directly from the definition.

(7) The previous points (1) and (6) imply that S := U, S*Aj (X) isin ba(X).
By assumption, the set S and, therefore, the set S4 are non-empty. Since
an arbitrary function f € A is contained in 4; for some j € J and by the

assumption that S 4,;(X) is an Aj-boundary in X, we obtain that
0 #Sx(f)NSa,(X) C Sx(f)NS C Sx(f)NS4X).

This means that S is an A-boundary in X and so S4(X) C S. Altogether we
have that S = S4(X) is an A-boundary in X.

(8) This statement is a direct consequence of the corresponding definitions and

Proposition [I.3.4}
O

We can easily bring our concept of the Shilov boundary into relation with
the classical Shilov boundary for uniform subalgebras of C(X).

Remark 6.1.4 Let B be a subset of C(X). The classical Shilov boundary
for B is the smallest closed subset S of X fulfilling maxg |f| = maxx |f| for
every f € B. Clearly, it corresponds to the Shilov boundary for the family
log |B| := {log |f| : f € B}. Therefore, it then makes sense to use the notation
bs(X) and Sp(X) instead of biog |5/(X) and Slog 18|(X). Moreover, it is obvious
that for the uniform closure B of B in C(X) we have that Sg(X) = Sz(X).
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6.2 Existence of the Shilov boundary

Now we recall the classical result named after Shilov who worked on the bound-
aries of Banach algebras in the 1940s.

Theorem 6.2.1 (Shilov, 1940s) Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and B
a Banach subalgebra of C(X). Then Sg(X) is non-empty and, moreover, it is a
boundary for the family log|B| in X.

In this theorem the Banach algebra structure of B is heavily involved. We
will extract the essential properties from that structure in order to establish
similar results for Shilov boundaries for subfamilies of upper semi-continuous
functions.

Definition 6.2.2 Let A, A; and A be subfamilies of upper semi-continuous
functions on a Hausdorff space X.

(1) Weset A1 + Ay :={f+g:feA,ge A}

(2) The family A is a scalar cone if nf +b lies in A for every n € Ng = NU{0},
f € Aand b € R. Here we use the convention —co - 0 = 0.

(3) The family A is a convex cone if af + bg is contained in A for every a, b in
[0, +00) and f,g in A.

(4) An open set V in X is an A-polyhedron if there exist finitely many functions
fi,--., fn in A and real numbers C, ..., C, such that

V:V(fl,,fn):{l'EXfl(l') <Cl,7fn(l‘) <Cn}

(5) The family A generates the topology of X if for every point x € X and every
neighborhood U of z in X there is an A-polyhedron V such that z € V C U.

Now we are able to show that the Shilov boundary for A is a non-empty
boundary for A if A possesses some simple structure. The following two state-
ments are based on standard arguments used in the case of Banach subalgebras
of continuous functions (see, e.g., Theorem 9.1 in [AW9S]). First, we need the
following lemma.

Lemma 6.2.3 Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and A C USC(X) be
a scalar cone. Assume that there exist an A-boundary S € bs(X) and an
A-polyhedron V=V (f1,..., f,) such that SNV = 0 and A+ {f;} C A for
every j = 1,...,n. Given another A-boundary E € ba(X), it follows that
E\V € by(X).
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Proof.  Since A is a scalar cone and A+ {f;} C A for every j = 1,...,n, the
constant function 0 and so fi,..., f, lie in A. Hence, we can assume that V is
of the form V ={z € X : fi(z) <0,..., fn(x) < 0}.

Observe first that E \ V' is non-empty. Otherwise, E C V, so maxg f; < 0
for every 7 = 1,...,n. Since S does not meet V, there has to be an index
jo € {1,...,n} such that maxg f;, > 0. We obtain the contradiction 0 <
maxg fj, = maxg f;, <O0.

Now suppose that the statement of this lemma is false, i.e., there are a point
y € X and a function f € A such that maxp\y f < maxx f = f(y). Since A is
a scalar cone and S € b4(X), we can assume that f(y) = 0 and y € S. Consider
for fixed m € N and j=1,...,n the function g; := mf + f; € A. If m is large

enough, then maxg\y g; < 0 for each j=1,...,n. Since maxyx f =0 and f; <0
on V for every j=1,...,n, we have that g;(z) < 0 for every € V. Hence,
maxy g; = maxgg; < 0 for every j=1,...,n. Finally, we assert that y € V.

If not, there is an index j; € {1,...,n} with f;, (y) > 0 and, thus, g;, (y) > 0,
which is impossible. Thus, y € V' NS = @ which is a contradiction. This proves
that £\ V is an A-boundary. O

We show a version of Shilov’s theorem for a quite general family A of upper
semi-continuous functions on X. We have to point out that L. Aizenberg already
showed this result in the setting where X is a compact subset of C" and A is a
family of upper semi-continuous functions on X satisfying f + log ||z — c||2 € A
for every f € A and ¢ € C" (see Chapter III, Theorem 14.1 and Corollary 14.2
in [Aiz93]). Anyway, our version extends L. Aizenberg’s result to a more general
situation in which X is an arbitrary compact Hausdorfl space.

Theorem 6.2.4 Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and A be a family of up-
per semi-continuous functions on X. If A contains a subset Ay which generates
the topology of X such that A+ Ay C A, then the Shilov A-boundary is an
A-boundary in X, i.e.,

Sa(X) € ba(X).

Proof. If S’A(X) = X, then there is nothing to show, so we can assume
that S4 # X. We first treat the case of A being a scalar cone and S4 being
not empty. In order to get a contradiction, suppose that S4(X) is not an
A-boundary in X. Then there is a function f € A such that maxg, x) f <
maxy f. Since f is upper semi-continuous on X, there is an open neighborhood
U of S4(X) such that f(z) < maxx f for every x € U. Then, due to the fact
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that Ay generates the topology of X, we conclude that for every y € L := X\ U
there are an Ag-polyhedron V,, and an A-boundary S, € b4(X) such that y € V,
and V, NS, = 0. The family {V,},er covers L. Hence, by the compactness
of L, there are finitely many points y;,...,y¢ € L such that the subfamily
{Vy, }j=1,....c covers L. Since A+ Ay C A, we can apply iteratively the previous
Lemma in order to obtain that

1
E:= (X \ V) \ Vi) \ -\ V) = X\ ([ V€ ba(X).

j=1

Notice that, by the construction, the set S4(X) lies in E and, therefore, E is
non-empty. Moreover, E C U and so maxg f < maxx f, but this contradicts
to the fact that E € by(X). Hence, S4(X) € ba(X).

In the case of A being a scalar cone and S4(X) = (}, we pick an arbitrary
point p € X and a neighborhood U of p in X which is an 4y-polyhedron of the
form U = {z € X : fi(z) < 0,..., fus(z) < 0} and satisfies U # X. Observe
that for every y € X \ U there exists an A-boundary S, in X with y ¢ S,, since
otherwise 3 € S4(X), which is absurd. Then we can choose an Ag-polyhedron
Vy such that y € V,,, p ¢ V,, and S, NV}, is empty. By the same arguments
as above we can construct an A-boundary E such that p € F C U. Since
U # X, there exists a point g € X \ U and an index kg € {1, ..., k} such that
fro(zo) > 0. This leads to the contradiction

0 < fi(z0) < max freo = m}gx fro <O0.

Thus, S4(X) cannot be empty.
If A is not necessarily a scalar cone, consider the scalar cone generated by
A7
A" :={nf+c:neNy, feA ceR}

Since A lies in A*, we have that ba-(X) C ba(X) and S4(X) C S4-(X). Pick
an arbitrary A-boundary S in X and a function nf + ¢ € A*, where f € A,
n € N and ¢ € R. Since f and nf + c attain their maximum at the same points,
we have that

SN Sx(nf+c)=SnSx(f)#0.

This means that S is also an A*-boundary in X, so ba(X) = ba-(X) and
Sa(X) = Sa-(X). Now observe that the family Aj := {nf+c:n €Ny, f €
Ap, ¢ € R} generates the topology of X, since it contains 4y. Moreover, we
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have that A4* + Aj C A* and that A* is a scalar cone. Thus, by the previous
discussions, we conclude that

Sa(X) =54+ (X) € ba-(X) = ba(X).
This finishes the proof. (Il

6.3 Minimal boundary and peak points

We recall the definition of a minimal boundary and peak points in the sense of
E. Bishop (see [Bish9]), which are closely related to the Shilov boundary.

Definition 6.3.1 Let A be a subfamily of upper semi-continuous functions on
a Hausdorff space X.

(1) We denote by B4(X) the set of all (possibly non-closed) boundaries for A
in X. By Definition (1) the set B4(X) contains b4 (X).

