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Preface

The international conference entitled “New Trends in Approximation Theory”
was held at the Fields Institute, in Toronto, from July 25 to July 29, 2016. The
conference (which received financial support from the Fields Institute and CRM)
was fondly dedicated to the memory of our unique friend and colleague André
Boivin, who gave tireless service in Canada until the very last moment of his life in
October 2014. The impact of his warm personality and his fine work on Complex
Approximation Theory was reflected by the mathematical excellence and the wide
research range of the 37 participants. In total there were 27 talks, delivered by well-
established mathematicians and young researchers. In particular, 19 invited lectures
were delivered by leading experts of the field, from 8 different countries (USA,
France, Canada, Ireland, Greece, Spain, Israel, Germany). Videos and slides of the
presentations can be found at the following link:

https://www.fields.utoronto.ca/video-archive/event/1996

The wide variety of presentations composed a mosaic of multiple aspects of
Approximation Theory and highlighted interesting connections with important
contemporary areas of analysis. In particular, the main topics that were discussed
include the following:

1. Applications of Approximation Theory (isoperimetric inequalities, construction
of entire order-isomorphisms, dynamical sampling);

2. Approximation by harmonic and holomorphic functions (and especially uniform

and tangential approximation);

. Polynomial and rational approximation;

. Zeros of approximants and zero-free approximation;

5. Tools used in Approximation Theory (analytic capacities, Fourier and Markov
inequalities);

6. Approximation on complex manifolds (Riemann surfaces), and approximation in
product domains;

7. Approximation in function spaces (Hardy and Bergman spaces, disc algebra, de
Branges—Rovnyak spaces);

8. Boundary behaviour and universality properties of Taylor and Dirichlet series.

W
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vi Preface

Throughout the conference there was a very creative and friendly atmosphere,
with many interesting discussions and mathematical interactions which, hopefully,
will lead to future collaborations. The last talks of the conference were devoted
to the main contributions of André Boivin in Approximation Theory and his
collaborations which are presented in the first chapter in further detail.

Montréal, QC, Canada Paul Gauthier
Tampa, FL, USA Myrto Manolaki
Québec, QC, Canada Javad Mashreghi



A Riemann surface, full of some (among many) good friends of André Boivin, during the
conference “New Trends in Approximation Theory” which was held in his memory (Fields
Institute, July 2016).
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Check for
updates

Paul Gauthier, Myrto Manolaki, and Javad Mashreghi

Abstract André Boivin will be fondly remembered for many reasons. We shall
attempt to convey the impact he has had on the authors of this note (and many
others) by describing his wonderful personality and his important contributions in
the field of Complex Approximation Theory.
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1 Instead of an Introduction...
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Since “un bon croquis vaut mieux qu’un long discours”, and since André enjoyed reading comics,
we thought of describing his wonderful personality via some representative pictures.
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André Boivin, apart from being a brilliant mathematician, was also a polymath (meaning homo
universalis). Indeed, his interests were very broad, ranging from literature and golf, to travelling
and photography.
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In particular, André had a beautiful collection of nature photographs. Here, with his camera in
Winnipeg, during the CMS summer meeting (June 2014).



The Life and Work of André Boivin

André bore his name Boivin [=Drinks Wine!] well. He was one of the best wine-experts. Apart
from his very detailed knowledge about wine, he loved organizing wine and cheese parties in his
house, for his friends and colleagues.
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André Boivin was universally loved and respected by his students; not only because he was a very
inspiring teacher, but also because he treated everyone as a member of his family. This picture is
from one of the departmental parties that he used to host in his house.
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Here, André with his doctoral student, Nadya Askaripour, after her Ph.D. defence.
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André playing with his two children, Alex and Mélanie.
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André Boivin had many mathematical friends and participated in a great number of international
conferences. Here with his postdoctoral student Myrto Manolaki and Vassili Nestoridis, during the
conference “Universality weekend”, held in Kent State University, Ohio (April 2014).
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Two of the closest mathematical friends of André were Javad Mashreghi, and his doctoral advisor
Paul Gauthier. Here, Paul Gauthier, André Boivin and Javad Mashreghi, during the conference
“Complex Analysis and Potential Theory”, which was held in honour of Paul Gauthier and K. N.
GowriSankaran, at Université de Montréal (June 2011).
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André discussing with his unique vivid way with his colleague and good friend, Mashoud Khalhali.
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Boivin served with distinction as Graduate Student Chair and Chair of the Department of
Mathematics at the University of Western Ontario. His office was always full of life and positive
energy, reflecting his very generous and warm personality.
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The Ph.D. thesis of André, and the Ph.D. theses of his students.
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From his personal hand-written notes.
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André with his beloved wife, Yinghui Jiang.
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D FARTMENT OF MATHEMATIOS

tential Theory

André Boivin

Professor & Chair

Our unique friend André, it was a great privilege meeting you. Thank you for infinitely many
reasons!

2 The Life of André Boivin

André Boivin was born on August 7 1955 in Montréal where he was brought up
in the warm environment of a bonded French Canadian family consisting of his
parents Simonne Emard and Léon Boivin and his siblings Diane, Jean and Francois.
André had a unique talent in being a true and devoted friend and it would not be
an exaggeration to say that his friends were always part of his family. In particular,
during his studies at I’Université de Montréal, he met Jacques Bélair, Jean-Pierre
Dussault, Jacques Taillon and Monique Tanguay, with all of whom he developed
a beautiful lifelong friendship. André obtained his B.Sc. in Mathematics in 1977
and, after completing his M.Sc. at the University of Toronto in 1979, he returned
to I’Université de Montréal to pursue his doctoral studies under the supervision
of Paul Gauthier. André and Paul developed a unique friendship which was based
on mutual admiration, and which led to a very fruitful collaboration (they co-
authored ten articles and they had several collaborators in common). He obtained
his Ph.D. in 1984 for his thesis entitled “Approximation uniforme harmonique
et tangentielle holomorphe ou méromorphe sur les surfaces de Riemann”, which
carved the main research path of his career. Subsequently he was awarded a 2-year
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NSERC postdoctoral fellowship which was held at the University of California,
Los Angeles (1984—1985) and at University College, London (1985-1986). During
his postdoctoral studies he had the opportunity to interact with leading experts in
Complex Analysis such as Theodore Gamelin, who influenced the directions of his
future work.

In 1986 André was hired as an Assistant Professor in the Department of
Mathematics at the University of Western Ontario and moved back to Canada along
with his first wife Johanne Giroux, from London, England to London, Ontario.
In 2004 he was promoted to Professor and in 2006 he was happily remarried to
Yinghui Jiang. Thus André spent the rest of his life in London, together with
his beloved family consisting of his wife Yinghui, his daughter Mélanie, his son
Alex and his step son JP. His house was always open to his friends, colleagues
and students. Anyone who has met André will know that as well as his passion
for Mathematics and science, he enjoyed many of the finer things in life such as
photography, cooking, music, literature and golf. Last but not least, as his surname
indicates in French, André was quite the wine connoisseur!

His engaging and generous personality made him very popular among his
colleagues and students, and he was often characterized as the heart and soul of
the department. He served with distinction as Graduate Student Chair, and in 2011
was appointed Chair of the Department of Mathematics, a post that he served with
remarkable devotion until the very last days of his life. André was, with no doubt,
one of the most conscientious academic leaders. He was always trying to create a
positive and creative atmosphere in the department, looking after every single detail.
One of his many “invisible” contributions was the departmental Analysis seminar.
Despite the small number of Analysis members in the department, André managed
to keep the Analysis seminar series alive and of high quality by inviting some of the
most prominent experts in the field to the department (and as always, by being an
excellent host).

Among his many qualities, André was regarded as one of the most dedicated and
influential lecturers and supervisors in the department and was always generous with
his time. This was reflected in the great number of graduate students he successfully
supervised. In total, he supervised more than 12 masters students, 5 Ph.D. students
and 2 postdoctoral fellows. The four students who completed a Ph.D. under his
supervision were Hua Liang Zhong (2000, “Non-harmonic Fourier series and
applications”), Baoguo Jiang (2003, “Harmonic and holomorphic approximation
on Riemann surfaces”), Chang Zhong Zhu (2005, “Complex approximation in
some weighted function spaces”) and Nadya Askaripour (2010, “Holomorphic k-
differentials and holomorphic approximation on open Riemann surfaces”). The last
(doctoral and postdoctoral) students of André were Fatemeh Sharifi and Myrto
Manolaki, for whom André has been both an inspiring mentor and an affectionate
father-figure.

As well as having a productive research career at the University of Western
Ontario, he was an active participant in various Canadian committees including
being a member of the Grant Selection Committee for Le Fonds de recherche du
Québec-Nature et technologies (FRQNT). Adding to his many contributions to his
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field, in December 2009 he organized (with Tatyana Foth) a session on Complex
Analysis at the Winter Meeting of the Canadian Mathematical Society in Windsor.
In June 2011, together with Javad Mashreghi, he organized the international
conference “Complex Analysis and Potential Theory” in honour of Paul Gauthier
and K. N. GowriSankaran, which took place at the CRM, Montréal. Finally,
André co-organized the 16th Annual Meeting of Chairs of Canadian Mathematics
Departments, which was held at the University of Western Ontario 2 weeks after he
suddenly passed away in October 2014.

André Boivin was known and respected not only for his important mathematical
contributions and his tireless academic service but also for his uniquely generous
and warm personality. He will be fondly remembered for his honesty and openness,
for his endless positive energy and clever sense of humour, for his progressive and
humanistic spirit, for being an influential teacher, a passionate mathematician, and,
above all, for being a wonderful person and friend who appreciated life in all its
dimensions. It is impossible to describe with words the impact he has had in our
lives and the size of the gap he has left behind.

3 Work on Complex Analysis and Approximation Theory

André Boivin, being the mathematical son of Paul Gauthier and the mathematical
great gra(n)dson of Constantin Carathéodory, worked in Complex Analysis and
Approximation Theory. His main topics of investigation were approximation by
holomorphic, meromorphic and harmonic functions on (open) Riemann surfaces,
and in particular on the complex plane C. Namely, he was interested in determining
conditions, under which it is possible to have certain smooth extensions or approxi-
mations in various function spaces. He also worked on non-harmonic Fourier series
and Cauchy-Riemann theory, collaborating with several leading experts. Boivin has
written about 40 influential papers in these areas, with publications in prestigious
journals (such as the Transactions of AMS and J. Anal. Math.).

3.1 Harmonic, Holomorphic and Meromorphic Approximation
on Riemann Surfaces

One of the main components of the work of André Boivin, arising from his
doctoral thesis [39], was concerned with harmonic, holomorphic and meromorphic
approximation on Riemann surfaces. He wrote many important papers in this
area [6, 13, 15, 21, 25, 28, 35-38, 40] and, in particular, he made significant
contributions in the area of Carleman (or tangential) holomorphic and meromorphic
approximation, which we shall describe below.
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In 1927, Carleman, in his attempt to generalize the classical approximation
theorem of Weierstrass, showed that, for each continuous function f on the real
line R and for each positive continuous function ¢ on R, there exists a holomorphic
function g on C such that:

[f(z) — (@) <e(@ (z€R).

This important result gave rise to the following definition:

Definition 1 Let D be a domain in C (or, more generally, in a non-compact
Riemann surface R), and let E C D be a relatively closed set.

1. E is called a set of Carleman holomorphic (respectively meromorphic)
approximation if, for each continuous function f on E which is holomorphic on
E° and for each positive continuous function € on E, there exists a holomorphic
(respectively meromorphic) function g on D such that:

If(2) — g <e(@) (z€E).

2. If we replace above the phrase “each positive continuous function ¢ on E” by
“each positive constant £”, we say that E is a set of uniform holomorphic
(respectively meromorphic) approximation.

Obviously, each set of Carleman (holomorphic or meromorphic) approximation
is a set of uniform (holomorphic or meromorphic) approximation. The characteriza-
tion of compact subsets of C which are sets of uniform holomorphic approximation,
follows by the celebrated theorem of Mergelyan: they are exactly the compact
sets with connected complement in C. In 1968, Arakelyan generalized this result,
by providing a characterization of closed subsets of C which are sets of uniform
approximation:

Theorem 1 (Arakelyan, 1968) Let D C C be a domain, and E C D be relatively
closed set. The following are equivalent:

1. E is a set of uniform holomorphic approximation.
2. D* \ E is connected and locally connected (where D* is the one-point compacti-
fication of D).

It is striking that, although Runge’s theorem has an analogue for non-compact
Riemann surfaces (H. Behnke and K. Stein, Math. Ann. 120 (1949), 430-461), there
is no known analogue for Arakelyan’s theorem for a general non-compact Riemann
surface. In fact, it can be shown that there is no topological characterization of
closed sets of uniform holomorphic approximation. This difficult problem attracted
the interest of André, who spent several years of his career trying to investigate it,
and, in particular, he was working on this with his last doctoral student, Fatemeh
Sharifi.
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The contributions of Boivin in the area of Carleman approximation are of very
significant importance. In 1971, Nersessian gave a complete characterization of sets
of holomorphic Carleman approximation in the case of the complex plane, based on
previous work of Gauthier. In 1986, in his paper in Math. Ann. [36], Boivin provided
a complete characterization of the sets of holomorphic Carleman approximation on
an arbitrary open Riemann surface.

The problem of characterizing the sets of meromorphic Carleman approximation
still remains open (even in the case of the complex plane). Boivin’s work has shed
considerable light on this problem. For example he showed that the meromorphic
analogue of the sufficient condition that appears in Nersessian’s characterization of
holomorphic Carleman approximation is not sufficient to characterize the sets of
meromorphic Carleman approximation. He also provided a new sufficient condition
(in terms of the Gleason parts) and one necessary condition (in terms of the fine
topology) for sets to be sets of meromorphic Carleman approximation. Later, in a
coauthored paper with Nersessian, he showed that the sufficient condition in terms
of the Gleason parts, fails to be also necessary for this kind of approximation.

3.2 Approximation in Function Spaces

Apart from uniform approximation, Boivin also worked on approximation in various
function spaces, including weighted H” and L” spaces, Lip,, BMO, and C™ spaces
(see [3, 8,9, 26, 29, 31]).

A representative sample of this work can be found in [31], where Boivin and
Verdera generalized to unbounded sets a wide range of important approximation
results. In particular, for closed (or measurable) sets F' in the complex plane, the
authors considered Ag(F), the set of holomorphic functions on the interior of F
which belong to B, where B is any of the following function spaces: L”(F) (for
1 < p < o0), Lip,(F) (for 0 < a < 1), BMO(F) or C"(F). Inspired by the
classical theorem of Vitushkin, Boivin and Verdera introduced some appropriate
capacities to characterize the sets F, for which every function in Ag(F) can be
approximated, in the B-norm on F, by functions holomorphic in a neighbourhood
of F. In the same spirit, in [29], the two authors, together with Joan Mateu,
provided a Vitushkin-type theorem on approximation by holomorphic functions in
a neighbourhood of a compact set E which additionally belong to some weighted
L7 space on E. Subsequently, in [26], Boivin with Bonilla and Farifia, advanced
further the theory of weighted L” spaces by providing analogues of some of the
most fundamental approximation theorems (Runge’s theorem, fusion lemma and
localization theorem). Finally, André Boivin investigated approximation properties
of weighted Hardy spaces, in collaboration with Changzhong Zhu and Paul Gauthier
([3, 8] and [9]). Specifically, in [9] they studied expansion, moment and interpolation
problems for Hardy spaces on the disc, with weight satisfying a certain technical
condition (known as Muckenhoupt’s condition).
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3.3 Axiomatic Approximation (Extension) for Harmonic
(Subharmonic) Functions and Elliptic Generalizations

The main thrust of André Boivin’s work in approximation theory has been directed
towards the existence of approximations more than with the computation of
approximations. That is, given a space X of functions and a “nice” subspace Y, a
fundamental question is whether, for every function f in X there exist functions in
Y which approximate f. Finding an algorithm for actually computing the approx-
imating functions has been less of a concern for him. For most programs which
actually compute approximations, there is no proof that they actually converge.
If one can prove that certain approximations do not exist, one can save engineers
from wasting their time and resources in trying to compute an approximation which
does not exist. The existence of nice approximations in Y of functions in X can be
interpreted as the density of Y in X. Most work in approximation theory is from the
point of view of functional analysis. The spaces X and Y are viewed as normed linear
spaces. Moreover, the approximation of a function f is usually on a compact set. But
in physics, unbounded models are frequently employed. Boivin has spent most of
his career in trying to approximate functions on unbounded sets, such as the real
line. One of the most natural forms of approximation is uniform approximation.
But here, there is a fundamental difficulty in trying to employ functional analysis
to approximate uniformly on unbounded sets. For example, while the space X of
continuous functions on the real line, with the topology of uniform convergence, is
a topological space and a vector space, it is not a topological vector space, because
multiplication by scalars is not continuous. Boivin and his collaborators have had
to summon considerable ingenuity to overcome this curse, but they have succeeded
in discovering fundamental properties of functions spaces X and their subspaces Y
which have allowed them to develop an axiomatic theory of approximation theory
which applies to many of the most important function spaces on unbounded sets,
for example C™- or LP-solutions to elliptic equations on unbounded sets. In Boivin’s
work approximating a function f by a nice function g usually means that g is defined
on a larger set. The function f, if it is analytic, is usually not itself defined on a
larger set, because of uniqueness properties of analytic functions. Boivin and his
collaborators have also worked with subsolutions of elliptic equations. These are
more flexible and sometimes allow extensions, which are perfect approximations,
since the restriction of the approximation is actually equal to the original function.
The papers in this direction are [2, 5, 16, 19, 22], and [23].

3.4 Cauchy-Riemann Theory

An independent component of the work of André Boivin was his work on Cauchy-
Riemann (CR) Theory. In particular, he wrote three influential papers in this area
([24, 27] and [30]), co-authored with his former colleague and good friend, Roman
Dwilewicz.
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One of their papers [27], was concerned with the problem of classification of
local CR mappings between CR manifolds (a problem that goes back to Poincaré).
Moreover, they worked on uniform approximation of CR functions on tubular
submanifolds in C* = R” x iR" (that is manifolds of the form N x iR", where
N C R" is a manifold). In particular, in their first paper [30], they showed that,
if N is a compact connected manifold in R2, then, any CR function on the tubular
submanifold N x iR?> C C?, can be uniformly approximated, on compacts subsets,
by holomorphic polynomials. In their last paper [24], published in 1998 in the
Transactions of AMS, Boivin and Dwilewicz provided a complete generalization
for CR functions of the classical Bochner tube theorem, which states that any
holomorphic function on a tube 7(£2) = 2 + iR" C C”", with £ a domain in
R", can be extended holomorphically to the tube over the convex hull of £2. In
particular, they showed the following general result, which replaces the assumption
on £2 being a domain in R"” with a more general connected submanifold:

Theorem 2 (Boivin and Dwilewicz [30]) Let N be a connected submanifold of
R" of class C2. Then any continuous CR function on the tube t(N) = N + iR"
can be continuously extended to a CR function on t(ach(N)) = ach(N) + iR",
where ach(N) denotes the almost convex hull of N (which is the union of N with the
interior of the convex hull ch(N) of N, taken in the smallest dimensional space which
contains ch(N)). As a consequence, any CR function on t(N) can be uniformly
approximated on compact subsets by holomorphic polynomials.

The above theorem of Boivin-Dwilewicz, which has received 15 citations, not
only generalizes Bochner’s tube theorem; it can also be considered as a version
of the classical edge-of-the-wedge theorem of Bogolyubov (a theorem in complex
analysis, which was originally proved as a tool to solve some problems in physics
in connection with quantum field theory and dispersion relations).

3.5 Approximation by Systems of Exponentials

In recent years André Boivin became interested in the study of non-harmonic
Fourier series; that is the study of approximation properties of systems of expo-
nentials {e*»’} (for example, investigating when these systems form a basis or a
frame). Such questions are of great importance since they have intimate connections
with control theory and signal processing. Boivin investigated such (and similar)
questions and published seven papers in this area [4, 7, 11, 12, 14, 18, 20], in
collaboration with his two doctoral students, Hualiang Zhong and Changzhong Zhu,
and with Terry Peters.
A component of this work was concerned with the following general problem:

Problem 1 Given a domain £2 in the complex plane and a set of functions {4,} in
L2[£2] (the Hilbert space of square area-integrable analytic functions on §2), find
necessary and sufficient conditions on 2, such that the system {4,} is complete in
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L7[$2] (that is, if g is a function in L7[§2], then inf ||h — g|l;210) = 0, where the
infimum is taken over all 4 in the linear span in L2[£2] of {h,}).

For example, it is natural to ask to characterize all bounded domains §2 for
which the monomials 7", n = 1,2,..., constitute a complete system in LZ[.Q].
Equivalently, this means to characterize the bounded domains £2 for which the
polynomials are dense in L2[$2]. Although there is a simple topological charac-
terization of domains when we examine the density of polynomials with respect to
the uniform norm, it turns out that the case of L2[£2] is a more delicate topological
and geometrical problem. In fact, a complete answer is known only in a few special
cases.

In [18], Boivin and Zhu studied the completeness of the system {z™} in L2[£2],
where {7,} is a fixed sequence of complex numbers. In particular, for an unbounded
simply connected domain 2, they provided sufficient conditions (on §2 and on
the sequence {7,}), under which the system {z™} is complete in L2[£2]. Problems
of similar nature have been considered by Carleman, Dzhrbasian, Mergelyan, and
Shen. Moreover, Boivin and Zhu studied the completeness in L2[§2] of more general
systems, namely, of the form {f(1,z)}, where {A,} is a sequence of complex
numbers and f is either an entire function in the complex plane (see [20]), or
an analytic function defined on the Riemann surface of the logarithm (see [20]
and [7]). They also worked with incomplete systems of functions. In particular,
in [4], they consider systems of the form {e™***} and {y;(x)} (where A satisfies
a certain Blaschke condition and v (x) is given by a specific integral formula),
which are known to be incomplete and bi-orthogonal in L?(0, +00). Using the
Fourier transform as a tool, they managed to obtain bi-orthogonal expansions of
each function in L2(0, +00), in terms of {e™**} and {y/;(x)}.

Boivin also worked on the stability of complex exponential frames {¢”***} in
the spaces L>(—y, y), where ¥ > 0 (see [12]). Moreover, in [11], André and his
doctoral student Hualiang Zhong, studied completeness properties of exponential
systems arising from the characteristic roots of the delay-differential equation
¥ () = ay(t — 1), where a is a real parameter. The main result of this paper is that
such a system is complete in L>(—1/2, 1/2), but it does not form an unconditional
basis.

3.6 Other Topics of Research

Apart from the above five main categories, André worked in various other topics in
Analysis. For example in [17] he obtained results on the growth of entire functions
representable as (generalized) Dirichlet series, in terms of their Dirichlet coefficients
and exponents. Moreover, he worked on tensor approximation [32] and T-invariant
algebras on Riemann surfaces [33, 34], extending the theory that was developed
in the plane by Gamelin. Finally, two other independent topics that Boivin was
interested in were the study of zero sets of harmonic and real analytic functions
[1] and bounded pointwise approximation [10].
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Abstract We present a sufficient condition to ensure the density of the set of
rational functions with prescribed poles in the algebra A% (£2).
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1 Introduction

Let K be a compact subset of C and K° the interior of K. As usual, A(K) denotes the
set of all analytic functions in K° that are continuous functions on K. When A(K) is
endowed with the supremum norm on K then A(K) is a Banach algebra. The well-
known Mergelyan’s theorem claims that any function in A(K) can be approximated
by polynomials in the natural topology of A(K) if the complement of K is connected.

Many times, approximation by polynomials of a function f is replaced with
approximation by rational functions. In fact, Mergelyan’s theorem can be extended
to compact sets in C whose complement has a finite number of connected
components if we substitute approximation by polynomials with approximation by
rational functions [10, Exercise 1, Chapter 20]. The analogous multilinear version
of this result can be found in [6].
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A known way of approximating a function f by rational functions is by
considering the expansion of f as the ratio of two power series. Padé approximations
are usually superior than Taylor series when functions contain poles because the
use of rational functions allow to imitate these singularities. The theory of Padé
approximants has been deeply studied during the last years, see for instance [3, 4, 9].
For a review of the classical theory of polynomial and rational approximation of
functions in a complex domain we recommend [10, 11] and the references therein,
and for a historical treatment of the theory of the class of best rational approximating
functions called Padé approximants we recommend [1].

A natural subset of A(K) is the set of all functions in A(K) such that all of their
derivatives also belong to A(K). In general, if £2 C C is an open set in C, we say
that a holomorphic function f defined on £2 belongs to A% (£2) if for every [ €
{0,1,2, ...} the [-th derivative f) extends continuously to £2. The natural topology
of A%°(£2) is defined by the seminorms

sup {[f" @I},
ENR

lzl<m

[=0,1,2,...,m=1,2,3,... With this topology A*°(£2) is a Fréchet algebra.

Naturally, every rational function with poles off the closure of §2 belongs
to A%°(£2). We denote by X°°(£2) the closure of these rational functions in A% (£2).

Recent results, in one and several complex variables, in the study of rational
approximation in A% (£2) with its natural topology can be find in [7-9]. Here we
continue with this study by giving sufficient conditions to ensure that X*°(£2) =
A (£2).

In the paper “Padé approximants, density of rational functions in A®°(§2) and
smoothness of the integration operator” by Vassili Nestoridis and Ilias Zadik,

the authors prove among other results that, under certain conditions, X*°(£2) =
A®(£2).

Theorem 1 ([9, Theorem 5.7]) Let 2 C C be a bounded, connected, open set,
such that:

(a) (2)°=98,

(b) {0} U ((C \ {2) has exactly k connected components in the topology of the
extended plane, k € N,

(c) There exists M > 0 such that for all a, b € S2, there exists a continuous function
y 1[0, 1] — 2 with y(0) = a,y(1) = b and Length(y) < M.

Now pick from each connected component of {oo} U ((C \ m a point a;,i =
0,1,2,...,k— 1 and set S = {ay,...,ar—1}, where ay belongs to the unbounded
component. Then the set of all rational functions with poles only in S is dense in
A% (82) and therefore X*°(§2) = A (52).

However, the proof of this theorem contains a gap. The proof presented in [9]
uses that under the assumptions of the theorem there exist a finite set of Jordan
curves Yo, . - ., Yk—1 in §2 with the properties that they are closed, have finite length
and
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Lifi = .’
ind()/i,aj) = R J
0if i # j.

Here we present an example of a domain 2 satisfying the hypothesis of the
theorem. However, there exists no such Jordan curves in §2 satisfying the desired
conditions. We denote by D(z, r) the open disk of center z and radius r.

Example 1 Let

0 =D(0,1)\ D(1/2,1/2).

Clearly, £2 is a bounded open set with 2° = £ and {oo} U (C \ 2) =
D(1/2,1/2) U (C\ D(0, 1)). Furthermore, any two points in £2 can be joined by a
path in £2 of length at most 27z. However, for any point ¢ € D(1/2,1/2) and any
closed Jordan curve y in £2 we have that ind(y, a) = 0.

In the paper it is also suggested an alternative proof of Theorem 1 by using a
Laurent decomposition, see [9, Remark 5.16] and [2] for the details. However, this
alternative proof also requires the assumption of the existence of these rectifiable
Jordan curves. We refer to [2, Section 4] for the details.

In the following section we present a sufficient condition to ensure that the
theorem remains valid. We also partially answer a question asked by Nestoridis
and Zadik, see [9, Remark 5.13].

2 Main Theorem

In this section we present a sufficient condition to ensure that the conclusion of
Theorem 1 holds. This condition is weaker than the original conditions of Theorem 1
in the sense that it is not required that the open set §2 is connected. However it
requires the existence of specific rectifiable Jordan curves. This, partially answers
the question asked by Nestoridis and Zadik in [9, Remark 5.13].

Definition 1 (Separable by Curves Set) Let £2 be a bounded open set in C such
that 2° = £2. Assume that {oo} U (C \ ) has a finite number of connected
components Vy, V1, ..., Vi in the topology of the extended plane, where V) is
the unbounded connected component of the complement of 2. We say that £2
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is separable by curves if there exist a point zp € §2 and rectifiable Jordan curves
Y0s Vs - - s Yk—1 C §2 with

Lif —1lifaeV,
ind(yp,a) = ha =2 and ind(y;,a) = {0ifa = z,
Hifa e Vit Vi, OifacV,ands# i

fori=1,...,k—1,s=0,1,...,k— 1.
We note that the above curves do not have to be disjoint.

A natural example of a domain that satisfies the conditions of Definition 1 is a
bounded domain whose complement has a finite number of connected components
that are separated apart, i.e., there exists a positive number € > 0 such that the
distance between any two connected components of the complement of §2 is bigger
than €. For the sake of completeness, we provide here the construction of appropriate
Jordan curves.

Fix any z € £2. Consider a positive number € smaller than € and smaller than
the distance from z to any of the connected components of the complement of £2.
Then, if we consider a subdivision of C into a grid of squares with diagonal smaller
than €, by the compactness of £2 and the compactness of the closure of the bounded
components of the complement of £2 there exist simply closed contours defined by
the grid satisfying the conditions of Definition 1.

Another example of a separable by curves domain is a domain defined by a finite
set of disjoint rectifiable Jordan curves. In this case, the Jordan curves that appear in
Definition 1 can be chosen to be the same Jordan curves that define the domain, after
possibly a reorientation. We also mention that Example 1 is a separable by curves
domain.

Nestoridis and Zadik in [9, Remark 5.13] gave an example of an open set §2 that
has more than one connected component, in which the density of rational functions
in A%(£2) holds. Such example was the union of two open discs whose closures
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intersect on just one point. The authors used the fact that the intersection of the two
closed disks is a singleton to prove the density of rational functions in A%°(§2) for
this particular open set £2. However, it is not known under what conditions the
density of rational functions can be ensured in A°°(£2) for non-connected open
sets £2.

Example 2 Let consider

(@)
R={z=x+iyeC:|z] <land x> +2)* > 1}.
¢ oy
\ 4
(b)
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4 \
/
\
S 2 X
I
° |
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< - ~ -
\s_—/ \~_—’

Then, each £2 is a separable by curves open set that satisfies the conditions of
Theorem 2 below.

Similar constructions to Example 2 can be done to find many examples of open
sets §2 that satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 2 below, have finitely many connected
components and the intersection of the closures of the connected components
consists of a finite number of points. This partially answers the question of
Nestoridis and Zadik, see [9, Remark 5.13].
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To prove our main result we will need a refinement of [9, Lemma 5.8] for
functions in A% (£2). Our proof is modeled on the proof of that lemma.

Lemma 1 Let §2 be an open set, n € N and let f € A (82). Let y be any closed
rectifiable curve in §2 such that y intersects 052 at most at a finite number of points.
Then, form € NU {0}, 0 <m < n— 1, we have fy " (z)dz = 0.

Proof We proceed by induction on . Let y be a closed rectifiable curve with y C 2
such that y intersects d§2 at most at a finite number of points. Let f € A% (£2);
therefore, f and all its derivatives extend continuously on §2 closure.

For n = 1, we only need to prove that fy f/ (z)dz = 0. This follows from the fact
that if y is in £2, then clearly the result holds. Also, if 8 is a polygonal simple curve
parametrized by ¢ in [0, 1] that only touches the boundary of £2 at most at one point,
then by continuity of f on £2,

/ﬂ F@dz = £(B(1) —f(BO)).

Therefore, by continuity of f on £2, for any closed rectifiable curve y € §2 such
that y intersects d§2 at most at a finite number of points

Lf@a:a

The case n = 1 is complete.

Suppose that the statement is true for n = k. We prove it now for k+1. Form = 0
we have that [, f**V(z)dz = [ (f®)'dz = 0 by using the fact that f® € A(£2)
and the same argument that we used for the case n = 1. Now, let m € {1,2, ..., k}.
Then, integrating by parts, we have that

/sz(H])(Z)dz = /zm(f"(z))/dz = me(k)}zzé; — m/zm_l(fk(z))/dz =0
y

14 14

IS
7(0)
mf, 7 (z))/dz = 0 is zero because of the hypothesis of induction. The proof is
complete.
To continue, we present a revised version of [9, Theorem 5.7]. Since condition
(d) in Theorem 2 has been weakened with respect to Theorem 1, we also present
here the complete proof of the result, for the sake of completeness.

where we are using that 7" = 0 is zero because the curve y is closed and

Theorem 2 Let 2 C C be a bounded open set such that:

(@ @° =2
(b) {oco} U (C \ £2) has exactly k connected components in the topology of
the extended plane, Vy,Vy,...,Vi—1, k € N, with Vy being the unbounded
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component, and the intersection of V; and \_/'J- being at most a finite number
of points, for0 <i,j<k—1,i#],

(c) 52 is separable by curves,

(d) There exists M > 1 such that for all a, b € §2, there exists a continuous function
Yaw 1 [0,1] = 2 with y,(0) = a, y.,(1) = b, Length(y,p) < M and 2 C
B(0,M).

Now pick from each connected component of {00} U (C \ ) a point a;,i =
0,1,2,...,k— 1 and set S = {ay,...,ar—1}, where ay belongs to the unbounded
component. Then the set of all rational functions with poles only in S is dense in
A% (82) and therefore X*°(§2) = A (52).

Proof Letf € A®(82),e > 0andn € NU {0} = {0,1,2,...}. We need to find a
rational function r with poles in S such that,

sup [fPw) —rO(w)| <e, fori=0,1,...,n.
WES2

First we treat the case ay = oo. Since f € A%®(£2), it follows that £ is analytic
in the open set §2 and continuous on £2. As a consequence of Mergelyan’s Theorem
[10, Ch. 20, Ex. 1] there exists a rational function 7,(z), with poles only in S,
such that

Y € d'me
jgg ™ (w) — Fa(w)| < mm{ n D+ o IM}

where d = min{l,d(ay, £2),...,d(ar—1,$2)} > 0 and a = max;= 41 |ai|.
Since 7, is a rational functlon with poles only in S, we can rewrite 7, as

Fa(z) = ra(2) +
; le (Z - al

withb;; € C,i =1,2,...,k—1andj = 1,2,...,n, and r, is a rational function
such that

Res((z—ai)j_lr,l(z),ai) =0, foralli=1,2,...,k—1,j=1,2,...,n.

By condition (c), §2 is separable by curves, hence there exists a point 7y € £2 and
there exist rectifiable Jordan curves yg, y1, ..., Yk—1 C §2 with

Lif —1lifaeV,
. 1Ia=7, .
ind(yo.a) = { ’ and ind(y;,a) = J0ifa = z,
11fa€V]U"'UVk_1, .
Oifa e Vfors # i,

fori=1,....k—1,s=0,1,...,k—1.
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Condition (b) ensures that the curves yy, 1, ..., Yx—1 can be chosen to intersect
052 at most at a finite number of points. Without loss of generality, by increasing M
if necessary, we may assume that Length(y;) < M for alli = 1,2, ..,k — 1. Then,
since all the poles of 7, are in S, by Lemma 1, we have that

1 .
il = |57 | = o]
2ri Jy,

= |51 | =@ GO 0

A

—(M + lai|Y~'M sup [Fu(w) — ) (w)]
s weS
d'e
=< N 7 1
~ 2n(k—1)

fori=1,2,....,k—1landj=1,2,...,n
Therefore,

sup [F™ (w) — ru(w)| < SUP {[f(”)(w) = Ta(W)| + ZZ |z —a; |f}

i=1 j=1
k=1 n dn*
< sup FOw) = Fw + Yy 2n(k —

i=1 j=1

< €.

