ON PROPAGATION OF BOUNDARY CONTINUITY OF HOLOMORPHIC
FUNCTIONS OF SEVERAL VARIABLES
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ABSTRACT. We prove that continuity properties of bounded analytic functions in bounded
smoothly bounded pseudoconvex domains in two-dimensional affine space are determined by
their behaviour near the Shilov boundary. Namely, if the function has continuous extension to
an open subset of the boundary containing the Shilov boundary it extends continuously to the
whole boundary. If it is e.g. Holder continuous on such a boundary set, it is Hélder continuous
on the closure of the domain. The statements may fail if the boundary is not smooth.

1. INTRODUCTION

It is a classical observation that properties of analytic functions can be often directly read off from
respective properties of their boundary values. The close relation between functions and boundary
values has played a big role in complex analysis and its applications, for instance in operator
theory modeled on function spaces, scattering theory and others. One side of this relation, the
idea to study objects by considering canonical extensions, has been successfully applied in many
other situations, as harmonic extension of functions, extension of elements of Kleinian groups to
hyperbolic space or a respective recent construction in conformal geometry. One of the aspects
of the relation of properties of analytic functions and their boundary values is comparison of the
respective continuity properties.

Investigation of problems of this kind was initiated by a classical theorem of Hardy and Littlewood
about contour and solid Hélder continuity. Recall that a function f on a subset E of R™ is Holder
continuous of order « € (0, 1] if there is a constant C' such that
(1) sup | f(z) — ()] < Co.

z,z2'€eE
|z—2'|<8

The smallest constant C' for which (1) holds is called the Holder seminorm of f.

For a domain G in C" (n > 1) we denote as usual by A(G) the algebra of analytic functions in
G which extend continuously to the closure G. The result of Hardy and Littlewood concerns the
case when G equals D, the unit disc in the complex plane [7].

Theorem HL. If f € A(D) and its restriction to the unit circle is Hélder continuous of order a,
a € (0,1), then f is Holder continuous of the same order in the closed disc D.

It was proved later by Sewell [15] that actually the Hélder seminorms of the function on D,
respectively on dD), coincide.

In the sequel more general results on contour and solid continuity were proved. Results were
obtained for very general domains in the complex plane and arbitrary quality of continuity instead
of Holder continuity. The quality of continuity is measured by the modulus of continuity. We call
a continuous non-negative, non-decreasing function g on the positive half-axis [0, +00) a modulus
of continuity if x(0) = 0 and p is subadditive, i.e.

p(d1 +02) < p(d1) + p(d2) for 61 > 0,62 > 0.
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Note that for any continuous function g on a compact convex set E C R™ the function p4(6) =
sup |g(z) — g(2")] is a modulus of continuity.
12 €
\jfz’\<5
For any continuous function f on an arbitrary compact subset E of R™ there exists a modulus of
continuity p such that
(2) sup |f(z) = f(z")| < u(d) for all 6 > 0.
z,2'€E
|z—2"|<é
Indeed, it is enough to extend f to a continuous function on a large closed ball and apply the
preceding argument.

For unifying statements it will be often more convenient to use the following more general no-
tion instead. Call a non-negative, non-decreasing function p on the positive half-axis [0, +00) a
generalized modulus of continuity if

(3) u(n) < np(5)
for all integers n > 0 and 6 > 0. We do not require here that ©(0) = 0. If
(4) sup |f(z) — f(2")] < Cu(d) for all § >0
z,z'eE
|z—2z"|<d

for a generalized modulus of continuity p, then we call f p-continuous on FE.

The more general point of view allowed to understand the underlying mechanism. It has a local
and a global aspect. The local aspect is of potential theoretic nature and based on the existence
of local barrier functions. Local results hold for domains which are at a given point fat enough
in a potential theoretic sense. The global aspect is based on the maximum principle for analytic
functions.

The problem becomes more subtle for analytic functions of several variables. Moreover, natural
questions arise which do not exist in dimension one. Already the afore mentioned global aspect is
more subtle for analytic functions in multi-dimensional domains. Indeed, for a bounded domain
G C C", n > 1, any function in A(G) attains its maximum on the Shilov boundary S(G) of
the domain (The definition of Shilov boundary will be recalled below). Notice that S(G) may
be considerably smaller than the boundary 0G of the domain. The question arises whether the
continuity properties of functions in A(G) can be read off from those of their restrictions to a
much smaller set than the boundary of the domain.

