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Abstract

We define, for a compact subset K of complex Euclidean space containing the origin,
the so-called Borel map (at the origin). We discuss its properties in detail and state, in
the case when K is subanalytic, two conjectures relating the injectivity and surjectivity
of the Borel map with properties of the polynomial hull of K. We give strong evidence
for the validity of the conjectures (e.g. the open mapping property) and show that they
are true when K is convex.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we introduce the Borel map of a compact set K C C™ and discuss
it in detail for convex compact subanalytic sets. The idea behind the Borel map is
simple: While the Banach algebra A(K) is a well known flexible tool it does not
help us to recognize whether or not the polynomially convex hull K has an analytic
structure. A natural hope is that if one looks at the more restrictive Fréchet algebra
A% (K) (consisting of limits of polynomials together with their derivatives of every
order), then this algebra might encode more information. On the level of characters,
the spectrum of A°°(K) is again K, but the algebra naturally supports higher order
derivations.

The Borel map bg is designed to make this idea precise: By mapping a uniform
limit in all derivatives on K to the formal power series consisting of the evaluation
of these derivatives at a point (which we assume to be the origin for ease of nota-
tion), it connects local information about the existence of varieties in K with partial
convergence properties of these formal power series.

The subanalyticity assumption on K is designed to exclude pathological examples
in the spirit of tame topology: We willingly exchange the myriad of distinct geometric,
metric, and topological assumptions we would need to satisfy for the validity of our
theorems with one class of nice sets which furthermore has the property that it is stable
under projections (which will be crucial for our purposes).

We think that the Borel map is a powerful tool to help with the analysis of questions
related not only to the existence of complex structure in certain types of hulls, but also to
shed light on the connections between themes like open mapping, maximum modulus,
and peaking, and we try to highlight its role for these questions throughout the paper.

The convexity assumption helps us considerably to simplify the geometry (in par-
ticular, of the boundary of K ) with a certain stratification, while the subanalyticity
assumption is crucial for the analysis we carry out. Restricting ourselves to a tame
topological situation opens the door to the use of relative peaking functions associated
with the stratification of the convex set we construct, and we are able to exploit the
curvature of the boundary even at limit points of varieties contained in it.

Our first Theorem shows that a purely algebraic property of the Borel map implies
an Open Mapping Property.

Theorem 1 Let K C C™ be compact and connected, 0 € K, and assume that K
is polynomially convex and subanalytic. Assume also that bk is injective. If h €
O(K) \ {0} vanishes at the origin then h(K) is a neighborhood of the origin in the
complex plane.

In the presence of some weak curvature of K, injectivity of the Borel map happens
only in the interior of K.

Theorem2 Let K C C™ be compact, connected and subanalytic and assume 0 €
K. Assume that for every p € 0K there exists an fP) e O(K) \ {0} such that
Re f(P|x < 0 and fP(p) = 0. If bg is injective then K is a neighborhood of
the origin. In particular, if K C C™ is compact, convex, subanalytic with nonempty
interior, and if the Borel map of K is injective, then 0 € K°.
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We then discuss in detail a model case, namely polyhedra in C”, where we are able
to give a complete description of injectivity and surjectivity of the Borel map.

Theorem 3 Let K be a polyhedron in C™ and assume that O € K. Then:

(1) If bk is injective then 0 € K°;
(2) Assume that 0 € 0K.

(a) If O is a vertex of K then by is surjective;

(b) If O belongs to the interior of a, a q-face of K, ¢ > 1, and if E is the real
subspace of C™ which contains a then b is surjective if and only if E is totally
real.

Actually, injectivity and surjectivity of the Borel map are mutually exclusive as
long as K is not a singleton. In our discussion of polyhedra, we are able to show
substantially more, as the directions of the complex subspaces E€ = E NiE in K are
exactly those variables in which “partial” Borel maps are not surjective (but rather,
injective). We refer the reader to the discussion in section 5 for the details.

For general convex subanalytic sets we obtain the following theorem characterizing
surjectivity of the Borel map in terms of varieties in K passing through the origin. It
requires us to restrict K to a compact neighbourhood of the origin, but this is a natural
localization as its conclusion is purely local.

Theorem 4 Assume that K is subanalytic and convex. Then there exists a (compact)
neighbourhood U of the origin such that the Borel map bgny is surjective if and only
if K does not contain a germ of complex line passing through 0.

This result gives some evidence that the following conjecture must be true (cf. also
Proposition 4 below).

Conjecture 1 Let K be a subanalytic compact subset in C™, with 0 € K. The (local)
Borel map at the origin is surjective if and only if there is no nontrivial analytic disc
through the origin and contained in K.

Let us discuss our main motivation for studying the Borel map in this general context.
We are moslty interested in locally integrable structures and their solutions. A locally
integrable structure consists of a smooth manifold €2 together with a smooth subbundle
VY C CT2 having the property that, if we denote by m the corank of V, then V- is
locally generated, near each point of M, by the differentials of m smooth functions.
We also recall that a smooth solution for V is a smooth function whose differential is
a section of V.

In order to state the Baouendi-Treves approximation theorem [1] we observe that,
given any point p € €2, we can find an open neighborhood U of p, smooth solu-
tions Zi,..., Z;, defined on U and pairwise, commuting complex vector fields
My, ..., M, also defined on U such that (i) dZy,...,dZ, span Y&y and (i)
dZ;(My) =6k, j,k=1...,m.

We write Z : U — C", Z = (Zy, ..., Zy), and there is no loss of generality
assuming that Z(p) = 0. The Baouendi-Treves theorem gives the existence of a
compact neighborhood K C U of p for which the following holds: given a smooth
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solution u on U there is a sequence of holomorphic polynomials {p;(z)} in C” such
that {(9% p;)(Z)} converges uniformly to M*u on K, for every o € Z.

In particular it follows that there are 1, € C(Z(K)) such that M*u = uy o (Z|g)
and that the formal power series u = ), u, X% belongs to A*(Z(K)). In other
words, solutions in U can be represented, over K, by elements in A>°(Z(K)), and this
association is an algebra homomorphism.

Now, one of the natural questions about solutions of such locally integrable struc-
tures is whether or not they are uniquely determined: Are two (germs of) smooth
solutions which agree to infinite order at a point actually the same? At present, the
only examples for which unique determination holds are hypocomplex structures intro-
duced in [2]. We recall that, under the notation just established, V' is hypocomplex at
p if any distributional solution near p is of the form H o Z, where H is holomorphic
near the origin in C™. The Borel map allows us to investigate the converse to this
question, at least in the real-analytic case: If unique determination holds, is the struc-
ture hypocomplex? This is indeed so when m = 1 or when the structure is in so-called
“tube form” (cf. [3] for more details). We also refer the reader to [4] for a discussion
of the Borel map in locally integrable structures from a more intrinsic point of view.
While the present work does not give a complete answer to this question, it highlights
a number of interesting properties which point into this direction.

Being more precise, when the functions Z; are real-analytic and K is subanalytic
(which certainly we can assume) then Z(K) is subanalytic, and Theorem 5.2 in [4]
shows that our question has a positive answer if one can the prove following conjecture:

Conjecture 2 Let K be a subanalytic compact subset in C™, with 0 € K. The Borel
map at the origin is injective if and only if the origin belongs to the interior of K.

Needless to add this conjecture is in accordance with the open mapping property and
also that both conjectures 1 and 2 are verified when K is a polyhedron (cf. Theorem 3).
The paper is organized as follows. We give definitions and explore some structural
properties of our algebras in Sect. 2. We then discuss the open mapping property in
Sect. 3. Surjectivity of the Borel map is characterized in functional analytic terms in
Sect. 4, followed by the proofs of Theorem 3 in Sect. 5 and of Theorem 4 in Sect. 6.