Then, the function r, is a rational function that has a Laurent expansion around
each a; € S\ {oo}, where the coefficients of (z — ¢;)' are equal to zero for [ =
—n,—n+1,...,—1. Thus, we can define recursively a sequence of rational functions
Iy m—1,...,11,1rp as

r(@) = £ () + / it ()

V0.2

were ), . is a path in £2 of length at most M joining the points zo and z. Setting
r = ry finishes the proof for the case ay = oo.

The case ag # oo follows from the previous case, [5, Lemma 2.2] and the
triangular inequality. The proof is completed.

Remark 1 Tt is worth noting that Example 1 is a separable by curves domain that
also satisfies the conditions of Theorem 2.

We don’t know if the added condition that the open set §2 is separable by curves
is a necessary condition to ensure that Theorem 1 holds. Furthermore, we don’t
even know if the condition that any two points of £2 can be joined by a path in £
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whose length is bounded by a fixed constant M is a necessary condition to ensure the
density of rational functions in A% (£2). We conclude this note with the following
natural question.

Question I Does Theorem 2 remains valid if we remove any of the conditions
(b)~(d)?

Notes and Comments A more general version of [9, Theorem 5.7] is stated in [9,
Theorem 5.9]. Even though in [9, Theorem 5.9] it is required that the connected
components of the complement of £2 are separated apart, the proof of this result
depends on [9, Theorem 5.7]. A stronger version of [9, Theorem 5.9] can be obtained
as a consequence of Theorem 2 presented here.
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Approximation by Entire Functions in )
the Construction of Order-Isomorphisms e
and Large Cross-Sections

Maxim R. Burke

Abstract A theorem of Hoischen states that given a positive continuous function
e : R — R, asequence Uy C U, C ... of open sets covering R’ and a closed
discrete set T C R/, any C* function g : R’ — R can be approximated by an entire
function f so that for k = 1,2, ..., for all x € R’ \ Uy and for each multi-index «
such that |a| <k,

@ (D) (x) — (D*9) )] < e(x);
(b) (D°)(x) = (D*g)(x) ifx € T.

This theorem has been useful in helping to analyze the existence of entire functions
restricting to order-isomorphisms of everywhere non-meager subsets of R, anal-
ogous to the Barth-Schneider theorem, which gives entire functions restricting to
order-isomorphisms of countable dense sets, and the existence of entire functions
f determining cross-sections f N A through everywhere non-meager subsets A of
R*! =~ R’ x R whose projection {x € R’ : (x,f(x)) € A} onto R’ is everywhere
non-meager, analogous to the Kuratowski-Ulam theorem which gives for residual
sets A in R™"!, points ¢ € R so that the horizontal section of A determined by ¢
has a residual projection {x € R’ : (x,c) € A} in R’. The insights gained from this
work have also led to variations on the Hoischen theorem that incorporate the ability
to require the values of the derivatives on a countable set to belong to given dense
sets or to choose the approximating function so that the graphs of its derivatives
cut a small section through a given null set or a given meager set. We discuss these
results.
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1 Introduction

In [11], it was shown that it is consistent with the ZFC axioms for set theory
that any two subsets A and B of the real line that have cardinality ®; and have
nonmeager intersection with each nonempty open interval are order-isomorphic via
the restriction to the real line of an entire function g. The construction was quite
flexible and the flexibility was indicated by building into the construction that if
an order-isomorphism f of the real line of class C" is given in advance, then g
can be taken so that the derivatives of g up to order n approximate those of f
as closely as desired. The tool used for arranging the approximation is a theorem
of Hoischen [39]. Using this consistency theorem and absoluteness arguments, it
was then possible to give a version of the Hoischen theorem that incorporated the
ability to arrange for the approximating function (when increasing and onto) to
also be an order isomorphism between two given countable dense sets. The ideas
used in the one-variable setting in [11] were generalized for functions of several
variables in [10] to give the consistency of the statement that for any everywhere
nonmeager set A C R*! there is an entire function g of ¢t variables, real-valued
on R/, so that {x € R’ : (x,g(x)) € A} is everywhere nonmeager in R’. In
other words, g cuts a large cross-section through A. Again, absoluteness arguments
led to a version of the Hoischen theorem with new features. Subsequently the
forcing arguments were eliminated from the proofs that originally used absoluteness
arguments and a stronger version of the Hoischen theorem allowing control of the
values of the derivatives on a countable set was obtained in [15]. In the present paper,
we survey the historical context for the results and discuss the results themselves.
Section 2 contains the basic approximation tools that we require. Section 3 begins
the discussion of controlling the values of derivatives at countably many points.
Section 4 deals with order-isomorphisms of dense subsets of R. Section 5 concerns
versions of the Kuratowski-Ulam theorem. Section 6 deals with measurability of
superpositions f(x, ¢(x)). Section 7 briefly discusses work in progress on piecewise
monotone approximation.

We denote the a-th derivative of a function f of ¢ variables by D“f. We use
standard multi-index notation for the mixed partial derivatives of a function f: R’ —
Rorf:C' - C.If ¢ = (oy,...,q®,) is a sequence of nonnegative integers, then we
write

aa1+~--+mf

| = oy + -+ a, DYF = ,ZO(:Z(:”...Z?[’(ZE(CI)

0%zy...0%z

We shall also need some standard measure theoretic and topological terminology.
In a measure space (X, B, i), aset A C X is called thick when A N B # @ for all
B € B such that u(B) > 0. If X is a probability space, this is equivalent to saying
that A has outer measure one. Note that x and its completion have the same thick
sets. Null sets are sets of measure zero for the completion of . Recall that when
X is a topological space, a set A C X is called nowhere dense if the closure of A
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has empty interior. A is said to be meager (or a first category set) if A = | Jo2 | Ay,
where each A, is nowhere dense. A is said to be non-meager (or a second category
set) if A is not meager. A is everywhere non-meager' if AN U is non-meager for each
nonempty open set U. The terms meager, non-meager, and everywhere non-meager
are topological analogs of the terms (describing sets in a complete measure space)
null, non-null, and thick, respectively. There is also an analog of “measurable”. For
Lebesgue measure on R, a set A is measurable if and only if A A B is null for some
Borel set B. The topological analog is that A A B is meager for some Borel set B,
which is equivalent to saying that A A U is meager for some open set U. In any
topological space, sets with this property are said to have the property of Baire. For
a set A having the property of Baire, the property that A is everywhere nonmeager
is equivalent to the property that A is residual, i.e., the complement of A is meager.
For a real-valued function f on a topological space, the topological analog of the
notion of measurability is the property that f~!(U) has the property of Baire when
U is open in R. This is equivalent to saying that f has a continuous restriction to a
residual Gy set. We shall say that f is BP-measurable when this holds.

2 Approximating Derivatives

We begin with some basic approximation tools. We first introduce a lemma of
Whitney which describes a type of approximation that we require frequently.

Lemma 2.1 ([66, Lemma 6]) Let Uy C U, C ... be open sets in R' and write
U = U2, U. Then if f:U — R is of class C* (k finite or infinite) in U, and
e: U — R is a positive continuous function, then there is a real-analytic function
g:U — R such that |D*g(x) — D*f(x)| < e(x) whenx € U\ U;, || < iifkis
infinite, |o| < k if k is finite.

We have modified Whitney’s statement in two ways. Whitney requires that each
U; is bounded with cl U; C U;4, and he has a sequence of positive numbers &; >
& > ... instead of our function ¢, the requirement on the derivatives being that
[D*g(x) — D*f(x)| < & when x € U\ U; and |a| < i (when k is infinite) or
|| < k (when k is finite). To see that this is equivalent to our version, let (I) denote
Whitney’s original lemma, (II) our version above.

The term is due to Lebesgue [50, p. 185] who applied it inside a “domain” D of R". There are
some problems with his definition associated primarily with the meaning of the word domain as
explained on pp. 143-144. If we interpret domain as meaning “open domain” then Lebesgue’s
definition of “on D, A is everywhere non-meager in E” is equivalent to saying that as long as
DN E # @ then AN D is everywhere non-meager in E N D in the sense given here. If we
interpret domain as meaning “finite non-degenerate domain” (these are images of closed balls
under homeomorphisms of R), which is more in keeping with the suggestion on page 144, then
domains D with Lebesgue’s property do not exist when A = E is a perfect nowhere dense set,
contrary to his claim on p. 185.
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Proof of Equivalence of (I) and (II) (I) = (II) The conclusion of (II) only gets
stronger if the sets U; are smaller, so without loss of generality, we may assume that
our given sequence U; consists of bounded open sets with the closure of each term
contained in the next.? Since ¢ is continuous and positive on the compact closure of
U;, &; = inf{e(x) : x € U;4+,} is positive, and clearly &y > &, > .... Ifx € U\ U,,
then let m > i be least such that x € U, 4. Let the multi-index « satisfy |a| < i
(so |a| < m) if k is infinite, |«| < k if k is finite. The conclusion of (I) gives that
[D*g(x) = D*f(x)| < &m < &(x).

(II) = (D This direction follows readily as long as we can define a continuous
€ so that e(x) < & when x € U\ U;. We can assume that the sequence &; is
strictly decreasing. The assumptions on the sets U; ensure that they have disjoint
boundaries. Define ¢ to have the value &, on Uy, and the value &, on bd U; for

i =1,2,.... For each i, apply the Tietze Extension Theorem to get a continuous
extension of ¢ to the set clU;y; \ U;, with values in [g;47, &;+1]. The resulting
function ¢ is as desired. |

In what follows, we have several theorems which assert the existence of a
(usually entire) function g with some property P such that, in addition, g can be
chosen to approximate smooth functions in the sense of Whitney’s lemma above,
sometimes additionally with interpolation on a closed discrete set. In order to
simplify the statements of these results, we introduce the following terminology.

Definition 2.2 Let U € R’ be open. A class S of functions U — R is said to
W-approximate® smooth functions if the following holds. Let f : U — R and let
¢ : U — R be a positive continuous function.

(A) Let k > 0 be an integer. If f is a C* function then there exists a function g € S
such that |[D%g(x) — D*f(x)| < e(x) forx € U, |a| < k.

(B) Iff is a C*° function then for each sequence Uy C U; C ... of open sets with
U = Uz, U, there exists a function g € S such that for all i = 0,1,2,...,
|D*g(x) — D*f(x)| < e(x) forx e U\ U, |a] <i

We will say of the class S that it W-approximates smooth functions with interpolation
on closed discrete sets if moreover, whenever we are given a T C U which is closed
discrete in U, we can ask in the conclusion to (A) and (B) that (under the same
conditions on « and x) D“g(x) = D*f(x) whenx € T.

Using this terminology, Lemma 2.1 says that the class of real-analytic functions
We-approximates smooth functions on U. The next result, sometimes known as the

2Write U = Uf;ol Vi, where V; = 0, the sets V; are open and bounded, and ¢l V; € V;4;. Then
replace the sequence Uy, Uy, ... by a sequence of the form Vi, ..., V|, V,, ..., Vs, ..., where V;
is used as the nth term until the first n such that V, € U, (which exists because cl V, is a compact
subset of U). Then V; is the nth term from that point until the first n such that V3 € U, and so
on. Finally, modify this sequence by replacing each constant block V;, ..., V; by a sequence of the
form V¥,..., Vf+m. Vi, where V{ = {x : d(x, Vi) > 1/j}, starting with k large enough so that
cl Vi, € V¥ Note that ¢l V¥ C {x : d(x, V¢) > 1/k} € VIt

3The W is for Whitney of course.
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Walsh lemma, generalizes the well-know theorem of Weierstrass on approximation
of continuous functions on compact intervals by polynomials.

Theorem 2.3 (See [27, Corollary 1.3] for Example) Let a < b be real numbers
and let n be a nonnegative integer. Let T C |[a, b] be finite. Suppose f: [a,b] — R is
a function of class C" and ¢ > 0. Then there exists a polynomial g such that for all
k=0,....,nandall x € [a,b], |D*g(x) — D*f(x)| < & and moreover, ifx € T then
D¥f (x) = D*g(x).

Carleman [19] extended the Weierstrass theorem by showing that for any
continuous function f: R — R and any continuous positive function &: R — R, there
is an entire function g: R — R such that |g(x) — f(x)| < e(x) for all x € R. (This
generalizes the Weierstrass theorem because the Taylor polynomials of g converge
uniformly to g on compact intervals.) This was extended further by Hoischen to
include approximation of the derivatives, when they exist.

Theorem 2.4 ([39], See also [33]) The class of functions g : R — R which are
the restriction of an entire function W-approximates smooth functions.

The original statement in [39] is for approximating a complex-valued function
f:R" — C (and the approximating function g is then also complex-valued). It can
be seen from the original proof (and was explicitly pointed out in [33]) that the
argument produces a real-valued g if f is real-valued. Note that we can also,
conversely, deduce the original version from the above version by decomposing
f(x) = fi(x) + if2(x) into its real and imaginary parts and applying the version
above to f; and f,. Similarly for Theorem 2.5 below.

For the case ¢+ = 1, this theorem is improved in [40] to give simultaneously
approximation of the derivatives of a smooth function as well as interpolation of
the restriction of the derivatives to a closed discrete set. Hoischen’s method can be
adapted to functions of several variables. The adaptation requires some effort, but it
has been written out in detail in [13].

Theorem 2.5 ([40], See also [13]) The class of functions g : R" — R which are the
restriction of an entire function W-approximates smooth functions with interpolation
on closed discrete sets.

In this paper, we deal only with functions defined on all of R or R/, but some
of the results adapt to other domains. For functions of one variable, it was pointed
out in [38, Theorem 3], that composing with natural analytic correspondences can
be useful. For our purposes it matters also that these correspondences are order-
preserving. As an example, we apply this procedure to adapt the Hoischen theorem
to a bounded interval. Here one only has to be careful in transferring the function
&(x) from a bounded interval to the real line.

Proposition 2.6 Let —0co < a < b < o0. On the interval (a, b), the real-analytic
functions W-approximate smooth functions with interpolation on closed discrete
sets. Each real-analytic approximation g is obtained as g(x) = g(s(x)) where g is
the restriction to R of an entire function and s is a real-analytic order-isomorphism
(a,b) = R. We can take
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e s(x) =tan(—(7/2) + r(x—a)/(b—a)) if —o0 <a < b < o0,
e s(x) =log(x —a)if—oo <a<b=oo,

e s(x) =—log(b—x)if—co=a<b< oo,

e s(x) =xif—o0o=a<b=o0.

Remark 2.7 In [35, Theorem 1.3] it is shown that if f: (a,b) — R is a function of
class CX, k finite, and &: (a, b)) — R is a positive continuous function, then there
exists a function g holomorphic in C \ ((—o0,a] U [b, 00)) such that for all i =
0,....kand all x € (a,b), |D'g(x) — D'f(x)| < e(x). The authors mention that
Johanis [43] has shown that for each domain £2 C R/, there is a domain Q ccC
depending only on £2 such that each C* function on £2 can be approximated, along
with its derivatives of order < k, by functions holomorphic on 2. However, £2 is
smaller than C\ ((—o0, a] U [b,00)) when t = 1 and §2 = (a, b) is an interval of R.
Proposition 2.6 adds interpolation to the result of [35], and when (a, b) is a bounded
interval, we have that g(z) = g(s(z)) is holomorphic anywhere s is holomorphic. If
we take s(z) to be the tangent function as suggested above, then g is holomorphic
except at the points a + j(b — a), j € Z.

Proof Let k be a nonnegative integer or co. Let T C (a, b) be a closed discrete set.
If & is infinite, let Uy € U; C ... be an increasing sequence of open sets which
covers (a, b). Suppose f: (a, b)) — R is a function of class C* and &: (a,b) — R is
a positive continuous function. Below, we use (A) to mark the case k finite, (B) to
mark the case k infinite.

As is well-known and easily verified by induction on i = 0,1,..., there are
polynomials P}(xl yeesXi) € Zlx1, ..., x1),j = 0, ..., 1, such that the i-th derivative
of a composite function u o v is given (when the required derivatives of u# and v
exist) by

D'(uov)(x) = Y iy Du(v(x)PADw(x). ... D'v(x)).

Fix, as in the statement, an order-preserving real-analytic bijection s: (a,b) — R
which has a real-analytic inverse. Fix a continuous function &: R — R such that for
all x € (a,b),*

e(x) o (A) i=0,...,k

&(s(x) < - - , he
1+ [P(D's(x), ..., Dis(x))| B) xdU,i=0,1,2,...

Define f:R — R and a closed discrete setAf C R by f) = fs7'), T =
s(T). In (B), define an increasing sequence U; € U, C ... of open sets covering

*If we take ay, £ € Z so limy—s_ooay = a, limy—soo @y = b, then on each [ay, ap41] only
finitely many values of i need to be considered and the corresponding continuous functions given
by the right-hand side of the inequality have a common lower bound §; > 0 on this interval,
so & can be taken, for example, to be a suitable continuous piecewise linear modification of

Z@ez 8 Xls(ae).s(@e+1))+
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R by U; = s(U;). Apply Theorem 2.5 to get a function g:R — R which is the
restriction to R of an entire function and satisfies the conclusion (corresponding to
Definition 2.2 (A) or (B) as appropriate) of the Hoischen theorem. Of course we put
g(x) = g(s(x)) and g is then a real-analytic function. We also have f(x) = f (s(x)),
soforxe Tandi=0,...,k(for(A)orx ¢ U;,i =0,1,2,... (for (B)), we have

Dig(x) = Yy DIg(s()Pi(D's(x), ..., Dis(x))
= Yo Df(s@)PUD's(x). ... Dis(x))
= D'f(x)

Finally, for x € (a, b), when iA= 0,...,k(for (A))ori =0,1,2,... withx ¢ U;
(for (B)), we have that s(x) & U; (for (B)), so

ID'g(x) — D'f(x)| = D'(g o 5)(x) — D'(f 0 $)(x)]|
< Yo IDR(s(x) — DI (s())|[PUD's(x). ..., Dis(x))]
< 8(5(x) Yi [PUD's(). . ... Dis(x))]|

< e(x)

3 Controlling the Values of Derivatives on a Countable Set

According to Stickel [64], Weierstrass produced in 1886 an example of a transcen-
dental entire function f which takes rational values on rational arguments, thereby
showing that a function with the latter property need not be a rational function.
Stiackel generalized Weierstrass’s result by proving the following.

Theorem 3.1 ([64]) Let A be a countable subset of C and let B be dense in C. Then
there exist transcendental entire functions f such that f(A) C B.

As Stickel points out, C can be replaced in both places by R. There is an
enlightening discussion of this result in the context of analyzing the values of
analytic functions at algebraic points in Chapter 3 of the text [51]. The function
f is stated there to be f(z) = > 72, fuZ" with rational coefficients f,. That statement
has a small error. If 0 € A then we must have f(0) € B which might preclude the
possibility that f; = f(0) is rational. That the other coefficients f},, or equivalently
the derivatives D"f(0), 1 > 1, can be taken to be rational is correct (see Theorem 3.3
below), but it does seem to go beyond what Stéickel proved.

In response to a problem [37] regarding the existence of a differentiable function
which takes rationals into rationals but whose derivative takes rationals into
irrationals, W. Rudin proved the following theorem.
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Theorem 3.2 ([59]) Suppose that

(1) Ais a countable subset of R!, and
(2) for each multi-index o, By is a dense subset of R.

Then there exists anf € C*®(R") such that D*f maps A into B, for every a.

This result can be improved in a couple of ways. A minor improvement is that the
values of D*f(p) can be restricted separately for each point p € A. (The argument of
[59] already gives this with only trivial changes.) A more significant improvement
is that f can be taken to be an entire function, as in the theorem of Stickel. For
functions of one variable, this was done in [41].

Theorem 3.3 Suppose that

(1) Ais a countable subset of R!, and
(2) foreachp € A and each multi-index o, B, is a dense subset of R.

Then there exists a function f:R" — R which is the restriction to R' of an entire
Sunction C' — C and satisfies D*f(p) € By for all p € A and for every multi-
index o.

Theorem 3.6 improves on this by incorporating approximation and interpolation
and by adding a type of surjectivity condition stating that the derivatives D*f can be
required to take on many of their allowed values.

Proof For afixed p € A, list the pairs (p, &), where « is a multi-index, by increasing
order of |a| = a1 + - - - + o, without repetitions. Then interleave these orderings to
get an enumeration of the pairs (p, o) consisting of a point p € A and a multi-index
a as {(p',a’) : i € N} in such a way that the following condition is satisfied. (Here
o < fmeans oy < Py forallk =1,...,¢t.)

Ifi <j andp' = p/ theno’ £ o', 1)

‘We shall build f as a sum
o0
f@ =) Aigi2)
i=1

where A; > 0 and g;(z) is the polynomial defined as follows. Let
Si = {]<lpl #pi}»

and set

P o |41
gix) = Gc—p) [] <Z(Zk - pi)z) :

jes; \k=1
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All that matters regarding g; is that

(a) D"":gi(p/:) = 0 for all j < i, whereas
(b) D¥gi(p") # 0.

For (a) when p/ = p/, note that by the property (1) of our enumeration, there is at
least one coordinate k for which &, < a}.

Write fi(z) = Z;=1 A;gi(z). Choose the coefficients A; recursively so that the
following conditions are satisfied.

(c) When |z] <i, |A;gi(z)| <27".
(d) Dfi(p') € By 4.
To arrange these first choose ; > 0 so that for any z such that |z| < i, r;|gi(z)| < 27"
Then from (b) and the fact that B, ,i is dense, we see that we can easily choose A;
in the interval (0, r;) so that D* f,(p) = D*fi_,(p') + A:D” gi(p') € By gi-

From (c) we get that f = Zf’:l Aigi is an entire function. For any i, by (a) and
(d) we have

DUF(p) = DYf(p) + Y MDY gi(p)

k=i+1
= Daifi(pi) + 0 € Byiyi.

This completes the proof. O
Note that f is guaranteed to not be a polynomial if for some p € A we remove 0
from each of the sets B, 4.
We now state one of the main theorems of [15]. We require the following
definition.

Definition 3.5 A fiber-preserving local homeomorphism on R'T! ~ R’ x R is a
homeomorphism A: G,ll — Gﬁ between two open sets G!, G% C R such that 4 has
the form h(x,y) = (x, h*(x,y)) for some continuous map 4*: R'*! — R.

Theorem 3.6 ([15, Theorem 3.2]) Let A C R be a countable set and for each p €
A and multi-index a, let A, , € R be a countable dense set. Let 3 be a countable
family of fiber-preserving local homeomorphisms. There exists a function f:R' —
R which is the restriction of an entire function on C' and such that for all k =
0,1,2,...

(@) for eachp € A and multi-index o, (D*f)(p) € Apos

(b) for each multi-index «, for any g € R, h € H and any open ball U C R'\ T, if
(x, (D*f)(x)) € G} and g = h*(x, (D*f)(x)) for some x € U N clY} 44, where
Yige = {p € A : for some ¢ € Ayo, (p,q') € G and g = h*(p.q')}, then
q = h*(p, (D%f)(p)) for some p € U N A.

Furthermore, the class of such functions f W-approximates smooth functions with
interpolation on closed discrete sets that are disjoint from A.
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To get a sense of what clause (b) is saying, consider the case where h = id is
the identity map, 2*(x,y) = y. We can write the statement of this case as follows.
(These are, in condensed form, some comments made in [15].)

Clause (b) for h = id. For each multi-index «, if x & T, ¢ = (D”f)(x), and there are points

p € A arbitrarily close to x for which g € A, then there are points p € A arbitrarily close
to x for which ¢ = (D“f)(p).

For an example where 4 is not the identity map, consider the case t = 2, @ = 0 (i.e.,
a = (0,0).LetA = QxQand A,y = Q for all p € A. Consider the function f
given by the theorem. Let ¢ € Q and suppose that the equation

q = xi1f(x1,%2) + x1% + x° 2

has a solution ¢ = (aj,a;) with a; # 0 and that the fiber-preserving local
homeomorphism £ given by h*(x,x2.y) = x1y + x12 + x22, x; # 0, belongs to
JH. The assumption that we can find values of p € A arbitrarily close to a for which
there is a rational number g, satisfying ¢ = p1q, + P12+ py? is satisfied. (Allp € A
with p; # 0 have this property.) The conclusion then says f was constructed so that
the points p € A which satisfy (2) are dense in the set of all solutions to (2).

4 Smooth Order-Isomorphisms

Cantor [17] characterized the rational numbers as the unique denumerable dense
linear order without endpoints. It follows that any two countable dense subsets A
and B of R are order-isomorphic. The order-isomorphism is easily seen to extend to
an order-isomorphism of R. More generally, we have the following. (Cf. the second
paragraph of [31].)

Proposition 4.1 If K,L C R are dense and h: K — L is an order isomorphism,
then h extends to an order isomorphism of R.

Because order-isomorphisms of R are homeomorphisms, it follows that K and L
must be indistinguishable topologically as subspaces of R. In particular, if one of
them is meager then the other must be meager as well.

The extension to an order-isomorphism of R of an isomorphism between
countable dense sets as given by Cantor’s theorem is in particular a monotone
function and hence differentiable almost everywhere. The question of improving
the smoothness of the isomorphism was examined by Franklin [31] who showed
that it can be taken to be real-analytic and, on a bounded interval, can be taken to
approximate the derivatives of a given real-analytic function.

Theorem 4.2 ([31], Theorem II and Its Corollary) Given two open intervals
(a,b) and (c,d) of R, and any two sets A and B which are countable and dense
in (a,b) and (c, d), respectively, there is a real-analytic function f: (a,b) — (c,d)
with positive derivative and such that f(A) = B. If a,b,c,d are finite and g is a
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real-analytic function mapping [a, b] onto [c, d] and having positive derivative on
[a,b], then f can be chosen so that its first m derivatives (m being any number)
approximate those of g uniformly.

Motivated by the problem of finding order-isomorphisms of [0, 1] which map
each of the sets of rational, algebraic and transcendental numbers onto themselves,
Melzak [53] observes that Franklin’s methods show that if {A;};en and {B;};en are
each a sequence of pairwise disjoint countable dense subsets of (0, 1), then there
is an analytic order-isomorphism f of [0, 1] such that for each i € N the function f
maps A; onto B;. Moreover, given any order-preserving homeomorphism g of [0, 1]
of class C" whose derivative is bounded away from zero, f can be chosen so that its
first n derivatives are uniformly approximated by those of g.

Thinking of f(x) = y as a two-place relation, Stdckel asked in [65] whether
there is an analytic transcendental function f for which rational numbers are related
(in either direction) only to rational numbers. In a similar vein, using somewhat
ambiguous language, Erdds asked in [28, Problem 241]:

Does there exist an entire function f, not of the form f(x) = a( + a;x, such that the number

f(x) is rational or irrational according as x is rational or irrational? More generally, if A and
B are two denumerable, dense sets, does there exist an entire function which maps A onto B?

The map in Franklin’s result was improved to being the restriction to R of an entire
function by Barth and Schneider [4], thereby solving Erdds’s problem if “dense” is
interpreted as meaning “dense in the real line”. They also state without proof that
their method gives the generalization to sequences of pairwise disjoint countable
dense sets as obtained by Melzak for analytic functions, but that “the massive
amount of bookkeeping involved in this proof is such as to make it impractical to
include it in this paper”. If in the problem of Erdds referred to above, we interpret
“dense” as meaning “dense in the complex plane”, then the problem was solved by
Maurer [52]. For functions of several variables we have the following theorem of
Rosay and Rudin.

Theorem 4.3 ([56, Theorem 2.2]) Given any two countable dense subsets X and
Y of C" (n > 1), there is an automorphism (bi-holomorphic map) F of C" so that
F(X) =Y (and the Jacobian of F is identically equal to 1).

An elegant proof of the Barth-Schneider result based on Maurer’s work was
given by Sato and Rankin [60]. (See also [54] which contains a variation on the
same argument.) They make no comment about the result for sequences of pairwise
disjoint countable dense sets, but their proof easily yields that version as well. Even
though it is included in Theorem 3.6, we record here a direct proof of the Barth-
Schneider theorem based on the aforementioned simplifications. These ideas were
also used in the proof of Theorem 3.6.

Theorem 4.4 ([4]) If A and B are countable dense subsets of R, then there is an
entire function f which restricts to an order-isomorphism of A onto B.

Proof Fix one-to-one enumerations A = {g; : j = 1,2,...}and B = {b; : j =
1,2,...}. Inductively define one-to-one re-enumerations {ayy,) : n = 1,2,...} and
{bimy :n=1,2,...} of A and B, respectively so that letting
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L4 P] (Z) = 1

* P.(z) = Z—aq)) ... (2~ akpu-1y), n odd

e Py(2) = (z— a1)*(z2 — ak) - - - (2 — Ak(u—1)), n > 2 even

(one factor is squared in the third clause so that P, will have odd degree), we can
take f(z) = lim,— o f,(z) Where

Ja(@) = c1P1(2) + -+ + cuPu(2)
for some numbers ¢; chosen so that f;(x) = c,P5(z) = ¢, > 1 and forn > 2,

0 < ¢, < r, where r, is chosen so that

(@) rp|Pu(z)] < 27" for |z| < n,

(b) P (x) > —27"forx € R.

Letk(l) =1,1(1) = 1,¢; = b;. We havefl(ak(l)) =fila) =c =b = b](l) € B.
Let /(2) = 2 and choose any k(2) so that the element ay) of A is such that the
solution ¢, to the equation f>(ax(2)) = by(2), namely

_ bip—a

ak(2) — k(1)

satisfies ¢, > 1.

At a stage n > 2, choose any r, so that (a) and (b) hold. If n is even, let k() be
the least natural number such that k(n) # k(i) for i < n, and then choose ¢, so that
0 < ¢, < r, and the number

Solarm = fum1(arm)) + cuPularm)

belongs to B. Set by = fu(axw)- Since f, > 0, I(n) # (i) for i < n.
If n is odd, let /(n) be the least natural number such that /(n) # I(i) for i < n.
Temporarily fix any number ¢, such that 0 < ¢, < r,,. Let x be the number such that

ﬁl(x) zfn—l(x) + CnPn(x) = bl(n)-

Note that x is not a zero of P, since f,—i(arw)) = bigy 7# by fori =1,...,n—1.
We have

o= biny = fn—1(x)
O

Replace x by a nearby element ay(,) of A so that the condition 0 < ¢, < r, is
preserved. We have

fr:(—x) = clP/l(x) + CzPlz(x) 4+ -+ CnP;(x)
>1-272-27—...27">1-2"">0.
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Cohen [24, 25] showed that X; < ¢ (the failure of the Continuum Hypothesis) is
consistent with the axioms of ZFC (assuming that the axioms of ZFC are consistent).
If we assume that X; < ¢, then it is natural to inquire into the nature of subsets of
R having cardinality R, into whether, for example, are they measurable or meager.
Baumgartner examined the validity of Cantor’s isomorphism theorem for countable
dense subsets of R if “countable dense” is replaced by “of cardinality X, in every
interval”. In [7], a non-empty set S of real numbers is said to be R;-dense if S is
without endpoints and there are exactly X; members of S between any two distinct
points of S. In particular, if SN/ has cardinality X for every nonempty open interval
I, then S is Nj-dense. We shall use the term only in this more restricted sense.
Baumgartner proved the following theorem.

Theorem 4.5 ([7]) If ZFC is consistent then so is the theory ZFC + “all R -dense
sets of reals are order-isomorphic”.

It is shown in [1] that the functions inducing the order-isomorphisms in Baum-
gartner’s theorem cannot in general be taken to be smooth.

Proposition 4.6 ([1, Proposition 9.4]. See also [11, Proposition 1.2], [47, The-
orem 1.5]) There are NR-dense sets A,B C R such that for no nonconstant C !
function f:R — R do we have f[A] C B.

(The statement in [1] is stronger, but Kunen showed in [47] that the stronger
version is false under the Proper Forcing Axiom.) The sets A and B given by the
proof of Proposition 4.6 are meager. This leaves open the possibility that there may
be a positive result for everywhere nonmeager sets. Shelah proved the following
theorem as part of the proof of [61, Theorem 4.7], which states that if ZFC is
consistent then so is ZFC + ¢ = X, + “There is a universal (linear) order of
power 8;.”

Theorem 4.7 ([61]) If ZFC is consistent, then so is ZFC + both of the following
statements.

(a) There is a non-meager set in R of cardinality N,.
(b) Let A and B be everywhere non-meager subsets of R of cardinality R,. Then A
and B are order-isomorphic.

An examination of Shelah’s model shows that the functions witnessing (b) fail
to be differentiable at any constructible real. The main result of [11] builds on the
construction of Theorem 4.7 to produce a model where the order-isomorphisms can
be taken to be the restriction to R of an entire function.

Theorem 4.8 ([11, Theorem 1.7]) If ZFC is consistent, then so is ZFC + ¢ = R,
+ the following statements.

(a) Every non-meager set in R has a non-meager subset of cardinality R;.

(b) For any two sequences, (Ay : ¢ < wy) and (B, : @ < wy), each consisting of
pairwise disjoint dense subsets of R, if A, and B, are countable for ¢ < w and
are everywhere non-meager sets of cardinality X for ® < o < w,, then there
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is an order-isomorphism of R which is the restriction of an entire function and
such that f[Ay] = By for every a < w.

(c) The class of functions satisfying the conclusion of (b) W-approximates smooth
nondecreasing surjections R — R.

The proof uses Shelah’s oracle-cc (cc = chain condition) forcing technique [62,
Chapter IV]. The entire functions in the proof are constructed as the limit of a
sequence, uniformly converging on compact sets in C, of entire functions which
are real linear combinations of products of the form

H) [ Tsin ().

a€A

where H is an entire function which on R is positive and such that H(x) converges
rapidly to zero as x — 400, and A is a nonempty finite subset of R with n > 4|A|.
The reason for choosing this particular family of functions, rather than polynomials
as in the proof of Theorem 4.4, lies in the restrictions imposed by the oracle-cc
method.

It was pointed out in [11] that from Theorem 4.8 and the Shoenfield Absoluteness
Theorem [42, Theorem 98, page 530], we can deduce a version of the Barth-
Schneider result with the ability to approximate derivatives.

Proposition 4.9 For any two sequences, (A, : n < w) and (B, : n < w), each
consisting of pairwise disjoint countable dense subsets of R, there is an order-
isomorphism [ of R which is the restriction of an entire function and is such that
flA,] = B, for every n < w. The class of such functions W-approximates smooth
nondecreasing surjections of R onto itself.

A proof that does not use forcing can be had by applying Theorem 3.6. (Take A =
U2, A, and for p € A,, set Apo = B,. By making f and its derivative approximate
the identity function and its derivative, we get f so that Df > 0 and f(4,) = B,
for all n.) Another example of a consequence of Theorem 3.6 for isomorphisms of
countable dense sets is the following.

Proposition 4.10 ([15, Corollary 1.13]) Foreachn =0,1,2,..., let {A;,}2, and
{Bin}2, be sequences of pairwise disjoint countable dense subsets of R and (0, 00),
respectively. Let N € N and let Uy € U, C ... be a cover of R by open sets. Then
there is a function f:R — (0, 00) which is the restriction of an entire function and
is such that

(1) Forn=0,...,Nandall x € R, D"f(x) > 0.

(2) Forn=0,1,2,... and all x € R such that x ¢ U,, D"f(x) > 0.

(3) Forn=0,1,2,...,x € R, andy € (0,00), if D"f(x) = y then x € A;,, if and
onlyifye B, i=12,....
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5 Smooth Cross-Sections Through Non-meager Sets

The Kuratowski-Ulam theorem is a topological analog of the Fubini theorem for
null sets in products of measure spaces.