Moreover, the question arises whether one can weaken the a priori requirement f € A(G). Will
an analytic function in G be automatically in A(G) if it extends continuously to a smaller subset
of the boundary? This question has no analogue in dimension 1. Here are the precise questions
which emerge from a paper of Glicksberg [5] although they are not asked there explicitly. We
restrict ourselves to the case n = 2.

Question 1. For which bounded domains G C C? any continuous function on G U S(G) that is
bounded and analytic on G extends to a continuous function on the closure G?

Question 2. For which bounded domains G C C? the previous question has an affirmative answer
if S(G) is replaced by any relatively open subset V of OG with V' 2 S(G)?

Glicksberg himself gave sufficient conditions on a domain to ensure a positive answer to the
question 1. Unfortunately, the conditions are difficult to verify and are only sufficient, which
motivates the search for more geometric criteria. For a statement of his theorem we refer to the
original paper [5].

In [9] it is proved that for regular Weil polyhedra in C™,n > 1, question 1 has a positive answer.
Glicksberg’s condition needs not to be satisfied for regular Weil polyhedra. Weil polyhedra are
defined in the following way.
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Let f;,5 =1,..., N be analytic functions in an open subset U of C". Suppose the set Gdéf{z €
U :|fj(z)] < 1,7 =1,...,N} is connected and relatively compact in U. Then G is called a
Weil polyhedron. Weil polyhedra are pseudoconvex domains. The polyhedron is regular if the
level sets {|f;| = 1} of any k-tuple (k < n) of different functions f; intersect in general position.
Note that polydiscs are regular Weil polyhedra. Moreover, e.g. polynomially convex sets can be
approximated from the outside by regular Weil polyhedra. The Shilov boundary of regular Weil
polyhedra has a simple description (see [2]). It has real dimension n.

In [9] it is also shown that for G being any regular Weil polyhedron and p being any generalized
modulus of continuity, p-continuity on S(G) for a function as in question 1 implies p-continuity
of the function on the whole closure G of G.

On the other hand Glicksberg showed that for the “Hartogs triangle” G {(z1, 22) € C2? : |z| <
|z2| < 1} C C? even the answer to question 2 is negative. The Hartogs triangle does not have
smooth boundary. It turns out that this is the only obstruction for a positive answer to question
2. We prove here the following theorem. The formulation was proposed as a conjecture in [10].

Theorem 1. Let G C C? be a bounded pseudoconvex domain with C* boundary. Let V C 0G
be relatively open and contain the Shilov boundary S(G). Then for any continuous function f on
G UV that is bounded and analytic in G the following two statements hold.

1. f eatends to a continuous function on the closure G.

2. If f is p-continuous on 'V for a generalized modulus of continuity p then f is p-continuous
on G. The respective pi-seminorms are related by a multiplicative constant depending only
on G and V.

It follows that if in addition f is of class C** on G UV then f extends to a C>° function on the
closure G.

We do not know whether in theorem 1 one can replace the neighbourhood V' of the Shilov boundary
by the Shilov boundary itself. We do not know either in which way the latter would be related
to the still open problem whether biholomorphic mappings between bounded smoothly bounded
pseudoconvex domains have smooth extension to the boundary.

2. PROOF OF THE THEOREM

We start with recalling some known results and notions. The first two statements extract the local
and the global aspect of the relation of solid and boundary continuity of analytic functions. They
hold in arbitrary dimensions. We refrain from formulating the more subtle results that are known
in dimension one and refer to the original literature (see e.g. [14]).

We start with the following global statement.

Lemma I. Let G be a bounded domain in C™ and let f € A(G). Then for every 6 > 0 the
supremum
sup{|f(z) — f(z)] : 2,2/ € G, |z — 2| < 6}

1s attained when one of the points z or 2’ is contained in the boundary.

The lemma is well-known (see for instance [14]). For convenience of the reader we present the
short proof.