2 Preliminaries
2.1 The algebra A*° (K; L)

In what follows we denote by F,, the space C[ X1, ..., X,;] of formal power series
in m variables endowed with its natural structure of a (local) Fréchet algebra with
topology defined by the semi-norms

S = Z ag X% — qn(6) = Z lag|.

m
acZl} la|<n

Let K € C™ be a nonempty compact subset of C”, and denote by C(K; F,;)) =
C(K)[X1, ..., Xp] the Fréchet algebra whose topology is defined by the semi-norms
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paw) = Y suplugl. ne€Zi, u= Y uyX* e C(K: Fp).

lal<n K aeZl

We let L be another compact subset of C™, K C L, and denote by A (K; L) the
closure in C(K; F;,;) of the subalgebra

C(
HK; L) = {f:f=) =% @Dl X* € C(K; Fp), feO(L)
acZl a!
We note that the map yx.1: O(L) — H(K; L), y(f) =, is an algebra isomor-

phism if L is connected and also that A°°(K; L) = (closure of the range of yx 1) is a
closed subalgebra of C(K; F,) and hence a Fréchet algebra itself.

Example 1 We recall that the algebras A°°(K) and M*°(K) are defined by

A®(K) =C[X]lg, M™(K)= {f|K f= E € R(X),qg #0on K}

the closures taken in C(K; ). These algebras appear in the present context as
follows: we have A (K ; K) A%®(K) and A®(K; K) = M*(K), where K (resp.
K) denotes the polynomial (resp. rational) hull of K . In order to prove both statements
we rely on Stolzenberg [5] (based on the fundamental work [6] by K. Oka). Noticing

that ;()\ — K and K = K statements (A.2) and (A.3) in [5, p. 283] give the following
property:

e There is a fundamental system {U} of Stein open neighborhoods of K (resp. K)

such that the following is true: given j € Z and f € O(U;) there is a sequence

{ fr} of holomorphic polynomials (resp. rational functions) such that fy — f
uniformly over the compact subsets of U.

Cauchy’s estimates show that the convergence is actually uniform in all derivatives in
this case.

2.2 The Borel map
For p € K, We shall refer to the continuous algebra homomorphism
br.Lip: A®(K; L) — Fu, bg.r.p(w) =u(p)

as the Borel map of K relative to L at p; in what follows we shall assume that K
properly contains the 0r1g1n and write bg ; for the Borel map of K relative to L at
the origin. When L = K we shall simply write b KR = = bg. We will show below
in 2.3 that the maximal ideal space of A°°(K; L) is not a unitary set and hence it
follows that A°°(K; L) is never a local algebra (for a local algebra has a unitary set
as its spectrum). Since JF;, is a local algebra we conclude that the Borel map for K
relative to L at the origin is never bijective. If we say that an element u of A%°(K; L)
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is flat at p if bg 1, () = 0, then this means that if the Borel map at p is surjective,
then necessarily there have to be elements of A°°(K; L) which are flat at p; on the
other hand, if there are no nontrivial elements of A°°(K; L) which are flat at p, then
the Borel map at p cannot be surjective.

Example 2 Consider K = {0} and L any compact containing K. Then A®(K; L) =
Fim- Indeed, we can identify C(K; F,) >~ F;, and, moreover, if s(X) =), 54 X* €
Fm, then s(X) = lim,_, o Z\a|§n 54 X%, which shows that s € A>°(K; L).

Example 3 Let A denote the unit circle in Cand let K = L = A = {|z| < 1} c C.
Then b(A®°(K)) consists of the series Zj s; X/ satistying

ik
Z|5j|] <00
i

forevery k € Z.

Example 4 Consider K = A x [0, 1] ¢ C? Then b(A*°K)) consists of the series

(z,w)*
2k s; 12/ wk where > |sj klj¢ < oo forevery k, € € Z.

Example 5 Let U be a bounded, open subset of C". We denote by O, (U) the space of
all holomorphic functions % in U such that / and all its derivatives extend continuously
to U. Notice that O, (U) carries a natural structure of a Fréchet algebra and that A> {U)
can be naturally embedded as a subalgebra of O,(U). Notice that equality occurs if
the homomorphism O(C") — O,(U) induced by restriction has dense image.

2.3 The Maximal Ideal Space

We shall now determine the maximal ideal space of A°°(K; L). Let us consider u :
A% (K; L) — C acontinuous multiplicative functional. If U is an open neighborhood
of L we obtain a continuous multiplicative functional ;g on the Fréchet algebra O(U)
by means of the composition

py = (o(U) — O(L) vet A®(K; L) 2 (C)-

Since p is continuous on A®°(K; L) there are constants C > 0, N € Z such that

Iy ()] < C Y supldhl, h e O).
al<n K

By Cauchy’s inequalities we obtain

lnu(W)| = Cesuplh|, heOU), >0,
K,

where K. denotes the set of all z € C” such that dist(z, K) < ¢. Replacing i by
the powers 4" and letting n — oo we obtain the preceding inequality with C, = 1.
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Letting also ¢ — 0 we finally obtain

luy (h)| < po(h) = Sl;plhl, h e O).

Following [7] we shall denote by A(K; U) the Banach algebra obtained as the com-
pletion of the normed algebra (O(U)/{h : h|x = 0}, po). Thus uy defines an element
in o (K; U), the spectrum of A(K; U).

We now take another open neighborhood V' C U of L. The restriction map induces
a Banach algebra homomorphism A(K; U) — A(K; V) and hence by transposition
a map

Ovy:0(K;V) — o(K;U). (1)

We shall denote by o (K ; L) the projective limit of the system (1). For the convenience
of the reader, we recall that this means that

o(K;L)C[]ok:U)
U

consists of all elements (fy) € [[, 0(K; U) satisfying ©y ¢y (fv) = fu. Itis clear
that o (K'; L) is compact. Furthermore according to our construction we have

nu = Oy y(uy).

This shows that the system {u ¢/} defines an element in i, € o (K; L). An elementary
argument allows one to show the following result:

Proposition 1 The map n +— 4 defines an homeomorphism between the maximal
ideal space of A%°(K; L) and o (K; L).

In some circumstances it is possible to embed the maximal ideal space of A®°(K; L)
into C" and identify it with a suitable hull. We therefore introduce the following
notation:

Kp={zeL:|h@|<suplhl. he OL)}= () Ka.
K LcQ

The map I?L >z (O(L) > h — h(z)) allows us to inject I?L intoo (K; L).

Proposition 2 If L has a fundamental system of Stein neighborhoods then o (K'; L) =
K.

Indeed for each U D K open and Stein we have o (K; U) = K U- O
Example 6 If we cogsider L=K (resp. L = I%) then o (K; L) = I?L =K (resp.
o(K;L)=K; =K).
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2.4 Strong Unique Continuation

If we endow the image bx (A (K, L)) C F,, with the topology induced by the
homomorphism A (K; L)/ ker bgx 1 — F, thatis, the Fréchet topology generated
by the semi-norms given by

pn(u+kerbg 1) =inf{p,(u+v): vekerbg r},

then it can be thought of as a Fréchet algebra of power series. Notice that p, < p,+1
for all n > 0 since the same is true for p,,. We will say that E C Ky isa strong unique
continuation set for p if every u € A% (K; L) with u(p) = 0 satisfies ug(z) = 0 for
every z € E. Note that the union of strong unique continuation sets is again a strong
unique continuation set for p, and if E is a strong unique continuation set, then E
is also a strong unique continuation set. There is a natural maximal (strong) unique
continuation set defined by

M(bg L (A®(K, L)) ={n €o(K;L): u(m) =0,Vu € ker bg 1 }
>\ ﬂ {Zek\L:uo(z)=O}, 1

ueker bg .

i.e. if E is a strong unique continuation set, then £ C M(bgx 1 (A®(K, L))). In
particular if L has a fundamental system of Stein neighborhoods then

Mbg L(A®(K, L)) =[] {z€KyL:uo(z) =0} )

ueker by 1,

We finally say that K has the strong unique continuation property (relative to L) if
K is a strong unique continuation set for every point p € K \ dK (the boundary with
respect to the relative topology).