Theorem 5.1 ([48]) If X and Y are topological spaces and Y has a countable base,
then for each meager set A C X X Y, the vertical sections Ay, x € X, are meager
except for a meager set of points x € X.>

For the product space R?, the converses of the Kuratowski-Ulam and Fubini
theorems are false without a measurability assumption on the set A. The converse
of the Kuratowski-Ulam theorem holds when X and Y are Polish spaces (separable
completely metrizable spaces) and A has the property of Baire. Reversing the roles
of X and Y, we have that if X and Y are Polish spaces then for eachset A C X x Y
having the property of Baire, A is meager if and only if for all but a meager set of
¢ € Y, the section A N (X x {c}) is meager in X x {c}. By taking complements,
this can be rephrased as saying that for each set A € X x Y having the property
of Baire, A is everywhere non-meager if and only if for all but a meager set of
c € Y, the section A N (X X {c}) is everywhere non-meager in X. If A does not have
the property of Baire, then this theorem can fail dramatically. For example, using
the Axiom of Choice, it is easy to construct sets A € R"*!, n a positive integer,
such that A is everywhere non-meager but no two points of A have a coordinate in
common, so that on any hyperplane perpendicular to one of the coordinate axes, A
has at most one point. (The set A from the proof of Proposition 5.2 below is one
example.) A natural attempt at an alternative to the Kuratowski-Ulam theorem for
subsets of R"*! =~ R” x R not having the property of Baire involves allowing the
section to “bend” instead of having it go straight across. A section AN (R” x {c}) can
be thought of as the intersection of A with the (graph of the) constant function with
value c. What if we look instead at A N f where f: R" — R? If f is a polynomial,
then we have the following result. The idea of the proof, from [22], is to take the
coordinates of the points of A to be distinct elements of a transcendence base for R
over Q which has nonempty intersection with every uncountable Borel set.

Proposition 5.2 ([10, Proposition 1.1], cf. [S]) There is an everywhere non-
meager set A C R"™! such that for every polynomial function f:R" — R, AN f is
finite.

Another limitation on getting a Kuratowski-Ulam theorem for everywhere non-
meager sets is that, unlike the situation for sets having the property of Baire, there
are sets A for which many translations x +— f(x) + ¢ of any given real-analytic

5 As pointed out in [55, Chapter 15], the proof of the Kuratowski-Ulam theorem requires only a
countable r-base for Y (i.e., a countable collection of nonempty open sets so that each nonempty
open sets contains one of them). In [32], a pair of spaces (X, Y) for which the conclusion of the
Kuratowski-Ulam theorem holds is called a K-U pair and conditions under which a pair of spaces
is a K-U pair are studied.
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function f are disjoint from A, as in the next proposition which adapts arguments
from [22] to a multivariate context.

Proposition 5.3 ([10, Proposition 1.2], cf. [22, Theorem 1 and Corollary 2])
There is a set A C R intersecting every uncountable Borel set such that for any
real-analytic function f:R" — R, the set {c € R : A" N (f + ¢) = @) intersects
every uncountable Borel set.

(It follows easily from the Kuratowski-Ulam theorem that for such a set A, A"T! is
everywhere non-meager in R" 1)

Suppose there is a Lusin set L C R**! ie., a set which is uncountable but
has countable intersection with every meager set. The existence of such a set is
independent of the axioms of ZFC, but can be established, for example, using the
Continuum Hypothesis or in a model produced by adding uncountably many Cohen
reals. By replacing L with the union of its translates by the members of a countable
dense set, we can assume that L has uncountable intersection with every ball and
hence is everywhere non-meager. We have that L N (f + ¢) is countable for every
continuous function f:R" — R and every ¢ € R since the graph of f + c is a
closed nowhere dense set. Even if f is merely a Borel function, the Kuratowski-
Ulam theorem shows that the graph of f is a meager set in R**! and hence the
sections L N (f + c) are still countable.

In spite of all these examples, it is consistent relative to ZFC that non-meager
sets must have large continuous sections. The fundamental result in this direction
was proven by Ciesielski and Shelah.

Theorem 5.4 ([21, Theorem 2]) If ZFC is consistent, then so is ZFC + the
following statement.

Writing C = {0, 13X for the Cantor set, for every A C C x C for which the sets A
and A = (CxC)\A are everywhere non-meager in Cx C there is a homeomorphism
f : C — C such that the set {x € C : (x,f(x)) € A} does not have the property of
Baire in C.

Ciesielski and Natkaniec showed that for function on R, the proof of Theorem 5.4
can be adapted to produce order-isomorphisms.

Theorem 5.5 ([22, Theorem 12A]) If ZFC is consistent, then so is ZFC + ¢ = R,
+ the following statements.

(a) Every everywhere non-meager set in R has an everywhere non-meager subset
of cardinality R;.

(b) For every family A consisting of R pairwise disjoint everywhere non-meager
sets in R?, there is an increasing homeomorphism f: R — R such that A N f is
everywhere non-meager in f for every A € A.

The main result of [10] is the following theorem, which shows that consistently
for any everywhere non-meager set A € R"*!, we can find a function f: R" — R
which is the restriction of an entire function C" — C such that A N f is everywhere
non-meager relative to the graph of f. The proof builds on the ideas in [21] and on
the argument in [11], among other things extending the techniques from the latter to
functions of several variables.
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Theorem 5.6 ([10, Theorem 1.6]) If ZFC is consistent, then so is ZFC + Mo = R,
+ the following statements.

(a) Every non-meager set in R has a non-meager subset of cardinality Ry.

(b) For every positive integer t and any everywhere non-meager subsets E,, of R'T1,
o < wi, there is a function f:R' — R which is the restriction of an entire
function and is such that {x € R" : (x,f(x)) € E,} is everywhere non-meager in
R! for every a < w;.

(c) Suppose that we are additionally given a countable dense set A C R", and
countable dense sets B, C R, x € A. Then we may ask that for each x € A,
f(x) € B,. Moreover, for any dense A’ C A, if the sets B, x € A', are all equal
to some B C R and for all x € A\ A’ we have B, N B = @, then f[A’] is an
interval of B.

(d) The class of functions f satisfying (b), or both (b) and (c), W-approximates
smooth functions.

In [14], it was shown that in (d) we can say “W-approximates smooth functions
with interpolation on closed discrete sets that are disjoint from A.” Property (c) was
also obtained in a stronger form. From Theorem 3.6 there follows a stronger result
for a single everywhere non-meager set when that set is in fact residual. In this case,
we prefer to state the result in terms of the meager complement.

Corollary 5.7 ([15, Corollary 1.9]) For a given meager set E in R'™!, Theorem 3.6
holds with the additional clause (c) below.

(¢) for every multi-index o, {x € R' : (x, D*f(x)) € E} is meager.

We do not know whether the measure theoretic analog of this result, replacing
“meager” by “of Lebesgue measure zero,” is true.

Problem 5.8 ([15, Problem 1.10]) Let E be a set of Lebesgue measure zero in the
plane. Is there an entire function f(x) = Y .o, a,x" so that {x € R : (x,f(x)) € E}
has Lebesgue measure zero in R if we require

(1) f has rational coefficients?
(ii) f takes rational values on rational numbers?

In [15, Theorem 5.2], we showed that Corollary 5.7 does hold for null in the
place of meager if we weaken the requirement on the approximating functions to
say that they are C*° rather than entire. If we give up the control of the values of the
derivatives on a countable dense set (which leaves us with Hoischen’s theorem), then
we may ask that the approximating function be entire with its derivatives satisfying
that for a given null set E, for every multi-index «, {x € R’ : (x, (D%f)(x)) € E}
is null. This follows essentially from Fubini’s theorem and the change of variable
formula for the Lebesgue integral. (See [15, Theorem 2.6].)

In [57], Rostanowski and Shelah proved a measure-theoretic analog of Theo-
rem 5.4, showing that if ZFC is consistent then it remains consistent if we also
assume the following statement. Here {0, 1} has its usual probability measure, and
{0, 13N x {0, 1} has the product measure.
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(RS) For any thick sets E, < {0, 1} x {0, 1}, o < w, there is a continuous
h:{0, 13N — {0, 13N such that

{xe {0, 13N : (x, h(x)) € E,}

is thick for all ¢ < w;.

For our purposes, being able to find a continuous /4 which gives a large section
through rwo sets Ey, E; simultaneously would suffice. In the model of [57], X; < ¢
(specifically ¢ = N»), and this is essential because under the Continuum Hypothesis
there are thick sets E C {0, 1} x {0, 1} so that E N N is countable whenever N
is null. But the graph of a continuous (or even measurable) function % is null (by
Fubini’s theorem) so {x € {0, 1}V : (x, h(x)) € E} is countable. In Proposition 5.11,
we extend the collection of spaces to which (RS) applies, showing in particular that
it applies to subsets of R’ x R with Lebesgue measure on the factors. We shall use
the following simple modification of the Tietze Extension Theorem.

Lemma 5.9 Let F be a continuous real-valued function on a normal space X, and
let M be a closed subspace of X. If g:M — R is continuous, ¢ > 0, and |g(x) —
F(x)| < &, x € M, then there is a continuous extension G:X — R of g such that
|G(x) — F(x)| <&, xeX.

Proof The function g — F takes values in (—¢, €) on M. Apply the Tietze Extension
Theorem to extend g — F' to a continuous function k: X — (—¢,¢). ThenG = F + k
is as desired. O

The next Proposition is standard. Recall that a Polish space X is a separable
topological space which is completely metrizable. G5 subsets of a Polish space are
also Polish spaces [58, Proposition 33 p. 164]. We shall also need that the Jordan
measurable open sets (i.e., those whose boundary has measure zero) form a base for
the topology of X.°

Proposition 5.10 Ler i be a non-atomic Borel probability measure on a Polish
space X. Then for each 0 < « < 1, there is a Cantor set K C X such that u(K) = o
and for some homeomorphism ¢:{0, 1} — K, u on K is a scaling (by ) of the
image of the standard measure on {0, 1}~.

For the purposes of referring to it in the proof of the next proposition, let us
say that a Cantor set K in X is nice if it is homeomorphic to {0, 1} in such a way
that 1 on K is a scaling of the standard measure on {0, 1}Y. We have that y is inner
regular for the nice Cantor sets, because it is inner regular for the closed sets, and the
proposition above can be applied to closed subspaces (upon re-scaling the measure).

SThis is true in any completely regular topological probability space. See [6, p. 463] for example.
For metric spaces, one can simply note that for each point p € X, only for countably many ¢ > 0
can the sphere S.(p) = {x : d(x,p) = &} have positive measure. Hence, the balls B.(x) = {x :
d(x, p) < &} for which (S, (p)) = 0 form a base for the topology.
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Proof Choosing countably many Jordan measurable open sets which form a base
for the topology of X and discarding their boundaries, we are left with a zero-
dimensional Polish space on which (the restriction of) p is a non-atomic Borel
probability measure. We now assume that X itself is zero-dimensional. Since Borel
probability measures in Polish spaces are inner regular for the compact sets [44,
Theorem 17.11], we can find a compact set L € X with (L) > «. Subtracting
from L the open sets which intersect L in a set of measure zero, we may assume that
all relatively open subsets of L have positive measure, i.e., L is self-supporting. In
particular, L has no isolated points, so L is homeomorphic to {0, 1} (for example
see [67, Corollary 30.4]).

Now think of L as being the Cantor middle third set on R, equipped with the
image of p under any homeomorphism of L with the Cantor middle third set.
Fix positive numbers ¢,, n = 0,1,..., so that uL = o + &9, &,41 < &, and
lim,— 00 &, = O.

The map x +— (L N [0,x]) is continuous since p is non-atomic. We may
therefore find closed subintervals Jo = [0,a] N L, J; = [b,1] N L of L, with a
having no immediate predecessor in L, and b having no immediate successor in
L, such that u(Jo) = pu(J;) and pu(Jo) + n(J1) = o + €. Note that Jo and J; are
disjoint. Continue, recursively choosing closed subintervals J, of L, for finite binary
sequences o, so that J, has no isolated points and the following hold.

(i) foreach o, J,~¢ and J,~; are pairwise disjoint closed subintervals of J,;
(ii) for each n, the sets J,, 0 € {0, 1}", are all of the same measure

(i) pUs 15 €0, 1} = a + &,

Note that for any infinite binary sequence o, we must have that the diameters
of the intervals J,|, of L converge to zero. Indeed, the properties above easily
give that the measures of the J,|, converge to zero. If the diameters do not, then
(Mae; Jo|n is @ nontrivial subinterval of L of measure zero, contradicting the fact
that L is self-supporting. Then under the natural homeomorphism {0, 1}V — K =
N2, Useto.13 Jo» the image of the usual measure on {0, 1}, scaled by «, equals .

O

Proposition 5.11 Assume (RS). Let X be a Polish space carrying a non-atomic o -
finite Borel measure . Equip R with Lebesgue measure and let X x R have the
product measure. Let f:X — R be continuous, ¢ > 0. Then for any thick sets
E, € X xR, @ < wy, there is a continuous h: X — R such that |h(x) — f(x)| < &
forall x € X and

{xeX:(x,h(x) €E,}
is thick for all o < wy. If L € X is a closed set of measure zero, we may also require

that h(x) = f(x) when x € L.

Proof We shall work for simplicity with a single set E € X xR, but the general case
is proven by simply rewording each claim about E to say the same thing about all
sets £, simultaneously. Since the notion of a thick set depends only on which Borel



56 M. R. Burke

sets have measure zero, we may replace w by a probability measure having the same
null sets as . Hence we may assume that p is a probability measure. (If p is the
zero measure then all sets are thick. If not, then we can write X = U,fil A,, where
the sets A, are pairwise disjoint and 0 < ©(A,) < oco. The probability measure v
given by v(S) = Y02 27"u(S N A,)/11(A,) has the same null sets as u.)

We shall construct a uniformly converging sequence of continuous functions
h,: X — R as well as an increasing sequence of closed sets M, C X so that

(1) My =L, hy=f

(2) hyy1(x) = hy(x), x €M,

(3) |hng1(x) — hy(x)| < g/2" x e X
) (M) > 1-27"

(5) n*{x € My : (x,hy(x)) € E} = u(M,)

If we achieve this, then setting 2(x) = lim,— o /,(x) works. (3) ensures that
{h,(x)} is a Cauchy sequence and {h,} converges uniformly to A(x). By (2), h(x) =
hy,(x) for x € M, so that

pHx € X1 (x,h(x)) € E} = p™{x € My : (x, h(x)) € E} = p(M,)

and by (4) it follows that u*{x € X : (x, h(x)) € E} = 1.

For the inductive step of the construction, let U, = X\ M,,. Let {V;} be a maximal
collection of disjoint Jordan measurable open subsets of U, on each of which the
variation of £, is less than &/2""2 and so that /L(Uj V;) = w(U,). (Cover U, by
countably many Jordan measurable B; on each of which the variation of A, is less
than £/2"*2, and let V; be the interior of B; \ Ui<j B;.)

Fix N e Nand¢; > 0,j = 1,...,N. By Proposition 5.10, there are nice Cantor
sets K; € intV;, w(K;) > w(V;) — ¢g. (4) will hold for n + 1 if we set M, =
M, U U;VZI K;, as long as we take N large enough and each of the ¢;,j = 1,...,N,
small enough. Fix any point p; € K; and choose a nice Cantor set /; € R so that
hy(p;) € I; and the diameter of J; is less than £/2"+2.

From (RS) we get a continuous function u;:K; — I; so that p*({x € K; :
(x,uj(x)) € E} = pK;. We have |u;(x) — hy(x)| < &/2"*! for each x € K;, because

| (x) = ha )| < [;(¥) = hu (P + 17 () — ha ()]

and we have on the one hand that u;(x) and 4, (p;) both belong to /;, and on the other
hand p; and x both belong to K; C V;. Use Lemma 5.9 to extend (4,|My) U UJN:1 u;
to a continuous function /,41: X — R so that |4,41(x) — h,(x)| < &/2"T! for all
x € X. This completes the construction. O

Unlike the proof of Theorem 5.4, the proof of (RS) has so far resisted attempts
to produce an analog for subsets of the plane in which the functions 4 are smooth,
or even monotone, let alone analytic.
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Problem 5.12 Is there a thick subset E of the plane such that for no functionf: R —
R which is the restriction of an entire function on C do we have that {(x, f(x)) : x €
R} is thick in R?

6 Measurability of f(x, ¢(x))

One source of interest in the ability to find nice cross sections through subsets of
R x R is the study of classes of functions f(x, y) for which the differential equation

W — fwp00) G
X

has a solution in a suitable sense. The Cauchy-Peano existence theorem (see [23,
Theorem 1.3]) states that if f is continuous on an open set U € R? and (xo, o) € U
then there is a (not necessarily unique) function ¢ on an open interval / containing
Xo so that for x € I, we have (x, ¢(x)) € U and (3) holds. Since the composition
x — f(x,@(x)) is continuous, so is Dg. Hence, ¢ is a C' function. The condition
that x +— f(x, ¢(x)) is continuous whenever ¢(x) is continuous implies that f is
continuous. (See [45, Theorem 2]) Hence, it is natural to require that f is continuous
if we want C! solutions. The functions ¢ needed in the proof of continuity of f can
be taken to be C* except at one point. The exceptional point is needed however as
it is not true that continuity of f(x, ¢(x)) when ¢ is differentiable implies continuity

of f.
Example 6.2 Define f: R> — R by

y*/lx| iflx] = y* and (x,y) # (0,0)
f(x,y) =40 if (x,y) = (0,0)
1 otherwise

f is not continuous but the superpositions f(x, ¢(x)) are continuous for all continu-
ous functions ¢ such that Dg(0) exists if ¢(0) = 0.

Proof Since f(x,y) = 1 when x = y?, except that £(0,0) = 0, f is not continuous
at (0,0). However, f is continuous on R? \ {(0,0)} since on this set the formulas
for f on |x| > y? and |x| < y* define continuous functions and they agree on the
intersection |x| = y?. Hence for continuous ¢(x), f(x, ¢(x)) is continuous at any
point x # 0 and even at x = 0 if ¢(0) # 0. For any differentiable function ¢ such
that ¢(0) = 0, let M be any positive number larger than |Dg(0)|. Then for some
8 > 0 we have for 0 < |x| < § that

@I _ 'w(X) —¢(0) ’ Y
0

x| x—
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and hence |¢(x)| < M|x|. Since ¢(x) is also continuous at 0, by shrinking § we can
also ensure that |p(x)| < 1/M for 0 < |x| < §. The points (x, ¢(x)) for 0 < |x| < §
thus belong to the open set U = {(x,y) : |y| < M|x|, [y]| < 1/M}. On U we have
x| > |yl/M = y?, s0

2 2,2

M
f(x,y)zy—<—x =M*x| > 0asx — 0
|x]| |x]|

Hence, f is continuous on U U {(0,0)} and therefore f(x, ¢(x)) is continuous at
x=0. O

For the function of Example 6.2, there is a continuous function ¢(x) which
satisfies Do(x) = f(x, ¢(x)) except at x = 0 (where it is not differentiable), namely

—1/logx ifx>0
@(x) = 11/ log(—x) ifx <0
0 ifx=0

Carathéodory ([18, §§576-592], [29, §1], [46, §17]) examined less restrictive
assumptions on f which are sufficient to ensure that when ¢ is measurable, the
function f(x,¢(x)) will be integrable. He shows in particular that if f(x,y) is
continuous in y and measurable in x, then for each measurable function ¢(x),
x = f(x,¢(x)) is measurable. By Lebesgue’s proof that separately continuous
functions on the plane are of Baire class one [50, page 201], it follows that f
is also Lebesgue measurable.” If x + f(x,¢(x)) is measurable whenever ¢ is
measurable, we say f is superposition measurable, or sup-measurable.® In [46,
§17], superposition is studied as a (non-linear) operator on ¢ for a fixed f. In [46,
§17.8], it is pointed out that, by Lusin’s theorem, measurability of x — f(x, ¢(x)) for
continuous ¢ implies superposition measurability of f. There is a natural topological
analog of the notion of sup-measurability, namely if X is a topological space then say
that f: X x R — R is BP-sup-measurable if whenever ¢: X — R is BP-measurable,
so is the superposition f(x, ¢(x)). We get an equivalent definition if we require BP-
measurability of the superposition only when ¢ is a Borel function, but the definition
is weaker if we require the condition only for continuous ¢.

"Given f(x, y) continuous in y and measurable in x, let f,(x, y) agree with f(x,y) when y = k/n,
k € Z, and interpolate linearly between adjacent points k/n, i.e., when k/n <y < (k + 1)/n,
[u(e,y) = f(x,k/n) + n(y — k/n)(f(x, (k + 1)/n) — f(x, k/n)). f, is a measurable function since
sums and products of measurable functions are measurable. Then lim,— o f,,(x,y) = f(x,y) is
measurable.

8Carathéodory did not name the concept. The long form of the name, as “superpositionally
measurable,” is from (the Russian edition of) [46], the short form from [63]. For more on this
concept see [26, Definition 2.5.25] and the results that follow it, or the papers [36, 49].
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Example 6.3 ([3, Remark 3, p. 790]) There is a function f: R?> — R such that the
superpositions f(x, ¢(x)) are BP-measurable whenever ¢: R — R is continuous, but
f is not BP-sup-measurable.

In this section we discuss conditions which ensure sup-measurability in the
topological or in the measure-theoretic context. There are easy examples of
measurable functions f:R?> — R which are not sup-measurable. Examples of
sup-measurable functions which are not measurable can be produced under the
Continuum Hypothesis and under some weaker assumptions, but in [57] a model
was constructed where all sup-measurable functions are measurable.

We begin with an observation regarding the possibility of solving a differential
equation (3) when f is very pathological function. Our treatment is adapted from
[45]. There is a thick set A € R? which is the graph of a one-to-one function.
Moreover, A N ¢ has cardinality less than ¢ whenever ¢: R — R is continuous.’
Since A is the graph of a function, it has inner measure zero. Letting f denote the
characteristic function of A, we have that f is a nonmeasurable function for which
the following result holds.

Theorem 6.4 (Cf. [45, Theorem 4]) With f as above, consider the differential
equation ¢'(x) = f(x, p(x)).

(1) Each constant function ¢ satisfies the equation except possibly at one point
xeR

(2) Any differentiable function ¢ which satisfies this equation except possibly at
less than ¢ points of R is constant.

(3) Any locally absolutely continuous function ¢ which satisfies this equation
almost everywhere is constant.

There are competing meanings of a solution to a differential equation ¢’(x) =
f(x,¢(x)) when f is discontinuous. See the introduction, as well as §4, of the text
[29], and also [8], for a discussion of this point. In the Carathéodory theory, (3)
above is the standard interpretation. (See [58, p. 108] for the theory of absolutely
continuous functions on a compact interval. Locally absolutely continuous on R
means absolutely continuous on compact subintervals of R.) Note that it follows that
if we fix a point (xg,yo) € R x R then given the initial value condition ¢(xg) = yo
there is a unique solution ¢ in the sense of (2) or (3) which satisfies the initial value
condition. This solution, by (1), satisfies the equation except possibly at one point.
(But the point x = x itself might be the exceptional one.)

“Here we identify ¢ with its graph in R2. Sketch of construction of A: Identify the cardinal ¢ of
the continuum with the least ordinal of cardinality c. List the compact subsets of R? of positive
measure as (K, : @ < ¢), and the continuous functions R — R as (¢, : o < c). By Fubini’s
Theorem, m(E,) > 0 where E, = {x € R : m((K,),) > 0}. (m denotes Lebesgue measure on R.)
In particular, E, has cardinality ¢, and (K, ), has cardinality ¢ for each x € E,. Recursively choose
points (xq, ye) € R? so thatxy, € Eq \ {xp : B <a}andy, € (Ko)y, \ {yp : B <} U{g)(xy) :
y < a}). Then set A = {(xq4,ys) : @ < c}.
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Proof

(1) Fix k € R and let ¢(x) = k. Since A is the graph of a one-to-one function, it
has at most one point on each horizontal line, and hence f(x, p(x)) = f(x, k) =
0 = ¢’(x) except possibly for one value of x.

(2) Let ¢ be a differentiable function and suppose that ¢’(x) = f(x, ¢(x)) except
possibly at less than ¢ points. By the choice of A, f(x, ¢(x)) = 0 except for
less than ¢ values of x. Thus, ¢’(x) = 0 except at less than ¢ points of R.
Since derivatives are Darboux functions (i.e., they satisfy the intermediate value
property), we must have ¢’(x) = 0 for all x € R. (If ¢’ takes both zero and
nonzero values, then by the intermediate value property it takes on continuum
many values and hence is nonzero at continuum many points.'?) Hence ¢ is
constant.

(3) This time ¢ is absolutely continuous and we have ¢’(x) = f(x, ¢(x)) holding
except on a set K of measure zero. By the choice of A, f(x, ¢(x)) = 0 except on
a set L of cardinality less than c. This gives that M = R\{x e R: ¢'(x) = 0} C
K UL. But M is measurable and cannot have positive measure or else L O M\ K
would have cardinality ¢. Thus, ¢’(x) = 0 almost everywhere, and hence ¢ is
constant (since absolutely continuity implies ¢(x) = @(x) + fx); ¢'(t)dr). O

We now turn to the question of whether sup-measurable functions must be
measurable. The next proposition is a standard manipulation for which we cannot
find a suitable reference, so we give a proof. Here, i denotes Lebesgue measure on
both the unit interval and the unit square, with the context distinguishing the two.

Proposition 6.5 Let A C [0, 1] be compact.

(1) The union B of all {x} X [a,b] where 0 <a < b < 1 and u(A, N (a,b)) =0 is
a Gg, set and A N B has measure zero.
(2) The function h: [0, 1]> — [0, 1]? defined by

h(x,y) = (x, u(A N [0,y]))

is Borel measurable. The restriction h|A is inverse measure preserving as a map
from A onto h(A), and maps A \ B bijectively onto h(A) \ h(B).

Note that i(A) is the region of the square [0, 1]> on and under the graph of the
Borel function x + w(A,). In particular, it is a Borel set. Then k(A \ B) and h(B)
are disjoint analytic sets which partition #(A) and hence, by the Lusin Separation
Theorem [44, Theorem 14.7], they are Borel sets.

10Cf. Bruckner [9, Theorem 1.1]. In [20, Proposition 4] there is a direct proof that a differentiable
function whose derivative is zero except at countably many points is constant. The proof works
also for “less than ¢” instead of “countably many”.
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Proof

(1) If [0, 1>\ A = U2, U, x V,,, U, and V, open intervals of [0, 1], then writing
(r,y) to mean the interval r < t < yif r < y and the interval y <t < rify < r,
we have that

(x,y) € B < therearea < bwitha <y < band u(A, N (a,b)) =0
& there is a rational number r # y with w(A, N (r,y)) =0

(A, N (y,r)) = 0 says that for each rational s > 0, there is an N such that

N
wJangor) ixe U > ly—r| —s.

n=1

The set of (x,y) satisfying this latter condition is open. The set of (x,y)
satisfying w(A, N (v, r)) = 0 is therefore G5 and B is therefore Gy, .

To compute the measure of A N B, note that for a given x, the union of all
open intervals (a, b) with rational endpoints such that (A, N (a, b)) = O is an
open set, and B, is the union of the closures of its components. Hence (A N B),
has measure zero. By Fubini’s theorem, (A N B) = 0.

(2) Since u(A, N [0,y]) is Borel measurable as a function of x and continuous as a
function of y, by the argument of Lebesgue mentioned in the paragraph before
Example 6.3, it is Borel measurable as a real-valued function on [0, 1]2. Thus,
the given function / is Borel measurable. / is fiber-preserving, and on A,, if
y ¢ B, then h(y') < h(y) whenever y < y and h(y) < h(y') whenever y < y/,
so f is one-to-one on A \ B. This also shows that (A \ B) is disjoint from h(B).
The inclusion A(A) \ h(B) € h(A \ B) is true for any function and any sets, so
we get h(A \ B) = h(A) \ h(B).

As noted above, h(A) is the region of the square [0, 1]?> under the graph of the
Borel function x — w(A,). Given a rectangle [0, a] x [0, b], its intersection E,,
with i(A) has a section at x equal to the interval [0, min(b, (t(A,))]. Hence the
measure of this set, by Fubini’s theorem is foa min(b, t(A,)) dx. On the other
hand, the pre-image of E,, under A|A is

AN{(x,y):0=<x=<a, u(A,N[0,y]) < b}.

By the Fubini theorem its measure is foa min(b, u(Ay)) dx = wE,. Since the
collection of sets E,;, is closed under intersection, contains E;; = h(A), and
generates the Borel o-algebra of 4(A), and the collection of Borel sets E C h(A)
for which uE = (A N h~'(E)) is a Dynkin system, h|A is inverse measure
preserving. O

Theorem 6.6 (Cf. [57], the Proof of (X)! = (X)2 _ on p. 92) Assume (RS).

sup sup
Let X be a Polish space carrying the completion wu of a non-atomic o-finite Borel
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measure. Equip R with Lebesgue measure and let X xR have the (complete) product
measure. Then every sup-measurable function f:X X R — R is measurable.

Proof 1t is enough to prove the case where f is the characteristic function of a set
E. (See [2, Proposition 1.5].) Suppose E is not measurable. We wish to find a Borel
function ¢: X — R so that the superposition f (x, ¢(x)) is not measurable, i.e., the set
{x € X : (x,¢p(x)) € E} is not measurable. Since E is a non-measurable set, there is
a compact set A in X X R of positive measure such that ENA and A \ E are both thick
in A. A has intersection of positive measure with one of the sets X X [n,n+ 1], n € Z,
so we may assume that A C X x [0, 1]. For some § > 0, we can choose a compact
set Ks € {x € X : u(A;) > 8} of positive measure. Then by intersecting A with
Ks x R, we may assume that all nonempty vertical sections of A have measure > §.

If we find a Borel function ¢: K5 — [0, 1] such that {x € K5 : (x, ¢(x)) € E} is
not measurable, then we are done by setting ¢(x) = 0 when x € X \ Ks. We may
take K5 to be a nice Cantor set by Proposition 5.10. We can re-scale the measure
on Kj so that it becomes homeomorphic in a measure preserving manner to {0, 1}V
with the usual product measure. Via the binary expansion map k: {0, 1} — [0, 1]
(which becomes bijective upon removing from [0, 1] the set D of dyadic rational
numbers and from {0, 1}V the set C of eventually constant sequences), we then
have a measure preserving continuous surjection g: K5 x [0, 1] — [0, 1]*> given by
g(x,y) = (k(x),y). A is carried to a compact set g(A) whose vertical sections all
have measure > §.

Let Eg = (ENA)\ (Dx[0,1]), Ey = (A\ E)\ (D x [0,1]). Ey and E| are
disjoint thick subsets of A. Also, g(Ey) and g(E) are disjoint thick subsets of g(A).
Apply Proposition 6.5 to g(A) to get 4: [0, 11> — [0, 1]?> and B C [0, 1]*. Write F; =
g(E) \ B,i = 0, 1. Then h(Fy) and h(F;) are disjoint thick subsets of #(g(A)), and
h(g(A)) contains [0, 1] x [0, §]. By Proposition 5.11, there is a continuous function
©o: [0, 1] — [0, §] such that the sets

{x€[0.1] : (x.90(x)) € h(Fo)} and {x € [0,1]: (x,o(x)) € h(F1)}

are both thick in [0, 1]. Note that the graph of ¢, almost avoids the set #(B) because
the Borel set U = {x : (x, ¢o(x)) € h(B)} and the thick set {x : (x, ¢o(x)) € h(Fy)}
are disjoint (the sets i(Fy) and h(B) are disjoint as h(Fy) € h(g(A)\ B) = h(g(A))\
h(B)), so U has measure zero. Pulling ¢o|([0, 1] \ U) back under &, we get a Borel
subset ¢; of [0, 1]> which is a function defined on [0, 1] \ U (because 4 is fiber-
preserving and its restriction to A \ B is one-to-one) and hence is a Borel function.
It has the property that

{xe[0,1J\U: (x,¢1(x)) € Fo} and {xe[0,1]\U: (x,91(x)) € F}
are both thick in [0, 1]. Pulling ¢; back under g, we get a Borel subset ¢, of K5[0, 1]

which is a function defined on a Borel set S of measure one in K5 and hence is a
Borel function. It has the property that
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So={x€S:(x,2(x)) €Eg} and S; ={x€S:(x,¢2(x)) € Er}

are both thick in Ky. Extend ¢, to Kj by setting ¢,(x) = 0 whenx ¢ S. Since T =
{x € K5 : (x, 92(x)) € E} contains Sy and is disjoint from Sy, T is not measurable.
O
Let us introduce the following statement, which is analogous to (RS). It is similar
to the conclusion of Theorem 5.4 and holds in the model of [21] with only minor
changes to the construction. Cf. Lemma 5, p. 163 of [21].

(CS) For any everywhere non-meager sets E, C {0, 1} x {0, 1}V, o < w, there is
a continuous /: {0, 13N — {0, 1}Y such that

{xe {0, 13N : (x, h(x)) € E,}

is everywhere non-meager for all @ < .
As for Theorem 6.6, we have the following.

Theorem 6.7 (Cf. [21], the Proof of Corollary 3 on p. 161) Assume (CS). Let X
be a perfect Polish space. Then every BP-sup-measurable function f: X x R — R is
BP-measurable.

It is necessary to assume that X is perfect, as can be seen by considering the
case where X is a one-point space. Every function f: X x R — R is then BP-sup-
measurable.

Proof 1t is enough to prove the case where f is the characteristic function of a set
E. (See [2, Proposition 1.5].) Suppose E does not have the property of Baire. We
wish to find a Borel function ¢: X — R so that the superposition f(x, ¢(x)) is not
BP-measurable, i.e., the set {x € X : (x,¢(x)) € E} does not have the property of
Baire. Since E does not have the property of Baire, there are open sets U € X and
V C R such that E and its complement are both everywhere non-meager in U x V.

Every perfect Polish space has a dense Gs copy of the Baire space N, (See the
proof of [16, Proposition 2.1], for example.) Because U and V are perfect Polish
spaces, there are dense Gs subspaces Uy € U and V; € V homeomorphic to the
Baire space. Then E and its complement are everywhere non-meager in Uy X V.
If we find a Borel function ¢: Uy — Vj such that {x € Uy : (x,¢(x)) € E} and
{x € Uy : (x,9(x)) ¢ E} are everywhere non-meager in Uy, then we are done by
setting ¢(x) = 0 when x € X \ U,.

Upon removal of a countable set of points, the Cantor set {0, 1} becomes
homeomorphic to the Baire space. Hence we may think of our product Uy x Vj
as being a dense Gjs subset of {0, 1} x {0, 1}N. Write K for the meager complement
of this dense Gs. From (CS) we then get a continuous function ¢: {0, 1} — {0, 1}¥
such that

xe {0, 13N : (x,o(x)) € E} and {xe {0, 1}V : (x,0(x) ¢ E}
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are both everywhere non-meager. Note that the graph of ¢ almost avoids the meager
set K because {x : (x, ¢(x)) € E} and {x : (x, ¢(x)) € K} are disjoint and the first is
everywhere non-meager while the second is a Borel set, so M = {x : (x, ¢o(x)) € K}
is meager. The restriction of ¢ to Uy \ M, extended to U, by making it constant on
Uy N M, is the desired function. 0O

When X = R/, we get a stronger result in the model for Theorem 5.6. From that
model we extract the following property.