(2) If there exists a subset m4(X) in B4(X) such that m_4(X) is contained in
every boundary for A, then this set will be called the minimal boundary for

A (in X).

(3) A point = € X is called peak point for A if there is a (peak) function f € A
such that S(f) = {z}. We say that f peaks at x. We denote by P4(X) the
set of all peak points for A.

(4) For B being a subset of C(X) we use the same simplification of notations as
in Remark Namely, we write Bg(X), mg(X) and Pg(X) instead of
Blog|3|(X), mlog‘m(X) and Plog‘m(X), respectively.

All the sets m4(X), Pa(X) and S4(X) are possibly empty. If m4(X) is
non-empty, it is not necessarily closed, while S 4(X) is by definition always a
closed subset of X. The following examples show that the sets m.4(X), Sa(X)
and P4(X) may differ or might be empty.

Example 6.3.2 (1) We enumerate the subset L = [0,1] N Q of X = [0,1] by
a sequence (T, )nen. For the subfamily A = {X(, ; : n € N} of upper semi-
continuous functions on X, we have that

Pa(X) =ma(X) =L ¢ Sa(X) = 1[0,1].
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(2) In contrast to the previous example, by Example (1) we can see that
there is a subfamily A of USC(X) such that S4(X), P4(X) and m4(X) are all
empty.

We give some properties of the Shilov boundary, the minimal boundary and
the peak points and their mutual relations.

Proposition 6.3.3 Let A be a subfamily of upper semi-continuous functions
on a compact Hausdorff space X.

(1) The set P4(X) lies in every A-boundary S from Ba(X). If P4(X) is itself
an A-boundary, then it is exactly the minimal boundary m 4(X).

(2) Each peak point x € X for A belongs to each boundary for A. Moreover,
if my(X) exists, then

Pa(X) Cma(X) C Sa(X).

(3) If ma(X) exists, then S4(X) = m4(X).
(4) Let A; C Ay CUSC(X). Then we have the following inclusions,
Ba,(X) C By (X) and Py, (X) C Pa,(X).
If ma, (X) and m_4,(X) exist, then m4,(X) C m,(X).
(5) Let A=,;c;Aj, where A; are subsets of USC(X). Then
Pa(X) = | Pay(X).
=
If m 4, (X) exists for every j € J, then ma(X) exists and
ma(X) = | ma,(X).
jeJ

Proof. (1) Let © € P4(X) and f € A such that f peaks at x. Given an A-
boundary S, it is clear that S N .S(f) = {z}. In particular, the point z lies in
S. This yields the inclusion P4(X) C S. Now if P4(X) lies in B4(X), then by
the previous discussion and by the definition of the minimal boundary for A,
we have that P4(X) = ma(X).
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(2) Since m4(X) € Ba(X), it follows from the property (1) and the definition
of m(X) that P4(X) C ma(X) C S for every S € ba(X) C Ba(X). Hence,
ma(X) C Sa(X).

(3) Since S4(X) is closed and ma(X) C S4(X) by the previous point (2),
ma(X) is a subset of S4(X). On the other hand, m4(X) is contained in

Ba(X), and therefore m4(X) is a closed A-boundary. By the definition of the
Shilov boundary, this means that S4(X) C m4(X), and so m4(X) = Sa(X).

(4) These inclusions follow immediately from the definitions of the corresponding
sets.

(5) The identity Pa(X) = U;¢c; Pa,(X) is obvious.
In order to show that m := {J;c ; ma,;(X) is a minimal A-boundary, pick an

arbitrary function f € A. Then f € Aj; for some index j € J. By assumption,
m 4, (X) is a minimal boundary for A;. Thus, we obtain that

0 # S(f) Nma,(X) C S(f)Nm,

implying that m € B4(X). Now let S be an arbitrary A-boundary in X. By
point (4), we have that S € Ba(X) C Ba,(X) for every j € J. Therefore,
my,(X) C S for every j € J and, thus, m C S. This shows the minimality of
m, so ma(X) =m. O

6.4 Peak point theorems

We recall some necessary notions which build the setting of Bishop’s theorem.

Definition 6.4.1 Let X be a Hausdorff space.

(1) We say that X is metrizable if it has a metric which induces the given
topology. In this case, its topology admits a countable base.

(2) Let A be a subset of complex or real valued functions on X. Then we say
that A is separating or separating function of X if for every x,y € X, x # vy,
there exists a function f € A such that f(x) # f(y).

We recall Bishop’s peak point theorem for uniform algebras of continuous
functions (see Theorem 1 in [Bis59]). Further generalizations were already ob-
tained by H. G. Dales to Banach function algebras (see [Dal71] and [Hon88])
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and by Z. Siciak to certain additive subfamilies of continuous functions (see
Theorem 3 in [Sic62]).

Theorem 6.4.2 (Bishop, 1959) Let X be a compact metrizable Hausdorff
space and B a separating uniform subalgebra of C(X). Then the minimal bound-
ary of B in X exists and is exactly the set of all peak points for B in X, i.e.,
mB(X) = PB(X).

Bishop’s theorem applies to unions of uniform subalgebras.

Corollary 6.4.3 Suppose B is a union of separating uniform subalgebras (B;) ;e
of C(X), where X is a metrizable compact Hausdorff space. Then mp(X) exists
and

mp(X) = Pg(X) and Sp(X) = Ps(X).

Proof. By Bishop’s theorem mp; (X) exists and coincides with Py, (X) for
every j € J. By Proposition mj(@, we obtain that mp(X) is the minimal
boundary for B and

Ps(X) = | Ps,(X) = | ms, (X) = mp(X).
jeJ jeJ

The identity Sz(X) = Ps(X) follows now from Proposition m (3). O

Bishop presented the following examples in [Bis59].

Example 6.4.4 (1) Bishop’s theorem fails in general if X is not necessarily
metrizable. To see this, consider the compact set

X = {x = {Zatacr : To € [0,1] for every a € R}

and the family A of continuous functions f on X which fulfill the subsequent:
if z,y € X and z, = y, for countably many o € R, then f(z) = f(y). By the
Stone-Weierstraf theorem, we have that A is exactly the set of all continuous
functions on X and forms a separating Banach algebra. For ¢ € R define the
set

Se:={x € X : x4 = c for almost every a € R}.

Then S. is a boundary for C(X), but S. NSy is empty for ¢ # d. Therefore,
C(X) has no minimal boundary.
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(2) Let X be the boundary of the unit disc A := A;(0) in C. Let B be the
family of all continuous functions f on X which have a holomorphic extension
F inside the unit disc A and which satisfy F(0) = f(1). Then B is a separating

Banach subalgebra of C(A) such that
mp(X) =X\ {1}, but S(X) = X.

We will give another peak point theorem. But first, we introduce a useful
subfamily of upper semi-continuous functions.

Definition 6.4.5 Let A be a subfamily of upper semi-continuous functions on
a (not necessarily) Hausdorfl space X and let © be a subset of non-negative
continuous functions on X with the following property: for each x € X and
each closed subset S of X with « ¢ S there exists a function ¥ € © such that
Sx(¥) = {z} and ¥ vanishes on S. We say that a function f € A is a strictly
A-function with respect to © if for every ¥ € © there is a number g9 > 0 such
that f 4+ e € A for every € € (—ep,€0). The subfamily of A consisting of all
strictly A-functions with respect to © is denoted by A[©].

The main motivation for this definition is the following example.

Example 6.4.6 Let 2 be an open set in C™ and let © be the set of all C*°-
smooth functions on C™ with compact support in 2. Then in view of Re-
mark [3.4.2| we easily derive that PSH,(2)[0)] is exactly the set of all strictly
g-plurisubharmonic functions on 2.

Involving strictly A-functions, we can now present another version of Bishop’s
theorem which better incorporates the properties of subfamilies of ¢-plurisub-
harmonic functions.

Theorem 6.4.7 Let A be a subfamily of upper semi-continuous functions on
a compact Hausdorff space X. Suppose that there exist a subfamily © from
Definition and a positive function w € A[©O] such that A+ {ew} € A[O)]
for every positive number € > 0. Then

Sa(X) = Pa(X) € ba(X).