2.5 The Arens-Michael Representation

In some particular but nevertheless especially important cases we can show that the
locally convex topology of A°°(K; L) is actually Fréchet-Schwartz (that is, a projec-
tive limit of Fréchet spaces linked by compact linear maps). We shall show that this
is indeed so if we assume that pg (and hence p, for all n) is a norm. For this we study
the Arens-Michael representation of A°°(K; L). Let A,(K; L) be the completion of
(A®(K; L), pn)- Then A,(K; L) is a Banach algebra which can be identified with
the closure in C(K; P,) of the space

JAC)
K yo . p e O(L)

o!
la|<n
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It is then easy to see that
A®(K; L) =1imA,(K; L).
pa

where the maps J,, : A,+1(K; L) — O,(K; L) are induced by the natural projections
C(K;Py,) — C(K; Py—1). We shall show that under some favorable assumptions,
these maps are actually compact.

Proposition 3 If pg is a norm and if K is subanalytic then for each n > 0 the homo-
morphism Jy, 1 is compact.

Proof There is no loss of generality if we assume that both K and L are connected. We
must show that {u € A,+1(K; L) : pp+1(u) < 1} is relatively compact in A, (K) or,
which is the same, in C(K; P,+1). By the Arzela-Ascoli theorem it suffices to show
that

(1) B={ue A,+1(K) : pp+1(a) < 1} is equicontinuous in C(K; P,);
(2) Foreach zg € K the set {u(zg) € Py : u € Ay4+1(K), pp+1(u) < 1} is bounded
in P,.

Since K is subanalytic and compact there are constants C, o > 0 such that given
any two points z, w € K there is a rectifiable curve joining z and w and of length
< Clz — wl|? (cf. [8, Theorem 6.10]). Hence given z, w € K and h € O(L) we
obtain, for any o € Z7,

K@) =@ W) < Clz—wl” Y sup|h®].
1Bl=lal+1 K

Taking limits we derive, ifu € A,41(K; L) and p,+1(u) <1,
dn (u(z) —uw)) < Clz —w|ppt1(w) < Clz —wl?, z,w € K

which shows that B is equicontinuous. For (2) it suffices to notice that, if u €
A% (K; L) then q,,(u(z9)) < pn(u). The proof is complete. m]

By the Arens-Michael representation it follows that A°° (K ; L) equals the projective
limit of a compact sequence. According to Komatsu [9], A°°(K; L) is then a separable
Fréchet-Schwartz, Montel space. Moreover, its strong dual A (K; L)’ is then the
inductive limit of a compact sequence

A®(K: L) =1limA,(K; L)
—
and thus a (DFS) space.
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3 Injectivity of the Borel Map and Open Mapping
3.1 The Open Mapping Property

We say that a compact and connected set L has the open mapping property at p € L
if for every & € O(L) which is not constant then the image (L) is a neighborhood
of h(p). There is a subtle relationship between unique continuation, open mapping,
and maximum principles. Indeed, note that if the open mapping property holds, then
the maximum principle holds at p in the sense that if 2 € O(L) attains its maximum
modulus over L at p, then A is necessarily constant.

Regarding the next result, stated concisely it says that if the strong unique contin-
uation principle holds, then the same is true for the open mapping property.

Theorem5 Let K ¢ L € C™, with K and L compact, 0 € K, and assume that L is
connected and subanalytic. Assume also that bk is injective. If h € O(L) vanishes
at the origin and if L is not contained in the zero set of h then h(L) is a neighborhood
of the origin in the complex plane.

Proof Suppose that i(L) is not a neighborhood of the origin in C. Since h(L) is
subanalytic we can apply the results of [10], which shows that the Borel map of (L)
is surjective (and therefore, not injective). This shows that we can find a sequence
{gn} C C(z) of rational functions in C, with poles outside 4 (L), and a sequence
{ve} € C(h(L)) such that

g,(lk)(O) — 0, sup |g,(lk) — vx| > 0 whenn — oo, Vk € Z,
h(L)

and vy, # 0 for some kg € Z. We can assume vy = 0if 0 < k < ko.
Since their poles lie outside #(L), each g, is an element in O(h(L)). We then let
{gn o h} € O(L). Since h(0) = 0 the Faa di Bruno formula gives
9%(gn o h)(0) — 0,V € Z",

0%(gn o h) —> uy uniformly on L, Yo € Z",

whereu =" ue X € C(L)[[X1, ..., Xn].
For any a € Z} with |a| = ko we have

0(gn o M1 = [8%7) o (hIL) | (VM) + -

where the dots indicate terms that only contains derivatives of g, of order < k. Taking
the limit as n — oo gives

9%(gn o WL — [viy 0 (AIL)] (VA)*|L.

Now V& does not vanish identically in L for otherwise 4 would also do so, which
contradicts our hypothesis (here we have used the connectedness and subanalyticity of
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L). It follows that thereis j € {1, ..., m} such that 95 /0z; does not vanish identically
in L. If we choose « = (0, ..., ko, ..., 0), with kg in the position j, it follows that

U = [vkg © (h]1)] (BR/8z))%|1 % 0.

Hence u # 0 and u € ker bg 1, which concludes the proof. O

Needless to add Theorem 1 is an immediate consequence of Theorem 5 .

3.2 The Maximum Principle
As pointed out before, the open mapping property implies in particular a version of
the maximum principle.

Corollary 1 Let K C L C C™, with K and L compact, 0 € K, and assume that L is
connected and subanalytic. Assume also that b, is injective. If h € O(L) attains its
maximum at Q0 € K, then h is constant on L.

This version of the maximum principle is a direct consequence of Theorem 5.

4 Surjectivity of the Borel Map
4.1 Characterizing Surjectivity of the Borel Map

The non surjectivity of the Borel map at a point is characterized by the fact that a form
of generalized (weak) Cauchy estimates hold for the elements of A (K; L).

Theorem 6 by ; is not surjective if and only there are a sequence {P;} C
ClXy, ..., Xl and M € Z, such that degree P; —> o0 and

[(Pj(@)h)(0)| < > sup|a®hl,

lj<m K
forh e O(L)and j € 7.

Proof Suppose that bg ; is not surjective. Since the image of bg ; contains
C[X1, ..., Xm], it is dense in C[X1, ..., X»] and hence bg 1 is not a homomor-
phism. The homomorphism theorem [11, p.18] therefore implies that the image of the
transpose

"og.L:CIX1,..., Xm] — A®(K; L)

is not strongly sequentially closed. It follows that there is a sequence {Qy} C
C[Xi,..., Xm]suchthat T' = {"bg 1 (Q) : k > 1} is strongly bounded and hence
equicontinuous but { O} has no convergent subsequence.

Since C[ X1, ..., X,,] is a Montel space (with its usual LF-topology) it follows that
{Q;}isnotbounded. Notice that thereisno £ > Osuchthat{Qx} C Cpy[ X1, ..., Xpn],
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the space of polynomials of degree < ¢. Indeed since the latter is finite dimensional,
"ok.L : CylX1, ..., Xm] = A®(K, L) is a homomorphism and the fact that I is
strongly bounded would imply that {Q} is bounded, a contradiction. In conclusion
we can extract a subsequence kj < k1 such that the degree of Qy; is > j for every
J. Setting P; = Qy; proves the existence of the sequence {P;} with the required
properties.

Conversely the existence of the sequence {P;} gives the existence of a weakly
unbounded sequence in the dual of C[ X1, ..., X,,] whose image by ‘bg 1, is a weakly
bounded set in the dual of A% (K, L). Since b kL 18 injective the map

(t[]K’L)_l ! bK’L((C[[Xl, e, Xmﬂ) — (C[[X], e, Xmﬂ

is well defined and not continuous for the weak topologies. Then bg 1 is not a homo-
morphism and hence it is not surjective. O

4.2 Discs in the Hull

Denote by z = (z1, . .., zm) the coordinates in C”. Of course, the coordinate func-
tions z; € A°(K, L) forevery j = 1,...,m and every L, and therefore (with the
obvious abuse of notation) z; € bx 1 (A (K, L)). We recall that any homomorphism
¢: Fm — F1 can be regarded as a formal disc ¢ +— (y1(¢), ..., Ym(¢)), where
vj (&) = ¢(z;) € C[¢]. Any formal disc y therefore also induces a homomorphism
¢y A®(K, L) — Fi, which factors as ¢,, = ¢, o bg 1. Failure of surjectivity of
bk 1 can be detected by the presence of an analytic disc. We prove:

Proposition 4 If there is a (non constant) analytic disc o : A — C™ through the
origin and contained in K then bg.p is not surjective.