Proof of the Lemma. Denote 2/ = z + h. Both points z and z + h are contained in G iff z €
G (G — h). Fix the complex vector h and apply the maximum principle to the analytic function
z— f(z+h)— f(z) in GN(G — h). Since the boundary of the set G [(G — h) is contained in the
union of the boundaries 9G and 9(G —h), the supremum sup{|f(z+h)— f(2)|: 2 € G((G—h)} is
attained if either z € OG or z € 9(G—h). The second inclusion is equivalent to z' = z+h € 0G. O

Here is a version of the local statement suitable also in the multi-dimensional setting. In the multi-
dimensional setting it can be obtained from one-dimensional results by slicing. For an outline of
the proof see [9].
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Theorem I. Let G be a domain in C" with z € 0G. Assume that there is an open frustrum of
a cone K with vertex at z lying in C"\G. Let pu be a generalized modulus of continuity. Then

there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on the size of the cone, such that for any function
f € A(G) the relation

sup |f(z) — f(z)] < p(d) for any 6 >0
z'€dG
|z—z"|<é

implies the relation
sup | f(z) — f(")| < Cp(9) for any é = 0.
2'eG
|z—2'|<é
The lemma and the theorem imply the statement on the relation between solid and boundary
continuity for a wide class of multi-dimensional domains, in particular for those with C? boundary.

Recall that the notion of the Shilov boundary was introduced in the general frame of Banach
algebras. Here we consider only the case of the algebra A(G) for an arbitrary domain G C C". In
this case the Shilov boundary S(G) is the intersection of all closed subsets S of G for which

|f(z)] < méix|f| for all z € G and for all f € A(G).

A set S with the described property is called a boundary for A(G). Note that G is a boundary,
hence S(G) C dG. Moreover S(G) is a boundary itself, i.e.

[f(2)] < gl(zg)<|f| for all z € G and for all f € A(G).

For more detailed information we refer to the book [4].

Bremermann [2] initiated research on a geometric characterization of the Shilov boundary. He
conjectured that the Shilov boundary S(G) of a pseudoconvex domain G in C™ with boundary of
class C? is equal to the closure of the set W, (G) of strictly pseudoconvex boundary points. The
first theorem in this direction was proved by Rossi.

Theorem II. [13] If G is a bounded pseudoconvex domain in C™ with C? boundary and G admits
a Stein neighbourhood basis, then

S(G) =94(G).
For one of the inclusions it is enough to require that the domain has C? boundary.

Theorem III. [1] Let G be a bounded domain in C™ with C* boundary. Then the Shilov boundary
is contained in the closure of the set of strictly pseudoconvex boundary points, i.e.

Note that the domain G need not be pseudoconvex.
As for the other inclusion the condition of existence of a Stein neighbourhood basis of G' can be

removed, provided the boundary is of class C* instead of C2.

Theorem IV. [12] Let G C C" be a bounded pseudoconver domain with C* boundary. Then
U, (G) C S(G).

Theorem 1 can be extended to arbitrary bounded domains in C? with C3 boundary. Denote by

U_(G) the set of strictly pseudoconcave boundary points. Note that the set 0G\(¥+(G)UT_(G))

is foliated into one-dimensional complex manifolds.

The following theorem holds.

Theorem 2. Let G C C? be a bounded domain in C? with C® boundary. Suppose V. C 0G is
relatively open in OG and contains W (G). Let f be any continuous function on G UV which is
bounded and analytic on G. Then

1. f extends to a continuous function on G.
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2. If f is p-continuous on G U Vy for a generalized modulus of continuity p then it is p-
continuous on G. The p-seminorms on GUV, and on G differ by a multiplicative constant
depending on G,V and the supremum norm of f on G.

In general, for non-pseudoconvex domains G the Shilov boundary may be strictly smaller than
U, (G). We do not know whether in theorem 2 the set ¥ (G) may be replaced by the Shilov
boundary itself.

The following lemmas relate theorem 2 to theorem 1.

Lemma 1. Let G be as in theorem 2 andp € V_(G) \ Y1 (G). Then there is a neighbourhood U,
of p in C? which depends only on G and p such that each bounded analytic function in G extends to
an analytic function in U,. The extension does not increase the supremum norm of the function.

Lemma 2. There exists a neighbourhood V of ¥(G)= W, (G) UV _(G) such that each function
f as in theorem 2 has continuous extension to G UV. Moreover, f is p-continuous on V with
u-seminorm differing from that on Vi by a multiplicative constant depending on G, V and the
supremum norm of f on G.