Proof.  First, observe that Pye)(X) is non-empty. Indeed, the function w
attains its maximum on X, say at a point x¢ € X. Pick a function 9 € © with
Sx () = {zo}. Then there is a positive number § > 0 such that w + §¢ belongs
to A. Therefore, 2w + 69 is in .A[O] by the assumption made on w. Moreover,
Sx (2w + 09) = {x0} and, thus, o € Pype)(X).
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The non-empty set P4e](X) is obviously a subset of S Aje](X). In order to
verify the converse inclusion, we show that S := P4je)(X) is a boundary for the
family A[O]. In order to get a contradiction, suppose that this is not the case.
Then there exists a function f € A[B] such that maxx f > maxg f. If ¢g > 0
is small enough, the function g := f + eow also fulfills maxy g > maxgg. Let
x1 be a point in X \ S such that g(z1) = maxx ¢ and let § be a function from
© such that Sx(0) = {z1} and € vanishes on S. In particular, we have that
f(x1) > 0. Then for a small enough number €; > 0 the function f + €6 is in
A. Hence, the function h := g+ €10 = f + €10 + eow lies in A[O] and fulfills
Sx(h) = {x1}. Thus, 21 € Pqje(X) C S, but this contradicts to

h= < = <h < h.
max max g < maxg g(z1) (1) < max

Therefore, S has to be a A[@]-boundary, implying that S Aje](X) is contained

in S. Hence, Proposition yields
Pae)(X) = S40)(X) € bage)(X).

Now let f be an arbitrary function from A. It follows that the sequence (fy,)nen
of functions f,, := f + (1/n)w in A[B] decreases to f. This implies that A lies
in the closure of A[©]. Since A[O] is a subset of A and, in view of Proposi-
tion we have that b (X) = bje)(X) and S 4e)(X) = Sa(X). Finally,
the proof is finished due to the following inclusions,

Sa(X) = Sape1(X) = Paje(X) C Pa(X) C Sa(X).






Chapter 7

The g-Shilov boundaries

The abbreviation g-Shilov boundary stands for the Shilov boundary created by
subfamilies of g-plurisubharmonic or g-holomorphic functions. We apply the
results in the precedent Chapter [f] in order to obtain existence theorems of ¢-
Shilov boundaries and the peak point theorems for a vast number of subfamilies
of g-plurisubharmonic and ¢-holomorphic functions. The monotone closure in-
troduced in Chapter [[]and the approximation techniques achieved in Chapter [3]
allow us to restrict the considerations on the ¢-Shilov boundaries to a smaller
number of subfamilies of g-plurisubharmonic. For instance, the Shilov boundary
for ¢g-plurisubharmonic functions and that for C2-smooth ones coincide. In the
case of a bounded domain with C2-smooth boundary, its Shilov boundary for ¢-
plurisubharmonic functions is exactly the closure of all strictly ¢g-pseudoconvex
boundary points. The latter statement extends the observations by L. R. Hunt
and J. J. Murray [HMT78] which are based on results of R. Basener [Bas78| in
the case of g-holomorphic functions. We give the relation of g-Shilov boundaries
to lower dimensional ones and also compare the g-Shilov boundaries to the ¢-th
order Shilov boundary introduced by R. Basener in [Bas7§].

The main result of this chapter is the generalization of S. N. Bychkov’s
theorem [By¢81] which gives a geometric characterization of the Shilov boundary
of a convex body in C™ in terms of real and complex boundary points. The
latter ones are boundary points of a convex body lying in an open part of a
complex plane which is situated inside the boundary of that convex body. If
there exists such a plane which has complex dimension at least ¢, then this
boundary point is ¢-complex. Based on Bychkov’s result and our observations
on lower dimensional Shilov boundaries, we can verify that the complement of

159



160 Chapter 7. The g-Shilov boundaries

the Shilov boundary for g-plurisubharmonic functions is exactly the interior of
all (¢ + 1)-complex points. We also show that the Shilov boundary of convex
bodies for g-plurisubharmonic functions and that for continuous functions which
are holomorphic on leaves of a foliation by complex planes of codimension g are
identical.

A. G. Vitushkin conjectured that the Hausdorff dimension of the Shilov
boundary for holomorphic functions on convex bodies sets in C" is greater or
equal to n. Bychkov [By¢81] was able to show that this is true for n = 2 using the
fact that, in the two-dimensional setting, the boundary part of the complement
of the Shilov boundary is foliated by parallel complex lines. This is false in
general for higher dimensions due to an example by N. Nikolov and P. J. Thomas
INT12]. It seems that Vitushkin’s conjecture remains open. Anyway, using
Bychkov’s result, we give an estimate on the Hausdorff dimension of the ¢g-Shilov
boundaries of convex bodies in C”.

This chapter is mostly contained in the article [Paw13].

7.1 Shilov boundary and ¢-plurisubharmonicity

We will analyze the relation between the different Shilov boundaries for sub-
families of g-plurisubharmonic.

Definition 7.1.1 Fix k € {%,¢,0,1,...,00} and ¢ € Ny. Let A be an analytic
subset of an open set 2 in C™.

(1) We set C*(A) := USC(A). Furthermore, for k # c, the symbol C*(A)
denotes the family of all real-valued functions f defined on A such that
for each point p € A there exist a neighborhood U of p and a function
FeCFU) with F=fon ANU.

(2) We define PSHE(A) := PSH4(A) NCF(A), if k # c.

(3) For a compact set K in A, the family PSHS(K ) stands for the family of all
upper semi-continuous functions f on K such that there are a neighborhood
Uof KinAand F € ’PS”H’;(U) with F = f on K.

We also introduce new subfamilies of r-plurisubharmonic functions on sin-
gular foliations. In this context, recall Definition [3.9.5

Definition 7.1.2 Let k € {%,0,1,...,00}, ¢ € {0,...,n — 1} and r € Np.
Assume that H = {h; : U; = C%},¢; is a web of singular foliations on an open
set 2 in C™.
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(1) We define PSHE(H, Q) := PSH,.(H,Q) N CH(Q).

(2) Let K be a compact set in . An upper semi-continuous function ¢ lies in
the family PSH¥(H, K) if there exist an open neighborhood V of K and
a function ¥ in PSHF(H',V N Q), where H' := {h;|V N U,},c, such that
¥ =1 on K.

(3) If r = 0, we sometimes skip the lower index r and simply write PSH" (H, Q)
and PSH"(H, K) instead of PSHE(H, Q) and, respectively, PSHE(H, K).

The Shilov boundaries for the new families defined above are related as
follows.

Remark 7.1.3 With the notations of the preceding two definitions and by
Theorem [3.9.6] we have the following scheme of inclusions:

Spsur@)(K)  C Spsuray(K) C SPSH’;+T,(Q) (K)
3 @] 5 @] 5 U
Spsury(K)  C Spswrr)(K) C SPSH’;+,,,(K) (K)

The same is true for the sets of peak points and the minimal boundaries for the
corresponding families.

We show the existence of the Shilov boundary for certain subfamilies of ¢-
plurisubharmonic functions and establish respective peak point properties.

Proposition 7.1.4 Let A be an analytic subset of an open set {2 in C™ and let
X be a compact subset of A. Given k € {*,¢,0,1,...,00}, ¢ € {0,...,n — 1}
and r € Ny, we have that

Ppsy(a)(X) = Spsura)(X)  and  Ppgyr(x)(X) = Spsr x) (X).

Ifk # cand H = {h; : Uj — C}c; is a web of singular foliations on Q and K
is a compact subset of 2, then it holds that

Ppsik(m,0)(K) = Spsyr .0y (K) and Ppgayn 1, x0) (K) = Spsus (1, 10) (K )
Moreover, each of this sets is a boundary for the respective families.

Proof. Let © be the set of all C*°-smooth functions with compact support on 2
and define w(z) := ||z||3 + 1 for z € C". Denote by A any of the families men-
tioned in this proposition. Since w+¢f belongs to A for every ¢ > 0 and f € A,



162 Chapter 7. The g-Shilov boundaries

we can apply Theorem to ©, A and w in order to get Py =S4 € by. O

It is natural to ask whether the various ¢-Shilov boundaries coincide.

Proposition 7.1.5 Given a compact set K in C™ we have that
Ppsyz (i) (K) = Ppsug (i) (K)
and  Spsyz (i) (K) = Spsusr)(K) = Spsuox)(K) = Spsu, () (K).

Proof. Since PS’Hi(K) C PSHy(K) C PS”HS(K) C PSH,(K), we derive for
the set of peak points of these families that

Ppsyz (i) (K) C Ppswe i) (K) C Ppsyox)(K) C Ppsyu, ) (K).  (7.1)

Then it follows from the first part of Proposition [7.1.4] that
Spsiz(x)(K) C Spswuz(x)(K) C Spsyo) (K) C Spsw, i) (K)-

Assume now that there is a function i € PSH(K) which peaks at some
point p € bK. Then there exist a bounded open neighborhood U of p and
finitely many C2-smooth g¢-plurisubharmonic functions 1, ...,4, on U such
that ¢ = max;—;,.. ,; on U. By picking a slightly smaller neighborhood of p
and denoting it again by U, we can arrange that for every j € {1,...,k} the
function 1; is defined on a neighborhood of U. Pick an index jo € {1,...,k}
such that ¢(p) = 1, (p). Since 9 peaks at p, we have that

$jo(p) = ¥(p) > P(2) 2 1)y (2) for every z € (UNK) \ {p}.