Proof According to (1) it suffices to prove that o (A) is a strong unique continuation
set, and therefore contained in the intersection in (1), because then b 1 (A (K, L)) is
not a local algebra and hence bg 1 (A®(K, L)) # Fy,. In order to prove our claim we
observe that if u € ker by, then there is a sequence { f;,} C O(L) such that f,, — ug
uniformly in f(l and (8% f,)(0) — O for all «. In particular (f,, o 0) — ug oo
uniformly in A. It follows that #( o o is a holomorphic function in A which vanishes
to infinite order at the origin. Then u( o o vanishes identically, and this concludes the
proof. O

Example 7 1f we consider the algebra A®(K) for K = A x [0, 1] ¢ C? then K

e (z,w)’
is polynomially convex, i.e. K = K. The disc ¢ +— (¢, 0) is contained in K, and the
Borel map bk is not surjective; indeed, one can show that

b (A% (K)) = A (A)RC[w].

Let K C L ¢ C™, withboth K and L compact and connected, as usual, and assume
that the origin is contained in K. We then define the real convex cone

N(K, L) :={f'(0): f € OL)\ {0},Re flx <0}.
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We also define the notion of a bad polynomial:

Definition 1 Let O € C[z] be a homogeneous polynomial of degree N. We say that
the polynomial Q is bad for the Borel map bg ;, if the operator & — (Q(3)h)(0) is
bounded with respect to the norm py_i, i.e. if writing Q(z) = Zla\:N Q4 7%, there
exists a constant C such that

D 0uh ™) < Cpyiy=C Y suplhP|, heOWL). 3
lar| =N Bl=N-1 K
Bad polynomials are restricted by directions in A/ (K, L)o:

Proposition 5 If Q is a homogeneous polynomial which is bad for the Borel map, then
Q) = 0 for everyv € N(K, L)y.

Proof Since Q is bad, there are constants N € Zy, C > 0 such that 3 holds. Let
v € N(K, L)y. Taking p > 1 and applying this inequality to & (z) = e?f @ where
f € O(L) is chosen so that f'(0) = v, we obtain, for some constant C > 0,

|Q(@)h(0)] < CpN ' superfef@,
zek

Since
92 [er} = el @ + 0ol
we obtain, for a new constant A > 0,

QW) <A/p, p=1

The proof is complete. O

We observe that the same kind of result holds with starting terms of functions
vanishing to degree k if the right hand side is controlled by py—x.

Corollary 2 If N'(K, L)o contains a uniqueness set for holomorphic functions, then
the Borel map by | is surjective. In particular, if L is convex and has more than m
supporting real hyperplanes in general complex position at the origin, then bk | is
surjective.

Proof By Theorem 6, if bx 1 is not surjective, there exists a bad polynomial Q. By
proposition 5, we have Q(v) = 0 for all v € N (K, L)g. It follows that N'(K, L)
cannot be a uniqueness set, because Q # 0.

The second claim follows because the closed convex cone

C(L)y={t €C" :Re(z,¢) <0,Vz e L}
of outer normals to supporting real hyperplanes of L at the origin satisfies C(L)y C

N (K, L)y, and contains a uniqueness set if and only if it contains an open piece of a
maximally totally real subspace. O
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The notion of bad polynomials connects nicely with discs in the hull of K. So, if
y: A — K is a holomorphic disc (extending continuously to the closure), then by
Cauchy estimates

((f o PO < CRIfIx VS eOW).
In particular, if we define the set
B; := {P: P bad polynomial for the Borel map of degree j},
and the set of derivatives of holomorphic discs valued in L as above as
7, := {y/(0): y holomorphic disc , y(A) C L},

then obviously 7; C B (where we identify linear maps with vectors as usual). How-
ever, that is not all.
For any linear form £(z) = Z'}’zl ajz;j and k € N we recall that its k-th symmetric

power £*] is defined as

M7y = Z ala®z”.

la|=k

Noting that

(f o )®©0) = (' ONH (@) £ (0) + ...,

with the dots denoting derivatives of lower order, we have

Lemma 1 If y is an analytic disc in L, then (y' (0K e B, for every k.

5 Polyhedrain C™
5.1 Preliminaries

In this section we assume that K is a (convex) polyhedron in C”* = R?” that is, K
is the convex hull of a finite set of points in C”. We assume that the origin belongs
to K. Recall that the dimension of K is the smallest number p < 2m such that K
is contained in a real subspace F C R>" of dimension p. The boundary 9K (resp.
interior int(K) of K) is by definition the boundary (resp. interior) of K as a topological
subspace of F.

A vertex of K is a boundary point A € 0K for which the intersection of all
supporting hyperplanes for K through A reduces to {A} (this is the standard definition
of a vertex for a general convex set). If K is a polyhedron the vertices are precisely
the extremal points of K (this property is not true for a general compact convex set).
In particular by the Krein-Milman theorem a polyhedron is given by the convex hull
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of its vertices. We recall the following important result [12, p.18], which is valid for
any compact convex set:

Proposition 6 If0 is a vertex of K then there are 2m linearly independent supporting
hyperplanes planes for K through 0.

As an easy consequence of this result we obtain:
Proposition 7 If0 is a vertex of K then C(K)o has non empty interior in R*™.

Proof By Proposition 1 there is a basis {¢1, ..., {om} of R2™ such that H(¢j) are
supporting hyperplanes for K at the origin, j = 1,...,2m. Multiplying each ¢; by
—1 if necessary we can assume ¢; € C(K)g for all j. But then the real convex cone

spanned by {1, ..., £} is contained in C(K)g. Since the interior of this cone in R2m
is non empty we reach our conclusion. O
5.2 Faces

We now define the g-faces of K (¢ > 1) by descending inductionong = p—1, ..., 1.
A (p — 1)-face is a (p — 1)-dimensional polyhedron a contained in d K which is the
convex hull of a set of vertices and which is maximal with respect to this property:
any other (p — 1)-dimensional polyhedron which is contained in dK, is equal to the
convex hull of a finite set of vertices and if it contains a must be equal toa. If g < p—2
a g-face of K is a g-face of a ¢ + 1-face of K. If a is a g-face of K and if E C R*"
is the affine subspace of dimension ¢ which contains a then the interior of a is the
topological interior of a in E.
A final remark which will be important in what follows is the following:

Remark 1 Suppose that the origin belongs to the interior of a, a g-face of K, g > 1,
and let £ be the real subspace of C" which contains a. Then E is contained in any
supporting hyperplane for K at the origin. In particular if $(¢) is a supporting plane
for K at the origin then a fortiori ¢ € E+

Proof Suppose that for some supporting hyperplane $(¢) for K at the origin we have
E ¢ R(¢). There is an open ball B C E centered at the origin and contained in a. It
follows that there is w € B, w ¢ $H(¢). Hence Re(w, ¢) # 0. Changing w for —w if
necessary we can achieve Re(w, ¢) < 0 < Re(—w, ¢), a contradiction for $(¢) was
assumed to be a supporting hyperplane for K at 0 and w, —w € a C K. O

Proposition 4. Assume that the origin belongs to the interior of a, a g-face of K,
q > 1, and let E be the real subspace of C"" which contains a. Then C(K )¢ is contained
in E* and it has non empty interior in E-+.