(*); For any everywhere non-meager sets E, € R'*!, o < wy, and any continuous
function g: R — R and ¢ > 0, there is a function #: R’ — R which is the
restriction of an entire function on C’ such that |2(x) —g(x)| < € forall x € R/,
and

{x e R : (x,h(x)) € E,}

is everywhere non-meager for all @ < .

Theorem 6.8 Assume (%), Let f:R' x R — R. Suppose f(x,¢(x)) is BP-
measurable whenever ¢:R' — R is the restriction of an entire function. Then f
is BP-measurable.

Under (*),, our hypothesis that f (x, ¢ (x)) is BP-measurable whenever ¢: R* — R
is an entire function thus sits between the statements that f is BP-sup-measurable
and that f is BP-measurable. By Example 6.3, we could not include in our
conclusion that f is BP-sup-measurable. (The function of Example 6.3 is easily seen
directly to be BP-measurable because it is the characteristic function of a meager
set.)

Proof If f is not BP-measurable, then for some ¢ € R, the set E = {(x,y) € R’xR:
f(x,y) < ¢} does not have the property of Baire. Therefore, there is a cube 7 in R*!
such that E and its complement are both everywhere non-meager in /. By translating
and scaling, we may take / to be the unit cube [0, 1]*!. Apply (), to the everywhere
non-meager sets

ENOFHU@TN[0,1]F) and (0. 1]\ E) U RT\ [0.1]F)

with g(x) = 1/2 and ¢ = 1/2 to get an entire function ¢: R’ — R such that when
x € [0, 1]" we have 0 < ¢(x) < 1, and the sets

{(xe[0,1]": (x,o(x)) € E} and {x<€[0,1]": (x,p(x)) ¢ E}
are everywhere non-meager in [0, 1] and hence
{xeR :(x,px) € E} = {xe R :f(x,0(x)) < c}

does not have the property of Baire. Thus, f(x, ¢(x)) is not BP-measurable. O
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7 Piecewise Monotone Approximation

Analytic functions on an interval of R are piecewise monotone. It seems natural
that when they are being used to approximate piecewise monotone functions
the approximating function and the functions being approximated will be “co-
monotone,” i.e., increasing and decreasing on the same intervals. This problem
has been considered at length in the context of approximation by polynomials
on compact intervals. For example, see [30], or [34, Chapter 1]. For monotone
approximation, we have the following result.

Theorem 7.1 ([30, Theorem 2]) Let ki < ko < ... < k, be fixed positive integers
and let €1, . .., &, be fixed signs (i.e., & = %1). Suppose f € C[a,b] and k, < k.
Assume

eDYif(x) > Ofora<x<bandi=1,...,p.
Suppose m + 1 points are given so that
aAa<xy<x1 <+ -<x,=<bh.

Then for n sufficiently large there are polynomials P, of degree less than or equal
to n for which

g,-Dka,,(x) >0onlabl,j=1,2,...,p,
P,(x)) =f(x), i=0,[...,m,

max [f(x) — Py ()] = (C/n)a(1/n),

where C is a constant depending only on xo,...,X,, and w is the modulus of
continuity of D*f on [a, D).
In [12], the following result was obtained.

Theorem 7.2 ([12, Theorem 1.2]) Let f:R — R be a nondecreasing continuous
function with open range. Let e:R — R be a positive continuous function. Let
T C R be a closed discrete set on which f is strictly increasing.

(A) Suppose that for some nonnegative integer k, f is a C* function. Then there is
a function g:R — R which is the restriction of an entire function and is such
that the following properties hold.

(a) Forallx € R\ T (and also for x € T ifk = 0), Dg(x) > 0.
(b) Fori=0,...,kandall x € R, |D'f(x) — D'g(x)| < &(x).
(c) Fori=0,...,kandall x € T, D'f(x) = Dig(x).
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(B) Suppose that f is a C* function and Uy C U, C ... is a sequence of open sets
covering R. Then there is a function g: R — R which is the restriction of an
entire function and is such that the following properties hold.

(@) Forallx e R\ T, Dg(x) >0
(b) Fori=0,1,2,... and all x € R\ U,, |D'f(x) — Dig(x)| < &(x).
(c) Fori=0,1,2,... andallx € T\ U;, D'f(x) = Dg(x).

In [12, Corollary 1.5] we also incorporated some control over the values of g
on countable sets. The main technical challenge in the proof of Theorem 7.2 is
maintaining the positive derivative for g in a neighborhood of a point x € E where
f is flat in the sense that all derivatives which are known to exist are equal to zero.
This problem was handled by temporarily tilting the graph of f upwards so that the
derivative is strictly positive in a neighborhood of x, and then restoring the zero
derivative after approximation by an entire function. The approximation problem
still remains to be solved, but now the point x is no longer flat. The same method of
proof gives the following result for functions on compact intervals.

Theorem 7.3 ([12, Theorem 1.3]) Let a < b be real numbers and let k be a
nonnegative integer. Suppose f:|a,b] — R is a nondecreasing function of class
Ckand € > 0. Let T C R be a finite set on which f is strictly increasing. Then there
is a polynomial g such that the following properties hold.

(a) Forallx € [a,b] \ T (and also forx € T if n = 0), Dg(x) > 0.
(b) Fori=0,...,kand all x € R, |D'f(x) — Dig(x)| < e.
(c) Fori=0,...,kandall x € T, D'f (x) = Dig(x).

In work in preparation, the author has improved the technique to give a version
of Theorem 3.6 for piecewise monotone functions. (On compact intervals we do
not get the control of the derivatives on a countable set if we want polynomial
approximations of course, but via Proposition 2.6 we can get it for real-analytic
approximations.)
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Let L be a homogeneous elliptic partial differential operator with constant complex
coefficients (such as powers of the Cauchy-Riemann operator d in C or the
Laplacean A in R", n > 2). In [29] and [7], given a Banach space (V, || - ||) of
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theorems of Runge-, Roth-, Nersesyan- and Arakelyan-type (see [2, 24, 32, 34])
were obtained whenever the operator L and the Banach space V satisfied certain
natural conditions.

In [3] the results of [29] and [7] were generalized to Banach spaces of functions
(distributions) defined on any domain 2 of R" (n > 2) and several new results based
on recent new theorems of Vitushkin [37] type were formulated and discussed.

Using results on the solution of the Dirichlet problem for strongly elliptic
equations in bounded smooth domains [1], we found in [3] (see Proposition 2
below) that an application of our theorems gave important new results in the
theory of better-than-uniform approximation (see [3, Th. 4 (iii)]), which led to
some very interesting examples on the possible boundary behaviour of solutions
of homogeneous elliptic partial differential equations, analogous to those described
in [11, Chapter IV, §5B] for holomorphic functions and in [12, §8] for harmonic
functions.

In the present paper we also consider several settings of the C™-subharmonic
extension problem on domains in R” and on open Riemann surfaces. The problem
was completely solved (for all m € [0,4o00)) for the so-called Runge-type
extensions. Several (in some sense sharp) sufficient conditions and counterexamples
were found also for the Walsh-type extensions. As applications, these results allowed
us to prove the existence of C"-subharmonic extensions, automorphic with respect
to some appropriate groups of automorphisms of an open Riemann surface.

Most of our results are based on Vitushkin’s localization technique [37], gener-
alized (here we cite only [25] and [36]) for approximations by solutions of a wide
class of elliptic equations in different norms. When recalling previously published
theorems, we shall say very little regarding the proofs. While this is mostly a survey
of works closely related to the work of André Boivin, we shall also state some new
theorems and formulate several related open problems in this topic. Some of our
joint results and related problems are not included in the present survey (see [14]
and it’s extensions [15, 38]).

2 Definitions and Notations

For the reader’s convenience, we summarize the definitions and main notations of
[7,29] and [3].

Let 2 be any fixed domain in R", n > 2. We let V = V() stand for a Banach
space, whose norm is denoted by | ||, which contains C3°(2), the set of test
functions in € and is contained in (C{°(€2))*, the space of distributions on Q. We
make some additional assumptions on V.

Conditions 1 and 2 We assume that V is a topological C3°(S2)-submodule of
(C§°(2))*, which means that for f € V and ¢ € C{°(2), we have of € V with

lefll = C@)IIfl (1)
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and

I, )| < C@IIFI. 2

where (f, @) denotes the action in Q2 of the distribution f on the test function ¢ and
C(p) is a constant independent of f. We note that this implies that the imbeddings
CP(RQ) = Vand V — (C°(R2))* are continuous (see [7, section 2.1]).

Given a closed subset F in €2, let I(F) be the closure in V of (the family of)
those f € V whose support in 2 in the sense of distributions (which will be denoted
by supp(f)) is disjoint from F, and let V(F) = V/I(F). The Banach space V(F),
endowed with the quotient norm, should be viewed as the natural (Whitney type)
version of V on F (see [35, Chapter 6]). We shall write ||f||r for the norm of the
equivalence class (jet) f(r) := f + I(F) in V(F) of the distribution f € V:

Ifllr = inf{]lgl] = g € fir)}-
For any open set D in €2, let
Viee(D) = {f € (C°(D)* : fy € V foreach ¢ € C3°(D))}.

where ¢ and f¢ are extended to be identically zero in 2 \ D. We endow V,.(D) with
the projective limit topology of the spaces V(K) partially ordered by inclusion of the
compact sets K C D. For a closed set F' in €2, define Vi,.(F) = V},.(2)/J(F), where
J(F) is the closure in V},.(€2) of the family of those distributions in V},.(£2) whose
support is disjoint from F. The topology on V,,.(F) will be the quotient topology.
Note that for compact sets K, the topological spaces V(K) and V,.(K) are identical.

For f € Vj0c(R2), we put fip) 1o := f + J(F). If D is a neighbourhood of F
in Q, then each & € V(D) naturally defines an element (jet) /) o in Vipe(F)
by taking hr) s, to be the closure in V,.(€2) of the set of f € Vj,.(€2) such that
f = h (as distributions) in some neighbourhood (depending on f) of F. In particular,
this works for each i € C*®(D) C V(D). For fir)10c € Vioe(F), we shall write
Sy € V(F) (or more briefly f € V(F)), it V N fir)1oc # 0. We shall then write
\[f#).i0c | > or equivalently ||f|| 7, to mean ||g||r, where g € V N f(r) i0c. Practically the
same proof as in [7, section 2.1] shows that V N J(F) = I(F) holds for each closed
set F in €2, which means that ||f(z) joc||r is well-defined.

For a multi-index o« = (ay,...,0,), with o; € Z(:= {0,1,2,...}), we let
lo| = o1+ F+ oy, ol =l x* =X a2 forx = (x,...,x,) € R"
and 0% = (9/0x1)* ... (9/0x,)%.

We denote by B(a, 8) (respectively B(a, §)) the open (respectively closed) ball
with center a € R” and radius § > 0. If B = B(a, §) and 6 > 0 then 6B = B(a, 65)
and OB = B(a, 65).

Throughout this paper we let L(§) = Z|a\=r a,€%, & € R", be a fixed
homogeneous polynomial of degree r (r > 1) with complex constant coefficients
and which satisfies the ellipticity condition L(§) # O for all £ # 0. We associate to
L the homogeneous elliptic operator of order r
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L=L0)= ) a"

loe|=r

Let D be an open set in R” and denote by L(D) the set of distributions f in D
such that f = 0 in D in the sense of distributions. It is well known [17, Theorem
4.4.1] that L(D) < C*°(D). Therefore if D C €2, then L(D) C V,,.(D), and if {f,,}
is a sequence in L(D) with f,, — f in V,.(D) as m — oo, then f € L(D), since
convergence in Vj,.(D) is stronger than convergence in the sense of distributions,
which preserves L(D) [17, Theorem 4.4.2].

Functions from L(D) will be called L-analytic in D. We shall also say that a
distribution g in D is L-meromorphic in D if supp(Lg) is discrete in D and for each
a € supp(Lg) (a € D) there exist h, which is L-analytic in a neighbourhood of a,
keZyand A, € C, 0 < || <k, Ay # 0 for some a with || = k, such that

g(x) = h(x) + Y Aa0"®(x — a)

lo| <k

in some neighbourhood of a, where @ is a special fundamental solution of L as
described in [17, Theorem 7.1.20]. The points a € supp(Lg) will be called the poles
of g.

We recall (see [10, p. 239] or [36, p. 163]) that there exists a k > 1 such that if T
is a distribution with compact support contained in B(a, §) and f = ® * T, then, for
|x — a| > k&, we have the Laurent-type expansion:

) = (T(), D —y) = ) c,d*P(x—a), 3)

la|>0

where ¢, = (—1)!*/(a!)"(T(y), (y — a)*). The series converges in C*®°({|x — a| >
k48}), which means that the series can be differentiated term by term and all such
series converge uniformly on {|x — a| > K'8}, kK’ > k.

Let ¢ € C{°(2). The Vitushkin localisation operator V, : (CJ°(R2))* —
(C5°(2))* associated to L and ¢ is defined as V,f = (® * (¢Lf))|q, where in
the last equality * denotes the convolution operator in R".

Condition 3 We require that for each ¢ € C{°(2), the operator V,, be invariant
on Vi (R2), i.e. V,, must send continuously Viy.(2) into V(). This means that if
K is a compact subset of Q and supp(¢) C K, then for each f € V() one has
Vof € Viee(R2) and

Vefllk = Cllflk. (4)

where C is independent of f.
In connection with Condition 3 see the basic results [25].
We make one more assumption on V in relation with L.
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Condition 4 For each open ball B with 3B C Q, there exist d > 0 and C > 0 such
that for each h € C®(R") satisfying Lh = 0 outside of B and h(x) = O(|x|™%) as
|x| = o0, one can find v € L(2) with

(h—v)eV and [h—v] < Clhls. 5)

In this assumption, instead of the constant 3, one can take any fixed real number
greater than 1.

Here we recall some remarks on Conditions 1-4.

All Conditions 1-4 are satisfied by classical (non-weighted) spaces on any
domain  in R”, for example BC"(Q2), BC"t*(Q), VMO(2) and the Sobolev
spaces W2 (€2), 1 < p < oo. We shall give the definitions and precisely formulate
this assertion only for the spaces V = BC™(2) and BC"T*(Q).

Form € Z,let BC™(S2) be the space of all m - times continuously differentiable
functions f : 2 — C with (finite) norm

[[f[ln.q = max sup [3°f(x)].
lel<m xeQ

IfmeZyand0 < p < 1, then
BC"M(Q) = {f € BC"(R) : w]/(f,00) < oo and 0}/ (f,8) = 0 as§ — 0},
where wi(f,8) = sup w, the supremum being taken over all multi-

indices « such that |¢| = m and all x,y € Q with 0 < |x —y| < 8. The norm
in this space is defined as

A1t .0 = max{[lf{lma, @y (f, 00)}.

We shall omit the index €2 in the latter norm whenever 2 = R”. Finally, for any
m > 0, we set C"(2) = (BC™(2))j0c-

Proposition 1 ([3, p. 949]) Let Q be a domain in R", n > 2, and let m > 0. Then
the pair (L, V(2)) with V() = BC™(R2) satisfies Conditions 1, 2, 3 and satisfies
Condition 4 with v = 0.

In [7, Corollary 1] (see also the brief discussion thereafter) and [29, Theorem
4] one sees how (whenever Conditions 1-3 are satisfied) Condition 4 can affect L-
meromorphic and L-analytic approximation in the special case of weighted uniform
holomorphic approximation (n = 2, L = 9).

The following proposition (see [3, p. 950]) provides us with another class of
examples for which Conditions 1-4 are satisfied. These in turn allowed us to obtain
(see Theorem 4 (iii—iv) below) new results on better-than-uniform approximation.
Given m and ¢ in Z, with ¢ < m, and a bounded domain €2, set

BCJ(2) = {f € BC"(Q2) | foreacha, || <g, lim 3°f(x) = 0},
x—>0Q2

which is a Banach space with the norm ||f|],,..
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Proposition 2 Let L be a strongly elliptic operator of order r = 24, £ € Z,
L > 1 (see [I, p.46]). Let m,q € Z4, m > L — 1, q < £ — 1. If Q is bounded
and 0K is of class C*, s = max{24,[n/2] + 1 + m} (see [I, p.128]), then the pair
(L, V = BC}(2)) satisfies Conditions 1-4.

In certain cases, we can weaken the restrictions on the smoothness of the domain
Q. Indeed, in the case L = A ({ = 1) and m = g = 0 (uniform norm) the
conclusion of the previous Proposition in fact holds for every bounded regular
domain Q; for L = A and m = 1,g = 0, it is sufficient that €2 be a Dini-Lyapunov
domain (see [39, Theorems 2.2-2.5]).

3 Approximation Theorems

For an open set W in R” denote by W* = W U {x} the one point compactification of
W. As in [3, Section 4], a closed set F in a domain €2 will be called a Roth-Keldysh-
Lavrent’ev set in €2, or simply an Q-RKL set, if Q* \ F is connected and locally
connected. In this section we formulate our main approximation results [3], starting
with sufficient conditions for approximation of Runge-type on closed sets.

Theorem 1 Let Q be a domain in R", n > 2. Let (L, V(R2)) be a pair satisfying
Conditions 1-4, F be a (relatively) closed subset of €2, and f be L-analytic in some
neighbourhood of F in Q. Then, for each ¢ > 0, there exists an L-meromorphic
Sfunction g on Q with poles off F such that (fir) joc — &(F).ioc) € V(F) and

If —gllr <e.

Moreover, if F is an Q-RKL set, then g can be chosen in L(S2).
The next theorem deals with approximation of an individual function and shows
that the problem is essentially local.

Theorem 2 Let Q2 be a domain in R" (n > 2), (L,V(RQ)) be a pair satisfying
Conditions 14, F be a (relatively) closed subset of 2, and f € Vi,.(2). Then
the following are equivalent:

(i) for each positive number ¢, there exists an L-meromorphic function g in Q
with poles off F such that (f(r).ioc — 8F)joc) € V(F) and ||f — g|lr < &
(i) for each ball B, B C Q and positive number ¢, there exists g such that Lg = 0
on some neighbourhood of F N\ B and ||f — gl ;ng < &
(iii) the previous property is satisfied by each ball from some locally finite family of
balls {B]’} covering F, where BJ’- C Q2 for each j.

For any subset X of R", we let L(X) stand for the collection of all functions f
defined and L-analytic in some neighbourhood (depending on f) of X. For a closed
set F in Q we denote by My (F) (respectively Ery(F)) the space of all fip) o €
Viee(F) which satisfy the following property: for each ¢ > 0 there exists an L-
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meromorphic function g in 2 with poles outside of F (respectively a function g €
L(2)) such thatf —g € V(F) and ||[f — gl|F < &.

Problem 1 Given L and V (under Conditions 1-4), for which closed sets F does
one have My (F) = Epy(F)?

We also introduce the space V. (F) = Vj,.(F) N L(F°), where F° means the
interior of F. Whenever Conditions 1-4 hold, we have that by Theorem 1, M,y (F)
is the closure in Vj,.(F) of the space {hr)joc € Vioe(F) | h € L(F)}. Moreover,
if F is an Q-RKL set, then My (F) = Epy(F). On the other hand, in our paper [4]
with Boivin, forn = 2 and L = F) , we give an example of a closed set F, which is
not 2-RKL, but MLV(F) = ELV(F)

So, it is reasonable to discuss the necessity of F being a 2-RKL set for the
equality My (F) = Epy(F) to be satisfied.

Let K be a compact set in 2. Denote by K the union of K and all the (connected)
components of Q \ K which are pre-compact in 2. Obviously, the property K=K
means precisely that * \ K is connected, so that K is a 2-RKL set.

Define

N(K) = Npy(K) = {la € K\ K : (D)) & Ewv(K)},

where ®,(x) = ®(x — a).

Condition N We shall say that a pair (L,V(R2)) satisfies Condition N (“nonre-
movability of holes”) if N(K) # 0 for each compact set K with “holes”, i.e. such
that K # K.

The same proof as in [7, Proposition 2] gives the following auxiliary result.

Proposition 3 A pair (L, V(S2)) satisfies Condition N whenever all of the following
conditions hold:

(1) (L, V(R2)) satisfies Conditions 1 and 2;
(2) n=2o0rn > 3 and L has the following symbol.:

L) = P2(§)0r—(8), & €R",

where P, is some homogeneous (elliptic) polynomial of order two with real
coefficients (so that P, has constant sign in R" \ {0}), and Q,—, is some
homogeneous polynomial of order r — 2 > 0;

3) Oord(V)>r—1.

For the definition of Ord(V) when Q is R", see [7, Section 4.3]. Replacing
R”" by Q everywhere in that definition, we get the corresponding definition of
Ord(V(£2)) for an arbitrary domain 2.

One can also find in [7, Section 4.2] some informative examples concerning
Condition N.
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Problem 2 Study whether condition N holds or not for concrete pairs (L, V(2)),
that do not satisfy the requirements of Proposition 3(2). Is the property (3) always
necessary?

In the proof of Proposition 3, Radé’s theorem [31] (see also [33, Theorem 12.14]
and [18]) is used. This theorem says that, if a continuous function f in a domain
D is holomorphic in D outside it’s zeros, then f is holomorphic on all of D. It is
not difficult to find appropriate analogs of this result for operators L mentioned in
Proposition 3(2).

Problem 3 To find analogues of Rad6’s theorem for other operators L.

Theorem 3 If (L, V(R?)) satisfies Conditions 1-4, then the following statements are
equivalent:

(i) for each (relatively) closed set F C Q2 one has
Mpy(F) = Ey(F) <= {F is a Q-RKL set};
(ii) for each compact set K C €,
My (K) = Ery(K) <= {Q* \ K is connected};

(iii) the pair (L, V(2)) satisfies Condition N.

Remark 1 Our proof of (ii) = (iii) in fact shows that if for some compact set K
in Q2 there is a function f € L(K) which is not in E7y(K), then the same is true for
some ®,,a € K\ K.

3.1 Applications via Vitushkin-Type Approximation Theorems

From Theorems 2 and 3, it is not difficult to obtain the corresponding approxi-
mation (reduction) theorems for classes of functions (jets), analogous to that of
[7, Proposition 1]. In this direction, we present only the following result which
extends [7, Theorem 4]. Note that (iii) and (iv) are results on better-than-uniform
approximation.

Theorem 4 Let L (of order r) be as above, Q2 be an arbitrary domain in R" and F
be a closed subset of Q2. Then

(i) forV =BC"™(2)), wherem e (r—=2,r—1)U(r—1,r)(me (r—1,r)ifr=1;
see Sect. 3), the equality Vi (F) = My (F) holds if and only if there exists a
constant A € (0, +00) such that for each ball B in Q2

M B\ F®) < AM"TB\ F);
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(ii) for V. = BC™(R2), m > r, the equality V[ (F) = My (F) holds if and only if F°
is dense in F;

(iii) let L, Q and V = BC;"(SZ) be as in Proposition 2, and additionally suppose
that m > r, then the equality Vi (F) = Myy(F) holds if and only if F° is dense
inF;

(iv) for each space V(R2), which is mentioned in (i) and (ii) withm > r — 1, and
in (iii), and L satisfying property (2) of Proposition 3, the equality V (F) =
Ev(F) holds if and only if Vi(F) = Myy(F) and (at the same time) F is a
Q-RKL set.

Here and below M"~"t™(-) and M"~"+"(-) are the Hausdorff and lower Hausdorff
contents of order n — r 4+ m respectively (cf. [36]).
The following result was proved in [19] for compact sets F in R". It is deep

and strong even for the operator 52 in R? (the proof basically uses the Vitushkin
technique). Our modest contribution is an additional application of Theorem 2.

Theorem 5 For any elliptic operator L in R" (as above), an arbitrary domain Q2 in
R" and V = BC°(Q) (uniform norm), the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) for every closed set F in Q one has My (F) = V(F);
(i) n = 2 and L has a locally bounded fundamental solution in R?.

For each L and V under consideration we can pose the problem of approximation
in the V-norm || - || (on compacta) by polynomial solutions or (on closed sets) by
entire solutions of the equation Lu = 0. We restrict ourselves to the corresponding
problem for classes.

Problem 4 Given L and V (under Conditions 1-4), for which closed sets F does
one have Vi (F) = Epy(F)?

By Theorem 5, for the case when n = 2 and L has a locally bounded fundamental
solution and V = BC°(2), Problems 1 and 4 are equivalent for an arbitrary domain
Q in R?. Under these restrictions, only partial answers are given to Problem 4: see
[4, 9, 20] and [40].

We also can apply Theorem 2 to extend individual Vitushkin-type theorems from
compact to closed sets in appropriate domains (see review [20] and the recent
paper [21]). We formulate a corresponding theorem only for the main result of

[21], regarding criteria for C™-approximations by bianalytic (that is, L = 9 in
C) functions on compact sets in C.

Theorem 6 Let Q2 be a domainin C, L = 52, me (0,1)U(1,2)and V = BC"(R2).
For a closed set F in Q and f € V,.(2) = C"(RQ) the following conditions are
equivalent:

() fir) € My (F);
(ii) there isan A > 0 and k > 1 such that for each open disk B = B(a, r) with
B(a, kr) C Q2 one has
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1 / FQ) & — a)dz
0B

< Aa)ffn]B(f) M™ (B(a, kr) \ F)

where [m] is the integer part of m, & = m — [m] is the fractional part of m and

|99 (x) — 3%/ O

I —
Vo) = 5P

)

where the latter sup is taken over all x # y € B and all 2-indices o with || = [m];

(iii) the previous condition holds with k = 1.

3.2 Applications: Asymptotic and Boundary Behaviour
of L-Analytic Functions

Let £ stand for the class of all homogeneous elliptic operators of order r in R"
(n > 2, r > 1) with constant complex coefficients (see Sect. 2 above).

As the first application of our approximation results, given an arbitrary L € £2,
we consider entire solutions of the equation Lu = 0 for which

lim u(re') =: U(e'¥)
r—>00

exists for all ¢ € [0,27) as a finite limit in C. We gave (see [8]) a complete
characterization of the possible “radial limit functions” U. This is an analog of the
work of A. Roth for entire holomorphic functions. The results seem new even for
harmonic functions.

Problem 5 Formulate and study an analog of the previous result for other L (other
£7; at least for n = 2).

As the second application (see [3, Section 6.1]), given L € £ and a domain 2
satisfying some mild conditions, we construct solutions in €2 of the equation Lu = 0
having some prescribed boundary behaviour.

Let Q be a domain in R", n > 2, Q # R", and let b € dQ2. We shall say
that a (continuous) path y : [0,1] — R" is admissible for Q with end point b if
y :[0,1) — € and y(1) = b. Given a continuous function f in €2, denote by C, (f)
the cluster set of f along y at b, that is:

Cy(f) = {w e CU {oo} : there exists a sequence {,} C [0, 1) such that

t, — 1 and f(y(t,)) — w as n — oo}.

Theorem 7 Let L € £, and let Q C R", Q@ # R", be a domain such that its
boundary 02 has no (connected) components that consist of a single point. Then



Approximation by Solutions of Elliptic Equations. .. 81

there exists g € L(2) with the property that for each b € 0, for each admissible
path y for Q ending at b and for each o € 1, one has

€,(8%g) = C U {oo}.

The following propositions [3] show that, at least for L = A in R" and L = 9/9d7
in R?, our theorem is close to being sharp.

Proposition 4 If Q2 is a domain in R" such that 02 has an isolated point b €
R" U {00}, then for each function f harmonic in Q or (if n = 2) for each function
f holomorphic in Q, there exists an admissible path y for Q2 ending at b such that
C,(f) is a single point in C U {o0}.

Proposition S Under the conditions of the previous proposition, for each a € 7
there exists an admissible path y, for Q ending at b such that C, (0°f) is just a
single point in C U {oo} since the function 0°f is also harmonic (or holomorphic).

Our third application (see [3, Theorem 6]) is in some sense in the opposite
direction of the second one. Given a (smooth) domain €2, we would like to prescribe
(almost everywhere on 0€2) the boundary values of an L-analytic function in €2,
together with the boundary values of a fixed number of its derivatives, as we
approach the boundary of €2 in the normal direction (a “weakened” Dirichlet
problem).

Theorem 8 Let L € £ and let Q be a domain of class CTVin R". Let hy, k =
0,1,...,r — 1, be o-measurable functions which are finite o-almost everywhere,
where o is the n — 1 dimensional Lebesgue measure on 0S2. Then there exists h €
L(2) such that, for k = 0,...,r — 1, and for o-almost all x € 09, the limit of
(0*h/91%) (y) is equal to hy(x), where the derivatives are taken in the direction of the
outer normal at x, and y € Q2 tends to x € 02 along that normal direction.

4 Extension of Subharmonic Functions

In this section we discuss two settings of the C"*-subharmonic extension problem on
domains in R", n > 2, and on arbitrary open Riemann surfaces (RS). The existence
of these extensions is connected with the possibility of representing subharmonic
functions by global Newtonian potentials of positive measures (“‘gravitational”
potentials for n = 3), see [5, Sect. 3].

The problem is completely solved (for all m € [0, +00)) for the so-called Runge-
type extensions, which we now present. Let €2 be a domain in R", n > 2, or an
open RS, and let W be an open subset of Q2. Denote by SH(W) the class of all
subharmonic functions in W.

For a fixed m > 0, one says that (W, Q) is a C"-subharmonic extension Runge
pair (a C"-SHER-pair, for short), if for each closed (in ) set X, X C W, and for
every function f € SH(W) N C™(W) there is an F € SH(Q2) N C™(2) such that
Flx = flx.
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Problem 6 To describe all C"-SHER-pairs.
This problem was completely solved in [13] and [12] for CP-extensions, in [5] for
all m and domains in R”, and in [6] for all m and RS .

Theorem 9 Employing the previous notations, (W, Q) is a C"-SHER-pair if and
only if Q* \ W is connected.

As before, for an open set W in Q, by W* = W U {*} we mean the one point
compactification of W.

By the well known Gunning and Narasimhan theorem [16], for every open RS
2, there exists a holomorphic mapping p of €2 into the complex plane C, which is a
local homeomorphism. In what follows we fix an open RS €2 and the atlas, induced
by such a p, where the change of coordinates is the identity.

This result allows one to naturally define and deal with C™-spaces and with
distributions on domains in a RS €2, as well as to properly define the Vitushkin
localization operator (for the Laplacean in €2), which preserves the classes of
subharmonic and C™-functions. The methods of [13] and [5] then were adapted
in [6] to an arbitrary open RS. Below we give some natural applications of these
results.

Let 2 be a RS and let Aur(€2) be the group of biholomorphic mappings of
onto itself (the automorphism group of 2). Let G be a subgroup of Aut(€2). Denote
by /G the space of all G-orbits in €2, with the quotient topology, induced by the
projection 7 : Q — Q/G (& : p — [p]). In what follows we require that G
act on 2 properly discontinuously (that is, for each compact set K in 2 one has
g(K) N K # @ for at most finitely many g € G) and freely (when the only g € G
having a fixed point is the identity map on 2).

It is well known that in this case ©2/G becomes a RS, and 7 : Q@ — Q/G is
locally biholomorphic.

The following application of Theorem 9 gives also a reasonable motivation for
considering C™-subharmonic extensions on RS.

Corollary 1 Suppose Q2 and G are as just above and the RS /G is open. Let W
be an open G-invariant subset of 2. Then, for each m > 0 the following properties
are equivalent:

(a) foreach functionf € C"(W)NSH(W), which is G-invariant (that is, f(g(p)) =
f(p) for each p € W and g € G), and for each closed (in Q) G-invariant set
X C W one can find a G-invariant function F € C"(Q2) N SH(2) such that
Flx=f;

(b) (2/G)* \ (W/G) is connected.

Example 1 For Q = C let G be the group of translations {g,(z) = z+ s : 5 €
Z}. Then G is admissible and Q2 is open (cylindrical surface; here we can take
p([z]) = exp (2miz)). Let W be a G-invariant open subset of 2. So, for each m > 0
the previous corollary can be applied.

In [6] we also studied another kind of C™-subharmonic extension problem of
Runge type closely related to that considered above. Let X be a closed subset in €2
and m > 0. We say that (X, Q) is a mixed C"-subharmonic extension pair of Runge
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type (a mixed C"-SHER-pair, for short), if for each neighborhood W of X in €2 and
for every function f € SH(W) N C™(W) there is an F € SH(2) N C™(2) such that
F = f on some neighborhood of X.

In the next theorem we give a purely topological characterization of mixed C"-
SHER-pairs analogous to that of [12, Chapter 6] for the case m = 0 (continuous
subharmonic strong extension of Runge type).

Theorem 10 Let X be a closed subset of an open Riemann surface 2. The following
are equivalent:

(@) (X, Q) is a mixed C"-SHER-pair;
(b) Q*\ X is connected and locally connected.

Now we consider the Walsh type C™-subharmonic extension problem on an open
RS € (with fixed Gunning-Narasimhan atlas).

For an open set W in Q and fixed m € Zy = {0,1,2,...} we can naturally
define the space C" (W) of all (real-valued) functions f (p) on W that have continuous
derivatives 3°f(p) on W for all B = (B, B») € 72 with |B| = B1 + B < m. We
also need to consider the corresponding Banach C™-space

BC"(W) = {f € C"(W) : |fllww = max [|9°f]lw < 400},

|Bl<m

where ||fl[z = sup,eg [f(p)| is the uniform norm on a set E in 2. Then C"(W)
naturally becomes a Fréchet space. The Banach spaces BC"(W) (with finite norms
lf Il2w), as well as the Fréchet spaces C™ (W) can be defined for all m > 0 (see [6]
for details).

For a closed set X in 2 and fixed m > 0 we shall deal with the Whitney type
space BC}"Z(X) which consists of all (different) elements (jets) Fy = {3PF| XJ18l<m »

[4

F € BC™(K2) , with (finite) norm
| Fxllmx = inf{||[F*||na : F* € BC"(Q), Fy = Fx}.

One then can naturally define the Fréchet spaces C;Z,(X). Notice that for each jet

Fy in C};,(X) the condition Fx € SH(X®) is well defined. Moreover, for m € [0, 1)

or X = X° the spaces BCj;,(X) and Cj,(X) can be considered as usual spaces of
functions.

Given m > 0 and a closed set X in 2, we say that the pair (X,2) is a C"-
subharmonic extension Walsh pair (briefly, C""-SHEW-pair), if every jet Fx €
Ci;,(X) N SH(X®) can be extended to a function F* € C™(2) N SH(L2) in the sense
that F; = Fy.

Problem 7 To describe all C""-SHEW-pairs (X # Q and X # 0).

This problem first appeared in [22] for C'-subharmonic extensions from closed
balls in R". Several (in some sense sharp) sufficient conditions and counterexamples
were found for the Walsh-type extensions from closed smooth domains onto R" (see
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the survey [28]). Most of them are generalized and improved for RS in [6]. We shall
formulate them, beginning with examples, when (X, 2) is not a C""-SHEW-pair [6].

First, if 2* \ X is not connected then (X, 2) is not a C"-SHEW-pair for any
m>0.

Moreover, for m € [0, 1) we know of no nontrivial C"-SHEW-pair. For instance,
if @* \ X is connected and X° has some Q-bounded component, then for m €
[0, 1/2) the pair (X, 2) is not a C""-SHEW. If the mentioned component has smooth
boundary, then the latter assertion holds for m € [0, 1). For any analytic Jordan arc
X in  the pair (X, ) is not a C"-SHEW.

If m > 3 then for each closed set X in Q the pair (X, 2) is not a C""-SHEW.

If m € [2,3) and X # X° then (X, Q) is not a C"-SHEW-pair.

There is C'-smooth closed Jordan domain X in C such that (X, C) isnot a C'-
SHEW-pair [23].