Proof. Indeed, choose for each U, as in lemma 1 two open subsets V, and V,’ of G, p € V; €

V), € U, NOG. Let V1 be an open subset of G, ¥ (G) C V4 € V. Cover the compact set

¥_(G)\V+ by a finite number of V;, j =1..., N. Denote by V' the union V' = ‘(}Jr U Ujvzl Vi
On each Vp'; the extension of f is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz seminorm depending on the
supremum norm of f and the distance of V,’ to the complement of U,. Since any generalized
modulus of continuity exceeds const - 4§, § > 0, for some positive constant const, f is p-continuous

o
on each V7. It is also p-continuous on V and Vi € V,. Notice, that for small § > 0 two points
z and 2" in OG belong both to one of the sets V! or to V4. It follows that f is y-continuous on
V with p-seminorm depending on G, V; and the supremum norm of f on G. ]

Proof of Lemma 1. By the conditions of the lemma, p is a minimal point of G in the sense that G
contains no analytic curve that passes through p. For a small ball B, around p the neighbourhood
W, = 0G N B, of p on JG is pseudoconcave from the side of G. Denote the pseudoconvex set
B,\G by Q,. Let W;, € W, be a smaller neighbourhood of p on dG. By a theorem of Trepreau
[16] (see also the more general result of Tumanov [17]) analytic functions on a neighbourhood of
W;, have analytic extension to a one-sided neighbourhood O, of p (i.e. to one of the connected
components of b,\0G for a small ball b, around p). The one-sided neighbourhood O,, depends only
on W;, and the extension preserves the supremum norm of the function. The set O, is contained
in Q. Indeed, take a vector v so that for all sufficiently small positive numbers ¢ the translates
W, + v are contained in €2,,. Analytic functions in Q, extend to O, +ev for all small ¢ > 0, hence
Op + ev C Q,, for all such €. It follows that O, C §,,, and therefore G U G U O, covers the ball
bp. Applying Trepreau’s theorem to a small translate WZQ — ev into G, we obtain the lemma. [O

Proof of theorems 1 and 2. To unify notation, put ¥(G) = ¥, (G) U¥_(G) in both theorems (in
case of theorem 1 ¥_(G) is empty). We may assume that there is a neighbourhood V' of ¥(G)
in 0G such that f is bounded and analytic in G, continuous in G UV and p-continuous on V'
for some generalized modulus of continuity p. (For theorem 2 the present generalized modulus of
continuity differs from the one in the statement of theorem 2 by a multiplicative constant that

depends on G,V and the supremum norm of f). Choose a neighbourhood v (in 0G) of ¥(@),
VeV.

The following lemma is a local statement. It implies immediately continuous extension of the

function f to the set 9G\V. Successive application of the lemma allows to increase the quality of
continuity of the function on this set (see Corollary 1).
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o o
Lemma 3. Let G,V and V be as above. For each point p € IG\V there is a small ball b, around
p, a positive number 7, < 1 and a constant C, > 1 such that the following holds.
Suppose f and p are as above and v > p is another generalized modulus of continuity. Suppose

(5) sup |f(2) — f(z")| < v(d) for all § > 0.
s
Then
(6) sup |(2) = F()] < Cp v(8)" u(8)" for all § >0,
z,2'€bpNG
|z—z"|<d

Note that any function as in the beginning of the proof satisfies (5) with v(4) = ¢ sup|f| for any
G

constant ¢ > 2. Redefining p(d) to be constant for ¢ > diam(G) the constant ¢ may be chosen so
that v > pu.

We postpone the proof of the lemma. The lemma has the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Suppose f is as above and satisfies (5) for a function v as in the lemma. Then f
has continuous extension to OG. Moreover, there exists a positive constant 7 < 1 and a constant
C > 1 (depending only on G and V') such that
(7) sup_ | f(2) = f(2')] < Cv(8)" T u(d)".

z,z2' €G

|z—2'|<é

o
Proof of the corollary. Inequality (6) implies that for each p € 9G\V the function f extends
continuously to b, N G, being uniformly continuous on the dense open subset b, N G. Since f

o
extends continuously to V' O V| continuous extension to the whole boundary 0G follows.