Proof That C(K)o is contained in E- follows from the remark that precedes the
statement. For the other statement we let [T : C” — E- denote the orthogonal
projection. It follows that IT(K) is a polyhedron contained in E- for which the origin
is now a vertex. By Proposition 3 it follows that

{¢ € E* :Re(l(2),¢) <0, Vz € K} 4)
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has non empty interior in EL. Since C(K) is contained in E+ the set in (4) equals
C(K)¢ and the proof is complete. O

5.3 Surjectivity of the Borel Map on Polyhedra

We will now show that our conjectures 1 and 2 stated in the Introduction are verified
for polyhedra.

Proof of Theorem 3 All the statements have already been proved with the exception
of (2b). Notice firstly that if E is not totally real then a will contain a complex line
through the origin and thus bx cannot be surjective. On the other hand assume that £
is totally real. Then we can assume that

E={ze€C":Rez;=0,Imzx =0, j=qg+1,...m, k=1,...,m}.
It follows that
El={zeC":Rez; =0, j=1,...,q)

and hence the sets {w}+iR™, w € R™~", which are uniqueness sets, foliate £ L. Since
C(K)o has non empty interior in E<, it contains an uniqueness set which, according
to Corollary 1, completes the proof. O

5.4 The Image of the Borel Map on Polyhedra

Even if bg is not surjective, the methods above can be employed to find the image of
bk, or at least the image of bxny for some small enough neighborhood U of 0 in C™.
To that end, we will need the following lemma:

Lemma 2 Assume that 0 € K belongs to the interior of a, a q-face of K, ¢ > 1,
and that E is the real subspace of C"™ which contains a. Let F C C™ be a subspace
containing E+, and denote by w : C" — F the associated orthogonal projection.
Then 7w (0) belongs to the interior of a face b of the polyhedron K= w(K) C F whose
tangent space is EN F.

Proof Let k = dimpg E and ¢ = dimp F. Since E+ C F, we have that F- C E and
so m(E) = E N F is a subspace of real dimension d = 2m — (¢ + k). Furthermore,
7V (n(E)) = E, and since a = K N E, we have (7 |x) ' (7 (a)) = a.

Since by assumption a contains a neighborhood U of 0 in E, 7 (a) contains a
neighborhood of 77(0) in £ N F'. It follows that 77 (0) is contained in the interior of a
(uniquely determined) face b of K = 7 (K) of dimension at least d.

The conclusion will follow from the fact that the dimension of b is exactly d, i.e.
ENF contains aneighborhood of 77 (0) in b. Otherwise, there would exist p|, p), € b\E
such that 7 (0) belongs to the interior of the segment / = [pi, p’z]. Choose p1, p2 €
K such that 7(p1) = pj,7(p2) = p5, and let J = [py, p2]: then 7(J) = I,
and there exists ¢ in the interior of J such that w(¢) = m(0). Using the fact that
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(m]x) "' (a)) = a we deduce that ¢ € a, but then the segment J C K meets the
face a at an interior point, which implies that J C a. It follows that pj, p» € a and
m(p1), w(p2) € mw(a) C E, contradicting the choice of p}, p5. O

Again, let K, 0 € 0K, E be as above, and let E = E N i E be the largest complex
subspace of E, dim¢ E€ = ¢ > 0. Up to a complex linear change of coordinates we
can assume that E€ is spanned by 92 1 < j < ¢, so that (E€)" is spanned by R
+1<j<m.

We now define the setAg,)(K) asthe preimage of C[ze+1, - - -» Zm] C Clz1s - -+ 2m]
by bk, and denote the restriction of bk to Ag}) (K) by b(lg) (in agreement with the def-
inition of partial Borel maps given in [4, Section 4]).

Proposition 8 The partial Borel map b%) : Ag)(l() — Clze+1s - -+ Cp] is surjec-
tive.

Proof Let r : C" — (E€)* denote the orthogonal projection. Then K = m(K)isa
polyhedron contained in (E€)+ = C”~¢. Since (E€)* contains the orthogonal space
E* to the face a, by Lemma 2 the tangent space to the face b of K containing 7 (0) in
its interior coincides with E N (E€)~. By construction E N (E oyl s totally real, hence
by Theorem 3 the Borel map by g : A®(K) = Clzes1, - .., Cu] is surjective.

On the other hand, the (complex linear) projection 7 induces the pull-back 7*
A®(K) = A®(K) by n*(f) = f o, which commutes with the Borel maps:

w¥bgf = bgat f =0 f

(where 7* : Clz¢41,-..,Cn] — Clz1, ..., zm] is just the inclusion map). Since
b f is surjective, it follows that the restriction of b%) to the subspace 7*(A*°(K)) C
A®°(K) is surjective. O

For any R > 0, let K be the intersection of K with the polydisc P (0, R). We
define the subspaces A(l)(KR) A(z) (Kr) and the maps b(l) b(z) in the same way as
before.

Corollary 3 If R > 0 is small enough, then
b(A®(KR)) = (Crlz1, ..., 2N®Clze41, .., Cul)

where Cr{z1, ..., z¢} denotes the space of power series convergent on the polydisc
P(0,R)NC-

Proof By proposition 8 (passing through the restriction map Agg)(K ) — Ag))(K R))
we have that b(lgi : Ag))(KR) — Clz¢+1, ..., Cy] is surjective. Furthermore
b(Kli : Ag)(KR) — Cg{z1,...,z¢} is surjective by construction (any holomor-
phic function of P(0, R) N C* can be extended to P(0, R) by composing with the
projection 7). By [13, Theorems 6.5,6.6] we conclude that b(A°°(Kg)) contains

(Cg{z1, ..., Zg})@(@[[zl_ﬂ, ..., Cu]D. Since the opposite inclusion is clear, we con-
clude that b(A®°(Kg)) = (Cr{z1, .- -, 2eDR(Clze41, - - -, Cui]))- O
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6 Convex Subanalytic Sets

Let K C C" be a convex subanalytic set, and let 0 € bK. We denote by by the Borel
map defined on germs at 0 of elements of A (K).

By proposition 4, it is clear that by is not surjective in case K contains a germ
of complex line through 0. Our main task in this section is to prove the opposite
implication: we will prove the surjectivity of bg rather directly, constructing a germ in
A% (K) realizing a given power series by “elementary” means.

For a large, even integer d > 0, and C > 0 small, we will use repeatedly the
following function £4 ¢ : R — R4 U {0}:

0 ift >0

Ly o(t) = .
a.c() {Ctd ifr <0

Note that with this definition, we have that

{(s,t) eR?:s zed,c(t)} - {(s,t)eRz:s >0, > —\d/g}

We summarize some facts about the function £4 ¢ (¢) in the following lemma:

Lemma 3 The function £4 ¢ satisfies the following properties:

(i) Foreveryd <d',and C > 0, R > 0, there exists C' > 0 such that £y ¢+ < €4 c
if 1] < R.
(i) Ca.c(—Larcr (1)) = Lerca gq (1), in particular £g ¢ (—La.c (1)) = Lcan g2 (1);
(iii) for any fixed a > 0 we have

C(a—Ctd)d r)rtg{’/Z
Licla—Lyc() = / ¢
0 otherwise.

@iv) for any fixed a < 0 we have
tacla—tac®) = Cla—Lac)’.
The following lemma will later be used iteratively in the proof of Theorem 4. In

order to formulate it, for any ¢ > 0, as well as ay, ..., a; € R, and an even integer
d > 4 we define

L(t) = Lbaclaj —Lygclaj—1—...— Ly clar — 1)...)).