Proposition 6 Fora € (0, ) let
Xy =4{z€C : |z <1, arglzx) €e[-m +a/2, 71 —a/2]}.

Then, for each m € (1, w/a) the pair (X, C) is not a C"-SHEW.

So, now we concentrate on the cases when m € [1,3) and X = X°. We shall
say that a closed set X in a Riemann surface Q is locally Jordan, if X = X°
and for any point ¢ € 90X one can find an open neighborhood U of g in Q such
that U N dX is an open Jordan arc (that is, Jordan arc without end points). The
following localization result is specifically 2-dimensional: the proof of it‘s analog
in R" requires smoothness of 0X.

Proposition 7 Let X be locally Jordan closed set in Q and m € [1,3). Suppose
that f € C"™(X) N SH(X®) and for each q € dX one can find an (open) Q-bounded
neighborhood U of q and g € C™(U) N SH(U) with g = f on X N U. Then there is
a neighborhood W of X in Q and h € C"(W) N SH(W) with h = f on X.

The next theorem has an analogue for domains €2 in R", n > 3, and compact sets
X in Q (see [26, 27)).

Theorem 11 Let m € [1,3) and X = X° be a closed subset of Q with smooth
(Dini-Lyapunov-type) boundary. The following are equivalent:

(a) (X, Q) isa C"-SHEW-pair,
(b) Q*\ X is connected.

Example 2 Take Q = C\ {0}, J € Z (J > 2), and let G be the group of rotations
{gi(z) = zexp(2mij/J) : j € {1,...,J}} on Q. Then G is admissible and Q¢ is
open (here one can take p([z]) = z’). (Notice that G is not admissible for @ = C.)
Let X be a locally Jordan G-invariant subset of 2 with smooth (Dini-Lyapunov)
boundary. If QF \ X is connected, then (by the previous Theorem) for each m €
[1,3), any G-invariant jet Fx € Cp;(X) N SH(X®) can be extended to a G-invariant
C™-subharmonic function on 2.
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Problem 8 Which results on C™-subharmonic extensions (among the above) can
be generalized to higher dimensions and to solutions of other elliptic inequalities,
and in what sense?

Let 2 be an n-dimensional C°°-manifold and assume that p : 2 — R" is a C*°-
mapping which is a local C*°-diffeomorphism. We call the pair {2, p} a spread
N-manifold and the mapping p a spread of 2 over R”. The Smale-Hirsch Theorem
[30, Cor. 8.2] asserts that an open n-dimensional C*°-manifold can be spread over
R” if and only if it is parallelizable.

Since the mapping p induces an atlas, where the change of coordinates is the
identity, any differential operator (for instance, the Laplacian A) can be well defined
in this atlas. Let L be any homogeneous elliptic operator in {2, p} with constant
(complex) coefficients, and D be a domain in 2. A function (distribution) f in D is
called L-subelliptic if Lf > 0 in D in the distributional sense (usually one considers
only real functions f if L is real). The problems of C™-L-subelliptic extensions
of Runge and Walsh types can then be naturally posed. (Moreover, given some
reasonable Banach space V of functions on €2, one can also consider V-L- subelliptic
extensions).

We believe that Theorems 9 and 11 still hold for subharmonic functions (that is,
when L = A) in all dimensions n > 3 on all open spread n-manifolds, and that
appropriate analogs of Propositions 6 and 7 can also be obtained.

On the other hand, to our knowledge, all the results obtained thus far on the
relevant problems only apply to the case of the Laplacian L = A or the Cauchy-
Riemann operator L = 9/9z in C (the latter case is partially considered in [41]).
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Abstract In this expository article, we present a number of classic theorems that
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inner functions and their quotients, as well as the closure of the convex hulls of
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1 Introduction

Let X be a Banach space and let E be a subset of X. The convex hull of E, denoted by
conv(E), is the set of all elements of the form A;x; +Aox, +- - -+ A,.x,,, where x; € E
and where 0 < A; < 1 with A + A, + --- + A, = 1. The closed unit ball of X is

By ={xeX:|x| <1}

In this survey, we consider some Banach spaces of functions on the open unit disc D
or on the unit circle T, e.g., L>°(T), C(T), H* and the disc algebra .4, and explore
the norm closure of some subsets of By and of their convex hulls.

The unimodular elements of the above function spaces enter naturally into our
discussion. The unimodular elements of H°°, denoted by I, are a celebrated family
that are called inner functions. For other function spaces we use the notation Uy to
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UC(T) = {f € C(T) : lf(é')l =1 for all{' S T}

The prototype candidates for E are the set of finite Blaschke products (FBP), the
set of all Blaschke products (BP), the inner functions (I), the measurable unimodular
functions, as well as the quotients of pairs of functions in these families. We now
summarize the main results. The formal statements and attributions will be detailed
in the sections that follow.

Finite Blaschke products are elements of the disc algebra .A. In particular, when
considered as functions on T, they are elements of C(T). In this regard, for these
elements and their quotients, we shall see that:

FBP = FBP
conv(FBP) = B4
FBP/FBP = Uc(r)
conv(FBP/FBP) = B¢

Infinite Blaschke products are elements of the Hardy space H*. In particular,
when considered as functions on T, they are elements of L°°(T). For these functions
and their quotients, we shall see that:

BP=1=1

conv(BP) = conv(I) = By
BP/BP = I/I = Uy

conv(BP/BP) = conv(I/I) = Broo().

In all the results above, we consider the norm topology. For the Hardy space H*,
and thus a priori for the disc algebra A, there is a weaker topology which is obtained
via semi-norms

pr(f) = max If (2)].

This is referred as the topology of uniform convergence on compact subsets (UCC)
of D. Naively speaking, it is easier to converge under the latter topology. Therefore,
in some cases we will also study the UCC-closure of a set or its convex hull. We
shall see that:

FBP  C = Bjjoo.
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Since on the one hand, FBP is the smallest approximating set in our discussion, and
on the other hand By is the largest possible set that we can approximate, this last
result closes the door on any further investigation regarding the UCC-closure.

2 Approximation on D by Finite Blaschke Products

| Goal : FBP = FBP

Let f € H®, and suppose that there is a sequence of finite Blaschke products
that converges uniformly on D to f. Then, by continuity, we also have uniform
convergence on D. Therefore f is necessarily a continuous function on D, and
moreover it is a unimodular function on T. It is an easy exercise to show that this
function is necessarily a finite Blaschke product. A slightly more general version of
this result is stated below.

Lemma 2.1 (Fatou [7]) Let f be holomorphic in the open unit disc D and suppose
that

lim [F@)] = 1.

Then f is a finite Blaschke product.

Proof Since f is holomorphic on D and |f| tends uniformly to 1 as we approach T,

it has a finite number of zeros in ID. Let B be the finite Blaschke product formed

with the zeros of f. Then /B and B/f are both holomorphic in D, and their moduli

uniformly tend to 1 as we approach T. Hence, by the maximum principle, |[f/B| <

1 and [B/f| < 1 on D. Thus f/B is constant on D, and the constant has to be

unimodular. O
Lemma 2.1 immediately implies the following result.

Theorem 2.2 The set FBP of finite Blaschke products is a closed subset of B 4 (and
hence also a closed subset of By ).

The following result is another simple consequence of Lemma 2.1. It will be
needed in later approximation results in this article (see Theorem 5.2).

Corollary 2.3 Let f be meromorphic in the open unit disc D and continuous on
the closed unit disc D (as a function into the Riemann sphere). Suppose that f
is unimodular on the unit circle T. Then f is the quotient of two finite Blaschke
products.

Proof Since f is unimodular on T, meromorphic in ID and continuous on I, it has a
finite number of poles in D. Let B, be the finite Blaschke product with zeros at the
poles of f. Put B| := B,f. Then B satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma 2.1, and so it
is a finite Blaschke product. Thus f = B;/B,. O
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3 Approximation on Compact Sets by Finite Blaschke
Products

Goal : FBP' C = By

If f is holomorphic on ID and can be uniformly approximated on D by a sequence
of finite Blaschke products, we saw that, by Lemma 2.1, f is itself a finite Blaschke
product. A general element of Byeo is far from being a finite Blaschke product and
cannot be approached uniformly on D by finite Blaschke products. Nevertheless, a
weaker type of convergence does hold. The following result says that, if we equip
H®® with the topology of uniform convergence on compact subsets of D, then the
family of finite Blaschke products form a dense subset of By In a certain sense,
this theorem circumscribes all the other results in this article.

Theorem 3.1 (Carathéodory) Let f € Byoo. Then there is a sequence of finite
Blaschke products that converges uniformly to f on each compact subset of D.

Proof (This Proof is taken from [ 10, p. 5]) We construct a finite Blaschke product B,
such that the first n+ 1 Taylor coefficients of f and B, are equal. Then, by Schwarz’s
lemma, we have

If () — Ba.(2)| < 2lz|", (z € D),

and thus the sequence (B,) converges uniformly to f on compact subsets of D.

Let ¢ := f(0). As f lies in the unit ball, ¢y € D. If |¢g| = 1, then, by the
maximum principle, f is a unimodular constant, and the result is obvious. So let us
assume that |co| < 1. Writing

a—2z
7,(z) = —— (a,z € D),
1—az

let us set

Z+ ¢o

By(z) := —‘L'_CO(Z) = TEOZ’ (z € D). (D)

Clearly, By is a finite Blaschke product and its constant term is cy.
The rest is by induction. Suppose that we can construct B,,—; for each element of
BHoo . Set

g(2) =

@, (z e D). 2)

By Schwarz’s lemma, g € Byoo. Hence, there is a finite Blaschke product B,—; such
that g — B,—; has a zero of order at least n at the origin. If B is a finite Blaschke
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product of degree n, and w € D, then it is easy to verify directly that t,, o B and
B o 1,, are also finite Blaschke products of order n. Hence

Bn(Z) = 7:L'()(ZBn—l(Z))» (Z € D)? (3)

is a finite Blaschke product. Since

f(@) = 14, (28(2)), (zeD),

we naturally expect that B, does that job. To establish this conjecture, it is enough
to observe that

(1= leol*)(z1 — 22)
(1 —Coz1)(1 —Coz2)

Teo(22) — Ty (21) =

Hence, thanks to the presence of the factor z(g(z) — B,—1(z)), the difference

f(@) = Bu(z) = 74,(28(2)) — Teo (2Bn-1(2))

is divisible by 7. O

Remark Equation (3) is perhaps a bit misleading, as if we have a recursive formula
for the sequence (B,),>0. A safer way is to write the formula as

an(z) = Tco(ZBn—l.g(Z))v (n z 1)’

where g is related to f via (2). Let us compute an example by finding By := By We
know that

Blf(z) = T¢ (ZBO,g(Z)).
Write f(z) = ¢o + ¢1z + - -+ and observe that

Teo (f(2) — —C1

1 —|col?

g(2) =

+ 0(2).

Then, by (1), we have

Bog(z) = —1_a__(2),

1—lcpl?

and so we get

B (2) = Ty (—27_a_(2)).

17|00\2
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One may directly verify that
Bi(z) = co+ c1z+ 0(2),

as required.

4 Approximation on D by Convex Combinations of Finite
Blaschke Products

Goal : conv(FBP) = B4

As we saw in Sect. 2, if a function f € H®® can be uniformly approximated by
a sequence of finite Blaschke products on D, then f is continuous on . The same
result holds if we can approximate f by elements that are convex combinations of
finite Blaschke products. The only difference is that, in this case, f is not necessarily
unimodular on T. We can just say that ||f||.o < 1. More explicitly, the uniform limit

of convex combinations of finite Blaschke products is a continuous function in the
closed unit ball of H°°. It is rather surprising that the converse is also true.

Theorem 4.1 (Fisher [8]) Letf € B4, and let ¢ > 0. Then there are finite Blaschke
products B; and convex weights (A;)1<j<n such that

|IAiB1 + A2By 4 -+ 4+ 4By — flloo < &
Proof For 0 <t < 1,letf,(z) := f(tz), z € D. Since f is continuous on I, we have
lim [[ft = flloo = 0. S
By Theorem 3.1, there is a sequence of finite Blaschke products that converges

uniformly to f on compact subsets of ). Based on our notation, this means that,
given ¢ > 0 and ¢ < 1, there is a finite Blaschke product B such that

Ifi — Billoo < &/2.
Therefore, by (4), there is a finite Blaschke product B such that
Ilf — B:lloo < €.

If we can show that B, itself is actually a convex combination of finite Blaschke
products, the proof is done.
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Firstly, note that (gh), = g:h, for all g and h, and that the family of convex
combinations of finite Blaschke products is closed under multiplication. Hence it is
enough only to consider a Blaschke factor

od—Z

B(z) = 1

oz

Secondly, it is easy to verify that

o—1z 11— |e|? ot —z al(1 -7 -
e (1 —Jef?) _ lor| ( ) | piurea 5)
l—arz 1—|a??  1—oarz  1—|af??
The combination on the right side is almost good. More precisely, it is a combination
of a Blaschke factor and a unimodular constant (a special case of a finite Blaschke
product), with positive coefficients, but the coefficients do not add up to one. Indeed,
we have

A —a) el —7) (A —0(1 —e)

1 =
1— |22 1—|af*? 1+ |aft

But this obstacle is easy to overcome. We can simply add

(=0 =) (1 =01 — o)
o= Saxn ' Taat @y Y

to both sides of (5) to obtain a convex combination of finite Blaschke products. Of
course, the factor 1 in the last identity can be replaced by any other finite Blaschke
product. O

In technical language, Theorem 4.1 says that the closed convex hull of finite
Blaschke products is precisely the closed unit ball of the disc algebra A.

5 Approximation on T by Quotients of Finite Blaschke
Products

Goal : FBP/FBP = UC(’]I‘)

If By and B; are finite Blaschke products, then By /B; is a continuous unimodular
function on T. Helson and Sarason showed that the family of all such quotients is
uniformly dense in the set of continuous unimodular functions [11, p. 9].

To prove the Helson—Sarason theorem, we need an auxiliary lemma.
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Lemma 5.1 Letf € Ug(r). Then there exists g € Uty such that either

@) =g

or

1@ =¢8°@©)

forallt € T.

Proof Since f : T — T is uniformly continuous, we can take N so big that |0 —
0’| < 27 /N implies |f(¢”) — f(e")| < 2. Now, we divide T into N arcs

0. 2(k—1)m <6< 2k

T, = =t 1 <k <N).
k e N B (1<k=N)

Then f(T}) is a closed arc in a semicircle, and thus there is a continuous function
¢r(0) on the interval @ <0< 2"7” such that

f(e"”) = exp(ig()), (€ e Ty).

These functions are uniquely defined up to additive multiples of 2;r. We adjust those
additive constants so that

¢k (2knt /N) = i1 (2km /N)

fork = 1,2,...,N — 1. Define ¢(0) := ¢ (0) for @ < 6 < 2"7” k =
1,2,...,N. Then we get a continuous function ¢ (0) on [0, 27r] such that

f(€%) = exp(ig(9)), (€’ €T).
Since
exp(i(¢ (2m) — $(0))) = f(e¥™)/f(e™) = 1,
¢(27) — $(0) is an integer multiple of 277. If (¢ (27) — ¢(0))/27 is even, then set
g(e”) := exp(ig(6)/2),
and if ((27) — ¢(0))/27 is odd, then set
g(e") == exp(i(¢(6) — 6)/2).

Then g is a continuous unimodular function on T such that either f(¢/?) = g?(e”)
or f(e?) = ¢ g%(¢?) for all ¢ € T. i
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Theorem 5.2 (Helson—Sarason [11]) Let f € Uct) and let € > 0. Then there are
finite Blaschke products By and B, such that

<é&.

C(T)

po o
B

Proof According to Lemma 5.1, it is enough to prove the result for unimodular
functions of the form f = g? (note that h(e'?) := ¢ is a Blaschke factor). Without
loss of generality, assume that ¢ < 1.

By Weierstrass’s theorem, there is a trigonometric polynomial p(z) such that

g _p”cm) <&

The restriction ¢ < 1 ensures that p has no zeros on T. Let p*(z) := p(1/z), and
consider the quotient p/p*. Since p is a good approximation to g, we expect that
p/p* should be a good approximation to g/g* = g> = f. More precisely, on the
unit circle T, we have

_(g=pp*+ @ =g )p

g
g

* 1y % ’

_Fr
p* g*p

which gives

If —p/p*| < lg—pl+ Ip* —g*| < 2e.

It is enough now to note that p/p* is a meromorphic function that is unimodular and
continuous on T, and thus, according to Corollary 2.3, it is the quotient of two finite
Blaschke products. O

If we allow approximation by quotients of general Blaschke products, then it
turns out that we can approximate a much larger class of functions. This is the
subject of the Douglas—Rudin theorem, to be established in Sect. 9 below.

6 Approximation on D by Convex Combination of Quotients
of Finite Blaschke Products

Goal : conv(FBP/FBP) = B¢ (r

The quotient of two finite Blaschke products is a continuous unimodular function
on T. Hence a convex combination of such fractions stays in the closed unit ball of
C(T). As the first step in showing that this set is dense in B¢(t), we consider the
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larger set of all unimodular elements of C(T), and then pass to the special subclass
of quotients of finite Blaschke products.

Lemma 6.1 Let f € B¢ty and let ¢ > 0. Then there are u; € Uct) and convex
weights (A;)1<j<n such that

Il/\]lft] + Aouy + oo+ Auy, —f”c(']r) < €.

Proof Let w € D. Then, by the Cauchy integral formula,

1 1 2r 0
=—.f“—fd;=—/ W
27i Jr (1 + W) 27 Jo 1+ wel?

In a sense, the integral on the right side is an infinite convex combination of
unimodular elements. We shall approximate it by a Riemann sum and thereby obtain
an ordinary finite convex combination. Since

ei9 + w eig/ +W
1 +wei? 1+ we?

1+ |w|
<
T 1w

10— o],

for

_ ' 1 Z elen/N +w

N 2k /N
N~ 1 + wei2kn/N
we obtain the estimation
Av = 1 /2” el +w 1 N pi2km /N +w
N7 o o 1+ we N = 1 + wei2kn/N
N - (2kn/N 9 2k /N
1
S—Z/ S A L P
2 =1 /20— /N 1 4 we! 1 + wei2kzn/N
N n2kn/N
1 1 2
< Z/ + |w| 27 LI
27— rg—tyny 1 — Wl N
_ I+ wl2x
T 1—|w N

As |[flloo < 1, we have |f(e”)] < 1 for all ¢ € T. Hence, by the estimate above,

N oi2kn/N (1 — g)f(e'?) _ 1+ (1 —e)f ()] 2n

N =1 4 (1 —e)f(ef)ei2n/N| ~ 1 =|(1 —e)f ()] N~

(1—e)f(e"”) —
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Thus, for each ¢ € T,

N - ikn/N _ i0
}f(eie)—lz e + (1 As)fA(e ) §8+4—n~
NS T+ (1= )f (e)en/N eN

But, each

eizkn/N + (1 _ E)f(eig)

0y _
Mk(e ) - 1 T (l _ S)ngZkﬂ/N

is in fact a unimodular continuous function on T. Thus, given ¢ > 0, it is enough to
choose N so large that 477/(eN) < ¢, to get

L/(e’@) LS e
N =

<2¢

for all e € T. O
In the light of Theorem 5.2, it is now easy to pass from an arbitrary unimodular
element to the quotient of two finite Blaschke products.

Theorem 6.2 Let f € B¢ty and let € > 0. Then there are finite Blaschke products
By, 1 <i,j < nand convex weights (A;)1<j<n Such that

B B By
YLD PRCL T o
1Blz 2322 B

<.
c(T)

-f

Proof By Lemma 6.1, there are u; € Uc(t) and convex weights (4,)1<j<, such that
lArur + Asuz + - + Aputy, — flleer) < &/2.
For each k, by Theorem 5.2, there are finite Blaschke products By and By, such that
llux — Br1/Bialloo < €/2.

Hence

H/ — > XBu/Bi = M
k=1 k=1

This completes the proof. O

=
00

n
+ > Al — Bu/Bialloo < .
k=1

(o]
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7 Approximation on D by Infinite Blaschke Products

|Goal:ﬁ=i=l

We start to describe our approximation problem as in the beginning of Sect. 2.
But extra care is needed here, since we are dealing with infinite Blaschke products
and they are not continuous on . Let f € H* and assume that there is a sequence
of infinite Blaschke products that converges uniformly on D to f. First of all, we
surely have ||f|lcc < 1. But we can say more. For each Blaschke product in the
sequence, there is an exceptional set of Lebesgue measure zero such that on the
complement the product has radial limits. The union of all these exceptional sets
still has Lebesgue measure zero, and, at all points outside this union, each infinite
Blaschke product has a radial limit. Therefore, the function f itself must have
a radial limit of modulus one almost everywhere. In technical language, f is an
inner function. Hence, in short, if we can uniformly approximate an f € H* by
a sequence of infinite Blaschke products, then f is necessarily an inner function.
Frostman showed that the converse is also true.

Let ¢ be an inner function for the open unit disc. Fix w € D and consider ¢,, =
T, 0@, i.e.,

w—9(2)
1w (z)
Since 71, is an automorphism of the open unit disc and ¢ maps D into itself, then

clearly so does ¢,,, i.e. ¢, is also an element of the closed unit ball of H*. Moreover,
for almost all ¢ € T,

$u(2) = (z € D).

W_¢(ei<9) = w_¢(ei0)
L = () ——=€T.
T—waen ¢ )W—qs(ei@) )

hn} ¢w(rei8) =

Therefore, for each w € D, the function ¢,, is in fact an inner function. What is
much less obvious is that ¢,, has a good chance of being a Blaschke product. More
precisely, the exceptional set

E(@) :={w € D : ¢, is not a Blaschke product}

is small. Frostman showed that the Lebesgue measure of £(¢) is zero. In fact, there
is even a stronger version saying that the logarithmic capacity of £(¢) is zero. But
the simpler version with measure is enough for our approximation problem. We start
with a technical lemma.
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Lemma 7.1 Let ¢ be an inner function in the open unit disc D. Then the limit
2 )
lim / log ’gb(re’o)’ do
=1 Jo
exists. Moreover, ¢ is a Blaschke product if and only if
2 )
lim / log | ¢ (re”)| d6 = 0.
r—> 0

Proof Considering the canonical decomposition ¢ = BS,, where B is a Blaschke
product and S is a singular inner function with measure o, we have

1 1-72
1 )| = log |B(re® ——/ do ().
og|¢(re"™)| = log |B(r")] 1+ 72 —2rcos( — 1) o
Using Fubini’s theorem, we obtain
2 ) 2 )
/ log |¢(re'®)| d6 = / log |B(re)| db —/ do(1). (6)
0 0 T
Thus the main task is to deal with Blaschke products.
First of all, we have
1 2 )
—/ log |B(re")|df < 0 (7
27 0

for all r with 0 < r < 1. Now, without loss of generality, we assume that B(0) # 0,
since otherwise we can divide B by 7", where m is the order of the zero of B at the
origin, and this modification does not change the limit. Then, by Jensen’s formula,

; 1 2 )
log [BO)| = 3 log ('Z ') + Z/o log |B(re'®)| d6

|zn|<r

forall r,0 < r < 1. Since B(0) = ]_[flil |z,|, we thus obtain

_/znl"g’B(’e’g)'de‘Zk’g(m) i 2 (1)

|znl<r

Given ¢ > 0, choose N so large that

oo

Z log( ! )<e.

n=N+1 |Zn|
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Then, for r > |zy]|,

1 [ i 3 - ) :
Z/(; log |B(re )’dgzglog( )_Zlog(ﬂ)_&

|Zn| n=1

Therefore,
1 2 )
lim inf — log |B(re’6)| do > —¢,
r—1 27‘[ 0
and, since ¢ is an arbitrary positive number,
2

1 .
lim inf — log \B(re’g)\ do > 0.
2 0

r—>1

Finally, (7) and the last inequality together imply that
1 (7 :
lim —/ log \B(re’9)| do = 0.
21 0

Returning now to (6), we see that

2 2
lin}/ log |¢(rei0)\ df = lir}l / log |B(rei0)| do —/ do(t) = —o(T).
r—~>1 Jy r—>17 Jo T

This formula also shows that

2
lim/ log ’d)(reie)! df =0,
=1 Jo

if and only if o(T) = 0, and, since o is a positive measure, this holds if and only if
o = 0. Therefore, the above limit is zero if and only if ¢ is a Blaschke product. O

In view of the following result, the functions ¢,,, w € D, are called the Frostman
shifts of ¢.

Lemma 7.2 (Frostman [9]) Let ¢ be an inner function for the open unit disc. Fix
0 < p < 1, and define

E(9) = {e? eT: Ppeiv is not a Blaschke product}.

Then E,(¢p) has Lebesgue measure zero.
Note that this theorem implies that the two-dimensional Lebesgue measure of
E(¢p) is also zero.

Proof For each o € D, we have
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27 19

— log pe —o df = max(log p, log |«]). 8)
27 Jo 1— pefa

Since ¢ is inner, we can replace o by ¢(re”) and then integrate with respect to .
This gives

2 2 it 2
/ _q&(re ) dodt = max(log p, log |¢ (re™)]) dt.
— pe g rel) 0
Since p is fixed and |¢| < 1, the family
f(e") = max(log p, log | (re")]), (e"e),

where the parameter r runs through [0, 1), is uniformly bounded in modulus by the
positive constant — log p, and

lirr}fr(e”) = max(log p, lim log | (re")|) = max(log p,0) = 0
r— r—

for almost all ¢ € T. Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem,

2
lim fi(eydt =0,

=1 Jo

which we rewrite as

2 2
lim ( / log
r—>1 Jo 0

But, considering the fact that the integrand is negative, the Fubini theorem gives

2 2
lim (/ log dt) do = 0.
r—>1 Jq 0

. 2 peiG _¢(reit)
M(l",@) —/0 —log'w dt

— ¢ (re")
1 — pe=i0¢(reit)

de) dr = 0.

pe” — g (re")
1 — pe=¢(re')

Set

Then M(r, 8) > 0 for all r, 8, and

2
lim | M(r.0)d6 = 0. )
r—~1 Jo
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Now, we put together two facts. First, according to Lemma 7.1, we know that, for
each 0,

lim M(r, 0)
r—1
exists. Second, by Fatou’s lemma,
2

2
/ (limilnfM(r, 9)) do < limilnf M(r,0)do.
0 r— r— 0

Hence, by (9) and the fact that M(r, 8) > 0, we conclude that

2
/‘(ﬁqMoﬁOdeza
0 r—

In particular, we must have lim,_,; M(r, 8) = 0 for almost all § € [0, 2], i.e.,

2
lim/ log |¢pef9 (re")|dt =0
r=>1 Jo

for almostall 6 € [0, 27r]. Therefore, again by Lemma 7.1, ¢, is indeed a Blaschke
product for almost all 8 € [0, 2x]. In other words, £,(¢) has Lebesgue measure
Zero. O

The preceding result immediately implies the approximation theorem that we are
seeking. It shows that the set BP of Blaschke products is uniformly dense in the set
of all inner functions I.

Theorem 7.3 (Frostman [9]) Let ¢ be an inner function in the open unit disc.
Then, given € > 0, there is a Blaschke product B such that

¢ —Blleo < &.

Proof Take p € (0,1) small enough so that 2p/(1 — p) < e. According to
Lemma 7.2, on the circle {|z| = p} there are many candidates pe'® such that G peiv 18
a Blaschke product. Pick any one of them. Then, we have

ei@_pe—i9¢2(z) - 2p
1—pe p(z) |~ 1—p

<é&

1) + ¢y (2)] = |2

for all z € . This simply means that [|¢ + ¢ [|cc < &. Now take B := —¢ 0. O

Frostman’s approximation result (Theorem 7.3) should be compared with
Carathéodory theorem (Theorem 3.1). On one hand, the approximation in
Frostman’s result is stronger. The convergence is uniform on D, and not just on
a fixed compact subset of . But, on the other hand, it only applies to a smaller
class of functions (inner functions) in the closed unit disc of H*°.
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Theorem 7.3 may also be considered as a generalization of Theorem 2.2. In the
latter, we consider a small set of Blaschke products (just finite Blaschke products)
and thus we are not able to approximate all inner functions. But Frostman says that,
if we enlarge our set and consider all Blaschke products, then we can approximate
all inner functions.

However, though this interpretation is true, it is not the whole truth. Theorem 2.2
says that the set of finite Blaschke products is a closed subset of dBgyco. Then
Theorem 7.3 says that its complement in the family of inner functions, i.e., I\ FBP,
is also a closed subset of 0By such that infinite Blaschke products are uniformly
dense in I \ FBP. In fact, by considering zeros, it is easy to see that

disteo(FBP, I\ FBP) > 1,

i.e., both parts are well separated on the boundary of Byeo.

8 Existence of Unimodular Functions in the Coset f + H°(T)

To study duality on Hardy spaces, we recall some well-known facts from functional
analysis. Let X be a Banach space, and let X* denote its dual space. Let A be a closed
subspace of X. The annihilator of A is

At :={AeX*: A(a) =0foralla € A},

which is a closed subspace of X*. The canonical projection of X onto the quotient
space X /A is defined by

7:X— X/A
X — x+A.

For each x € X, by the definition of norm in the quotient space X/A, we have

dist(x. 4) = inf |x —all = %@, (10)

Using the Hahn—Banach theorem from functional analysis, we have

dist(x,A) = sup |A(x)].
AeAL Al =1

Moreover, the supremum is attained, i.e., there is Ay € A+ with || Ag|| = lsuch
that

dist(x,A) = Ap(x).



106 J. Mashreghi and T. Ransford

Thanks to these remarks, we obtain the dual identifications
(X/A)* = At and A* = x*/At.

For a Banach space X of functions defined on the unit circle T, we define X
to be the family of all functions e?f(¢’”) such that f € X. In all cases that we
consider below, X is a closed subspace of X. If f € X has a holomorphic extension
to the open unit disc, then the holomorphic extension of e’f(¢'?) would be zf(z), a
function having a zero at the origin. This fact explains the notation Xp.

The following lemma summarizes a number of dual identifications of interest to
us.

Lemma 8.1 ([10, §IV.1]) Let 1 <p < oo, and let 1/p + 1/q = 1. Then:

(@) (I’/H")* = Hj,
(b) (LF/Hp)* = HY,
(c) (H")* = L?/Hj,
(d) (Hg)* = LI/HY.

We can apply this method to study dist(f, H”(T)), where f is an element of L (T)
and 1 < p < oo. In the following, we just need the case p = co.

Theorem 8.2 Let f € L°°(T). Then the following hold.
(a) There exists g € H*°(T) such that

dist(f, H*(T)) = [If — glloo-
(b) We have

1 2 ) )
— | FE)h(E?) d@‘.

dist(f, H*(T)) = sup 3
T Jo

heH{(T).||hll =1

Proof (a) By (10), there are g, € H*°(T), n > 1, such that
dist(f, H(T)) = lim [|f — gnlloo-
n—>o00

Hence, (||gull1)n>1 is a bounded sequence in H*°(T). By Lemma 8.1(b), H*°(T)
is the dual of L!(T)/H}(T). Hence, looking at the sequence (g,),>1 as a family
of uniformly bounded linear functionals on L'(T)/H}(T), by the Banach-Alaoglu
theorem, we can extract a subsequence that is convergent in the weak™* topology of
H®(T). More explicitly, there exists g € H*(T) and a subsequence (n4)>1 such
that

1 2 ) ) 1 2 ) )
lim —/ h(e’e)g,,k(e’g)de = —/ h(e)g(e) db
0 27 Jo
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for all h € L'(T). By Holder’s inequality,

1 2 ) ) )
o [ e as

< 1Rl = g lloo-

Let k — oo to get

1 [ , ,
o [ e e as

< |IAlly dist(f, H*(T))

forall # € L'(T).

If L'(T) were the dual of L>°(T), then we would have been able to use duality
techniques and the reasoning would have been easier. But, since L'(T) is a proper
subclass of the dual of L>°(T), we have to proceed differently.

If E is a measurable subset of T, then its characteristic function h = y
integrable. Hence, with this choice, we obtain

5 18

1 . .
‘E/(f(e’e) — g(e")) df| < dist(f, H®(T))
E
for all measurable sets E C T with |E| = [,.d6 # 0. This is enough to conclude

If — glloo < dist(f, H®(T)). Note that the reverse inequality dist(f, H*°(T)) <
Ilf — glloo is a direct consequence of the definition of dist(f, H*°(T)).

(b) By definition,
diSt(f, HOO(T)) = ”f —+ HOO(T) ||L°°(T)/H°°(T)a
and, by Lemma 8.1(d), we have L®(T)/H>(T) = (H}(T))*. Hence

dist(f, H®(T))

If + H®(T) ”(H(l)('ﬂ'))*

1 2 ) )
— | f()n(E?) d@'.

- Sup 2 0

heH (). Al =1

This completes the proof. O

Let f € L°°(T). If the coset f + H°°(T) contains a unimodular element, then
necessarily dist(f, H*°(T)) < 1. A profound result of Adamjan—Arov—Krein says
that, under the slightly more restrictive condition dist(f, H*°(T)) < 1, the reverse
implication holds. In this section, we discuss this result, which will be needed in
studying the closed convex hull of Blaschke products. We start with a technical
lemma.
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Lemma 8.3 Let f, € H'(D) with ||, < 1, n > 1. Suppose that there is a
measurable subset E of T with |E| # 0 such that

lim | |f,(e?)]d6 = 0.
n—oo E
Then
lim f,(0) = 0.
n—>oo
Proof If |E| = 2, then the result is an immediate consequence of the identity

_ b N "
7O = 5 /Tfn(e yao = — /Efn(e ) dé.

If 0 < |E| < 27, then, on the one hand,

1 i0 1 i0
E/Ebglfn(e )| d6 < log (E/Evn(e )|d9) e,

as n —> oo, and, on the other hand,

log [f, ()| d6 < log (m, { : fT L) de)

=log (|1|rv<”115|) =log (|T<E|)‘

IT\ E| Jo\e

Therefore,
2w )
lim log |, ()] df = —oo.
0

n—>oo

Finally, since log |f,| is a subharmonic function, we have

1 2 0
£,(0)] sexp(g /0 log lfy(e >|de),

and thus f,(0) —> 0 as n —> oo. O

The space H*°(T) contains all inner functions, which are elements of modulus
one. The following result shows that if we slightly perturb H°°(T) in L*°(T), it still
contains unimodular elements.

Theorem 8.4 (Adamjan—-Arov-Krein [1-3]) Let f € L°°(T) be such that

dist(f, H*(T)) < 1.
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Then there exists an o € f + H*®(T) with

lo(e®)| =1

for almost all ¢ € T.

Proof (Garnett [13, p. 150]) The proof is long and thus we divide it into several
steps.

Step 1:  Definition of w as the solution of an extremal problem.

Since dist(f, H*°(T)) < 1, the set

E={w:wef+H®),|w|o <1}
is not empty. Let

o 1= sup
w€eE

1 2 )
— / w(e?) d@'.
2 0

We show that the supremum is attained. There are w, = f + g, € £, n > 1, such
that

lim
n—>o0

1 2 )
—/ wn(e?) dG’ = .
2 0

Since g, € H®(T) and ||gnlloc < 1 + ||f]lco, there exist g € H*(T) and a
subsequence (n)r>1 such that

2 ) ) 1 2 ) )
lim — h(e)g, (?)do = — / h(e?)g(e?) do (11)
k—o00 27T 0 27 0

for all h € L'(T). Indeed, since the g, are uniformly bounded, we can say that
a subsequence g, converges weak* to an element g € L°°(T). But the weak*-
convergence implies g(n) = 0, n < —1, so in fact we have g € H*°(T).