Hence, 1;, peaks at p in K NU. Since 9, is continuous on U, we can choose a
suitable constant ¢ € R such that

Yjo(p) > ¢ > max 1j,.

By Lemma for some positive number ¢ the function ¢ := max.{v,,,c}
is C%-smooth and g-plurisubharmonic on a neighborhood of U N K. In view of
Lemma m (3), we can choose € > 0 so small that the function ¢ peaks at p
in K NU and fulfills ¢ = ¢ on a neighborhood of bU N K. Thus, we can extend
© by the constant ¢ into a neighborhood of K \ U in order to obtain a function
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from PS'HZ (K) which peaks at p. Since p was an arbitrary peak point for the
family PSH(K), we obtain the inclusion Ppsye(x)(K) C Ppswz (i) (K). Since
the converse inclusion is obviously true, we conclude that PPSH;‘( k) (K) equals
Ppsyz (i) (K), so Proposition yields the identity

Spswz ) () = Spswus (i) (K)-

Furthermore, Stodkowski’s approximation theorem and Bungart’s approx-
imation theorem [3.5.4] imply the inclusions

— o K 0 3 1K
PSH,(K) € PSHOK)  and PSHK) c PSHI(K)" .

Therefore, Proposition gives
Spsm, ) (K) < SWZ(K)U{ (K) = Spsuox) (K)
c SPST;(K)“‘(K) = Spsue () (K)
C  Spsw, ) (K).

Hence, we obtain the remaining identities

Spst, ) (K) = Spsyo ) (K) = Spsws ) (K).

We can derive the following local-to-global peak point property from the proof
of the previous result.

Proposition 7.1.6 Let p be a boundary point of a compact set K in C". If p
is a local peak point for g-plurisubharmonic functions with corners, i.e., there
is a neighborhood U of p and a g-plurisubharmonic function v with corners on
U such that ¢(p) > (z) for every z € (UN K) \ {p}, then p is a (global) peak
point for 7787-[3 (K).

The following connection between Shilov boundaries for smooth and con-
tinuous plurisubharmonic functions on a singular foliation follows directly from

Theorem |3.9.11| and Proposition
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Proposition 7.1.7 Fix an integer ¢ € {0,...,n —1}. Let h : Q@ — C? be a
holomorphic mapping on a Stein open set £ in C" and let K be a compact
subset of 2. Then

Spsuna) (K) = Spsu=(n.a)(K).
If K has a neighborhood basis of Stein open sets, then

Spsun i) (K) = Spsuen, i) (K).

Before we give a precise characterization of the Shilov boundary for g-pluri-
subharmonic functions in terms of strictly g-pseudoconvex boundary points, we
fix the subsequent notation.

Definition 7.1.8 Let D be a bounded domain in C" with C2-smooth boundary.
Given an integer g € {0,...,n—1}, denote by S,(D) the set of all points p € bD
such that D is strictly g-pseudoconvex at p (recall Deﬁnition for the notion
of strict ¢g-pseudoconvexity).

We extend the observations by L. R. Hunt and J. J. Murray in [HM78| on
the link between the Shilov boundary for g-plurisubharmonic functions and the
set of all strict g-pseudoconvex points.

Theorem 7.1.9 Let g € {0,...,n — 1} and let D be a bounded domain in C™
with C?-smooth boundary. Then

Spsu,®) (D) = Sq(D).

Proof. 1t follows from Theorem 5.6 in [HMT§| that

Prsupynco) (D) € So(D) and  S,(D) C Ppgy, pynco(m)(D)-

Since PS"Hg (D) C PSH?(D) N CO(D), we easily obtain the inclusion

Ppsyz(0)(D) C Sq(D). (7.2)

Hence, according to Propositions and we have that

Spsu20)(D) = Spsi,0)(D) = Ppsyz (D) € Sy(D). (7.3)

On the other hand, let p € S;(D). Then there is a neighborhood U of p and a
C2-smooth strictly g-plurisubharmonic function p on U such that p vanishes on
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bDNU and p(z) < 0if z € UND. Since p is strictly g-plurisubharmonic, there is
a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that ¢(z) := p(z) — ||z — p||3 remains g-plurisub-
harmonic on U. Moreover, ¢(p) = 0 and ¢(z) < 0 for every z € (UND)\ {p}. In
view of Proposition [7.1.6] the point p is also a global peak point for the family
7787-[(21 (D). Since p is an arbitrary point from S, (D), it follows that S;(D) lies

in Pp sH2(D): Since by Proposition the set 5'7, SH2(D) (D) equals the closure

of P, sH? ®)(D), the statement follows now from the inclusions (7.3). O

Some parts of the Shilov boundary for g-plurisubharmonic functions on
smoothly bounded domains admit a complex foliation. For further results on
complex foliations of real submanifolds we refer to [Fre74].

Theorem 7.1.10 Let ¢ € {1,...,n—1} and let D be a bounded pseudoconvex
domain in C" with C?-smooth boundary. Then the following relative open part
in bD of the Shilov boundary for PSHq(D),

F,(D) := intyp (s'psﬂq@) D)\ Spsw, . (p) (E)) ,

locally admits a foliation by complex g-dimensional submanifolds, provided it
is not empty.

Proof.  Since S,(D) is relatively open in the boundary of D, Theorem
implies that

Fy(D) = intop (8,(D)\ §,-1(D)) = 8,(D) \ ,-1(D). (7.4

Given a defining function ¢ of D, we deduce from the definition of the set
S,(D), from the pseudoconvexity of D and from the identities in that for
each point p € F,(D) the Levi form .Z, of ¢ at p has exactly n—g—1 positive
and g zero eigenvalues on the holomorphic tangent space H,bD to bD at p. In
particular, for each point p in F,(D) the Levi null space N, is g-dimensional
(recall Definition [£.7.4). Then it follows from Theorem 1.1 in [Ere74] that the
set Fq (D) locally admits a foliation by complex g-dimensional submanifolds. [

We close this section by presenting a subfamily of ¢-plurisubharmonic func-
tions which arises naturally, but which has a trivial Shilov boundary.
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Remark 7.1.11 Let K be a convex body in C™ and let A be the family of upper
semi-continuous functions on K which are g-plurisubharmonic on the interior
of K. In view of Theorem the Shilov boundary S 4 for A exists. By the
local maximum principle in Proposition the Shilov boundary for A
is contained in the boundary of K. On the other hand, pick a point x in the
boundary of K. Then the characteristic function Xy, of the set {z} in K lies
in A and peaks at x. Hence, we have that the whole boundary of K coincides
with P4(K). Since the set of all peak points for A lies in the Shilov boundary
for A, we conclude that S4(K) = bK.

7.2 Shilov boundary and g-holomorphicity

We introduce new subfamilies of g-holomorphic functions. Most of the families
we will define are based on families which already appeared in the literature in
the study of the classical Shilov boundary.

Definition 7.2.1 Let g € {0,...,n—1} and K be a compact set in C". Denote
by int(K') the interior of K.

(1) We set A4(K) := Oy(int(K)) NC(K). In the case of ¢ = 0, we simply write
A(K) instead of Ag(K).

(2) A continuous function f on K lies in O4(K) if there exist an open neigh-
borhood U of K and a function F € O,(U) with F = fon K. If ¢ =0, it
is convenient to us that O(K) stands for Oy (K).

(3) By historical reasons [Ber31], the Shilov boundary for the family O(K) is
also called the Bergman boundary of K.

We are also interested in the Shilov boundary for the following subfamilies
of functions holomorphic on singular foliations.

Definition 7.2.2 Fix ¢ € {0,...,n— 1} and let H := {h; : U; — C%},c; be a
web of singular foliations of an open set €2 in C”.
(1) Weset A(H,K) := O(H,int(K)) NC(K).

(2) A function f belongs to the family O(H, K) if there are an open neighbor-
hood V of K and a function F € O(H',VNQ), where H' := {h;|VNU;}je,
such that ' = f on K.
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We have the following properties of the respective Shilov boundaries for this
new subfamilies of g-holomorphic functions.