Lemma4 There exists aconstant A j (only depending on j) with the following property.
Whenever |ay|, ..., lajl, ||, |cl|, |C| < Aj, then the upper level set

{s=ZLWsct—8) —c}
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is contained in the complement of the disc of center (s, t) = (—1, 0) and radius

2
2 —Z2(CE/27NA +2¢)

Proof First of all, we observe that for |a1], . .., |a;|, |C| bounded by a constant, .#’ can
be seen as the composition of functions which are uniformly Lipschitz on a common
neighborhood of 0, hence we can write |.Z"((8/ 2)4)— Z2(0) | < B8/ 2)4 for a constant
Bj > 0 depending only on j and small §. Now, since the function .Z (£4,c(t — §)) —c
is decreasing we have

LLagct—28)—c>LUyc(=8/2))—c= .Z(C(S/Z)d) —c forall t <4§/2,
and since £ (£4,c (t — §8)) is non negative this implies

L(lact—8) —c=L(C6E/2)N)x_

§ 87 —C
721

for all € R (where yx indicates the characteristic function). This means that

d
{s z.i”(@d,c(t—é))—c} Ci(s,t): s ED?(C (g) )—c,|t| < g}

8
U {(s,t): s> —c,|t] = E}

Next, we note that the intersection of the disc of center (—1,0) and radius (1 +
Z(C(6/2))) /(1 +2¢) with {s > .£(0) — ¢} is contained in the rectangle [—3, 3] x
[Z(0) — ¢, Z(C(8/2)%) — c]. This follows because the distance of (%, Z(0)—c)to
(0, —1) is larger than (1 + D?(C((S/Z)d))/(l + 2c¢):

2
(1 +2¢)* <<%) +(LO)+1— C)Z)
2
= (—) + (Z(0) + 1)2) (14 20)% + (2 = 2(1 + L)) (1 + 2¢)?
2
> (—> + (Z(0) + 1)2) +c(d —3(1 + 2(0)
2
) +(Z0)+1)?
s\7\
+<$(C(a/2)d)+1—3j (§)>
2B; (Lc(5/2)Y) + 1 5\ L(C(8/2)¢ 12
- 28, (coh +1) (5) + (zcenh +1)
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> (X(C(S/Z)d) + 1)2,

where in the 4th line we used that 0 < Z(0) < % if A; is chosen small enough.

Finally, the claim follows from the fact that 2 /(2 — .,?(C(S/Z)d)) <14 Z(C(S/Z)d)
for § small enough. O

Corollary 4 With the same notation as in Lemma 4, the upper level set
{s > LWt —¥)}

is also contained in the complement of the disc of center (0, 0) and radius £ (C (§/2)%),
provided |ai|, . .., |aj|, |8| are bounded by a (possibly smaller) constant only depend-
ingon j.

Proof Following the argument in the previous lemma, we have the upper level set
considered in the claim is contained in the complement of the following set:

)
<[—§, 5] x [0, g(c(a/z)d)]> U (R x (0, £2(0))).
For |ai|, ..., la;|, |8], |C| small enough we can write

S 2 S d S 2d
(§> > 2B;.2(0)C <§> +B2C? (§>

Z(0)* + (8/2)* = (Z(0) + B;C(8/2)")? > 2(C(5/2)")?

therefore

and thus the distance of the origin from the point (§/2,.2(0)) is larger than
L 6/2)%). O

We will use the subanalyticity and convexity of the sets in the next construction via
the following lemma, which is a consequence of the Lojasiewicz inequality:

Lemma5 Let A be a compact subanalytic subset of R™*1 (on which we take coor-
dinates (t,s), s € R, t € R™). Suppose that A C {s > 0}, and furthermore
AN{s =0} C {f(t) = 0}, where f is a continuous subanalytic function on R™. Then
there existd, C > 0, with d a (large) even integer and C a (small) real constant such
that

AC{s=>Lagc(f(t)}.

Proof We follow the argument given in [8, Remark 3.11]. Define the function g(¢) =

min |r|, and let B be the set
(t,r)eA

B={(t,r,s) eR" xRxR:(t,r) € A, s >|r|}.
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Define w by 7 (¢, r,s) = (¢, s). Then the set B is subanalytic (as the intersection of
subanalytic sets) and 7r|g is proper, and so the projection 7(B) C R” x R is also
subanalytic. By definition 7(B) = {(s,7) € R" x R : s > g(¢)}. Applying Theorem
3.10 in [8] it follows that {s < g(¢)}, and hence {s < g(¢)} are subanalytic sets. By
intersection, the graph {s = g(#)} C R™ x R of g is a subanalytic set, which means
that g is a subanalytic function.

The assumption on A implies that g(¢r) > 0 whenever t € {f > 0}. By the
Lojasiewicz inequality and since A is compact, for a large enough exponent d and a
small enough constant C it follows that g(¢) > f (t)d whenever f(t) > 0, that is,
g() > max{Cf()?,0} = Lq.c(f(t)). The claim of the Lemma then follows from
the fact that, by construction, A C {s > g(#)}. O

In order to use the main geometric assumption of Theorem 4 (namely, that K does
not contain complex lines through 0) we need to state the following elementary fact of
complex linear algebra. We use (z1, . . ., zx) as variables in C* and write Zj =Xxj+iyj,
with x, y; € R the real and imaginary part of z, respectively.

Lemma 6 Forfixed ¢ < k € N, let H C CF be the generic real subspace defined as
H=A{(z1,...,zx) e Ck CXe41 = ... = x; =0},
with real dimension k + £ and CR dimension £. Let H' C H be a real hyperplane in
H. Then one and only one of the following cases holds:
Case 1: the CR dimension of H' is again ¢, and after a complex linear change of
variables in C* the planes H, H' can be written as
H={xpy1=...=x,=0}, H ={xp11=... = x = yr =0},
k—1

(@150 2k=1)"
Case 2: the CR dimension of H' is £ —1, and after a complex linear change of variables

in Ck the planes H, H' can be written as

and H' is a generic subspace of C

H={xp+1=...=x; =0}, H/Z{XZZXZ_H =...=x, =0}
and H' is again a generic subspace of Ck.

Lemma7 Let K C C" be convex, 0 € K. If K does not contain any germ of complex
line passing through 0, then there exists 1 < jo < n, complex linear coordinates
(21, ..., zn), and a decreasing sequence of real subspaces H; C C" (where jo < j <
2n — 1) with the following properties:

(a) Hj is j-dimensional and H; _y C H; for all j;
(b) For every j, there exist 1 < m{ < mé < n, such that m{ + mé =2n— jand

sz{xkzyezo, m{fkfn,mé<€§n}
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(c) Hj_ is a support hyperplane at O for the convex set K N Hj. More precisely, we
have either K N H; C {xmji1 >0lor KNH; C {ym,- > 0},
1 2

. d d

(d) Hj, is a totally real subspace, spanned by FITRRRARE e

Proof By assumption, O does not belong to the interior of K, hence there exists a
supporting hyperplane H,,_1 C C" for K at(0. We setm%”_1 =n—1and m%”_l =n

and choose the z,, coordinate so that H», | = {x, = 0} and K C {x, > 0}.
Now, suppose inductively that a sequence of subspaces H; has been constructed
for j/ < j < 2n — 1, satisfying conditions (a), (b), (¢) above; in particular,

Hy={g=y=0:m] <k<n ml <t<n) 5)

. y
for certain 1 < m]| < mj} < n.If Hj is totally real (which is equivalent to m; = 1)

then (d) is also satisfied and we are done. Otherwise, H ;s can be seen as a generic

-/
J
subspace of C"2 |

!

Hj/ij/ﬂ(szz{xkzo:m{ fkfm%,}

of positive CR dimension m{/ — 1 (possibly H;» = €™~ in case m| = my). Thus 0
does not belong to the (relative) interior of the convex set K N Hj» C Hjr, or K would
contain a germ of complex space of positive dimension passing through 0. Hence there
exists a supporting hyperplane Hj | C Hj for K N Hjs at 0. We can apply Lemma 6
to Hj, Hj_1 C C™"?2 and conclude that, after a linear change of variables involving
21, ..., Zmy, ither

Hj_ ={xk=yg=0:m{/—1§k§n, m£/<E§n}

or

’

) ,
Hj/,lz{xkzygzo:m{ <i; <n, mé —1<ip <n}

., .,
(note that if m{ -1 = mé the former happens, since then we are necessarily in
Case 2 of Lemma 6). Since H/_ is again of the form given in (5), we can iterate the
procedure until we find a totally real space. O

Based on the previous lemma, we can fix a sequence of variables wo,_1, ..., wj,
such that the nested supporting hyperplanes of the lemma are defined by H; =
{w2,—1 = ... = w; = 0}. Furthermore each w; is one of the coordinate variables
Xi, ye (listed in descending order), with the conditions that all the x, variables appear
in the list, and furthermore each subsequence wy,_1, . .., w; contains at least as many
X as yg.