Setw :=f + g. By (11),

2 ) ) 1 2 ) )
lim — / h(e®)w,, () dd = — / h(e®)w(e?) do
k=00 21 Jo 2w Jo

for all & € L'(T). This fact implies

[olloo < liminf [|wy,[loe < 1,
k—o00
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which ensures that v € £. Moreover, taking 7 = 1, we get

1 2 )
’—/ a)(e’g)dé‘ =a,
27'[ 0

and thus we can write
1 > i 0
— w(e”)di = ae™. (12)
27 0

Step 2: oo = 1.

Let w; := o + (1 — ||@]loo)e™™®. Thus w; € £ and, by the definition of a,

1 2 )
‘— / w1 () do
ZJT 0

<a.

But, by (12),
1 2
i0 — i6o ibo) —
5 [ €8] = e 4 0= ol = et 1~ ol
0

Hence ||@|lco > 1. We already know that |w||ec < 1, and thus ||®|s = 1.
Step 3 dist(w, H3°(T)) = 1.
Lete > 0,let g € H°(T), and set w; := w — g + ge'™. Then w; € f + H*®(T),
and, by (12),
1 2 ) ) )
‘—[ a)l(ele)dO' = |oe® + g = a + & > a.
27 0

Thus, according to the definition of «, we have w; & £. Thus
w— g+ €0 > 1
forall e > O and all g € H3°(T). Let ¢ — 0 to get
& —glloo =1
for all g € H{°(T). However, when g = 0, we also know that ||w| . = 1. Hence
dist(w, H°(T)) = 1.
Before moving on to Step 4, we remark that Theorem 8.2(b), applied to the

function e ?w(e’), implies that there are h, € H'(T), n > 1, with ||A,]; = 1,
such that
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1 2 ) )
dist(w, H;°(T)) = lim —/ a)(e’9)hn(e’9) do =1. (13)
n—00 271 0

The extension of #, to the open unit disc is also denoted by 4,,.

Step 4. For all measurable sets E C T with |E| # 0, we have
lim inf f |h, ()] d6 > 0.
n—oo E
Since h, — h,(0) € H}(T), by (the easy part of) Theorem 8.2(b),

2
1y — hy(O) ] dist(w, H®(T)) > | —— / () (h(e) — 1, (0)) dB),
2w 0

and, by (12),

1 o i0 i0 1 o i0 i0 i0
— w (") (h,(e") — h,(0))df = — w(e”)h, (") dO — h,(0)ae™.
27 Jo 27 Jo

Thus, we have

27
(1 + 7 (0))) dist(w, H®(T)) > | — / w(e'ﬂ)hn(e"@)de‘ —alhO0)],
27'[ 0

which yields

LT (e YRy (e d9’ — dist(w, H(T))

|h(0)] = o + dist(w, H°(T))

Let n — oo to get, by (13),

| — dist(w, H®(T))
a + dist(w, H®(T))

liminf |, (0)| >
n—>oo

But dist(w, H*(T)) = dist(f, H*°(T)) < 1. Hence, liminf,,— o |2,(0)] > 0. Now,
apply Lemma 8.3.

Step 5:  w is unimodular.

We know that |w(e'?)| < 1 for almost all ¢ € T. Let 0 < A < 1 and set

Ey:={ € T :|w(?)| <A}
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Then
‘/ (@ )h,(e?)do| < A |hn(e’9)|d9+/ |h ()] d.
0 E) T\Ey
Since ||, = 1,
1 i0 1 0
— |ha(e?)d8 =1 — — | |ha(e?)]d6,
27T T\E; 27'[ E)
and thus
1—2

. 1 [ . ‘
—= | |hu(e®)]d6 <1 — '—/ a)(e’g)hn(e’e)dG‘.
2 J, 27 Jo

By (13), this inequality implies that
lim / |ha ()| d6 = 0.
n—>oo E)L

Therefore, by Step 4, |Ey| = 0forall0 < A < 1. O

Theorem 8.4 has a geometric interpretation. Let U/ (T) denote the family of all
unimodular functions in L*°(T). Then Theorem 8.4 says that the open unit ball of
L*°(T) is a subset of H*(T) + U(T).

Corollary 8.5 Letf € H*®(T) with ||f|lco < 1, and let w be an inner function. Then
f + wH*(T) contains an inner function.

Proof Consider g := f/w. Then g € L*°(T) and

dist(g. H*(T)) =< llglloo = Iflloo < 1.

Thus, by Theorem 8.4, g+ H*(T) contains a unimodular function. Therefore, upon
multiplying by the inner function w, the set f + wH*°(T) also contains a unimodular
function. But f + wH*>°(T) C H*(T), and thus any unimodular function in this set
has to be inner. O

9 Approximation on T by Quotients of Inner Functions

Goal : BP/BP = I/1 = Ujoo(r)

If w; and w, are inner functions, then the quotient w;/w, is unimodular on T.
But how much of the family of all unimodular functions on T do these quotients
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Fig. 1 The elliptic function sn(z)

occupy? The Douglas—Rudin theorem provides a satisfactory answer. To study this
result, we need to examine closely some special conformal mappings.
Fix the parameter k, where 0 < k < 1. Let

/” dt
K := , (14)
0o (1 —=2)(1 -k

15)

KJ.__/” dt
o Ja=a—kp)y
where k' := /1 — k2.

Let 2 := C\ (—o0,—1] U [1, 00). Then the Jacobi elliptic function sn(z), or
more precisely sn(z, k), is the conformal mapping shown in Fig. 1.

The parameter k is free to be any number in the interval (0, 1), and thus we
have a family of elliptic functions. The elliptic function sn(z) continuously maps
the boundaries of the rectangle to the boundary of §2 in the Riemann sphere, i.e.
(=00, —1] U [1,00) U {oco}. We emphasize that sn continuously maps the closed
rectangle [—K, K] x [—iK’, iK'] to CU{oo}. In particular, it maps iK' continuously
to 0o, i.e., if we approach to iK', then sn(z) tends to infinity. However, sn is not
injective on the boundaries of the rectangle. If we traverse the path

—iK' — (K—iK') — K — (K + iK') — iK'
on the boundary of the rectangle (naively speaking, half of the boundary on the right

side), then its image under sn is the interval [1, co], which is traversed twice in the
following manner:

oo—>——>1—>%—>oo.
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Fig. 2 The main branch of logarithm

If we continue on the boundary of the rectangle on the path
iK' — (=K + iK'y — —K — (—K — iK) — —iK’,
then its image under sn is the interval [co, —1], which is traversed twice as
o0o— —— — -1 — —— — o0.
k k
Let
2 ={z:r<|zl <R}\ (=R, -7),
where
r:=exp(—7K/K’) and R := exp(nK/K').
Then g(z) := (K’/7) log z maps £2’ onto the rectangle [-K, K] x [—iK’, iK']. Here,
log is the principal branch of the logarithm. To better demonstrate the behavior of
g, we put a thin slot on the interval [—R, —r] and study g above and below this slot.
See Fig. 2.
The conformal mapping g has a continuous extension to the closed annulus {z :
r < |z| < R} in the following special manner. It is continuous at all points of the
circles {|z| = r} and {|z| = R} except at z = —r and z = —R. If we start from
z = —R and traverse counterclockwise the circle {|z| = R} until we reach this point

again, then the image of this path under g is the segment {K} x [K — iK', K + iK'].
We emphasize that

lim g(Re”) = K — iK' and lim g(Re) = K + iK’.
0——mn 0—m
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Similarly, if we start from z = —r and traverse clockwise the circle {|z| = r}
until we reach this point again, then the image of this path under g is the segment
{—K} x [-K + iK', —K — iK’]. Note that,

lim g(re?) = —K — iK' and lim g(re'?) = —K + iK'.
0—>—m 0—>m

Understanding the behavior of g at the points of [—R, —r] is very delicate. It depends
on the way we approach these points. If we approach them from the upper half
plane, then g continuously and bijectively maps [—R, —r] into the segment [K, —K] X
{iK'}. But, if we approach them from the lower half plane, then g continuously and
bijectively maps [—r, —R] into the segment [—K, K] x {—iK’}. Therefore, for each
—R < x < —r, we have

K/ K/
lim g(z) = — log|x| +iK’ and lim g(z) = — log |x| — iK'
X T —>X g

Imz>0 Imz<0

In particular,

lim g(z) = iK’ and lim g(z) = —iK'.
z7—>—1 z7—>—1
Imz>0 Imz<0

At this point, we combine the last two mappings by defining
h := snog.

At first glance, & is a conformal mapping from £2’ onto §2. But 2 maps continuously
and bijectively (—R, —1) onto (1/k, 00), and (—1,—r) onto (—oo, —1/k), and it
also maps continuously {—1} to co. Therefore, by Riemann’s theorem, % is indeed
conformal at all points of (—R, —r) with a simple pole at {—1}. Thus % is a conformal
mapping form the annulus {z : r < |z| < R} onto C U {oo} \ [-1/k,—1] U [1, 1 /k].
See Fig. 3.

h(z)= _wr: log

Fig. 3 The conformal mapping &
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We are now ready to define our main conformal mapping. Fix 0 < 6y < =, and
fix & with

0 < & <min{by, m — 6y}.
Pick k € (0, 1) such that

O+
(k—1)? _ tan(25=) B
b
4k tan(%)

Set

k—1)?
£ :=tan(6p/2) and ¢ :=tan((6y +&)/2) = E(l + ( m ) ) (16)
Then the Mobius transformation

k(i—a)z+ (i —a)
k(i + o)z + (i +a)’

where

(1 + k)L tan(e/2)

— _ —(1 = k)€ + 2ktan(e/2)
YT U=k + 2tan(e/2)

and p = (1 —k) +2tan(e/2)

maps the real line into the unit circle in such a way that

—1/k>1, =10 10T 1/ks ™,

Moreover,

k(i —a) —(if + @)

00 > , _—

k(i + a) k(i + @)

Therefore

k(i—a)h B —

o0 (i —a)h(z) + (iB — @)

T kG + )h(2) + GB + @)

is a conformal mapping from the annulus {z : r < |z] < R} to C U {oo} \ I", where
I' consists of two arcs of the unit circle:

F={":—e<0<0lU{?:0,<60<86+¢).

Figure 4 describes how the boundaries of the annulus are mapped.
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Fig. 4 The conformal mapping @

Note that @ is conformal at —1 with

i—o

o(—1) = €T,

i+
and there is a unique point in the annulus, p say, such that

i+«
h(p) = ———,
2 k(i + o)
and thus @(p) = oo. This point is a simple pole of @. Since p is a simple pole
and since @ is a conformal mapping, it follows that (z — p)®(z) is a bounded
holomorphic function on the annulus, i.e.,

[(z=p)®(z)| < C < o0 (17)

for all z in the annulus.
The conformal mapping @ plays a crucial rule in the proof of the following result
of Douglas and Rudin.

Theorem 9.1 (Douglas—Rudin [5]) Let ¢ € Uroo(T), i.e., a measurable unimodu-
lar function on T, and let ¢ > 0. Then there are inner functions w, and w, (even
Blaschke products) such that

<é&.

Loo(T)

w3

Proof First we consider a special class of unimodular functions. Let E be a
measurable subset of T, and let 0 < 6y < 7. Set
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6y 6
oy . Je ife” ek,
Pl )'_{ I, ife €T\ E.

Thus ¢ is a unimodular function that takes only two different values on T. Given
¢ > 0, pick k such that (16) holds. Then K and K’ are defined respectively by (14)
and (15). Set

) 1 sf ,i0
u(e) = nK/K,/ %f e'e €E,
—nK/K',if &’ € T\ E,
and let U = P, *xu be its harmonic extension to the open unit disc with the harmonic
conjugate V = Q, * u. Since —nK/K' < U < 7K /K, the holomorphic function
F = exp(U + iV) maps the unit disc into the annulus

{z:exp(—K/K') < |z| < exp(mK/K')}.
Moreover,

F(e') = lim F(re”) € {z : |2] = exp(xK/K")} (18)

for almost all ¢ € E, and

F(e) = lim F(re") € {z : [2] = exp(~7K/K")} (19)

for almost all ¢ € T \ E.

Let ¥ := & o F, where @ is the conformal mapping depicted in Fig. 4. Then
¥ is a meromorphic function with poles at the points {z € D : F(z) = p}. Since
@ has a simple pole at p, the order of ¥ at a pole zj is equal the order of zp as a
zero of F(z) — p. Moreover, since F(z) — p € H*(DD), the zeros of F(z) — p form a
Blaschke sequence in D, and, by the canonical factorization theorem, F(z) — p can
be decomposed as

F(z) —p = B(2)S(2)O(2), (20)

where B is a Blaschke product, S is a singular inner function and O is an outer
function. We shall show that w(z) := B(z)S(z)¥(z) is an inner function (note that
the product is inner, not ¥(z) alone).

First of all, since the poles of ¥ are canceled by the zeros of B, the function w is
holomorphic on . Secondly,

[F(¢”) = pl = [B(”)S(e”)0("?)| = |0("”)]

for almost all ¢! € T. Moreover, by (18),
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|0(e™)| = [F(¢) — p| = exp(wK/K') — |p| > 0
for almost all ¢ € E, and, by (19),
|0(e”)| = [F(e”) = p| = |p| — exp(—7K/K') > 0

for almost all ¢’ € T \ E. Thus |O] is bounded away from zero on T, which, by
Smirnov’s theorem, implies that

1

— € H* (D).

5 € H¥([D)
Finally, by (17) and (20),

lo@)] = [B@IIS)[¥(2)]
= [BQ)[IS@)||P(F(2))]

C
< |B(Z)||S(Z)|m
C <
0G|~

=

for all z € D. Thus w € H* (D). Moreover, for almost all é? e T,
w(e?) = B(e?)S(e?)w () e T.

Therefore, w is indeed an inner function.
Turning back to ¥, we note that

o
- BS

is the quotient of two inner functions. Also, by (18) and the behavior of @ on the

circle {z : |z] = exp(7K/K’)}, we have

[p(e”) = W()] = | — dF (")) <&

for almost all ¢ € E, and, by (19) and the behavior of & on the circle {z : |z| =
exp(—wK/K')}, we also have

|B(e”) =W ()| = |1 - D(F(”))| <&
for almost all ¢’ € T \ E. This means that

¢ —¥loo <&
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To show that an arbitrary measurable unimodular function can be uniformly
approximated by the quotient of inner functions, we use a simple approximation
technique. Let ¢ be a measurable unimodular function. Given € > 0, choose N > 1
such that 27t /N < ¢. Let

Ep:={e" : 2n(k—1)/N < arg ¢(¢'?) < 27k/N?}, (1<k<N),
and let

ei2nk/N, if ei9 c Ek,

0y . __
=01 e £,

Then each ¢y, is unimodular and takes only two different values on T, and

o — P12 dulloo < &

According to the first part of the proof, there are inner functions wy; and wy, such
that

lox — wi1/wiclleo < /N, (1 <k <N).

Since

w11 W21 WN1

p——— — = ¢ — 123 P

w12 W2 WN2

+ (1 — ﬂ)<l"2¢3 RN
w12

w1 w2]
+ —(p2— — )3y
w12 w2

w1 W71 WN1

+ LB gy — 2,

Wi W2 WN?

we thus have

< 2e.

” w1121 ** - WN1
o0

W12W22 * * * WN2

In the light of Frostman’s theorem, w; and w, can be replaced by Blaschke products.
This concludes the proof. O
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10 Approximation on D by Convex Combinations
of Quotients of Blaschke Products

Goal : conv(BP/BP) = conv(I/I) = Boo(r)

Clearly, a unimodular measurable function on T is in the closed unit ball of
L*°(T). In the first step in studying the closed convex hull of quotients of Blaschke
products, we show that the family of all unimodular measurable functions on T is a
large set in L°°(T), in the sense that the closed convex hull of this family is precisely
the closed unit ball of L°°(T). The results in this section are taken from [5].

Lemma 10.1 Letf € B;oo(r) and let € > 0. Then there are u; € Upco(ty and convex
weights (A;)1<j<n such that

||A]M1 —+ )Lzuz + .-+ lnun _f”LOO(T) < E&.

Proof Proceeding precisely as in the proof of Lemma 6.1, we obtain

N o kn/N _ i0
P(eie)— Iy rdofe) |, 4
NS 1+ (= e)f(e)etn N
for each ¢? € T. But each

ei2kﬂ/N + (1 _ e)f(e"e)
1+ (1 — )f (¢i)ei2kn/N

u(e”) =

is in fact a unimodular function on T. Thus, given ¢ > 0, it is enough to choose N
so large that 47 /(eN) < & to get

P
() = = " (e
k=1

<2¢

forall ¢ € T. o
Theorem 9.1 and Lemma 10.1 together show that the closed convex hull in
L*>°(T) of the set

w1 .
— : wp and w, are inner
w3

is precisely the closed unit ball of L>°(T).
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Theorem 10.2 (Douglas—Rudin [5]) Let f € Bjoo(r) and let ¢ > 0. Then there
are inner functions wy, 1 < i,j < n (even Blaschke products) and convex weights
(Aj)1<j<n sSuch that

AMl— +Aa— + -+ 4,
w12 w2 Wn2

—-f

< é&.

H w11 w1 Wnl
Lo°(T)

Proof By Lemma 10.1, there are 0 < A1, A, ..., 4, < Il withAy +---+ A4, =1,
and unimodular functions uy, u, . .., u, such that

A 1wy + Aoy + -+ + Aptty — flloo < /2.
Also, for each k, by Theorem 9.1, there are inner functions wy; and wy, such that

lux — Wi/ or2llo < €/2.

Then
Hf—zlkwkl/wkz <= M|+ Ml — on/wplleo < e
k=1 oo k=1 00 k=1
This completes the proof. O

Remark Since the product of two inner functions is an inner function, in the
quotients appearing in Theorem 10.2, we can take a common denominator and
thus, without loss of generality, assume that all the wy, are equal. Hence, under

the conditions of Theorem 10.2, there are inner functions w and wy, ..., ®, such
that
w1 w7 w,
HERET ST
w w w oo

The same remark obviously applies to quotients of Blaschke products.

11 Approximation on D by Convex Combination of Infinite
Blaschke Products

Goal : conv(BP) = conv(I) = By

To study convex combinations of Blaschke products, we need the following
variant of Theorem 10.2.
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Lemma 11.1 Let f € H* and let € > 0. Then there are real constants a; and inner
functions w and w; such that

w1 w3
aj— +ay— + -+ a,— € H®
1)
and
wr w,
aj— +ay—+--+a,— —f|| <e
w (o)

Proof The result is clear if f = 0, so let us assume that f # 0. By the remark
following Theorem 10.2, thereare 0 < Ay, A5, ..., 4, < lwithA;+A,+---+1, =

1, and inner functions w;, ws, . .., w,, and w such that
w w -
‘A1—1+A2—2+---+Am“’——LH <é, 1)
w w ©  flloo lloo

where &' = ¢/(2||flo)- Put

1
Foe _/(A]&+A2&+...Hm@
& w w w

N——"

Then F € L°°(T), and the last inequality shows that

dist(F, H*(T)) < 1.
Hence, by Theorem 8.4, there are G € H°(T) and a unimodular function 7 such
that F = I + G. But, since wF is in H*°(T), the function wy := wl = oF — wG is

a unimodular function in H*°(T). In other words, wy is an inner function, and thus
I = wp/w is the quotient of two inner functions. Moreover,

/\1& +)tz% + - +Am% Pt g(F—1)=¢G e H®(T),
w w w w
and, by (21),

Mﬂ-i-lz%-i-“'—l-km%—d@_LH <2¢.
w w o)

@ flleo

Therefore,

WOm

w1 () 1
al_+a2_+"'+am_m+am+l i _f” <2||f||008/:8,
w ) oo

w

where a; := Ai|lflloo, for 1 <k < m, and au+1 := —&'||f|lco and @wpt1 := wo. 0O
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Now we are able to show that the closed convex hull of the family of all inner
functions on T is precisely the closed unit ball of H*°(T)

Theorem 11.2 (Marshall [14]) Let f € By and let ¢ > 0. Then there are inner
functions w; (even Blaschke products) and convex weights (A;)1<j<n Such that

[Aiwr + Aows + -+ + Ao — flloo < &

Proof By Lemma 11.1, there are real constants aj,...,a, and inner functions
w,wi,...,w, such that

w1 w Wy
gi=ai— +ar— + -+ a,— € H®(T),
w w w

and ||g — (1 — 2¢)f|lc < &. Hence it is enough to approximate g by convex
combination of inner functions. Note that ||g|lcc < 1 —¢
Set

Since

Wy
we clearly have

wog € H™(T).
This property is the main advantage of g over f. Now we follow a similar procedure

to that in the proof of Lemma 6.1.
Letw € Dand y € T. Then, by the Cauchy integral formula

1 1 2 i6
=_.fﬂ$d;=_/ YeAW 4
27i Jp C(1 +wyd) 2w Jo 1+ wye
Since

‘yeie-f-w yei9/+w

B _ It wl
1 +wye? 1+ wye?

T 1w

16 —6'l,

for

‘ ﬁ: leﬂ/N +w

1+ Wyetan/N
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we have the estimation

Aw— |1 7 yel? 4w 1L eV gy,
N T Loyt 0 T N T N
2 Jo 1+ wye N &1 +ivye
- LZN:/ZIGT/N yel® +w - yelkt/IN 4y P
T2 =1 J2(=D7/N 1+ wye® 1+ wyei2kn/N
N 2km /N
< LZ/ 1+ w27
27 = Jo—nym/n 1= W] N
- |w| N

Hence, for almost all ¢ € T, setting w := g(e’’) and y := wy(e?), we get

i0
_ 1+lg(e”)2m

; 1 wo(ele)eﬂkn/N +g(619)
‘g(e RS

= 1+ g(e®)wp(e®)ei2kn/N |~ 1 — lg(e®)| N
Thus, for almost all e € T,
}f( ") 1 i wo ()TN 1 g(e) 4o
e NG A ———
N =1 14+ g(ezé)wo(elO)elen/N eN

But, for each k,

wo(eié)eian/N +g(€i9)

1+ g(eiG)wO (eie)eian/N

wr(e?) =

125

is in fact an inner function, since in the first place it is a unimodular function, and
besides g, wo, gwy € H(T) and |1 + g(e®)wy(e?)e?™/N| > ¢, for almost all
¢! e T. Therefore, given & > 0, it is enough to choose N so large that 47/(¢N) < &

to get

N
. 1 .
L/(eﬁ) -5 § (€] < 4e
k=1

for almost all ¢ € T.
By Frostman’s theorem, there are Blaschke products By, . .
Bi|loo < €/2, foreach 1 < k < n. Hence

., B, such that || —
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”f—Z/XkBk < =D ko] + ) MlBe— oxlloo < &
k=1 o0 k=1 0 =]
This completes the proof. O

12 An Application: The Halmos Conjecture

Let H be a complex Hilbert space and T be a bounded linear operator on H. The
numerical range of T is defined by

W(T) := {{Tx,x) : x € H, ||x| = 1}.

It is a convex set whose closure contains the spectrum of 7. If dimH < oo, then
W(T) is compact. The numerical radius of T is defined by

w(T) := sup{|(Tx,x)| : x € H, ||x|| = 1}.
It is related to the operator norm via the double inequality
IT)1/2 < w(T) < |IT]. (22)

If further T is self-adjoint, then w(T) = ||T||. In contrast with spectra, it is not true in
general that W(p(T)) = p(W(T)) for polynomials p, nor is it true if we take convex
hulls of both sides. However, some partial results do hold. Perhaps the most famous
of these is the power inequality: for all n > 1, we have

w(T") < w(T)".

This was conjectured by Halmos and, after several partial results, was established
by Berger using dilation theory. An elementary proof was given by Pearcy in [15].
A more general result was established by Berger and Stampfli in [4]. They showed
that, if w(T') < 1, then, for all f in the disc algebra with f(0) = 0, we have

w(f (1) = If llco-

Again their proof used dilation theory. We give an elementary proof of this result
along the lines of Pearcy’s proof of the power inequality.
We require two folklore lemmas about finite Blaschke products.

Lemma 12.1 Ler B be a finite Blaschke product. Then {B'({)/B() is real and
strictly positive for all ¢ € T.

Proof We can write
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B = [ 422,

o1 LTz

where ay,...,a, € Dand c € T. Then

n

B'(z) 1 — |a|?
B(z) ; (z—a)(1 —az)’

In particular, if ¢ € T, then

{B'(0) Z - |ak|
B(%) | —ax]?’
which is real and strictly positive. O

Lemma 12.2 Let B be a Blaschke product of degree n such that B(0) = 0. Then,

giveny €T, there exist ¢1,...,(, € Tandcy,...,c, > 0 such that
= @3
1 _VB(Z) k=1 1-— é'kZ

Proof Given y € T, the roots of the equation B(z) = y lie on the unit circle, and

by Lemma 12.1 they are simple. Call them ¢y, ..., &,. Then 1/(1 — ¥B) has simple

poles at the ;. Also, as B(0) = 0, we have B(co) = oo and so 1/(1 — Y B) vanishes

at oo. Expanding it in partial fractions gives (23), for some choice of ¢y, ..., ¢, € C.
The coefficients ¢, are easily evaluated. Indeed, from (23) we have

i ! ~Lz _ lim (8 —2)/ 8k _ B

4 1=VB(@) 4 (B(G) — B(2)/BG)  §B'(5r)

In particular ¢; > 0 by Lemma 12.1. O

Theorem 12.3 (Berger—Stampfli [4]) Let H be a complex Hilbert space, let T be
a bounded linear operator on H with w(T) < 1, and let f be a function in the disc
algebra such that f(0) = 0. Then w(f(T)) < |If || co-

Proof (Klaja—Mashreghi—Ransford [12]) Suppose first that f is a finite Blaschke
product B. Suppose also that the spectrum o (7) of T lies within the open unit disc
D. By the spectral mapping theorem o (B(T)) = B(c(T)) C D as well. Letx € H
with ||x|| = 1. Giveny € T,let¢y,...,¢, € Tandcy,...,c, > 0asin Lemma 12.2.
Then we have

—V(B(T)x.x) = (I = yB(T))x.x)

= (.U —-7VB(T)™"y) where y := (I — yB(T))x
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= <y, D el — sz)_l)’) by (23)

k=1

=Y el =&z w) where z := (I = §, 7)™y
k=1

=" culllzell® = Te(Ta 2.

k=1

Since w(T) < 1, we have Re (||zx]|*> — £ (T2, zx)) > 0, and as ¢; > 0 for all k, it
follows that

Re (1 — P(B(T)x, x)) > 0.

As this holds for all y € T and all x of norm 1, it follows that w(B(T)) < 1.

Next we relax the assumption on f, still assuming that o(7") C ID. We can suppose
that ||f|lcc = 1. Then, by Carathéodory’s theorem (Theorem 3.1), there exists a
sequence of finite Blaschke products B, that converges locally uniformly to f in .
Moreover, as f(0) = 0, we can also arrange that B, (0) = 0 for all n. By what we
have proved, w(B,(T)) < 1 for all n. Also B, (T) converges in norm to f (T'), because
o(T) C D. It follows that w(f(T)) < 1, as required.

Finally we relax the assumption that 6 (7) C D. By what we have already proved,
w(f(rT)) < |If|loo for all r < 1. Interpreting f(7T) as lim,—;— f(+T), it follows that
w(f(T)) < |flloo» provided that this limit exists. In particular this is true when f
is holomorphic in a neighborhood of . To prove the existence of the limit in the
general case, we proceed as follows. Given r,s € (0, 1), the function g,(z) :=
f(rz) — f(sz) is holomorphic in a neighborhood of D and vanishes at 0, so, by what
we have already proved, w(g,s(T)) < ||&ss|loo- Therefore,

IFOT) =fGDI = ligr (DI = 2w(gr(T)) = 2[|8rslo-

The right-hand side tends to zero as r,s — 17, so, by the usual Cauchy-sequence
argument, f(rT) converges as r — 1. This completes the proof. O

Remark The assumption that f(0) = 0 is essential in the Berger—Stampfli theorem.
Without this assumption, the situation becomes more complicated. The best result
in this setting is Drury’s teardrop theorem [6]. See also [12] for an alternative proof.
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A Thought on Approximation by )
Bi-Analytic Functions e

Dmitry Khavinson

Dedicated to the memory of André Boivin, a kind and gentle
friend.

Abstract A different approach to the problem of uniform approximations by the
module of bi-analytic functions is outlined. This note follows the ideas from
Khavinson (On a geometric approach to problems concerning Cauchy integrals
and rational approximation. PhD thesis, Brown University, Providence, RI (1983),
Proc Am Math Soc 101(3):475-483 (1987), Michigan Math J 34(3):465-473
(1987), Contributions to operator theory and its applications (Mesa, AZ, 1987).
Birkhauser, Basel (1988)), Gamelin and Khavinson (Am Math Mon 96(1):18-
30 (1989)) and the more recent paper (Abanov et al. A free boundary problem
associated with the isoperimetric inequality. arXiv:1601.03885, 2016 preprint),
regarding approximation of z by analytic functions.
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1 Introduction

The ideas sketched in this note were inspired by the talk of J. Verdera at the
Approximation Theory Conference dedicated to A. Boivin held at the Fields Insti-
tute in Toronto in July 2016. Denote by R, (K) the uniformly closed rational module
generated by functions f(¢) + zg(¢), with f and g analytic in the neighborhood of
a compact set K in C. Equivalently, R,(K) is the uniform closure on K of functions
f(&) + z(¢), with f, g being rational functions with poles off K, i.e., f, g € R(K).
The bi-analytic rational module R,, and more generally Ry(K) generated by
£ +7H@) + -+ n(©).f; € R(K) have been studied intensely in the 1970s
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and 1980s—cf., e.g., [3, 15-20]. The subject remained dormant after that for almost
two decades until a remarkable and deep paper of Mazalov [14].

Here, we want to suggest a different point of view on the approximation by bi-
analytic functions based on extending the notion of “analytic content” in [1, 2,7, 10]
to this setting. Namely, let us accept the following definition:

Definition 1 Let A,(K) := inf Z_ <pH , and call A, the bi-analytic content
9ER(K) C(K)
of K.
(From now on, || - || = | - [lc) unless otherwise specified.) The analogy

with A(K), the analytic content defined first in [12], is clear. Indeed, A(K) :=

in(f ) Iz— ()], R(K) = Ker 5”.” while 8% (z) = 1, making 7 the simplest non-
QER(K ’

analytic function. R, (K) = Ker 8” , and 9> (%) =1

2 An “Analogue” of the Stone—Weierstrass Theorem

The following simple proposition supports the introduction of A,(K)—cf. [9, 11].
Proposition 1 1,(K) = 0 iff R,(K) = C(K).

Proof (Sketch) The necessity is obvious. To see the sufficiency, note that A(K) = 0
yields z2 € R,(K). Hence one can approximate z> by functions ry(z) + Z 7.
Thus, for any r € R(K) we have 122 ~ rr; + zrry, where we put “~” for
“approximate uniformly”. Hence, 7°> ~ Z(r] +2r2) ~ Zr1 + (r3 + r42) € Ra(K),
where all r; € R(K). Hence, 2> ~ rs5 + Zre and then Z° (r; + Zr3) € Ry(K) since
Zrg ~ (rs + zrg) rs € Ry(K). A straightforward induction yields that all monomials
Z'Z" are approximable by R, (K). Weierstrass’ approximation theorem finishes the
argument.

3 Green’s Formula and Duality

As is well-known, the fundamental solution for 92 is % Z Hence, Green’s formula

yields immediately the following (cf. [17]).

Lemma 1 Forany ¢ € C{° and any z € C, we have

2
o) = ——/ Fo) g—dA(Z) ()

(Here and onward, dA({) denotes the normalized area measure % dxdy.)
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Lemma 2

A (K) = max

/SdA(;)‘_ @)
kt—z

Proof (A Sketch, Since the Argument is Standard, cf., e.g., [7]) Extend %Zz to ¢o €
C§° with the support in a fixed disk D = {z : |z] < R < oo}. For € > 0, let §2, be
a smoothly bounded e-neighborhood of K. For z € K, split the integral in (1) into

three parts:
/ —i—/ +/=:I+II+III.
D\£2 AK - JK

I € Ry(K), ||| < const(pg)Area(s2. \ K), and the statement follows since 55% =
lonKk.
Set
{—z
F(z) .= | ——dA(D). 3)
kt—z

Clearly, F(z) € C' (R?). Thus, max |F(z)| occurs somewhere on K.
z€

LetR, = R,(K) = % denote the “area radius” of a disk with the same

area as K.

Lemma 3 1,(K) < R2. Moreover, sup {A»(K) : Area(K) is fixed} = R2, although
there is no “extremal” set K for which equality occurs.

Proof The first statement follows from Lemma 2 since the integrand in (3) is
bounded by 1. The rest follows at once if one considers a sequence of “cigar-shaped”
domains £2, with a fixed area symmetric with respect to the x-axis and tangent to the
y-axis at the origin. Then, F(0) — R2 since % — 1 pointwise on £2, and is bounded
by 1, so the Lebesgue bounded convergence theorem applies.

Remark 1 Recall that unlike the bi-analytic content, the analytic content (A(K) :=
distck) (z, R(K)) is bounded above by R, and the equality holds for disks and only
for disks modulo sets of area zero(cf. [2, 7]).

4 Bi-Analytic Content of Disks

Proposition 2 Let D = {z: |z| < R}. Then, 1, (D) = 1 R%.

Proof By taking ¢ = 0 C R, (D), we see that A, (D) < 1R% To obtain the
converse inequality, note that for any polynomials Py, P, we have



134 D. Khavinson

1., _ 1, _
S —Pi—zP| Z |z —Pi—zP
2 D 2 oD
> inf & 1R4—Z2P1 — P,R*; 4)
“ PR 2 3D
1 1
= inf |=R*—P()| ==-R.
P:P(0)=0 | 2 aD 2

(The latter infimum is a trivial extremal problem in H*(D)-setting (cf. [4], [13,
Ch. 8]) and is easily computable, e.g., by duality:

inf( )||C—f||3D=C sup / fds| =C,
fEH>(D feH'p) |/oD
fO=0 Wil =1

for any constant C > 0.) Since P, P, were arbitrary, the proposition follows.

5 Bounds for A,

The following statement is obvious.

Corollary 1 Let K be a compact subset of C and the outer and inner radii R,, R;
denote, respectively, the minimal radius of a disk containing K (i. e., R,), and the
maximal radius of a disk contained in K. Then,

1
R} < Mo (K) < SR;. (5)

N1 —

(Of course, here, we tacitly used Runge’s theorem in its simplest form: R (l_)) =
uniform closure of polynomials, for any disk D.)

Corollary 2 ([17]) R,(K) = C(K) if and only if K is nowhere dense.

The necessity follows at once from the lower bound in (5) and Proposition 1.
The proof of sufficiency, given by Trent and Wang in [17], cannot be shortened
or simplified any further. Thus, for the reader’s convenience, we only indicate the
outline.

(i) By the Hahn—Banach theorem it suffices to check that p annihilating R;(K)
must be zero, i.e., annihilates all C§°-functions.

(i) By Lemma 1 and Fubini’s theorem, it suffices to check that an R,-analogue of
the Cauchy transform for p

i) = fc gdu@ ®)

vanishes a.e. wrt dA.
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(iii) The Lebesgue bounded convergence theorem yields that f is continuous in C

except at atoms of p, i.e., at at most countably many points.