Put VpdéfbpﬂaG and choose an open subset V, of 0G, p € V, € V,,. Cover the compact set 0G\V
by finitely many of the V},. Let 7 be the smallest of the respective constants 7,,. Notice, that for
small § > 0 two points z and 2z’ in OG belong both to one of the sets V,, or to V if |z — 2/| < 6.
Since p(0) > v(9) for § > 0, and 7 < 7, the inequality
(8) sup |f(2) = f(z)] < maxCp - v(8)'7 u(8)”

z,2'€0G

|z—2"|<d
holds for small 6 > 0. Increasing the constant, we get (8) for arbitrary 6 > 0. Theorem I and
lemma I imply (7) after further increasing the multiplicative constant. The corollary is proved. O

We will now finish the proof of the theorems by successively applying the corollary.

End of proof of the theorems. Let f be as in the beginning of the proof of the theorems. Put
to(6) = A for § > 0, where A = ¢ supg, | f] for a suitable constant ¢ exceeding 2 so that pg > p.
Let €' and 7 be the constants of the corollary. Applying the corollary with v = o we obtain that
f extends to a continuous function in G and
sup |f(z) — f(2)| < CAY™" ()T for all § > 0.

2,2'€G

|z—2'|<8
Put p1(8) = CA'"7u(8)™ = Cuo(8)1~7u(8)™ for § > 0. Then p; is non-negative, non-decreasing,
satisfies condition (3) and is not smaller than p. We may apply the corollary with v = pq.
Repeated application of the corollary gives for any natural number j the following estimate

9) sup |f(z) = f(2")] < p;(6) for all 6 > 0,
2,2'€G
|z—2"|<é

where

(10) j1(8) = O =) AUy ()T Bl =) 5 > 0,
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Indeed, suppose (9) is true for j — 1 and pj—1 is non-negative, non-decreasing, and not smaller
than p. Then the corollary gives

sup_|f(2) = F()] < C (j-1(6))" 7 u(8)7 for all § > 0.
z,2'€G
|z—2'|<8

Denote the function on the right hand side by p;. It is again non-negative, non-decreasing, not
smaller than p and satisfies (3), since both functions p1;_1 and p have this property. Moreover,
(10) holds for p1;. Indeed, since (10) is true for j — 1,

G=2(1_ ()il SN2\ 1T -
y(8) = € (1007 A0 gy =0 0o ) ()

(11) = OTI0 =) 4007 (5)7 B0 =) for § > 0,
what we needed to prove.

Note that

lim p1;(8) = CT=0=71 u(5) =07 = CF pu(6) for & > 0.
Jj—o0

Since (9) is true for each j, we obtain the theorem with constant C7. Here C' and 7 are the
constants in the corollary. The theorems are proved. O

It remains to prove the lemma.

Proof of Lemma 3. Let W be a connected component of 0G\V(G). W is a Levi-flat hypersurface
and hence it is foliated by 1-dimensional complex manifolds which are embedded or injectively

immersed into W. Recall that ‘O/ is an open subset of IG, ¥(G) C v C ‘O/ cV.
Take a point p € W\I(} Let £, be the Levi-leaf of W through p.

o
There is a curve v, in £, 7y, : [0,1] — £,, which joins p with a point in WNV. Otherwise £, would

be contained in the compact subset W\‘(} of W and the same would apply to its closure £,, (closure
with respect to Euclidean topology in C?). As a consequence, £, would be a compact set which
is the union of injectively immersed complex one-dimensional analytic manifolds (see also [11]),
which is impossible [6]. Removing parts of 7, between self-intersection points and approximating,
we may assume that v, is real analytic on a slightly larger interval, in particular it extends to an
analytic diffeomorphism from a neighbourhood of I. = [—¢,1] in C to a neighbourhood of +, ()
on L£,. We may keep the condition «,(0) = p. 7,(Ic) can be considered as the symmetry axis of
a rectangle in the complex leaf £,. Our goal is now to foliate a neighbourhood of 7,(I.) in G by
holomorphic rectangles close to the mentioned one. More precisely, we will define a diffeomorphic
map H(=H,)" of class C! from a neighbourhood of a closed rectangular box
Q(= Qe0) ={(21,22) : Rez1 € I, Imz € [—¢,¢], Rezs € [—0,0],Imzs € [0,0]}
onto a subset of G satisfying the following properties:
(1) Denote by R,,, z2 € [—0,0] x i[0, 0], the rectangle obtained from @ by fixing z2. The
mapping H is holomorphic on each R.,.
(2) The “lower” face of H(Q), H(Q N{Imzs = 0}), is contained in W C dG. Each conformal

rectangle H(R,,), T2 € [—0,0], is contained in one of the leaves of W. In particular,