Example 1 Possible allowed sequences for convex sets in C*are (x4, x3, X2, Va, V3, Y2,
x1) and (x4, X3, y4, X2, ¥3, y2, X1), but not (x4, y4, y3, X3, X2, x1).
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Using Lemma 5 iteratively we now obtain that K is contained in a model “ envelop-
ing set”

Lemma 8 For all sufficiently large d and small enough C, it holds that
K C {wan—1 = La,cwan—2 — La,c (... — La,c(Wjosr1 — La,c ()} .

We discuss this result with the help of our examples in the context of C*.

Example 2 With the sequences of the previous examples we would have

K C{xa = Lycxs —Lacxr —Lac(ya — Lac(ys — Lac(y2 — La.c(x1)))}

respectively
K C{xs=tacs—Lacya—Laca—Lacyz—Lacya—Lacx)))))}-

Note that Lemma 3 ii) shows that the intersection of the enveloping set with Ck
(k < n) is of the form

MAC =L > by e, =ty ey (o Lawip)]
= {xe = Gwj, ..., wj)}

where the variable y; may or may not appear in the sequence, and the integers

dj.,dj 1, ... are bounded by d" (from above), and the constants C;, by a certain

power of C from below; furthermore, for any of the intersections, one actually needs
to adjust the sequence only if one sets the y; equal to 0. The following examples
illustrate that fact.

Example 3 In the case of the sequence (x4, X3, X2, Y4, y3, ¥2, X1) from the previous
example we find

KNC = {x3 > La(x2 — L car1 (33 — La,c(v2 — La.c (x1))))}
KNC = {x2 2 £y craan 2 = La.c(x1))
KNC={x >0}

For the other sequence, (x4, X3, Y4, X2, ¥3, ¥2, X1), we have

KNC = {x3 > Ly cant (02 — La,c(v3 — La,c(v2 — La,c (X))}
KNC = {x2 2 p cari (2 = La,c(x1))
KNC={x >0}
Example 8 Intuitively, the graphs of . are obtained by sliding the basic graph of £, ¢

along figures obtained iteratively in exactly that way. As an illustration, here are plots
of the function £ 1 (x — £2,1(y)).
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1.0

Forn > k > 1, we will define further

’Ck = g(dl/c)z’ck (wjk - E(dl/c)z’ck ( .. Z(d]/()Z’Ck (0 - e(dllc)2’ck(' ee Z(dl/c)z’ck (wjo)))))))

for a sequence of integers d; satisfying d;, > d and d; > (d,/ﬁLl)z, k=1,....,n—1
and an appropriate choice of Cy’s; here the 0 might appear depending on whether y;
is part of the sequence (wj,, ..., wj,) or not.

Example 4 In the examples above, this would give

K3 = f(d§)2,03 (x2 — e(dé)z,C3 (y2 — Z(d§)2’C3 (x1)))
Ky = E(dé)z,c2 (x1)
Ki=0
for both of the sequences.
We will prove the surjectivity of the Borel map via an explicit construction, based

on the following sequence of auxiliary sets @, Qf c Ck, Ak+! c CF+1:

Q=11 ... z20) € CH i > =1, ze + 1] = K,
Q ={G@1, ...,z € Co iz — 1] <2 — Ky,
A =@, g € CF i > 01z — 1 < (U + YNz D@ = Ko

The main motivation behind the definition of Q’l‘ , A1 lies in the following exten-
sion lemma:

Lemma 9 There exists a compact polydisc U centered at (0, 1, 0) such that the restric-
tion map A (A1 N U) — A“(Q’l‘ N U) is surjective. More precisely, for all
e AX(QK N U) there exists F € A®(AM! N U) such that Flginy = [ and

3 F :
F'QI{QU =0forall j > 1.
Zk+1

Proof By applying a complex affine transformation in the z; variable, we will assume
that Q’f and AF*! are expressed more conveniently as follows (so that the sections
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with complex lines in the zx-direction are discs centered at 0)

Q= 1{(z1, ..., 2) € CF ozl < 1 — K,
AT = {1, k) € CF g 2 0, Jzed < (1 + lze D — K-

We will write 2/ = (z1, .. ., zx—1) for notational convenience and leave out the inter-
sections with U from the notation for readability.

Let f € AOO(QIf). According to Example 5 in Sect. 2.A we can interpret f as an
element in O.(Q’l‘) which, furthermore, belongs to the closure of the image of the
homomorphism O(C) — (’).(Q’f ) induced by restriction. Our first step is to express
f as a power series in zj with coefficients holomorphic in z/,

@ a) =Y aj@)z]

Jj=0

where the series is convergent for |zx| < 1 — K. Since f is smooth up to the boundary
of SZ’I‘ for any fixed s,r € N there exists a constant A, > 0 such that, for all
multiindices o with |a| < r,

9a;(2)
0z7/¢

< Asr 1 .
J5 =K/

Consider now the sequence of functions ¢;(z) = ¢;(z1, z) constructed in the proof
of [4, Proposition 8.17] (note that the functions constructed there were independent
of z1). This sequence depends only on one parameter, called ko in [4]: we will take
ko = d. By [4, Lemma 8.21], there exists T > 0 such that for all m > 1 there is
N, > 0 such that

am (pj (Z)

1
azm 5 Nrn ]3dm

(1 + ¥1zD/

forall x > 0, |z] <t/ and all j € N. We define a function F(z’, zx, zZx+1) as

F(Z\ 2k, zk41) = Z a;(2)z]j(zk+1)
j=0

where the series is convergent for |z | < (1—/Kx)(1+&]zx+1]), and actually converges
uniformly on compact sets of A¥*1. This defines F as a holomorphic function in the
interior of A**t!, The same proof as in [4] now shows that for all fixedm > 1,5 € N
and multiindex «, we have that

8|01H‘S+mF

sup
Qc

a s m
0z/%0z;0z;"
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as ¢ — 0, where Q2. = Q N {zx+1 = c}. This implies that F' extends smoothly up to
Qlf and is flat with respect to 74 1. Furthermore F belongs to the closure of the image
of the homomorphism O(C¥*1) — O, (A**1) since the analogous property holds for
f and the ¢; can be approximated by polynomials by Mergelyan’s theorem.

We can restrict ourselves in the rest of the proof to |¢] = 0, s = 0 since we can
treat the higher order derivatives by replacing F with 3‘,,17 Soletusfix 1 <m e N.

We choose Azgm42 > 0 such that

A3dmi2 1
JmE2 (1 = L4(2))7

laj (] <

for all j € N. Given € > 0, let jo € N such that N, Azgm+2 Y ;

= (2, 2k, 2k+1) € AT we get

i J2 < €. For any

omF
s ()| = X 4@ )Zka A (Zk+l)+za1( )Z"a DI )
Lk i< i~ L1
<> a@ )Zka D]+ Y a5 el |2 (1)
i< Zhet1 i~ 9z
<|Y e >zk3 "5 )
i<jo Zt1

" Z A3dm+2 Qdm ( |Zk| )]
3dm+2 (1 =Ko+ YTzer1D

J>J0
<> ai@ )zk8 - 2 ()| + e
= 1

where we used the fact that |zx| < (1 — Kp)(1 + &Jzx+1]) on A*L Since
2i<io aj(z’)z,igz,#(zﬂl) is a finite sum and 9™ ¢;/9z™ is flat at O for all j € N,
+

m > 1, we conclude that ‘a T (p)‘ < 2€ for |z+1| small enough. O

It will also be useful to introduce the following sets, obtained from QII‘ Ak+1
through a Cayley transform in the z; variable:

- 2
Qf = . zp) € Ck: 1] > ,
1 {(Zl Zk) |z + 1] = Z—Kk}

~ 2
Ak+1:{(zla~--,2k+l)e(ck+l:xk+1ZO,|Zk+1|Z ; }
Q=Ko+ iz
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Proof of Theorem 4 We use the results on partial Borel maps proved in [4]: we will show
that, forany j = 1, ..., n, there exists an element of A°°(K) which has an arbitrarily
prescribed expansion in the z; variable and is flat at O in the other variables. Thus, the
partial Borel maps are all surjective at 0, which in turn implies that b g is surjective. We
will need to restrict ourselves to (small, compact convex subanalytic) neighbourhoods
K N U of the origin finitely many times, and tacitly denote the shrunken K N U by K
again.