(iv) If K is nowhere dense, jt vanishes in C \ K, and by (iii) in all of C except for

6

a countable set and the proof is finished.

Concluding Remarks

. The referee suggested an elegant short cut in the proof of Proposition 2: in the

second term in (4) use for the lower bound the L?>-norm on the circle and apply
the Pythagoras’ theorem. This simplification might prove useful in more general
domains.

. Undoubtedly, the above scheme can be extended to more general “rational

. . 5N .
modules” associated with the operator d, , i.e., to Ry(K).

. Most likely, one may consider the bi-analytic content or, more generally, N-

analytic content for other norms than the uniform norm, e.g., Bergman L”-norms,
Hardy norms, etc. The recent results in that direction for the analytic content
[5, 6, 8] yield some interesting connections and the latter continue forthcoming.

. It would be interesting to tighten the inequality (5), perhaps obtaining sharper

bounds that might involve deeper geometric characteristics of K, e.g., perimeter,
capacity, torsional rigidity. For the analytic content this line of inquiry proved to
be quite fruitful (cf. [5, 6, 8], cited above).

Acknowledgements The author is indebted to the anonymous referee for several insightful
remarks and references.
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Chebyshev Polynomials Associated )
with a System of Continua oo

Isaac DeFrain

Abstract We establish estimates from above for the uniform norm of the Cheby-
shev polynomials associated with a system of continua K C C by constructing
monic polynomials with small norms on K. The estimates are exact (up to a constant
factor) in the case where K has a piecewise quasiconformal boundary and its
complement £2 = C \ K has no outward pointing cusps.

Keywords Chebyshev polynomials ¢ Equilibrium measure ¢ Green’s function
Quasiconformal curve ¢ System of continua

Msc codes: 30C10, 30C20, 30C62, 30C85, 31A15, 31A20

1 Introduction and Results

For a compact set K C C with infinitely many points, the n-th Chebyshev
polynomial on K is the monic polynomial of degree n, T,(z,K) = T,(z) =
"+ a1 + -+ + ag, a; € C, which minimizes the supremum norm, ||p||x :=
sup.cx |[p(z)|, among all monic polynomials p(z) of degree .

It is well known [9, p. 155,Theorem 5.5.4 and Corollary 5.5.5] that for every
n € N, we have

IT.llx = cap(®)" and ~ lim ||T,|{" = cap(K),

where cap(K) is the logarithmic capacity of K.

Throughout this paper, we assume that K C C is a compact set consisting of
finitely many disjoint nonempty closed connected sets (continua) K/, j = 1,...,m,
ie.

K=ULK: KnK'=0, forj#k diam(k’) >0,

where diam(S) := sup,, ,es | — v], S C C. We call such K a system of continua.
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Since the maximum modulus principle implies that |7, (z)| takes its maximum
value on K on the outer boundary of K, we may assume that K coincides with its
polynomially convex hull. Let C := C U {oo} denote the extended complex plane.
Let £2 := C\ K denote the complement of K in C. Then §2 is a domain with co € 2
and cap(K) > 0, so there exists a Borel probability measure p supported on 0K and
a function

g(z) = [log |lz— ¢| du(¢) —log cap(K) = log |z| —log cap(K) + O (]z|™")

which is subharmonic in C and harmonic in §2 \ {oo} [8, p. 205,Theorem 9.7]. This
is the Green’s function of £2 with logarithmic pole at co and p is the equilibrium
measure of K (see [9]).

To study the relationship between ||T,||x and cap(K)" we consider the Widom
factors of K

|||k
cap(K)"

W, = W,(K) :=

It is not known if the Widom factors are bounded for an arbitrary system of
continua, but several examples of classes of sets with bounded Widom factors are
known. Widom [18] showed that W, is bounded for a system of smooth Jordan
arcs/curves and Andrievskii [3] showed that W, is bounded for a system of continua
with quasismooth boundary. For the complete survey of results concerning this
problem and further citations, see [3, 6, 10-12], and [14-18].

We establish estimates from above for the Widom factors of a system of continua.
Our estimates are exact (up to a constant factor) in the case where each K’ has a
piecewise quasiconformal boundary and its complement C \ K is a John domain.
The sequence (W,)52, is logarithmically subadditive, i.e. W,y,, < W,W,,. To
establish an upper bound for all n € N, we find an arithmetic subsequence (n) for
which W,, is bounded.

1.1 Localization and Conformal Mappings

For s > 0, we denote the s-level set of the Green’s function by
Ky, :={z€ 2 :g(z) = s}.

Since K is contained in the interior of the polynomially convex hull of Kj,
Frostman’s theorem [9, p. 59, Theorem 3.3.4] implies
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log cap(Ky) = /logIC—ZI duy(§), z€K,

where [, is the equilibrium measure of K.
We choose 0 < 59 < 1 so small that Ky = U;":1K§ where the K’ are mutually
disjoint smooth Jordan curves and

dist(Z, K) = dist(Z, K), ¢ e K, 0 <s < s,

where dist(S, S') := inf,es57es |0 — 0| is the distance from S C Cto S’ C C.
We let g(z) be the (multiple-valued) harmonic conjugate of g(z) [1, p. 250,
Lemma 3] and define the analytic function @ : 2 — D* :={w e C: |w| > 1} by

D(z2) := exp(g(2) + ig(2)).

The total change in argument of @ around the curve K is given by the net-change
of g around K/, which by Gauss’ theorem [13, p. 83] equals

5. g dg 7y -
Ayig = y B_t;|dZ| = J B_n;|d§| = 2npu(K) =: 2nw;,

where |d¢| is the linear (arc length) measure on the curve K’. For future reference,
wenote that0 < w; < 1 =37, o

Following [3], we consider the conformal and univalent mapping ¢;(z) =
@'/9i(z) of 2] := inn(K? )\ K’ onto the annulus A= {weD*: 1< |w < e/}

where inn (Kgo) denotes the Jordan domain with boundary curve Kio. Thus, we have
K ={ze2):lg@| ="} 0<s <.

We denote by ¥; := (pj_l the inverse mapping.

For technical reasons, we choose 0 < 57 < blog(%(e’0 + 1)) so small that for
¢ € KI,0 < s < sy, we simultaneously have

dist(¢, 082)) = dist(Z, K) and dist(¢;(8), dA}) = |¢;(¢)] — 1.
We will use the following terminology throughout.
A Jordan arc L C C is called a quasiconformal arc [8, p. 107] if there is a
constant Ay, > 0, depending only on L, such that for any z;,2, € L,

diam (L(z1,22)) < ALlz1 — z2], (D

where L(z;,z2) C L is the subarc joining z; and z5.
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A simply connected domain G C C is called a John domain [8, p. 96] if there is
a constant M > 0 such that for any crosscut y of G,

diam(H) < Mdiam(y) 2)

holds for one of the components H of G \ y.

We call K = U}"lef a piecewise quasiconformal system if it is a system
of continua such that each K’ has a piecewise quasiconformal boundary and the
complement C \ K7 is a John domain.

Throughout, we let ¢y, c,, ... denote positive constants that are either absolute
or depend only on K; otherwise, the dependence on other parameters is explicitly
stated. We will use the conventions

a = 3240m/b, b := minw,log?2.
J

1.2 Results for Widom Factors

The main objective of this paper is to prove the following results.

Theorem 1 Let K be a system of continua. Forn = Ng, N,q € N, ag < Nsj, we
have

2, Q4 dist(¢, K)?
Wa(K) < exp (Clq + lglea}g/mm gt ldg| | - )

This estimate appears in [3] with g = 1.

Theorem 2 Let K be a piecewise quasiconformal system. Then for every n € N we
have

[|ITullx < cscap(K)". @

Our constructions below are based on the discretization of the equilibrium
measure due to Totik [14—16], representation of the Green’s function via special
conformal mappings due to Widom [18], distortion properties of conformal map-
pings near the boundary of their domains, [5] or [8], and the special polynomials
associated with a continuum due to Andrievskii and Nazarov.

For the remainder of this paper, we will write A < B to mean that A > 0 and
B > 0 are real-valued functions such that A < ¢4B. We write A < Bwhen A < B
and B < A simultaneously.
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2 System of Continua

We begin by partitioning each K’ uniformly into N; subarcs Ii according to the
equilibrium measure yu; of K. For N e N,N > 1/b,j = 1,...,m, we define

N; = [Nwj] or [Nwj]+ 1, sothat N = ZNJ
j=1

LetE, == ¢;(J), k=1,...,N;, and

N;j N
Denote the endpoints of these arcs by & := y;(w}) and w), = e"/@t2mik/N;,
respectively. Then, K/ = UQILII{( and we have forj =1,....,m,k=1,...,N;,
- w; 1
(P =L =< —. 5
s (L) NN )

2.1 Main Lemma

We will use the following lemma to prove our general estimate (3). This lemma
appears in [3] with g = 1.

Lemmal Lets = %, where N,g € N, 0 < s < s1. Then forj = 1,...,m,
k=1,...,N, we have

dist(Z, K) - o - dist(E, K)
—E = <, — &l <diam() < |B| < —FX—

, 6
p 10 (6)

where |If{| = f’i |d¢| is the linear (arc length) measure ofli.

Proof By an immediate consequence of Koebe’s one-quarter theorem [5, p. 23,
Lemma 2.3], fors = ¥4 < s;,w € A’O, [w| < e/ and { = v¥;(w), we have

N
dist(¢, K) , 4dist(¢, K)
w1 =YW = Twi—1 @)
Moreover, if |u —w| < (lw| — 1)/2 and § = v;(u), then
vl _ JE=¢] _ 16—l "

16(w|—1) ~ dist(C.K) = [w[—1 "
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Letw € J{;. Since w§< wf{ 4 are the endpoints of the circular arc A , we have

[w— WI| |W§<+1_WI|_ 90q 9)

For ¢ := ¢j(w) € £, (8) together with (9) implies

g
IS Aékl < 165 Ly
dist(g, K) ~ 90g(e’/ —1) 2

We denote by ¢* any point of K/ such that |[¢ — ¢*| = dist(¢, K). Then, we obtain
dist(§, K) < 1§ = &7 = 18 = &7| + 5 — £ = dist(C. K) + Zdist(§;, K),
which implies
. 3. e
dist(¢, K) < Edlst(sk,K) < 3dist(F, K). (10)

Then by (7), we have

4dist(yr;(w), K) - 4dist(yr;(w), K)
eslor — 1 - s '

¥/ (w)] < (11)

Combining (10) and (11), we get the last inequality in (6)

2w (k41)

i 8 Nj . s/w;+1i
7] =/f [/ o)l < ;/2 U disyy ), K) db <
A 2

'

dist(f, K)
10

The first inequality in (6) follows from (8) and trivial estimates

|§i+1_§i| - |5i+1 &l > I, k1 —wil Y 1
dist(f,, K) ~ dist(g],K) ~ 16(e’/ —1) ~ 8N; ~ ¢

2.2 Proof of Theorem 1

Proof WeletN,q e N, s = ‘]‘\,—" < 51, and N; as above. We use the uniform partition
. . N ..
according to ps, K/ = U kgllf(, as above. For p = 1, ..., g, define the quantities

wi= ), / € — £ dus(©).
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Now consider the numbers rf(J = r{(’l(lf;), l=1,...,q, the solutions of the system
4 . . .
Y =am, =, p=1,....q,
=1
defined as the zeros of the monic polynomial of degree g,
zq+aq_1zq_l 4o 4ay=0, (12)
with coefficients satisfying Newton’s identities

m’ » T ag lmf{ 1+---+aq_,,+1ﬁ1i’1 = —pag—p, p=1,....q. (13)

Since |n12p| < (dj )" and thus |r?z§w,| < q(djx)’, where d;; 1= diam(lf;), we can use
induction and (13) to obtain

lag—p| < (qdj)’. p=1.....4. (14)
As a consequence, if rJ,;Yl # 0, using (12) and (14), we have
00 P
<l el _adi (qdfk> Z(@) :
|7l [l 1l |7l =1 \I7l
which implies for [ = 1,...,q,
Irkal < 2qdj. (15)
We define the numbers
Cli,l = S/i + ’Jl;.z
andforn=Ng=¢q)_ ; Nj, we construct the monic polynomial of degree n
m Nj

P(z) = H]‘[H(z— &)

j=1k=11=1
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Fix z € dK. First, we estimate the expression

m N
Niogeap(k) =33 (N -4 [, ozl clanto

m N
Y / og |z — ¢ djuy()
=1

=1 k=1 A(I;c)

by defining the quantities

503y (v- —) [ roelz= 1

j=1 k=1

m

503y YU,[ el— ¢l dp(©).

j=1 k=1

By (5), we have N — QI—JJ < 1,j=1,...,m. Thus, we have the following estimate
J

12,0 5/{{ log |z — &| dis @)

< |log diam(K,)]| + / og f—(;)
K

< 2log™ diam(K;) — logcap(K,) < 1.

dus(Q)

This gives an estimate for the main quantity of interest

log |Py(2)| — nlogcap(K;) = log|P,(2)| — gN log cap(Ky)

(16)
= q+10g|P,(2)| — q2x(2).
We need to estimate the following expression
-4
log |Py(2)] — q21(2) = - / ‘ L dps(©). (17)
kel /'Ls(lk)

To this end, we consider the expansion (for any local branch of the logarithm we
have Rlog(l — u) = log |1 — u|)
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o G — & {—§
Io =1 1— 1 1—-—=
g(z 4“) °g< - ) Og( 4
_y! =8\ (B8 4
P \\z—& - &

By (15), the error term is bounded by

(18)

q+1
_24di ) . (19)

1
B - |B -
1B, (D) = |B;(z. ¢, Ckl)l = (dst(z 11{)

Now using (18), (19), and the definition of the r{(',, we can estimate (17) by

é‘kl

2ad; g+1
IRGEDY (ﬂ) . (20)
J.k

dist(z, 1)

ikl Ms(li) /1;(

Combining (16) and (20), we get

q+1
2qd; x
dist(z, I,’c) .

log [P, (2)| — nlogcap(K,) < g + Z (
Noting that cap(K;) = e‘cap(K), we obtain
|log |Py(2)| — nlogcap(K)| < ns + [log |P,(z)| — nlog cap(K)|
2qd ) @n

<@+ Y|k
%: (dist(z, B)

Applying (6), we can bound the sum by an integral over K’ as follows

. N; i N; q+1
/ dist(¢, K)‘*| dt| > 2’: (10gd; )| _ 27 2’: 2qd;
1S —2at T T (dist(z, B) 4 dig)t!t T 29 S\ dist(z, E)

Finally, by the last inequality and (21), we get (3)

||Pnl| e2q dist(¢, K)4
W) = Copiiys = P (C‘q”LmaX/ 1e— a1 ;')
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3 Piecewise Quasiconformal System

All necessary background material can be found in [2, 5, 7], and [8]. A crucial fact
for our method is that every conformal mapping onto a quasidisk (domain with
quasiconformal boundary) can be extended to a quasiconformal homeomorphism
C — C whose maximal dilatation depends only on the quasidisk [8, p. 114,
Theorem 5.17].

In this section, we assume K = Uij is a piecewise quasiconformal system.
By (2), ¥; extends continuously to the unit circle T. By K’ having a piecewise

quasiconformal boundary, we mean that there is a partition {e’ k}Z]=1 of T with
O <0 <Oy <8, =0 + 27 sothat [ := y;(T}) C 9K’ is a quasiconformal
arc, k = 1,...,aj,whereT£ = {e 6‘,1 <0< 9,’('“} c T.

Once and for all, we fix 0 < s < s1. We will use the following notations in what

follows:
Ai={weD* 1< |w <e’}, A :={wed : 6 <argw) <0},
F={elt 6 <0 <0} 7= [mowil,
di=e% et wo=elott e [,
Q=) 2= yA). T =),
V=i, go= Uil €L, Ei= ey € 1.

Note that I}/ :EﬂKé and {2} = y, N L. Also dA, = 7} U T} U], UT, and

02, =y Ul Uy, UL,
By [4, Lemma 2, (4.14)], it follows that

L — 7| < dist(¢, K), ¢ €y, (22)

and

V@GO =18~ 8l &8 v

Thus, by the Ahlfors criterion [7, p. 100], y,ﬁ and ij are quasiconformal arcs which
do not meet at a cusp. By (22), y,’( and Li do not meet at a cusp point and by
assumption, L/,; is a quasiconformal arc. Hence, a.Qi is a quasiconformal curve.
Thus, we can extend ;| o toa Qi—quasiconformal homeomorphism v : C—C

for some Q;( > 1[7, p. 98] such that Ek = Yk @) The inverse mapping ¢; ; :=
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Wj}l is also Q;c-quasiconformal. Each ¢ «, ¥« is a Q-quasiconformal automorphism

of C, where Q 1= maxi<j<m.1<k<e; Qi The following result describes the distortion
properties of Q-quasiconformal automorphisms of C.

Lemma 2 ([5], p. 29) Suppose the function n = F({) is a Q-quasiconformal
mapping of the extended plane onto itself with F(co) = oo. Let §; € C, n; = F({)),
j=1,2,3. Then:

(i) the conditions |{y — &3] < &1 — &3] and |ny — n2| < |1 — 03| are equivalent and
the constants are mutually dependent and depend on Q but not on the {;, n;;

(ii) if |81 = &l = |81 = &3, then

0

m—n3 , (23)

n—n2

I/Q< G —G
-8

where the constants are mutually dependent and depend on Q but not on the {;, 7).
Now consider ¢ € I/ and let {* € K be such that |{ — ¢*| = dist({, K). Using

Lemma 2 with the quasiconformal mapping ¢;  and the points ¢, {*, zf, [=kork+
1, we conclude that

<

‘771—713
n—n2

|t =2 <L —¢*| =dist(.K), ¢el]l, I=korl=k+l. (24)
We claim that
dist(z, L) =< dist(z, $2]), z € 0K’ \ L. (25)

Indeed, let 7/ = 7(j.k) € 82} = y) U T/ U V/{+1 U L, be such that |z — /| =
dist(z, £2;). The nontrivial cases occur when 7/ & L, i.e. 7 € yl, 1 = k,k+ 1, or
7 € I']. By (22) or (24), we have

dist(z, 1) < |z —2)| < |z = 2|+ |Z = 3| < |z — 2| = dist(z, 2),

which implies (25). '
For z € K’ we denote by z]’fk any point of L, satisfying the property:

|z — 25| = dist(z, L)
We claim that

E—zhl = 10—zl e zeIK\ L (26)
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Indeed, for ¢ € £2/, (25) implies

€= 2l < 1€ =2l 4+ o=l < 1 — 2] + dist(z. 2)) = ¢ 2l

and (26) follows.
For ¢ € .Qf;, we consider the point {g € Lj,; defined by
9jx(8)
¢ > Lk = Yk ( :
RN

Now take any ¢ € F,{ andz € L’,;. Using Lemma 2, we have
|9 (8) — @@ = 19 (8) — @ (Ex)I.
and (23) implies

dist(6, K) _ |§ =&k
1E—z T 18—z

mw—l)w
me@—m@| ‘ @7

3.1 Proof of Theorem 2

Proof Fix ¢ = Q. Let z € 3K/ \ L, zjy as above, T = ¢(zfy) € T}, and
s = i,—q < s1. We rewrite the integral (3) using the above decomposition of K

dist(¢, K) dis¢. K1,
[ e la ZZ/ ol

j=1 k=1

Since ;, k( k) z . by (7), (26), (27), and a change of variables, we obtain

/ dist(¢, K) / dist(¢, K) |
Fk

_ lde| = |
ri ¢ —zfat! i |8 — ot

: q+1
- 1/ dist(¥ (1), K) ar
~ s T
s Jjei=eer \ |Yix(t) — ¥a ()]
| s D2y
s |T‘=e’v/wf |‘[ — ‘[jfk|((1+1)/Q

2w
j s(q+l)/Q—l/ |es/wj+i9 _ 1|—(q+1)/Q d@ j 1
0

As N — oo (s — 0) the integrals in (3) remain bounded. This proves (4).
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Constrained L2-Approximation by )
Polynomials on Subsets of the Circle ez

Laurent Baratchart, Juliette Leblond, and Fabien Seyfert

Abstract We study best approximation to a given function, in the least square sense
on a subset of the unit circle, by polynomials of given degree which are pointwise
bounded on the complementary subset. We show that the solution to this problem,
as the degree goes large, converges to the solution of a bounded extremal problem
for analytic functions which is instrumental in system identification. We provide a
numerical example on real data from a hyperfrequency filter.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 30E10, 30E25, 41A10, 46N10, 47A52,
93B30

1 Introduction

This paper deals with best approximation to a square summable function, on a finite
union / of arcs of the unit circle T, by a polynomial of fixed degree which is bounded
by 1 in modulus on the complementary system of arcs J = T \ /. This we call,
for short, the polynomial problem. We are also concerned with the natural limiting
version when the degree goes large, namely best approximation in (/) by a Hardy
function of class H?> which is bounded by 1 on J. To distinguish this issue from
the polynomial problem, we term it the analytic problem. The latter is a variant,
involving mixed norms, of constrained extremal problems for analytic functions
considered in [2, 3, 12, 13, 18]. As we shall see, solutions to the polynomial problem
converge to those of the analytic problem as the degree tends to infinity, in a sense to
be made precise below. This is why solving for high degree the polynomial problem
(which is finite-dimensional) is an interesting way to regularize and approximately
solve the analytic problem (which is infinite-dimensional). This is the gist of the
present work.

Constrained extremal problems for analytic functions, in particular the analytic
problem defined above, can be set up more generally in the context of weighted
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approximation, i.e. seeking best approximation in L?(I, w) where w is a weight on
I. In fact, that kind of generalization is useful for applications as we shall see. As
soon as w is invertible in L*°(7), though, such a weighted problem turns out to be
equivalent to another one with unit weight, hence the present formulation warrants
most practical situations. This property allows one to carry the analytic problem
over to more general curves than the circle. In particular, in view of the isomorphism
between Hardy spaces of the disk and the half-plane arising by composition with a
Mobius transform [10, ch. 10], best approximation in L?(I) from H? of the disk
can be converted to weighted best approximation in L?(J, w) from the Hardy space
h2 of a half-plane with J a finite union of bounded intervals on the line and w a
weight arising from the derivative of the Mdbius transform. Since this weight is
boundedly invertible on 7, it follows that the analytic problem on the circle and its
analog on the line are equivalent. One may also define another Hardy space H?2,
say of the right half-plane as the space of analytic functions whose L?>-means over
vertical lines are uniformly bounded. Then, best approximation in L?(I) from H? is
equivalent to best approximation from 2 in L*(J), i.e. weight is no longer needed.
Of course, such considerations hold for many other domains and boundary curves
than the half-plane and the line, but the latter are of special significance to us as we
now explain.

Indeed, on the line, constrained extremal problems for analytic functions natu-
rally arise in Engineering when studying deconvolution issues, in particular those
pertaining to system identification and design. This motivation is stressed in
[2, 4, 5, 12, 19], whose results are effectively used today to identify microwave
devices [1, 14]. More precisely, recall that a linear time-invariant dynamical system
is just a convolution operator, hence the Fourier-Laplace transform of its output
is that of its input times the Fourier-Laplace transform of its kernel. The latter is
called the transfer-function. Now, by feeding periodic inputs to a stable system,
one can essentially recover the transfer function pointwise on the line, but typically
in a restricted range of frequencies only, corresponding to the passband of the
system, say J [9]. Here, the type of stability under consideration impinges on the
smoothness of the transfer function as well as on the precise kind of recovery that
can be achieved, and we refer the reader to [6, Appendix 2] for a more thorough
analysis. For the present discussion, it suffices to assume that the system is stable in
the L? sense, i.e. that it maps square summable inputs to square summable outputs.
Then, its transfer function lies in H*® of the half-plane [15], and to identify it we
are led to approximate the measurements on J by a Hardy function with a bound
on its modulus. Still, on J, a natural criterion from the stochastic viewpoint is
L*(3,w), where the weight w is the reciprocal of the pointwise covariance of the
noise assumed to be additive [16]. Since this covariance is boundedly invertible
on I, we face an analytic problem on the line upon normalizing the bound on
the transfer function to be 1. This stresses how the analytic problem on the line,
which can be mapped back to the circle, connects to system identification. Now, this
analytic problem is convex but infinite-dimensional. Moreover, as Hardy functions
have no discontinuity of the first kind on the boundary [11, ch. II, ex. 7] and
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since the solution to an analytic problem generically has exact modulus 1 on J,
as we prove later on, it will typically oscillate at the endpoints of I, J which is
unsuited. One way around these difficulties is to solve the polynomial problem
for sufficiently high degree, as a means to regularize and approximately solve the
analytic one. This was an initial motivation by the authors to write the present
paper, and we provide the reader in Sect. 5 with a numerical example on real data
from a hyperfrequency filter. It must be said that the polynomial problem itself
has numerical issues: though it is convex in finitely many variables, bounding
the modulus on J involves infinitely many convex constraints which makes it of
so-called semi-infinite programming type. A popular technique to handle such
problems is through linear matrix inequalities, but we found it easier to approximate
from below the polynomial problem by a finite-dimensional one with finitely many
constraints, in a demonstrably convergent manner as the number of these constraints
gets large.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sect. 2 we set some notation and
we recall standard properties of Hardy spaces. We state the polynomial and analytic
problems in Sect. 3, where we also show they are well-posed. Section 4 deals with
the critical point equations characterizing the solutions, and with convergence of
the polynomial problem to the analytic one. Finally, we report on some numerical
experiment in Sect. 5.

2 Notations and Preliminaries

Throughout we let T be the unit circle and / C T a finite union of nonempty open
arcs whose complement J = T'\ 7 has nonempty interior. If &2; (resp. /) is a function
defined on a set containing / (resp. J), we put & V h, for the concatenated function,
defined on the whole of T, which is /#; on I and /4, on J.

For E C T, we let dE and E’ denote respectively the boundary and the interior
of E when viewed as a subset of T; we also let y for the characteristic function of
E and hj,, for the restriction of / to E. Lebesgue measure on T is just the image of
Lebesgue measure on [0, 277) under the parametrization 6 > €. We denote by |E|
the measure of a measurable subset E C T, and if 1 < p < oo we write L” (E) for the
familiar Lebesgue space of (equivalence classes of a.e. coinciding) complex-valued
measurable functions on £ with norm

1 . 1/p )
Wl = (5/ IF ()| d9) <oo ifl<p<oo,
E

[ lzoo gy = ess. sup [f(ei9)| < 00.
0eE

We sometimes indicate by L{é (E) the real subspace of real-valued functions. We also
set
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.80 = 5 /E F(e@)g(@) do (1)

whenever f € [7(E) and g € LY(E) with 1/p + 1/q = 1. If f and g are defined on
a set containing E, we write for simplicity (f, g) to mean < fi,, g, > and ||f||»&)
to mean ||fj, || »(r). Hereafter C(E) stands for the space of bounded complex-valued
continuous functions on E endowed with the sup norm, while Cr(E) indicates real-
valued continuous functions.

Recall that the Hardy space H” is the closed subspace of L(T) consisting of
functions whose Fourier coefficients of strictly negative index do vanish. We refer
the reader to [11] for standard facts on Hardy spaces, in particular those recorded
hereafter. Hardy functions are the nontangential limits a.e. on T of functions
holomorphic in the unit disk ID having uniformly bounded 7 means over all circles
centered at O of radius less than 1:

1 21 ) 1/p .
Il = w0 (5 [ o as) it <p <o Il = splfCal
0<r<l1 T Jo z€D
(2

The correspondence between such a holomorphic function f and its non tangential
limit f* is one-to-one and even isometric, namely the supremum in (2) is equal to
|lF*||,, thereby allowing us to identify f and f* and to drop the superscript ff. Under
this identification, we regard members of H? both as functions in ”(T) and as
holomorphic functions in the variable z € D, but the argument (which belongs to
T in the former case and to DD in the latter) helps preventing confusion. It holds in
fact that f,(¢?) = f(re'”) converges as r — 17 to f(¢'’) in L’(T) when f € H” and
1 < p < oo. It follows immediately from (2) and Holder’s inequality that, whenever
g1 € HP' and g, € H”, we have g g, € H” if 1/py + 1/p, = 1/ps.

Given f € HP, its values on D are obtained from its values on T through a Cauchy
as well as a Poisson integral [17, ch. 17, thm 11], namely:

i0
f(z)=L &dé, and also f(z) = L /Re{e +Z% () do, zeD,
27 T

2im Jr§—z el —z
3

where the right hand side of the first equality in (3) is a line integral. The latter
immediately implies that the Fourier coefficients of a Hardy function on the circle
are the Taylor coefficients of its power series expansion at 0 when viewed as a
holomorphic function on . In this connection, the space H? is especially simple to
describe: it consists of those holomorphic functions g in D whose Taylor coefficients
at 0 are square summable, namely

[e.]

o0 o
8@ =) ad: llglfp =) lal> < +oo,  gl”) =) ae’, @
k=0 k=0

k=0
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where the convergence of the last Fourier series holds in L?(T) by Parseval’s
theorem (and also pointwise a.e. by Carleson’s theorem but we do not need this
deep result). Incidentally, let us mention that for no other value of p is it known how
to characterize H” in terms of the size of its Fourier coefficients.

By the Poisson representation (i.e. the second integral in (3)), a Hardy function g
is also uniquely represented, up to a purely imaginary constant, by its real part 4 on
T according to:

g(z) = iImg(0) —|— — / h(e’e)dﬁ z€D. 5)

The integral in (5) is called the Riesz-Herglotz transform of h and, whenever
h e Lﬁ% (T), it defines a holomorphic function in I which is real at 0 and whose
nontangential limit exists a.e. on T with real part equal to h. Hence the Riesz-
Herglotz transform (5) assumes the form h(e®) + ih(e'?) ae. on T, where the
real-valued function 4 is said to be conjugate to h. It is a theorem of M. Riesz
[11, chap. III, thm 2.3] thatif 1 < p < oo, then /i € L (T) when h € LL(T). This
neither holds for p = 1 nor for p = oo.
A nonzero f € HP can be uniquely factored as f = jw where

1 2 ei@ +z )
w(z) = exp { 7 /0 T log |f ()| d6 (6)

belongs to H? and is called the outer factor of f, while j € H* has modulus 1 a.e.
on T and is called the inner factor of f. That w(z) in (6) is well-defined rests on the
fact that log |[f| € L' if f € H' \ {0}; it entails that a H” function cannot vanish on
a subset of strictly positive Lebesgue measure on T unless it is identically zero. For
simplicity, we often say that a function is outer (resp. inner) if it is equal, up to a
unimodular multiplicative constant, to its outer (resp. inner) factor.

Closely connected to Hardy spaces is the Nevanlinna class N*, consisting of
holomorphic functions in ID that can be factored as jE, where j is an inner function
and E an outer function of the form

1 2 819 4z
E(z) = exp % . /(; 0 log p(e?) do 7

with p a positive function such that logp € L'(T) (though p itself may not be
summable). Such a function has nontangential limits of modulus p a.e. on T. The
Nevanlinna class is instrumental in that Nt N L7(T) = HP”, see [10, thm 2.11] or
[11,5. 8 ch.II]. Thus, formula (7) defines a HP-function if and only if pE L’(T).
LetC=CuU {oo} be the Riemann sphere. The Hardy space H” of (@ A\ D can be
given a treatment parallel to H” upon changing z into 1/z. Specifically, H? consists
of functions in L7 (T) whose Fourier coefficients of strictly positive index do vanish;
these are, a.e. on T, the complex conjugates of H”-functions, and they can also
be viewed as nontangential limits of functions analytic in ¢ \ D having uniformly
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bounded L” means over all circles centered at 0 of radius bigger than 1. We further
single out the subspace I:Ig of H, consisting of functions vanishing at infinity or,
equivalently, having vanishing mean on T. Thus, a function belongs to I:Ig if, and
only if it is of the form e"")M for some g € H?. For G € f]g , the Cauchy formula
assumes the form :

1 G A —
G(z) = — /—(S) d¢, zeC\D. ®)
2imw Jrz—§&
It follows at once from the Cauchy formula that the duality product {, )t makes
HP and H{ orthogonal to each other, and it reduces to the familiar scalar product
when p = g = 2. In particular, we have the orthogonal decomposition :

[X(T) = H* @ H}. 9)

Forf € C(T) and v € M, the space of complex Borel measures on T, we set

v = fT F@) av(0) (10)

and this pairing induces an isometric isomorphism between M (endowed with the
norm of the total variation) and the dual of C(T) [17, thm 6.19]. If we let A C H*®
designate the disk algebra of functions analytic in ID and continuous on I, and if
Ay indicates those functions in A vanishing at zero, it is easy to see that A4, is the
orthogonal space under (10) to those measures whose Fourier coefficients of strictly
negative index do vanish. Now, it is a fundamental theorem of F. and M. Riesz that
such measures are absolutely continuous, that is have the form dv(0) = g(¢'?) df
with g € H'. The Hahn-Banach theorem implies that H ! is dual via (10) to the
quotient space C(T)/ Ao [11, chap. IV, sec. 1]. Equivalently, H} is dual to C(T)/ A
under the pairing arising from the line integral :

. 1
G5 = 5 [r@r@ . an

where F belongs to I:Ié and f indicates the equivalence class of f € C(T) modulo
A. Therefore, contrary to L' (T), the spaces H' and I:Ié enjoy a weak-* compactness
property of their unit ball.

We define the analytic and anti-analytic projections P and P_ on Fourier series
by :

-1

[e ) o0 (o)
P, Z anem0 — Z aneme’ P_ Z anemﬁ — Z anemO )
n=0

n=—0o0 n=—0o0 n=—00

Itisa theore_m of M. Riesz theorem [11, ch. III, sec, 1] that P, : I’ — HP and
P_ : [’ — Hj are bounded for I < p < oo, in which case they coincide with the
Cauchy projections:
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1 [ h 1 [ h .
PL()(i) = — (__s)z d zeD, P =3 | - (_g)s dg, s e C\D.
(12)

2im T

When restricted to L?(T), the projections P, and P_ are just the orthogonal
projections onto H? and f]g respectively. Although P4 (/) needs not be the Fourier
series of a function when h is merely in L!(T), it is Abel summable almost
everywhere to a function lying in L*(T) for 0 < s < 1 and it can be interpreted
as a function in the Hardy space of exponent s that we did not introduce [10, cor.
to thm 3.2]. To us it will be sufficient, when / € L1, to regard P (f) as the Fourier
series of a distribution.

Finally, we let P,, denote throughout the space of complex algebraic polynomials
of degree at most n. Clearly, P,, C H? for all p.