Proposition 7.2.3 Let ¢ € {0,...,n — 1} and let K be a compact set in an
open set Q in C". Let H := {h; : U; — C}c; be a web of singular foliations
on Q. If B is any of the families from Definitions and or even one of
the families O, () or O(H, ), then the Shilov boundary for B exists and fulfills

Sp(K) = Pz (K). Moreover, we have the following scheme of inclusions:

So,o(E) < So,umE) € Sa,um)(K)
3 U 3 U 3 U
Som,a)(K) C Sowmr)(K) C Samk)(K)

Proof. The scheme of inclusions follows directly from the definition of the cor-
responding families and from Theorem

Let B be any of the families O4(Q), Oy (K), Aq(K), O(H,Q), O(H,K) or
A(H, K). Pick a function f € B and denote by By the uniform closure (in C(K))
of the algebra generated by f and and the family of holomorphic functions

O(C"). Now we set Bq := (J;c5 By Then it follows from Proposition |3.10.2
that By C EK for every f € B. Therefore,

BB, B and bs(K)=bgx(K) C bg,(K) C by (7.5)

Therefore, all the Shilov boundaries for B, B, and EK are the same. Since we
can apply Bishop’s theorem [6.4.2] to each uniform algebra By, Proposition [6.4.3]

and yield
S(K) = Sp,(K) = Pg,(K) € bg, (K) = ba(K).

Finally, the subsequent chain of contentions gives the remaining peak point
property Sp(K) = Pgr (K),

SB(K) = Sp (K) = PB.(K) - PEK(K) C SEK(K) = SB(K)

The following remark gives a relation between Shilov boundaries generated
by subfamilies of g-holomorphic and ¢-plurisubharmonic functions.
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Remark 7.2.4 (1) Let 2 be an open set in C™ and fix k € {0,1,...,00} and
q € {0,...,n —1}. Pick a function f € OF(Q) := Oy(Q) N C*(€). Then
by Proposition the function log|f| is ¢-plurisubharmonic on  and
belongs to C*(Q\ {f = 0}). Now consider the ¢, := max; /,, {log |f|, —m} for
m € N. In view of Lemma m it lies in C*(£2) and is g-plurisubharmonic on
the whole of Q. Moreover, the sequence {t,,}men decreases to log|f| on .
Thus, for every compact set K in € it holds that

— K 3 .
log |(’)§(Q)| C PS'HZ(Q) , and therefore  Sox(q)(K) C Spsk (@) (K).

(2) Let © be a Stein open set and K be a compact subset of Q. Assume that
h : Q — C? is a holomorphic mapping, where ¢ € {0,...,n — 1}. Then Theo-

rems [3.11.5] and [3.11.8] yield

Spsuon,a)(K) = So.a)(K) C So, o) (K)

If, in addition, K has a neighborhood basis of Stein open sets, then

Spsuon, iy (K) = Son,x)(K) C So, k) (K).

The following example is due to L. Aizenberg and can be found in his book
[Aiz93] or in Example 1 in §16.3 of Fuks’ book [Fuk65]. It shows that the Shilov
boundary for A(K) and the Bergman boundary of K may differ in general.

Example 7.2.5 Let D := {(z,w) € C* : 0 < |w| < 1, |2] < |w[~lelvl},
Observe that for m, k € N the function f,, x(z,w) :== w™™z* belongs to A(K).
Then the Shilov boundary for A(D) is the set {|jw| < 1, |z| = p(w)}, where
o(w) = |w|=1°8 1"l for 0 < |w| < 1 and ¢(0) := 0. On the other hand, by the
local modulus maximum principle for holomorphic functions, we derive that the
Bergman boundary of D is equal to {|z| = 1, |w| = 1}. Hence, 5’0(5) - SA(E)‘

As - a consequence, 13 general, it is impossige to approximate functions from
A(D) uniformly on D by functions from O(D).

In the case of smoothly bounded domains, it is interesting to describe the
Shilov and the Bergman boundaries for certain families of g-holomorphic func-
tions using strictly g-pseudoconvex boundary points of the given domain.

First studies in the case of ¢ = 0 were performed by H. J. Bremermann
in [Breb9)]. It was H. Rossi [Ros61] who proved the subsequent characterization
of the Bergman boundary.
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Theorem 7.2.6 Let D be a bounded domain in C" which is C2-smoothly
bounded and has a Stein neighborhood basis. Then the Bergman boundary
g@@) (D) coincides with the closure of the set of all strictly pseudoconvex
boundary points of D.

Remark 7.2.7 The previous theorem becomes false if we drop the assumption
on the domain to have a Stein neighborhood basis. A counterexample is given by
the so called worm domain which was created by K. Diederich and J. E. Fornaess
in [DE77]. More precisely, its topological boundary is exactly the closure of the
set, of all strictly pseudoconvex boundary points, whereas the Bergman boundary
is only a proper subset. Initially, the worm domain was created to provide an
example of a bounded pseudoconvex domain in C™ with smooth boundary which
does not admit a Stein neighborhood basis. But it turned out that it has more
interesting properties. For more details, we refer to the original article [DE77].

Another result for a wider class of holomorphic functions is due to P. Pflug
[PHI79] (see also a later article by R. Basener [BasTT]).

Theorem 7.2.8 Let D be a domain in C" with C*°-smooth boundary and let
k be a non-negative integer. Then the Shilov boundary of D for O(D) N C*(D)

coincides with the closure of the set of all strictly pseudoconvex boundary points
of D.

R. Basener examined the relation of the Shilov boundary of a smoothly
bounded open set for the family A,(D) (see Theorem 5 in [Bas7§|).

Theorem 7.2.9 Let q € {07 ...,n—1} and let D be a domain in C" with c?-
smooth boundary. Then SAQ(E)(D) is contained in the closure of S;(D), i.e.,
the set of all strictly g-pseudoconvex boundary points of D.

The (n—1)-Shilov boundaries for compact sets are all trivial due to the fol-
lowing remark.

Remark 7.2.10 Consider the following function f derived from Example 5 in
[Bas76]. It is (n—1)-holomorphic on C™\ {0} and has an isolated non-removable
singularity at the origin,
A4+,

2112 + ... + |zn]?”

f(2)

To see this, notice that f is holomorphic in one variable after taking the holo-
morphic change of coordinates on {z € C" : z; # 0} given by w; = z; and
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w; = 2;/2j, if j # 4. Now let p be a boundary point of a compact set K in
C™ and let (pg)ren be a sequence of points p, ¢ K which converges to p out-
side K. For k € N consider the function fi(z) := f(z — pr). Of course, it is
(n — 1)-holomorphic on C™ \ {pi}. Now if n tends to +oo, the absolute values
| fx(p)| tend to +o0o. Hence, for every small enough neighborhood U of p there
is an index k£ € N such that U contains p; and |fi| attains its maximum on
K only inside the set U N K. By the definition of the Shilov boundary, the
set U intersects So, ,(x)(K). Since U is an arbitrary small neighborhood of
p, the point p itself belongs to 5‘(%71( &) (K). Therefore, the whole boundary
bK of K is contained in San x)(K). Finally, the local maximum modulus

principle [3.10.4) and Remark (1) imply that
80,116 (K) = Spswu,,_, 1) (K) = bK.

7.3 Lower dimensional ¢-Shilov boundaries

In the next two statements, we compare the Shilov boundary for subfamilies of
functions r-plurisubharmonic and holomorphic on singular foliations to lower
dimensional g-Shilov boundaries.

Proposition 7.3.1 Let 2 be an open set in C" and K be a compact set in (2.
Fix two integers r € Ng and g € {1,...,n—1}. If h : Q — C9 is a holomorphic
mapping and A = h=1(c) for some c € h(€2), then

Spsi, () (K) NA = Spsy, a)(K N A) (7.6)

and Sps, (i) K) N A = Spsy, (xnay (K NA). (7.7)

Proof. We show the first identity . Observe that K N A is non-empty if
and only if S’])S’}.LT(}L7Q)(K) N A is non-empty. Indeed, assume that K N A is not
empty, but A does not intersect Sy := S’pSHT(}hQ) (K). Define the function X 4
to be identically zero on A and —oo on Q\ A. It is easy to see that X4 belongs
to PSH,(h,Q). Since Sy is contained in Q \ A, the function X, attains its
maximum inside K N A, but not in Sy. This is a contradiction to the definition
of the Shilov boundary for the family PSH,.(h,Q) in K. The other direction is
obvious, since Sy is a non-empty subset of K due to Proposition [7.2.3]
We continue by proving the contention

Sps, () (K NA) C Spsy, na)(K)NA.
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To see this, recall that Sy = S’PSHT(}LVQ) (K'). We have to show that

II?%(@[; = max v for every ¥ € PSH,.(A).
Fix a function ¢ € PSH,(A) and extend it by —oo into the whole of . We
denote this extension by W 4. Then ¥ 4 belongs obviously to PSH,.(h, ). More-
over, we have that

max max ¥, = max¥V,4 = max
KﬁAw K So SoﬂAw

By the definition it means that Sy N A is a boundary for the family PSH,.(A)
in KNA, so § 5
Spsw,.(a) (K NA) C Spsy,(na)(K)NA

In order to verify the other inclusion, take a point p € Ppgsy, (n,0)(K) N A. By
the definition, there is a peak function ¢ in PSH,(h, ) with ¢ (p) > 1(z) for
every z € K \ {p}. Since the restricted function ¢ := 1| A lies in PSH,(A), we
obtain that p is also a peak point for PSH,(A). In view of Proposition
we deduce that

Sps,(nay(K)NA = Ppsy, o (E)NA
C  Ppsu,(a)(KNA)=Spsy,a)(KNA).