H(Ro) contains v(I;).
This is obtained in the following way. Let X and Y be real C? vector fields defined at points
of £, close to v(I.). Let Fy,, Fx,. be their flows. We may choose the vector fields so that
H(z+iy,0)= Fy, o Fx..(p) coincides with the analytic extension of 7, for z,y in a neighbourhood
of I. x [—¢,¢]. Extend X,Y to C? real vector fields in a neighbourhood of v(I.) on G which are
complex tangent at each point. Let v : [—0,0] — W be a C? curve which is transverse to the Levi
leaves, with v(0) = p. Put H(x + iy,t) = Fy, o Fxz o v(t). For fixed ¢ the mapping H maps

LAl further constructions depend on the point p, but we will skip the index p.
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R; into the Levi-leaf through v(¢). The mapping may not be holomorphic in z = x + iy, but it is
C* close to the holomorphic map z — H(z,0).

There is a C' family of reparametrizations ¢; (each ¢; being a map from a neighbourhood of I.
to a neighbourhood of I.) such that

H(z,t) = 7:((9015 (2),1)

is holomorphic for each ¢. Indeed, denote by 7:(j the coordinate functions of H. ¢ must satisfy
the equations

(12) O(H; (pe, 1)) = OH; (01, £)Dps + OH; (01, )0y =0, j = 1,2.

Each of the two equations (12) gives a well defined non-linear 6—0perat10n on the set where the
respective H; does not vanish. Since for fixed t, H(z,t) = (Hi(2,t), Ha(z,t)) maps into a Levi-
leaf, there is an analytic function F}; with non-vanishing gradient such that

(13) Fy(Hyi(2,t), Ha(2,1)) = 0

for z in a neighbourhood of I.. Taking 0- and d-derivatives of (13) and taking into account that
H(-,t) is C! close to an analytic diffeomorphism we obtain that if 0jF; # 0 then OH; # 0 for the

other index 7 and at the set where both derivatives 91 F; and doF; do not vanish, g%l = gzz.
This gives a well-defined d-equation for ¢; in a neighbourhood of I. which has a solution close to
the identity. Moreover, the solution ¢; depends C' on t because H is of class C2. The mapping H

is constructed on the lower face @ N {Imzy = 0}.

To define H on the whole @ we denote for z € G by n(z) the unit inner normal to 9G. This is a
C? vector field on dG. Approximate n on the compact set v([—¢, 1]) by an analytic vector field N
in a neighbourhood (in C?) of this set ([8]). Put

H(z, t+1is) = Fn,s(H(z, 1)),
s € [0, 0] for a small positive number o.

Since N is holomorphic in a neighbourhood of v(I.) and H(z,t) is holomorphic in z, the function
H(z,t+ is) is holomorphic in z. The construction of H on @ is completed.

Decreasing € > 0 and ¢ > 0 if necessary we may assume that the “right” “lower” 2-face of Q. s,
Qe,o N{Rez1 = 1,Imzo = 0}, is mapped into ‘(}\m Denote the “right” face Q. - N{Rez; = 1}
by QF

The following lemma states that at points of H(Q? ,) the function has the desired continuity

properties. The proof uses the local theorem I and a pluriharmonic measure estimate.

Lemma 4. The estimate

sup () — F")| < Cw(8) T ()T a(s)
P p"EH(QL ;)
|p/_pll‘<5

holds for a constant 7" € (0,1) and a constant C".
Proof. Let p',p" € G be two points in a sufficiently small neighbourhood of H(QL ,), I —p"| <9
for a small § > 0. Suppose first that one of the points, say p/, has distance to 6G not exceeding 9.