Observe first that, for all 1 < j < n, the set K N C/ is contained in the half-
space {x; > 0} C C/. For any fixed power series in the variable z j» we can find a
function in A%°({x; > 0}) realizing that power series, and constant with respect to the
variables z1, ..., zj_1. By restriction, we have a function with the same properties in
A% (K N C/). The claim about the partial Borel maps is verified if we show that this
function can be extended to an element of A°°(K) with a flat expansion in the variables
Zj+1, ..., Zn. Inorder to achieve the extension we will work with the sequence of sets
Q]{ defined above. We will carry out the construction explicitly for j = 1, as the same

process can be used for j > 1 (by starting directly with Q{ instead of Q}).
We begin with an arbitrary formal power series at z; = 0. By using the Cayley
transform

71—
1+

®(z1) =

we can define a function f] € AOO(Q%) = A®({|z1 — 1] < 2}), realizing the cor-
responding Taylor expansion expansion (the original one, composed with the Cayley
transform) at z; = —1. By Lemma 9, we can extend f to an element f, € A°°(A2)
(flat in the z; variable) and composing with the inverse of the Cayley transform ®(z1)
we can pull back f, to an element (still denoted as f7) of Aoo(zz). Next, we use
Lemma 4 with 2¢ = ‘ﬁ/@ (and without the variables a;) to deduce that, for small
enough ¢ > 0, the set AN {|x1| < &} contains the set

{r22 0.0 = = ¥izl2} 0 txil < e)={x2 2 0. |22l 2 € 0, @x0} N {lvr] <o)
> {X2 =0, |z2] = g2 0, (1), X1l < 8}

and thus we can restrict f to an element of the latter. After another translation in the
z2 plane we can actually assume that f> is defined on the set

[@e) e 2 — 1l + 112 Ly o, (), | < e
> 1(21,22) eC|n—1= 2 = Ligp(x), x| < e} =2

(note that Ky = £ a)? (x1)). We have thus achieved an extension (modulo some change
of variables and restrictions) of f; € AOO(SZ{) to fo € AOO(Q%).

Assume now by induction that the extension to a function f; € AOO(Q’f) has been
obtained for a certain k < n. Again using Lemma 9, we extend f; to an element
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fig1 € A®(AFTD) (flat in the zzy| variable) which can be identified (via a pull-
back by the Cayley transform ®(z;)) with an element fr4+; € A‘X’(Zk“). We then
use Lemma 4 with (s,7) = (x, y), d = dj, and 2c = %/[zk+1], with the a;
corresponding to the subset of the variables w j,, w; —1, ... appearing to the left of y
in the expression of L (taken to be the empty set if y; does not appear) and

5\ %
<§> = E(dl/c)z’ck (wj]é — ... E(d,’c)2,Ck (w]()))

where w il is the first variable appearing to the right of y; in £ (we take j; = ji in

case yj does not appear). Let us write, for the sake of notational simplicity,
Kk (wjk, o Yk, wl’;ﬁ’ ey wjo) = Kx (wjk, oo Yk — Kk (wj,é’ ey u}j0>) .

With that notation we deduce that, for small enough |z1], ..., |zx|, the set Ak g
contained in

1
a7
_ (zkg1]) %

kazo,xkzI@k(wjk,...,yk—ZICk<wjk/,...,wj0)> >

= {Xk+1 >0, |zg+1] = deﬁd,g,ck <xk — K (wjlm ooy Yk — 2K (wjk{, e wj0>))}

D {xrg1 = 0, lzagt | = Kig1 s - wjp) } -

Just as before, composing with a translation in the zx4| variable we can take f;1 to
be defined on

k+1 k+1 .
Q' ={r .z € CF i = =1 |z | = Kiet)
k+1 .
{1zt € Oz ] 2 = Ky}
> Ok

which concludes the inductive step. Finally, we use Corollary 4 in the same way as
Lemma 4 to show that f, defines an element of

A% ({won—1 = Lg(wap—2 — La(. .. — La(Wjor1 — La(wj )N}

and by our choices and Lemma 8 thus an element of A% (K). m]

Example 5 We will now follow explicitly the steps of the previous proof, as applied
to the examples introduced before. For simplicity, we assume that throughout the
constructions, we can choose C = 1 and drop it from the notation (this happens if
the sets involved are "small", anyway). In the first step the sets 21, SNZ}, A2, A2 are
described as follows, independently of the model:

Ql={z1eC:lz1—11<2}, Q={z1eC: |z +1=1)
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A’ ={(z1.22) € C?: x>0, |z1 — 1] <21 + Vlzxs1 D).
Zzz{(m 2)eC?:x>0 |21+1|>;}.
- (14 Yz

In the first step the function f; € QOO(Q{) is extended to a function f> defined on A?
and, after a Cayley transform, on A2, We can then restrict f5 to the following sets

220,31 > — Vlz2l/2} = {x2 2 0, |z2] = €q;(2x1)} D {x2 2 0, [22] = £(ggy2 (x1)}
and after a translation, to
Qi=(x2 = =1, 2241 = €2 (xD)} D {lz2 = 1] < 2 = Ko=2 — £ (g2 (x1)} =1

Next, we apply the same procedure to extend the function f> € AOO(Q%) to a function
f3 defined on

~ 2
A =1G1,2,3)eC:x3>0]n+1]> / '
{ 2 = gy ) + ¥/Tz3])

We use Lemma 4 with (s, ) = (x2, y2), 2¢ = ‘ig// |z3], (k/Z)”’é = E(dé)z(yq) (hence
k = 2£4;(x1)) to obtain that A* includes

(3 2 0,02 = L4y (2 = 2y (1)) — ¥/1z3l/2) =
= {x3 > 0, |z3] = 20, (x2 — L4 (y2 — 2£, (x1))} D

D {x3 20, lz3] = Liapa(x2 = €gg2(v2 = a2 (x1)))}

again, for the last inclusion to be valid we require |z1[, |z2| (but not |z3|) to be small
enough. The last set is equivalent €23, up to a translation in the z3 plane. We can thus
restrict f3 to

Q) ={G2,23)eC -1 <2-Ks

=2 — L2 (02 = L2 (32 = LX)},

and then, repeating the process, extend it to a function f4 defined on

AY = {(21,22,13,24) eC*:x4>0,|z3+ 1]

2
> .
2- E(dé)z (x2 — E(d§)2 (2 — E(dé)2(xl))))(1 + ¥lz4D)
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We

use Lemma 4 with (s, 1) = (x3, 3), 2¢ = %/[zal, a1 = x2, (k/2)% = €2 (2 —

E(dé)z (x1)) (hence k = 2@1; (n — K(dé)z (x1))) to obtain that A% includes

{xa = 0,x3 = £gg2(xa = €2 (v3 = 2645 (v2 — €12 (x1)))) — Vizal/2} =

= (x4 >0, |z4] > 2d3€d§(x3 — Laapyp (2 = Ligg2(v3 = 265 (v2 = £igp2 (x1)))))} D

D)

{xa 2 0, [zal = £gp2 (03 = Lgry2(ra = L2 (v3 = £gp2 (V2 = £ap2(xD))))}-

As alast step we apply Corollary 4 with (s, 1) = (x4, y4), and different choices of the
aj (in one case, a = X3, a] = X2, in the other case just a; = x3) to conclude that f4

can

be locally restricted to the enveloping models in Example 2.
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