By the precedent discussion, we obtain the first identity .

It remains to show the second identity (|7.7). But this is an immediate conse-
quence of the identity (7.6] . and Proposmc&. since PSH,.(h, K) is the
union of all families PSH,.(h, V), where V varies among all open neighborhoods
V of K, and PSH,(K N A) is the union of all sets PSH,.(U) with U varying
among all open neighborhoods U of K N A in A. O

We obtain similar results for certain subfamilies of g-holomorphic functions.
Its proof is similar to the previous one.

Proposition 7.3.2 Fix an integer ¢ € {1,...,n — 1}. Let Q be a Stein open
neighborhood of a compact set K in C™ and let h : Q — C4% be a holomorphic
mapping. Set A := h~1(c) for some fixed ¢ € h(Q2). Then

Som,a)(K) NA= So (K N A). (7.8)
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If, moreover, the set K has a Stein neighborhood basis, then
Somx)(K) N A= S5okna (K NA). (7.9)

Proof. We show the identity . Therefor, we set Sy := S@(h@) (K). Given
n € N and ¢ € h(Q2) from above, we also define X 4 , := 1/(1 +nllh — ¢||3). It is
obvious that X 4 ,, belongs to O(h, ) and that the sequence (X4 ,,)nen decreases
to the characteristic function X4 of A in Q as n tends to infinity.

Now observe that K N A is non-empty if and only if Sy N A is non-empty.
Indeed, assume that K N A is non-empty, but A does not intersect Sy. Then for
large enough integer n € N, we can arrange that

Xanllx > IXanllkna > [Xanlls,-

This inequality contradicts the definition of the Shilov boundary for the family
O(h,Q) in K. Hence, A meets Sy. The other direction is obvious, because
S(g(;hg) (K) is a non-empty subset of K due to Proposition

We proceed by showing that S’O(A)(K N A) lies in So(h@)(K) N A, so that
we need to verify that || f||xna = ||f|lsona for every function f € O(A). Pick
an arbitrary holomorphic function f on A and denote by F' its holomorphic
extension to the whole of Q (see Theorem [3.11.4). We set Fy, := F-Xa . Then
it is easy to see that F;, belongs to O(h, ). Since Sy = So(,0)(K), we conclude
that

[fllxna = lim [[Fflx = lim [[Fy s, = [1fllsona-
n—oQ n— oo

Now we verify the other inclusion of ([7.8)). Observe that the uniform closure

O(h, Q)K in C(K) forms a uniform subalgebras of C(K), so that we obtain by
Proposition that

Som.a)(K) = S‘mK (K) = Py (K).

Take a point p € me (K)N A. Then there is a peak function f in O(h, Q)K

such that S(f) ={z € K :||fllx =|f(2)|} = {p}. Since p € A, it is easy to see

that f|A belongs to the family (A)[mA and peaks at p in K N A. Thus,

PmK(K)ﬂA C PmeA(KﬁA).

Then Proposition yields

So(h@)(K)ﬂA C SmeA(KﬂA) = S@(A)(KQA).
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Hence, we obtain the identity .

The final identity follows now from Proposition and the facts
that O(h, K) is the union of all families O(h, V'), where V varies among all
Stein open neighborhoods of K in C”, and that O(K N A) is the collection of
all functions from the families O(U) with U varying among all neighborhoods
Uof KNAin A. O

7.4 Shilov boundary of g-th order

We recall the definition of g-th order Shilov boundary introduced by R. Basener.
We use the same terminology as him in [Bas78|. Our aim is to compare this
generalized Shilov boundary to the previously defined g-Shilov boundaries.

Definition 7.4.1 Let A be a uniform algebra of continuous functions on a
compact set K in C". Fix an integer ¢ € {0,...,n—1}.

(1) For a finite subset S of A denote by #S the number of elements of S and
define the set

V(S) =Vk(S):={2€ K: f(z) =0 for every f € S}
and the family A|V(S) := {f|V(S): f € A}

(2) A closed subset I' of K is called a g-th order boundary for A if for every
finite subset S of A with 45 < ¢ and f € A it holds that

I fllcav sy = [1fllvis)-

(3) The g-th order Shilov boundary or Shilov boundary of q-th order for A is
given by

0pA = | Suv(s)(V(9)).

SCA
#S<gq

Of course, 0,A is the smallest ¢-th order boundary for A.

(4) Let S be a finite subset of A with S = k. For I = (i1,...,4) and |I| =
i1 + ...+ 1 we also define the set

A(?) Z:{Zg[?il---?zki gIEA, ‘]01,...,‘}"]6657 £<+OO}

1<t
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The family A(S) allows another interpretation of the ¢g-th order boundaries
(see Theorem 3 in [Bas78]).

Theorem 7.4.2 A closed subset I of a compact set K in C" is a ¢-th order
boundary for A if and only if for every S in A with §S < q the set I' is an

A(S)-boundary in K in our sense, i.e., I' € b 45 (K).

Basener already studied the relation between the ¢-th order Shilov boundary
and the g-Shilov boundaries. We extend his results by the following list.

Theorem 7.4.3 Let K be a compact set in C" and ¢ € {0,...,n — 1}.
(1) We have that 0,A(K) C S'Aq(K)(K).
(2) It also holds that 9,0(K) C So, () (K)
(3) Let Q be a Stein neighborhood of K and set H := O(),CY). Then
9O|K = Souma)(K).
where O(Q)|K = {f|K : f € O(Q)}.

(4) Assume that K has a Stein neighborhood basis. Let H = {h;};cs be
the family of all holomorphic mappings h; : ; — C4, where Q; is some
neighborhood of K. Then

0,0(K) = So(m,x)(K).

Proof. (1) This inclusion is Theorem 4 in [Bas78|. Anway, we present another
proof using our techniques. Let S = {f1,..., fx} be a subset of A(K) with

1S = k < g and pick a function F' € A(K)(S). Then there are an integer ¢ > 0
and a family g = (g1)|71<¢ of functions gr € A(K) such that

F= Z grfy i
[1<e

Now consider the function

PG, wg) = D G W

1<t

where ¢ = ((r)|7/<¢ are complex coordinates in an appropriate CN. According
to Example |3.10.3 (3), this function h is k-holomorphic on CN*+¥. Therefore,
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in view of Proposition |3.10.2 the composed function F' = ho (g, f1,..., fx)

belongs to Ag(K). This shows that A(K)(S) is a subset of Ay(K). Thus,
Theorem and Proposition [3.10.2 yield

0,AK) = () Sacxys) C Say)(K)
SCA(K)
#S<gq

(2) This inclusion can be shown in exactly the same way as the inclusion in
by replacing A4(K) by Og(K) and A(K) by O(K).

(3) Given an integer k € {0,...,q}, define H;, := O(Q,C*). Then we easily
verify that

U O(h,Q) =0(H,Q), hence | ] Som.a)(K) = Sowa)(K) (7.10)

k<q k<q
heHy, heHy,

due to Proposition For a subset S of C(2) define also the set
Va(S) :={z2€Q: f(z) =0 for every f € S}.
and notice the identity
Vi (S) =Va(S)N K. (7.11)

Now the equality in [(3)| follows from the subsequent chain of identities:

Def. [[41] 3
9,0(Q)|K = U So@mis) (Ve (9))
SCO(Q)|K
15<q

U Sowvas) (ENVa(S))

SCo(Q)
#S<q

(7.11)

T U Sovas)) (K NVa(S))

SCO(Q)
#1S<q

Prop, [F37 U U U Soma(E)nh=(c)

k<q h€Hj ceCk

= U U Some (&)

k<q h€H
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(4) Notice that if K has a Stein neighborhood basis, we can assume without loss
of generality that for every j € J the holomorphic mapping h; € H is defined
on a Stein open neighborhood ; of K. Then the identity in follows by the
same arguments as in the proof of |

7.5 Real and ¢g-complex points

In [By&81], S. N. Bychkov gives a geometric characterization of the Shilov bound-
ary of bounded convex domains D in C™. Our goal in this section is to generalize
his result to g-Shilov boundaries (see Theorem. First, we recall some def-
initions from convexity theory given in Bychkov’s article [By¢81] which extend
Definition 2.1.1] We also mainly use his notations.