Then, since H(QL , N {Imzy = 0}) C V there is a point p* € V such that |p" — p*| < 4. By the
local theorem I,

|f(p") = f(p*)] < const u(d).
The same inequality with § replaced by 26 holds for p”. Triangle inequality and properties of u
yield
(14) F@) = F@")] < C" (o)

for this case.
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Let now p’,p” € G be contained in a neighbourhood N of H(Q? ), [p" — p”| < ¢ and both have
distance bigger than ¢ to the boundary 0G. The function
(15) = fl@)—f' —1p"+0q)
is analytic in the intersection N N {dist(q, dG) > 8}, satisfies (14) on its boundary part contained
in {dist(q,0G) = §} and has supremum norm not exceeding v(d). Pluriharmonic measure of the
latter boundary part with respect to NN {dist(q,0G) > d} computed at points of H(QL ,) N
{dist(q,0G) > ¢} has an estimate from below by a positive constant 7’ (This can be seen by
slicing with complex lines). Hence, on H(QL ,) N{q € G : dist(q,0G) > &} the absolute value of
the function (15) does not exceed

(C" (@) w0
The value of the function (15) at the point ¢ = p’ € H(QL ) N {dist(q, 0G) > ¢} equals
f®") — f(p"). This proves the required inequality in the second case. Lemma 4 is proved. a

End of proof of lemma 3. Let ¢’ € (0,¢) and consider the rectangular box Q. , obtained from

Qe,5 by shrinking in the z;-direction. We will prove that estimate (6) of the lemma holds on the

set H(QY ), where Q¥  is the intersection of the interior of Qs , with {|Rez| <&’} in C?,
g/ﬁdéf{(zla 22) tz1 € (_6/7 5/) + i(a/a 6/)7 Z2 € (_Ua U) + Z(O7 U)}

The set H( g,’o) is contained in G and contains the intersection of G with a ball around p. (Recall,

that 7(0,0) = p.)

Let p/,p” € H(QY ,), |[p'—p"| < § with 6 > 0. The diffeomorphism H and its inverse H ! preserve
distance up to a multiplicative constant. Hence

H™HP) =R < 6, [H(Z) —H(")| < 6.
Write H™1(p') = (2, 2) € Qer o, H1(p") = (21, 24) € Q- » and consider the function
(16) 2= (foH)(z,25) = (fo M) (2 + (21 — 21), 25).
If 6 > 0 is small, this function is in A(R) for the rectangle R = [—¢, 1] + i[—e,e]. (Note that
Imzl > 0, Imzy > 0). The value of the function (16) at 21 equals
(f o H)(21,25) = (f o H) (21, 22) = f(¥)) — f(0").
The supremum norm of the function (16) does not exceed v(c’c¢”§). On the right side {1} x i[—e, €]

of the rectangle R its absolute value does not exceed [i(¢’c”§). Therefore on the relatively compact
part {(—¢’,&") +i(—¢’,€')} of R, in particular at the point 2], its absolute value does not exceed

N ORITORS

Here we used property (3) of y, the fact that v > u, and harmonic measure estimate on R.
Lemma 3, and hence theorems 1 and 2, are proved. O

O

We do not know whether in theorems 1 and 2 one needs to require that the function f is bounded
in G.

Under additional hypothesis this condition can be removed.

Lemma 5. Let G C C? be a bounded domain with C? boundary. Suppose any compact subset

of 0G\Y(G) has a Stein neighbourhood basis. Then any analytic function in G that extends
continuously to a neighbourhood of ¥, (G) in G is bounded in G.

Proof. Let V. be a neighbourhood of ¥, (G) in OG and f a continuous function on G UV, that
is holomorphic in G. By lemma 2 f extends to a continuous function on G UV for an open set

V C 0G with ¥(G) C V. Let V be open in 0G and ¥(G) C V € V. There is a compact subset

K C GUYV which contains a one-sided neighbourhood of each point of V' (i.e. the intersection of
G with a small ball around the point). The function f is bounded on K.
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The set G\V is a compact subset of 0G\¥(G) and therefore it has a Stein neighbourhood basis.
Since any pseudoconvex domain can be exhausted by smoothly bounded strictly pseudoconvex

o
domains, there exists a neighbourhood basis U,, of 9G\V cousisting of smoothly bounded strictly
pseudoconvex domains. Consider G\U,, and smoothen its boundary part which is contained in

a small neighbourhood of U, N 0G C ‘(} We may assume that the changed boundary part is
contained in K and the thus obtained domain G,, has C? boundary.

The function f is continuous on G, C GUV. The part of the boundary 0G,, which is outside K
is strictly pseudoconcave hence does not meet ¥, (G,,). By theorem III

< .
I%fiXIfI < max ||

This is true for all n and the G,, exhaust G. The lemma is proved. ]

Necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a Stein neighbourhood basis of a Levi-flat
hypersurface are not known. See [3] for an account.
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