Definition & Remark 7.5.1 Let K be a convex body in C”, i.e., a compact
convex set with non-empty interior.

(1) A subset of the boundary bK which results from an intersection of K with
supporting hyperplanes is called a face of K. A face is again a lower di-
mensional convex set. The empty set and K itself are also considered to be
faces. A face of a face of K does not need to be a face of K. The intersection
of arbitrarily many faces of K is again a face of K.

(2) Given a convex body K, there is a unique minimal face Fy := Fyin(p, K) of
Fp := K in the boundary of K containing the point p. It can be defined as
the intersection of K and all supporting hyperplanes for K at p. Now there
are two options for p: either it is an inner point of the convex body F} or it
lies in the boundary of F;. In the second case, the point p might again lie
either in the interior of the minimal face Fy := Fuin(p, F1) of Fy or in the
boundary of F. Inductively, we obtain a finite sequence (F});—o,... j(p) Of
convex bodies F; in K of dimension m; such that F;11 := Fnin(p, F;) D F
for each j € {0,...,j(p) — 1} and such that either, if m;,) > 0, the point p
is an interior point of Fj,y, or, if m;(,y = 0, the minimal face F}(,) consists
only of the point p.
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(3) The convex body F,(K) := Fj will be called the face essentially con-
taining p. It is contained in a plane E,(K) of dimension m;, satisfying
Ejp) VK = Fip)-

We will give a simple example of a sequence of minimal faces.

Example 7.5.2 Let A := A;(0) be the unit disc in R? and consider the set
K = AU([~1,1] x [-1,0]). It is a convex body in R2. The plane 7; = {1} xR
is the only supporting hyperplane of K at p = (1,0) in R?. Thus, the minimal
face of K containing p is the segment F; = 73 N K = {1} x [—1,0]. The point
p lies in the boundary of Fy in {1} x R. Then the set mo = {1} is the only
supporting hyperplane of F; at p in {1} x R. Hence, the minimal face of F;
having p inside is the set Fy = my N K = {p}. Therefore, the face essentially
containing p is the set Fy = {1}.

In the following, let D be always a bounded convex domain in C™.
Definition 7.5.3 Let p be a boundary point of D.
(1) Denote by ES(D) the largest complex plane in E,(D) containing p.
(2) We define v(p) := dimc Ej (D).

(3) If v(p) = 0, then E,(D) is totally real and we say that the boundary point
p is real.

(4) The symbol II,,(D) denotes the set of all complex planes 7 in C™ such that
there exists a domain G C C" with p e GNw C bD.

(5) If I, (D) # {p}, then p is called complez.
We restate Lemma 2.5 in [By¢81] and its important corollary.

Lemma 7.5.4 If [ C bD is an open segment containing p € bD, then I lies in

the face F,,(D) essentially containing p.
The previous lemma permits to classify the boundary points of D.
Corollary 7.5.5 A boundary point p € bD is either real or complex.

From this we can derive further consequences.

Corollary 7.5.6 If p € bD is complex, then ES(D) € I1,(D).
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Proof. Since p is complex, it cannot be real due to the previous Corollary [7.5.5
Thus, EE (D) is not empty and the face essentially containing p cannot be a
single point. Then p is an inner point of the convex body F,(D) in E,(D).
Hence, there is an open ball B’ with center p inside F,(D), and we can find an
open ball B in C" with center p such that BN E,(D) = B’. Then we obtain
that

pEE,(D)NB C E,(D)NB=DB" C F,(D) C bD.
Thus, it follows from the definition that ES (D) lies in II,(D). O

Another consequence of Lemma is that Eg (D) is maximal in IT,,(D).
Corollary 7.5.7 If w € I,(D), then  lies in Ef (D).

Proof.  Let G be an open neighborhood of p in C" such that p € GNm C bD.
It follows from Lemma that G N7 lies in F},(D). Since G N7 is open in T,

we have that 7 is contained in FE,(D). Since 7 is a complex plane containing p
and Ef(D) is the largest complex plane inside E, (D), we conclude that 7 lies

in E;C (D). O

We specify complex points in the following way.

Definition & Remark 7.5.8 Let p be a complex boundary point of D and
ge{l,...,n—1}.

(1) The point p is called g-complex if v(p) = dim¢ Eg(ﬁ) >q.

(2) The Corollaries and yield the following characterization of g-
complex points: A boundary point p in bD is g-complex if and only if there
is a domain G in C™ and a complex plane of dimension at least ¢ such that
peGNm CbD.

The next lemma asserts that a complex point p is a lower dimensional real
point.

Lemma 7.5.9 Let p be a complex point in bD. Let m be a complex affine plane
of codimension v(p) such that Eg(D) Nm = {p}. Then p is a real boundary

point of D N .
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Proof. 1f v(p) = n—1, the statement is obviously true, since every boundary
point of D N7 is real.

Suppose that v(p) < n—2 and that the statement is false. Then by Corol-
lary the point p is a complex boundary point of D N 7. According to the
definition, there exist a domain G C C" and a complex line L in 7 € II,(D)
such that p € GNL C bD. By Corollary the line L lies in Eg(ﬁ). But
since ES (D) Nm = {p} and L C , it follows that . = {p}, which is absurd.

Hence, p has to be a real boundary point of D N . O

7.6 ¢-Shilov boundaries of convex sets

We recall one of the main results of Bychkov’s article [By¢81]. Unless otherwise
stated, each Shilov boundary considered in this section is a Shilov boundary
of the closure of a convex bounded domain D in C". Recall that A(D) is the
family of all holomorphic functions on D which extend to a continuous function
on D.

Theorem 7.6.1 (Bychkov, 1981) A boundary point p € bD does not belong
to SA(ﬁ) if and only if there exists a neighborhood U of p in bD such that U
consists only of complex points.

We introduce the subfamily of holomorphic functions on a regular foliation
by complex planes.

Definition & Remark 7.6.2 Let ¢ € {0,...,n — 1} be an integer and let
H := Hom¢(C",CY) be the family of all C-linear mappings from C™ to C9.

(1) We set Ab™(D) := A(H, K) and O2™(D) := O(H, K).
(2) For ¢ = 0 we have that O}°™(D) = O(D) and AL°™(D) = A(D).

(3) Since D is bounded and convex, we easily derive that Ay(D) = Oy(D) and
Abem(D) = Op™(D).

We generalize the important Proposition 2.6 in [By¢81] which states that a
real boundary point always lies in the Shilov boundary for the family A(D).

Proposition 7.6.3 If p € bD, then p € Sohom (D)

v(p)
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Proof. By Corollary the point p is either real or complex. If p is real,
then by Proposition 2.6 in [By¢81] and Remark we have that

If p is complex, then there are a domain G and a v(p)-dimensional complex plane
m such that p € GN7w C bD. Let L be a complex affine plane of codimension
v(p) such that 7 N L = {p} and let h : C* — C*®) be a C-linear mapping with
L = {h = 0}. In view of Lemma the point p is a real boundary point
of the convex body D N L. Then we conclude by Proposition 2.6 in [By&81],
Remark [7.6.2] and Proposition [7.3.2] that

P € Sy (PN L) = Somnry (D NL) € Sop5) € SO};?;;;@)-

As a first consequence, we obtain a characterization of the (n — 1)-Shilov
boundaries.

Corollary 7.6.4 The Shilov boundaries for the families O2°% (D), O,,_1(D)

n—1

and PSH,,_1(D) coincide with the topological boundary of D, i.e.,

Sotm @) = d0, @) = Fps. (D) = bD-

Proof. 1If p € bD, then p is real or complex and 0 < v(p) < n — 1. Thus, the
Propositions |7.6.3} [7.2.3] and [3.3.2] (10) imply that

P € Sonom (D) C Sorom (D) © Y0,_4(D) © psu,_.®) © bD-

We will need the following lemma.

Lemma 7.6.5 Let p € bD and q € {0,...,n — 2}. If there exists an analytic
subset in bD which contains p and has minimal dimension at least q+1, then p
is not a peak point for the family PSH (D). In particular, no (¢ + 1)-complex
point belongs to P, SH,(D)"
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Proof. This follows immediately from the local maximum principle for ¢-pluri-
subharmonic functions on analytic sets (see Proposition|3.8.5)) and the definition
of (¢ 4+ 1)-complex points. O

We will need another specification of complex points.

Definition 7.6.6 For ¢ € {1,...,n—1} denote by I';(D) the relative interior
of the set of all g-complex boundary points of D in bD.

We are now able to generalize Bychkov’s theorem.

Theorem 7.6.7 Let g € {0,...,n —2}. Then

Soyen D) = 50,0) = Spsu,m) = PP\ L1 (D).

Proof. Ifpe bD\Sogom(ﬁ), then there is a neighborhood U of p in bD such that
Un Sogom(ﬁ) = (). Thus, if w € U, then v(w) > ¢+ 1 due to Proposition
This means that U consists only of (g—i— 1)-complex points. Hence, p € I'y41(D),
and therefore bD \ T'y41(D) lies in Sogom(ﬁ)'

On the other hand, if there is a neighborhood U of p in bD such that U

contains only (¢ + 1)-complex points, then we know by Lemma that the
intersection U N Py, SH,(D) is empty. This implies that p ¢ P SH,(D)" Since, by

Proposition the latter set coincides with Sp SH, (D) We obtain the inclusion

Finally, the statements of Proposition (2) and Remark complete the
proof. O

Now we give an interesting consequence of the previous theorem related to
analytic sets inside the boundary of D.

Remark 7.6.8 Given an integer ¢ € {1,...,n — 1}, let F;‘(b) be the set of
all boundary points p of D such that there exists a neighborhood U of p in bD
with the following property: for each point z € U there is an analytic subset of
U which contains z and has minimal dimension at least g. Then

Iy/(D) =T4(D).
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Indeed, the inclusion I'y(D) C F;;‘(ﬁ) follows directly from the definition of
these two sets and the definition of g-complex points. Now let p € F?(ﬁ).
Then Lemma and Proposition imply that p ¢ S’P SHy_1(D)" Thus, we
derive from Theorem that p is contained in I'y(D). This shows the other

inclusion.

We study the analytic structure of the g-Shilov boundaries.

Proposition 7.6.9 Let D be a bounded convex domain in C". Fix an integer
g€ {l,...,n—1} and assume that {z € bD : v(z) > q+ 1} is a non-empty open
subset of bD. Then the following open part

Fy(D) := intyp (SPSHq(B) \ SPSH(I,l(ﬁ))

of the Shilov boundary for PSH,(D) in bD locally admits a foliation by complex
g-dimensional planes in the following sense: for every point p in }"q(ﬁ) there
exists a neighborhood U of p in bD such that for each z € U there is a domain
G, in C" and a unique complex g-dimensional plane 7, with z € 7, NG, C U.
In the special case ¢ = n—1, these complex (hyper-)planes are aligned parallelly.

Proof. We set T, := (). By Theorem and by Corollary we have that
Fo(D) = Ty(D)\ Tgy1(D). Since the set {z € bD : v(z) > q+ 1} is open, it
coincides with I'yq1(D). Thus,

Fo(D)=T4(D)\{z €bD :v(z) > g+ 1}.

Now if p is an arbitrary point from JF,(D), then there is a neighborhood W
of p in F,(D) such that v(z) = g for every point z € W. Hence, the open set
F,(D) consists only of ezactly q-complex points. Then Corollariesand
imply existence and uniqueness of an open part of a complex g-dimensional plane
7, = ES(D) containing z and lying in U.

In the special case of ¢ = n — 1, the set F,,_1(D) is a convex hypersurface
foliated by complex hyperplanes. By a result of V. K. Beloshapka and Bychkov
in [BB86], they have to be aligned parallelly. O

We give an example of a convex domain D in C? such that the part F; (D)
does not admit a foliation in the sense of the previous theorem when we drop
the assumption on {z € bD : v(z) > 2} to be open in bD.
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Example 7.6.10 Consider the domain G in C x R given by
G={(x+iy,u) eCxR:z?+ (1 —y*u® < (1 —y?), |yl < 1}.

It is easy to compute that the function h(y,u) := /(1 — y2)(1 — u?) is concave
on [—1,1]2. Since G is the intersection of the sublevel set {z < h(y,u)} of the
concave function h and the superlevel set {z > —h(y,u)} of the convex function
—h over [—1,1]?, it is convex in C x R due to Proposition Moreover, the
boundary of G contains the flat parts {£i} x (=1,1) and {0} x (=1,1) x {£1},
whereas the rest of the boundary consists of strictly conver points. By putting
D := G x (—1,1)3 we obtain a convex domain D in C? such that

{z€bD:v(z) > 2} = {#i} x (—1,1)%

and T'1(D) is the whole boundary of D. In particular, I'y(D) is empty. Thus,

the boundary points z in bD with v(z) > 2 lie in 'y (D), but there is no unique
foliation by complex one-dimensional planes near these points.

We give some estimates on the Hausdorff dimension of the Shilov boundary
for g-plurisubharmonic functions on convex bodies. First, we recall the notion
of the Hausdorff dimension.

Definition 7.6.11 Let (X, d) be a metric space.
(1) For a subset U of X denote by diam(U) the diameter of U, i.e.,
diam(U) := sup{d(z,y) : z,y € U}.

(2) Given a subset F of X and positive numbers s and € we set

H?(E) := inf {Z diam(U;)* : E C | JU;, diam(U;) <e Vi€ N} .
i=1 i=1

The s-dimensional Hausdorff measure is then defined by

H*(F) := lim H(E).

e—0
(3) For every subset E of X there is a number sg € [0, +00] such that
H?(E) = o0 for s € (0,s9) and H?*(E) =0 for s € (sg,00).

The number dimy E := sq is called the Hausdorff (or metric) dimension
of E.
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The next statement can be found in, e.g., [Fal03|, Corollary 7.12.

Proposition 7.6.12 Let I be an m-dimensional cube in R™, J be an n-dimen-
sional cube in R™ and F' be a subset of I x J. For a given point x € I consider the
slice F, := FN({z} x J). If dimg F, > « for every x € I, then dimyg F > a+m.

Bychkov showed in [By¢81] that the Hausdor{f dimension of the Shilov bound-
ary of a convex body in C? is not less than 2. We partially generalize this result.

Theorem 7.6.13 Let D be a convex bounded domain in C™ and fix an integer
g € {0,...,n —2}. Suppose that there are a constant « > 0 and a collection
{m;}jes of disjoint parallel complex affine planes in C" satisfying the following
properties:

e The union U m; is open and intersects D.
jeJ
e For every j € J it holds that dimp S(’)(Bmwj)(ﬁﬁ ) > a.
Then we obtain the estimate
dimp So, (D) > o+ 2q. (7.12)
In particular, dimg Son_g(ﬁ) (D) > 2n — 2.

Proof. By the assumptions made on {m;};cs, we can find a C-linear mapping
h:C" — C? and a collection {c¢;};es of points ¢; in C? with m; = {h = ¢;} for
every j € J. Then by Propositions [7.3.2] and [7.2.3] we have that

Uso(ﬁmwj)(ﬁﬁﬁﬂ - So(hf)(ﬁ) - So{;om(ﬁ)(ﬁ) - SOQ(E)(D)~
jeJ

Hence, it follows from Proposition [7.6.12| that dimy Soq(ﬁ) (D) > a +2q.
Now consider the case ¢ = n — 2. It was shown in Theorem 3.1 in [By¢81]
that dimpg So(ﬁﬂﬂ)(D N ) > 2 for every complex two dimensional affine plane

7 such that 7N D # (. Hence, in view of the inequality (7.12)) we conclude that

dimg Sy, 5y(D) > 2+2(n —2) =2n 2.
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To show that the Hausdorff dimension of S A(D) is not less than two if D €

C? is a convex domain, Bychkov used that I';(D) admits a local foliation by
complex lines which are aligned parallelly to each other. More general, if a
convex hypersurface (i.e., an open part of the boundary of a convex body) is
foliated by complex hyperplanes, then, due to a result of V. K. Beloshapka and
Bychkov in [BB86|, they are always parallel to each other. Especially, this holds
for the open set I',,_1 (D), provided it is not empty (compare Theorem .

The following example in [NT12| shows that, in general, this result fails for
lower dimensional complex foliations.

Example 7.6.14 Consider the function g(z) = (Rezz)? — (Rez;)(Rez3) for z €
C3. Then the set D := {z € C?: Re(z1) > 0, 0(2) < 0} is convex, and an open
part of its boundary is foliated by a real 3-dimensional parameter family of open
parts of non-parallel complex lines of the form

{(a®¢ +ib,aC +ic,(),C € C}, a,b,c €R.
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