3 Two Extremal Problems

We first state the polynomial problem discussed in Sect. 1. We call it PBEP(n) for
“Polynomial Bounded Extremal Problem”:

PBEP(n)
For f € L*(I), find k, € P, such that |k,(¢’?)| < 1 fora.e. e € J and

If = knll 2y = :gf If — gll2q) - (13)

lgl<ia.e. onJ

Next, we state the analytic problem from Sect. 1 that we call ABEP for “Analytic
Bounded Extremal Problem”:

ABEP
Given f € L*(I), find gy € H? such that |go(¢'?)| < 1 a.e. on J and

If = gollizay = inf If — gll2q) - (14)
g€H?
lgl<ia.e. onJs

Note that, in ABEP, the constraint |g| < 1 on J could be replaced by |g| < p
where p is a positive function in L*(J). For if logp € L'(J) then, denoting by
Wiv(1/p) the outer factor having modulus 1 on / and 1 /p on J, we find that g €
H? satisfies |g| < p on J if and only if & = gWiv(i/p) lies in H? and satisfies
|h| < 1 on J. It is so because, for g as indicated, & lies in the Nevanlinna class
by construction and |h|;, = |g|, while |h|;, = |g||,/p. If, however, log p ¢ L'(J),
then we must have | ,logp = —oo because p € L?(J), consequently the set of
candidate approximants reduces to {0} anyway because a nonzero Hardy function
has summable log-modulus. Altogether, it is thus equivalent to consider ABEP for
the product f times (lep—])‘l. A similar argument shows that we could replace
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the error criterion |.[|;2(;) by a weighted norm ||.|[;2(;,, for some weight w which
is non-negative and invertible in L°° (7). Then, the problem reduces to ABEP for
f(Wp1/2v0)1'

Such equivalences do not hold for PBEP(n) because the polynomial character of
k, is not preserved under multiplication by outer factors. Still, the results to come
continue to hold if we replace in PBEP(n) the constraint |k,| < 1 by |k,| < ponJ
and the criterion ||.|[;2;y by ||.lz2(7.w)» Provided that p € C(J) and that w is invertible
in L*°(I). Indeed, we leave it to the reader to check that proofs go through with
obvious modifications.

After these preliminaries, we are ready to state a basic existence and uniqueness
result.

Theorem 1 Problems PBEP(n) and ABEP have a unique solution. Moreover, the
solution gy to ABEP satisfies |go| = 1 almost everywhere on J, unless f = g, for
some g € H* such that ||g| ooy < 1.

Proof Consider the sets
E, =18, & € Pu, llglley) = 1},
F={g,: ge€H, |lglliy < 1}.

Clearly E, C F are convex and nonempty subsets of L?(I), as they contain 0. To
prove existence and uniqueness, it is therefore enough to show they are closed, for
we can appeal then to well-known properties of the projection on a closed convex set
in a Hilbert space. Since E,, = P, N F, it is enough in fact to show that F is closed.
For this, let g,, be a sequence in H? with | gml|, < 1 and such that (g,)|, converges
in L*(I). Obviously g, is a bounded sequence in L?(T), some subsequence of which
converges weakly to & € H?. We continue to denote this subsequence with g,,. The
restrictions (g,,)|, a fortiori converge weakly to /|, in L*(I), and since the strong
and the weak limit must coincide when both exist we find that (g, )|, converges to
h), in L*(I). Besides, (gm)|, is contained in the unit ball of L>°(J) which is dual
to L'(J), hence some subsequence (again denoted by (g,,)|,) converges weak-* to
some h; € L*(J) with ||A;]|zec) < 1. But since (g,,)|, also converges weakly to
hy, in L*(J), we have that

(i @)y = lim (gm, @)y = (b, ¢)s

for all ¢ € L*(J) which is dense in L'(J). Consequently i, = hj,, thereby showing
that || k|| o0y < 1, which proves that F is closed.

Assume now that f is not the trace on I of an H>-function which is less than
1 in modulus on /. To prove that |go| = 1 a.e. on J, we argue by contradiction.
If not, there is a compact set K of positive measure, lying interior to J, such that
lgollzcoxy < 1 — 8 for some 0 < § < 1; it is so because, by hypothesis, J
must consist of finitely many closed arcs, of which one at least has nonempty
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interior. For K’ an arbitrary subset of K, consider the Riesz-Herglotz transform of
its characteristic function:

1 e’ +z
/’lK/(Z) 2]_[ f e’9—z do , € ID), (15)
K’ -

and put w, = exp(thg’) for ¢t € R, which is the outer function with modulus exp ¢
on K’ and 1 elsewhere. By construction, gow; is a candidate approximant in ABEP
for all + < —log(1 — §). Thus, the map ¢ + ||f — gow[||L7(1) attains a minimum at
t = 0. Because K is at strictly positive distance from I, we may differentiate this
expression with respect to ¢ under the integral sign and equate the derivative att = 0
to zero which gives us 2Re(f — go, hg’go); = 0. Replacing gow; by igow,, which is a
candidate approximant as well, we get a similar equation for the imaginary part so
that

0=1{f—g0, hxrgo)r = ((f —80)8&0 , hx')1. (16)

Let ¢ be a density point of K and I; the arc centered at e of length , so that
|I; N K)|/l — 1asl— 0. Since

21
<
dist?>(K, 1)

eit +ei0 eilo +ei0

oit — ol ity — it

fore” e ,NK, €% el, (17)

it follows by dominated convergence that

ett + ez@ et + ezO
eit — et9 - eito — ei@

1

lim dt =0, uniformly w.r. to el ,
=0 |LNK| Jynk

and therefore that

hl,r']l((eie) _ eilo + ei0

= — —  uniformly w.r. to el
-0 | NK| eito — ¢it

Applying now (16) with K’ = I; N K and taking into account that (¢ + ') /(e —
¢'?) is pure imaginary on I, we find in the limit, as / — 0 that

1 eil() + ei@

2 J; eito — ei®

(¢ = 80020 ) () d6 = 0. (18)

Next, let us consider the function

FO = o [ G (- som) e as

2, e
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- _% I((f - go)éo)(ei")de + % /1 ((f - g;)_g(? (£)dE

which is the sum of a constant and of twice the Cauchy integral of (f —(go)|,)(80)|, €
L'(I), hence is analytic in @\I . Equation (18) means that F' vanishes at every density
point of K, and since a.e. point in K is a density point F' must vanish identically
because its zeros accumulate in the interior of J. Denoting by F' and F~ the
nontangential limits of F from sequences of points in D or C \ D respectively, we
now get from the Plemelj-Sokhotski formulas [11, ch. III] that

0=FYE) —F (€)= (f—g0)(E)go!), aefel

Thus, either g is nonzero a.e. on /, in which case f = (g¢)|, and we reach the desired
contradiction, or else gy = 0. In the latter case, if we put id for the identity map on
T, we find that ¢ — ||f — tidk||iz(1) has a minimum at ¢+ = 0 for each integer k > 0,
since ¢/ > e is a candidate approximant for r € [—1, 1]. Differentiating with
respect to t and expressing that the derivative at ¢+ = 0 is zero, we deduce that all
Fourier coefficients of non-negative index of (f — (go),) V 0 do vanish. This means
this last function lies in H2, but as it vanishes on J it is identically zero, therefore
f = (go)), in all cases. |

Remark the theorem shows that the constraint |gg| < 1 on J is saturated in a very
strong sense for problem ABEP, namely |go| = 1 a.e. on J unless f is already the
trace of the solution on I. In contrast, it is not true that ||k, [|z0c(;y = 1 unless f = g|,
for some g € P, such that ||g[|zc(;y < 1. To see this, observe that the set E, is
not only closed but compact. Indeed, if we pick distinct points &;,--- ,&,+; in J
and form the Lagrange interpolation polynomials L; € P, such that L;(§;) = 1 and
Li(&) = 01if £ # j, we get a basis of P, in which the coordinates of every g € P,
meeting ||g||zo(sy < 1 are bounded by 1 in modulus. Hence E, is bounded in P,,
and since it is closed by the proof of Theorem 1 it is compact. Thus, each f € L*(I)
has a best approximant from E,,, and if (p,), is a best approximant to f with p, € P,,
then for A > |[|p,||zee() we find that p,/A is a best approximant to f/A in L*(I)
which is strictly less than 1 on J. This justifies the remark.

4 Critical Point Equations and Convergence
of Approximants

At this point, it is worth recalling informally some basic principles from convex
optimization, for which the reader may consult [7]. The solution to a strictly
convex minimization problem is characterized by a variational inequality expressing
that the criterium increases under admissible increments of the variable. If the
problem is smooth enough, such increments admit a tangent space at the point under
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consideration (i.e. the solution) in the variable space. We term it the tangent space to
the constraints, and its orthogonal in the dual space to the variable space is called the
orthogonal space to the constraints (at the point under consideration). The variation
of the objective function must vanish on the tangent space to the constraints to the
first order, thereby giving rise to the so-called critical point equation. It says that
the gradient of the objective function, viewed as an element of the dual space to the
variable space, lies in the orthogonal space to the constraints. If a basis of the latter
is chosen, the coordinates of the gradient in this basis are known as the Lagrange
parameters. More generally, one can form the Lagrangian which is a function of the
variable and of the Lagrange parameters, not necessarily optimal ones. It is obtained
by adding the gradient of the criterion, at the considered value of the variable,
with the member of the orthogonal space to the constraints defined by the chosen
Lagrange parameters. By what precedes, the Lagrangian must vanish at the solution
for appropriate values of the Lagrange parameters. One can further define a function
of the Lagrange parameters only, by minimizing the Lagrangian with respect to the
variable. This results in a concave function which gets maximized at the optimal
value of the Lagrange parameters for the original problem. This way, one reduces
the original constrained convex minimization problem to an unsconstrained concave
maximization problem, called the dual problem. In an infinite-dimensional context,
the arguments needed to put this program to work may be quite subtle.

Below we derive the critical point equation for PBEP(n) described in (13). For
g € P, define

E(g) = xeJ, |g)] = llgllzeeo )}

which is the set of extremal points of g on J.

Theorem 2 A polynomial g € P, is the solution to PBEP(n) iff the following two
conditions hold:

s lglleewy = 1,

* there exists a set of r distinct points xi,--- ,x, € E(g) and non-negative real
numbers Ay,-+- , A, with0 < r < 2n + 2, such that
(@—f.h)r+ Y Ag(xh(y) =0.  VheP, (19)

j=1

Moreover the A;’s meet the following bound
D 4 <2117 (20)
J=1

We emphasize that the set of extremal points {x;, j = 1,...,r} is possibly empty (i.e
r=20)
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Proof Suppose g verifies the two conditions and differs from the solution k,. Set
h =k, — g € P, and observe that

Re@ugﬂzﬁzzRe@@ﬂﬁaﬁ—l)go,i=1.”n @1)
From the uniqueness and optimality of k,, we deduce that
ks = f 122y = g = + A2
= 1lg —F1Bsy + [1HIE) + 2Relg —f.h);
< llg—F1 0,

Consequently Re(g — f, h)2(;) < 0 which, combined with (21), contradicts (19).
Conversely, suppose that g is the solution to PBEP(n) and let ¢y be the R-linear
forms on P, given by

¢o(h) = Re(g —f, h)r, heP,.

For each extremal point x € E(g), define further a R-linear form ¢, by

9u(h) = Re (3(0h() . heP,.
Put K for the union of these forms:

K = {¢o} U{dx. x € E(g)}.

If we let P§ indicate P, viewed as a real vector space, K is a subset of the dual
(P®)*. As J is closed by definition, simple inspection shows that K is closed and
bounded in (Pf)* (it is in fact finite unless g is a constant), hence it is compact and
s0 is its convex hull K as (P®)* is finite-dimensional. Suppose for a contradiction

that 0 ¢ K. Then, since (P¥)** = P® because P¥ is finite-dimensional, there exists
by the Hahn-Banach theorem an hy € P, such that,

d(ho) >1>0, Vo eKk.

The latter and the continuity of g and ki ensure the existence of a neighborhood V of

E(g) on T such that for x in U = J NV we have Re (g(x)ho(x)) > 5 > 0, whereas

for x in J\U it holds that |g(x)| < 1 —§ for some § > 0. Clearly, for € > 0 with
€llhol|rooy < 8, we get that

sup [g(x) — ehp(x)| = 1. (22)
IN\U
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Moreover, assuming without loss of generality that € < 1, it holds for x € U that

86 — eho()* = Ig()* = 2Re (gho(x)) + €2l
< I8 — 2Re (eg()o()) + €2l (x)
< 1—et + lholl7se ).
The latter combined with (22) shows that, for € sufficiently small, we have
|lg — €hol|roe) < 1. (23)
However, since

1 = g = ehollZagy, = I = 81220, — 260(h0) + €10l

2 2 2 (24)
= Hf_gHLZ(_]) — 2t t ¢ ||h0||L2(1)7

we deduce in view of (23) that for € small enough the polynomial g — €k performs
better than g in FBEP, thereby contradicting optimality. Hence 0 € K, therefore by
Carathedory’s theorem [8, ch. 1, sec. 5] there are 1’ elements yjof K, with 1 < r <
2(n + 1) + 1 (the real dimension of P;R plus one), such that

> =0 (25)
j=1

for some positive o; satisfying ) «; = 1. Of necessity ¢y is a y;, otherwise
evaluating (25) at g yields the absurd conclusion that

/

0= a(e) =Y olgx) = 1.
j=1

j=1
Equation (25) can therefore be rewritten as

/

aRe(f — g, h); + ZajRe(g(xj)h(xj)) =0 VheP, a #0.
Jj=2

Dividing by «; and noting that the last equation is also true with ik instead of h
yields (19) with r = ¥/ — 1. Finally, replacing & by g in (19) we obtain
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ZIXI—ZXI—O‘ 8.8 < (f—gf—gh+|(f—g.f)l

=1 j=1
< |If — 8liZag, + IV — glliza lIFllze)

< 2[fIPs,

where the next to last majorization uses the Schwarz inequality and the last that O is
a candidate approximant for PBEP(n) whereas g is the optimum. |

The next result describes the behavior of k, when n goes to infinity, in connection
with the solution gy to ABEP.

Theorem 3 Let k,, be the solution to PBEP(n) defined in (13), and gy the solution
to ABEP described in (14). When n — oo, the sequence (k,)|, converges to (o)), in
L(I), and the sequence (ky)|, converges to (go)), in the weak-* topology of L*°(J),
as well as in L (J)-norm for 1 < p < oo if f is not the trace on I of a H?-function
which is at most 1 in modulus on J. Altogether this amounts to:

lim ||go — kpllpery =0, 1=<p=<2, (26)
n—o0o
lim (k,. i)y = {go.h)s VheL'(J). (27)
n
if f # goonl, lim [lgo —knllr) =0, 1 <p <oo. (28)

Proof Our first objective is to show that gy can be approximated arbitrary close in
L?(I) by polynomials that remain bounded by 1 in modulus on J. By hypothesis / is
the finite union of N > 1 open disjoint sub-arcs of T. Without loss of generality, it
can thus be written as

N
I=U(em",eib"), O=a <=byZay---<by <27

Let (¢,) be a sequence of positive real numbers decreasing to 0. We define a
sequence (v,) in H? by

ai+e, e b eiz 4z
02(2) = g0l2) exp |~ Z / % og lgoldr + /b T toglolar
i—€n

Note that indeed v, € H? for n large enough because then it has the same modulus
as go except over the arcs (a;, a; + €,) and (b; — €,,, b;) where it has modulus 1. We
claim that (v,), converges to go in L*(I) as n — oo. To see this, observe that v,
converges a.e. on [ to gy, for each z € [ remains at some distance from the sub-
arcs (a;,a; + €,) and (b;, b; + €,) for all n sufficiently large, hence the argument
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of the exponential in (29) converges to zero as n — oo by absolute continuity of
log |go|dt. Now, we remark that by construction |v,| < |go|+ 1, hence by dominated
convergence, we get that

lim ||go — vullr2y = 0.
n—>oo

This proves the claim. Now, let e > 0 and 0 < o < 1 such that ||go — atgo||;2) < §-
Let also ng be so large that ||v,, — goll;2¢) < §. For 0 < r < 1 define u, € A (the
disk algebra) by u,(z) = v, (7z) so that, by Poisson representation,

u(e?) = /T P (6 — v, (re")dt,

where P, is the Poisson kernel. Whenever ¢ € J, we note by construction that
[v,| = 1 a.e on the sub-arc (¢/®~n) ¢(9F<n)). This is to the effect that

()] < fT Po( — Dl (re")dt

+€n()

< P,(enO)A|vn0(reit)|dt+[ P.(1)dt

€ng

= Pr(eno)“vno”L‘(T) +1= Pr(eno)anoHLz(T) +1

by Holder’s inequality. Hence, for r sufficiently close to 1, we certainly have that
lu,] < 1/a? on J and otherwise that ||u, — U"0||i2(1) < < since u, — v, in H>.
Finally, call g the truncated Taylor expansion of u, (which converges uniformly to
the latter on T), where the order of truncation has been chosen large enough to

ensure that |¢| < 1/« on J and that ||g — u,| |22(1) < 7. Then, we have that

[lag — gollr2gy < @ (||q = l|2qy + |y — vag |2y + [ong — 80||L2(1))
+ [lgo — agollr2q) < €.

Thus, we have found a polynomial (namely ag) which is bounded by 1 in modulus
on J and close by € to g in L?(I). By comparison, this immediately implies that

lim [|f — kall2¢y = If = 8oll 2@y (29)

n—>oo

from which (26) follows by Holder’s inequality. Moreover, being bounded in H?,
the sequence (k,) has a weakly convergent sub-sequence. The traces on J of
this subsequence are in fact bounded by 1 in L®°(J)-norm, hence up to another
subsequence we obtain (k,,, ) converging also in the weak-* sense on J. Let g be the
weak limit (H? sense) of kn,,, and observe that g|, is necessarily the weak-* limit
of (ky,, )|, in L®(J), as follows by integrating against functions from L?(J) which is
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dense in L' (J). Since balls are weak-* closed in L*°(J), we have that ||g||zeo() < 1,
and it follows from (29) that ||f — gll;24) = [If — gollr2(y- Thus, g = go by the
uniqueness part of Theorem 1. Finally, if f # go on J, then we know from Theorem 1
that |go| = 1 a.e. onJ. In this case, (29) implies that lim sup ||k, |22y < |lgollz2()s
and since the norm of the weak limit is no less than the limit of the norms it follows
that (k,,, )|, converges strongly to (go)|, in the strictly convex space L*(J). The same
reasoning applies in L7 (J) for | < p < oo. Finally we remark that the preceding
arguments hold true when k, is replaced by any subsequence of itself; hence k,
contains no subsequence not converging to go in the sense stated before, which
achieves the proof. |

We come now to an analog of Theorem 2 in the infinite dimensional case. We
define H;* and H;"' to be the following vector spaces:

HPY® = {h e H2, ||h||zeo() < 00},
H' = {he H', ||h||2q) < oo},

endowed with the natural norms. We begin with an elementary lemma.

Lemma 1 Let v € L'(J) such that P (0 v v) € H'. Then:
Vhe Hr®, (PL(0 V), k)t = (v, h),.
Proof Let u be the function defined on T by
u=0Av)—PL(0 V).
By assumption u € L'(T), and by its very definition all Fourier coefficients of u of
non-negative index vanish. Hence u € H], and since it is L? integrable on I where it

coincides with —P_ (0 Vv v), .we conclude that u € H,z’l and that #(0) = 0 Now, for
h € Hy™ we have that

(u, i)t + (P+(0V v), h)r
u(0)1(0) + (P4 (0 V v), h)r (30)
(P+(0Vv), )y

(UXJ9 h)T

where the second equality follows from the Cauchy formula because (wh) € H'. B

Theorem 4 Suppose that f € L*(I) is not the trace on I of a H?-function of modulus
less or equal to 1 a.e on J. Then, g € H? is the solution to ABEP iff the following
two conditions hold.

o g =1 forae. ? e,
* there exists a nonnegative real function A € %(J) such that,
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Vhe Hy™, (g—f.h) + (g, h)y = 0. 31)

Proof Suppose g verifies the two conditions and differs from ggy. Seth = (go—g) €
H>™ and observe that

1
Re{g. )y = 5 /j A(Re(ggo) — 1) < 0. (32)

In another connection, since —4 is an admissible increment from gy, the variational
inequality characterizing the projection onto a closed convex set gives us (cf.
Theorem 1) Re(go — f, h); < 0, whence

Re({g —f,h); = Re(go —f, h); — (k. h); <O

which, combined with (32), contradicts (31).

Suppose now that g is the solution of ABEP. The property that |g| = 1 on J has
been proven in Theorem 1. In order to let n tend to infinity, we rewrite (19) with
self-explaining notations as

r(n) -
k= f €™ + 3 Ak(@®)e™ =0, Vme{0...n}. . (33)

j=1
We define (A,), n € N, to be a family of linear forms on C(J) defined as

r(n)
Mnlw) = 3 Ak yute),  Vue C).
j=1

Equation (20) shows that (A,) is a bounded sequence in the dual C(J)* which by
the Banach-Alaoglu theorem admits a weak-* converging subsequence whose limit
we call A. Moreover, the Riesz representation theorem ensures the existence of a
complex measure p to represent A so that, appealing to Theorem 3 and taking the
limit in (33), we obtain

(go—fo™) + [ =0, vmen. (34
J

Now, the F. and M. Riesz theorem asserts that the measure which is y on J and
(g0 —f)d0 on I is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure, because
its Fourier coefficients of nonnegative index do vanish, by (34). Therefore there is
v € L'(J) such that,

(g() _f, eim@)[ + (v’eimG)J — 0, Vm € N,
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which is equivalent to
(g0 —f.€")1 + (Ago, ")y =0, VYmeN, (35)
where we have set A(z) = v(z)go(z) Yz € J. Equation (35) means that
P ((go —Nxn) = —P+(0V Ago),
which indicates that P, (0 v 1go) lies in H2. Thus, thanks to Lemma 1, we get that
(g0 —f.u)r + (Ago,u); =0, VueHy*™. (36)
In order to prove the realness as well as the nonnegativity of A, we pick h € Cg (1),

the space of smooth real-valued functions with compact support on I, and we
consider its Riesz-Herglotz transform

1 it ) 1 it ) )
b(z) = — / ¢ ety = — / ¢ 2, (e hetydr. (37)
21w J; 2w Jp et —z

ell‘_Z

It is standard that b is continuous on D [11, ch. III, thm. 1.3]. For r € R, define
w; = exp(thb) which is the outer function whose modulus is equal to exp th on I
and 1 on J. The function gy w, is a candidate approximant in problem ABEP, hence
t— |If — o a),||i2 o reaches a minimum at t = (. By the boundedness of b, we may
differentiate this function with respect to ¢ under the integral sign, and equating the
derivative to 0 at t = 0 yields

0 = Re((f — g0)80, b)1 = Re((f — 80), bgo)1-
In view of (36), it implies that
0 = Re(Ago, bgo)s = Re(A, b)),

where we used that |go| = 1 on J. Remarking that b is pure imaginary on J, this
means

(Im(l), b)LZ(J) = 0, Vh e CZOR(I)
Letting » = h,, range over a sequence of smooth positive functions which
are approximate identies, namely of unit L'(I)-norm and supported on the arc
[0 —1/m,0 + 1/m] with ¢ € I, we get in the limit, as m — oo, that

(Im(2). (& + )/ = )y =0. e’ el

Then, appealing to he Plemelj-Sokhotski formulas as in the proof of Theorem 1, this
time on J, we obtain that Im(A) = 0 which proves that A is real-valued. Note that the
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argument based on the Plemelj-Sokhotski formulas and the Hahn-Banach theorem
together imply that the space generated by £ > (e + £)/(e” — &), as ¢/ ranges
over an infinite compact subset lying interior to J, is dense in L”(I) for 1 < p < oo.
In fact using the F. and M. Riesz theorem and the Plemelj-Sokhoski formulas, it is
easy to see that such functions are also uniformly dense in C(7). Then, using that
ABEP is a convex problem, we obtain upon differentiating once more that

Re((g0 —£)80,b%)1 >0,

which leads us by (36) to
Re(h, ((¢7 +.)/(e” = ))%)s = Re(Ago. go((e” +.) /(¥ —))*); <0, el

By the density property just mentioned this implies that ((¢’? + .)/(e®? — .))|27 is

dense in the set of nonpositive continuous functions on 1, therefore A > 0. Note also
that (35) implies (f — go) V Ago € H', hence it cannot vanish on a subset of T of
positive measure unless it is the zero function. But this would imply f = ga.eon/
which contradicts the hypothesis. This yields A > 0 a.e on J. ]

5 A Numerical Example

For practical applications the continuous constraint of PBEP on the arc J is
discretized in m + 1 points. Suppose that J = {e", t € [0, 0]}, for some 6 € [0, r].
Call J,, the discrete version of the arc J defined by

A 2k6
Jp=1{e"te{—0+ """ ke{0...m}
m

we define following auxiliary extremal problem:
DBEP(n,m)
For f € L(I), find k,,, € P, such that Vt € J,,|k,..,(t)] < 1 and

If = knnllzay = min If — gll2q) - (38)
SEP,
lgl<1a.e. ondJ,

For the discretized problem DBEP(n,m), the following holds.
Theorem 5 For A = (Ao, ..., A,) € R""! and g € P, define the Lagrangian

m i ”
LA g) = IIf — gllzgy + Y Ac(lg(e 0P = 1),
k=0
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then

* Problem DBEP(n,m) has a unique solution ky, ,,
*  kym is also the unique solution of the concave maximisation problem:

to find gopr and Ay solving for  maxmin L(A, g), (39)
A>0 g€P,

where A > 0 means that each component of A is non negative.
» For a fixed n, limy,—o0 kym = ky in P,

The proof of Theorem 5 follows from standard convex optimization theory, using
in addition that the sup-norm of the derivative of a polynomial of degree n
on T is controlled by the values it assumes at a set of n + 1 points. This
depends on Bernstein’s inequality and on the argument using Lagrange interpolation
polynomials used in the Remark after Theorem 1.

In the minmax problem (39) , the minimization is a quadratic convex problem.
It can be tackled efficiently by solving the critical point equation which is a linear
system of equations similar to (19). Eventually, an explicit expression of the gradient
and of the hessian of the concave maximization problem (39) allows us for a fast
converging computational procedure to estimate k;, ,,,.

Figure 1 represents a solution to problem DBEP(n,m), where f is obtained
from partial measurement of the scattering reflexion parameter of a wave-guide
microwave filter by the CNES (French Space Agency). The problem is solved for
n = 400 and m = 800, while the constraint on J has been renormalized to 0.96
(instead of 1). The modulus of k490 800 s plotted as a blue continuous line while the
measurements |f| appear as red dots. As the reader can see, the fit is extremely good.

* Filter measurements
——Solution to BEP L2Linfty (degree 400)

D&

057

0.4

03

02z

oar

o 1 2 3 4 5 & 7

Fig. 1 Solution of DBEP at hand of partial scattering measurements of a microwave filter
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Extremal Bounds of )
Teichmiiller-Wittich-Belinskii Type for ke
Planar Quasiregular Mappings

Anatoly Golberg

Abstract The theorems of TWB (Teichmiiller-Wittich-Belinskil) type imply the
local conformality (or weaker properties) of quasiconformal mappings at a pre-
scribed point under assumptions of the finiteness of appropriate integral averages
of the quantity K, (z) — 1, where K, (z) stands for the real dilatation coefficient. We
establish the extremal bounds for distortions of the moduli of annuli in terms of
integrals in TWB theorems under quasiconformal and quasiregular mappings and
illustrate their sharpness by several examples. Some local conditions weaker than
the conformality are also discussed.

Keywords Module of families of curves * Moduli of annuli * Local conformal-
ity * Local weak conformality ¢ Quasiconformal and quasiregular mappings *
Extremal bounds

Msc codes: Primary 30C62, 30C75; Secondary 30C65

1 Introduction

The notions of quasiconformality and quasiregularity in a domain are natural
extensions of the notion of conformality. The homeomorphic mapping f(z) =
72(y/|z] + 1) provides a simple example of quasiconformality at any domain,
and this mapping is conformal at the origin. The interest to a question whether
global quasiconformality or its generalizations can guarantee for a mapping to be
conformal at a prescribed point has been raised about 80 years ago starting from the
papers by Menshoff [28] and Teichmiiller [34].

There exist several equivalent definitions of quasiconformal and quasiregular
mappings. Each of them involves certain tools. Among the most powerful methods
for studying geometric features of quasiconformal and of quasiregular mappings is
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the method of extremal lengths (moduli) which goes back to the classical work of
Ahlfors-Beurling. The goal of our paper is to present new inequalities for moduli
of the families of curves (paths) involving the integrals containing measurable
functions and arbitrary admissible metrics. We simultaneously use the families
of joining and separating curves and establish extremal bounds for the moduli
of annuli. The main new results are Theorems 7 and 9, and the inequalities (12)
and (13) which lead to improvements of an estimate of Belinskii (Theorem 4). The
proofs of these inequalities and Theorem 9 related to nonhomeomorphic case are
here sketched. An additional purpose of the paper is to discuss the local conditions
that are weaker than conformal and present a wide spector of illustrating examples.
All such results can be regarded as Teichmiiller-Wittich-Belinskii type theorems.

1.1 Quasiconformality in the Plane

The analytic definition of quasiconformality implies that if f is K-quasiconformal in
a domain G C C, then it has L2-derivatives, |f.(z)| > 0 almost everywhere in G and
therefore the complex dilatation us(z) = f:(z)/f:(2) is a well-defined measurable
function in G. The definition of the complex dilatation naturally leads us to the first
order linear elliptic partial differential equation f;(z) = u(z)f:(z); where u(z) is a
measurable function satisfying ||¢||lco = esssup|u(z)] < k < 1. This equation,
known as the Beltrami equation, has a rich history; see e.g. [21], [22].
The quantity

1+ [p]
1—|u

K, () =

is called the real characteristic of quasiconformality (Lavrentiev’s characteristic) or
the maximal dilatation of the mapping f.

1.2 Quasiregularity in the Plane

Quasiregular mappings lie in the core of Geometry and Analysis and have strong
connections to certain differential equations; see, e.g. [4, 10]. Stoilow’s decomposi-
tion theorem says that any quasiregular (nonhomeomorphic) mapping in the plane
is a composition f = g o h, where g is the analytic function and 4 is quasiconformal.
Thus, any analytic function in C is simply a two dimensional quasiregular mapping
whose dilatation coefficient equals 1. Branching of the covering mappings involves
the existence of sets on which the mappings fail to be locally homeomorphic, and
this causes topological complication and a strong difference between quasiregularity
and quasiconfomality.
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2 Theorems of Teichmiiller-Wittich-Belinskii Type

The theorems of TWB (Teichmiiller-Wittich-Belinskii) type play an important
role in various questions of Complex Analysis. They provide the conformality of
mappings from the integral closeness of their real dilatation of quasiconformality
to 1.

2.1 Teichmiiller-Wittich-Belinskii Theorem

The first result relates to Teichmiiller [34], who established

Theorem 1 Let w = f(z) be a quasiconformal mapping such that K, (z) < c(|z|)
and

-1

/ &dxdy < 00
|I?

|Z|>r0

Then there exists a number 0 < A < o0 such that

[f () = Alz[(1 + e(|z])),  with ngn &(lz]) = 0.

In his proof Teichmiiller used a notion of the module set introduced by himself.
Ten years later, using quite different methods, namely Ahlfors” method of differen-
tial inequalities, Wittich [37] published a slightly weaker form of Theorem 1.

Theorem 2 Let w = f(2) be a quasiconformal mapping and

K -1

/ dedy < 0.
|zI>

|zI>ro

Then there exists a number 0 < A < o0 such that

f(@| = Alzl(1 + &(|z])),  with ng)n e(lz]) = 0.

The existence of lim(|f(z)|/|z|) provides a necessary condition of conformality
for the mapping f(z). It is called asymptotic dilation of f. Six years after Wittich’s
paper, Belinskii [6] established that the finiteness of the integrals in the TW
(Teichmiiller-Wittich) theorems implies the conformality of mappings.

Theorem 3 Let w = f(2) be a quasiconformal mapping of a punctured disc 0 <
|z| < 1 such that
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K,.(z)—1

Ep dxdy = A < oo.
Z

0<|z<1

Then there exist both

# 0,00

limw =wy, and lim —Wo
7—0 z—0 Z
Reich and Walczak [30] extended TW theorems using the directional dilatations

in two appropriate directions. Let us also mention the results of the TWB theorems
by Lehto [24], Martio and Gutlyanskii [17], Brakalova and Jenkins [9] and others.

2.2 Grotzsch and Belinskii’s Estimates

The main ingredient in Belinskii’s result on conformality is the following statement;
see e.g. [7].

Theorem 4 Let an annulus {r < |z| < 1} (0 < r < 1) be mapped quasiconformally
on another annulus {p < |w| < 1} (0 < p < 1). Then the following double
inequality

K, (2) — log,o K(Z)
| Pew sl 20 [ S es o

rSIZISl r=lzl=1

holds.

This estimate generalizes an inequality of Grotzsch [15], which holds for K-
quasiconformal mappings (K, (z) < K < oo) and states the following sharp estimate
for bounded dilatations,

rKfpSr.

=i

(@)

In both estimates (1) and (2), the bounds are attained by the radial stretchings
f(z) = z|z/¥ " and f(z) = z|z]"/¥~', K > 1. For refined versions of such inequalities
we refer to the monographs [23, 25].

A point is that the quantity log p/r measures the distortion of module of annuli
in both image and inverse image under K-quasiconformal mappings that plays a
crucial role in studying various properties of mappings. One of fruitful applications
relates to Picard type theorems and the value distribution theory as well; see [11, 32].
In order to get sharper estimates we have to consider much flexible tools and
establish extremal bounds in estimates of a Grotzsch-Belinskii type. For recent
results concerning the extremal estimates of such a type we refer to [5, 13].
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3 Directional Dilatations and Corresponding Estimates
for Moduli

Let us first mention that various directional dilatations for the planar mappings have
been exploited by Andreian Cazacu [2], Reich and Walczak [30], Gutlyanskii et
al. [18], Ryazanov et al. [33]. We recall these quantities following the authors of
the indicated papers. Consider, for example, the tangential and radial dilatations
provided, respectively, by

- Zuef

=20

KT(Z» 20) = ’
. 1—|p@)]?

3)

and

1—|u@)?
—
1+ 2200

=20

K} (z,20) =

Here z is an arbitrary point of C, while z runs over a given domain.
The idea to use the complex dilatation w instead of || goes back to Andreian
Cazacu [1]. She introduced the following quantity

10/ QI

d(z) = G

. “)

where 0.f(z) denotes the derivative of f in the tangential direction t at a regular
point z, i.e. f is differentiable and its Jacobian Jy(z) is positive at z (see [2]).

The quantity d is represented by the Lavrentiev characteristics K, and « at z as
follows:

2
d(z) = %((XZ()Z) + K, (z) sin® a(z).

Recall that K, (z) is equal to the ratio of the greatest to the smallest semi-axes of the
characteristic ellipse centered at z, and «(z) denotes the angle between its greatest
axis and the direction t.

The function d is defined almost everywhere (a.e.) in G and is measurable.
Obviously,

1
Ku ()

<d(z) = Ku(2)

a.e. in G, and the both bounds are attained.
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The quantity
Dy20(@) = K1 (z.20)

where K/f is defined by (3), was regarded in Gutlyanskii-Martio-Sugawa-Vuorinen
[18] as a dilatation of p at z with respect to zg € C.

This dilatation D, ;,(z) is called the angular dilatation and arises from the
following relation: if f € Wllo’: satisfies the Beltrami equation and z = zy + re'?,
then for almost all z we have the equality

2

of

20| = Dy 2 (25 (2).
In the view of the relation

P

‘5(@ = D, (2)Jr(2),

the quantity D_, ., is called the radial dilatation of 1 at zo.

Both quantities D, ;,(z) and D_, ;(z) are called the directional dilatations.
These dilatations coincide with the dilatation (4) for t = 60 + /2 and T = 6,
respectively, z — zo = rexpif. As was mentioned above, the relation (3) yields a
representation of the directional dilatation D, ;, in terms of the Beltrami coefficient

M.
Note that D,, ., (z) is also a measurable function in G and satisfies a.e. for each

point zo € C the inequalities

KM(Z) = Dl’«,ZO (Z) = KP« (Z)

It is proved in [18] that D, ¢(z) = K,.(z) holds a.e. if and only if 1(z) has the form
—p(2)z/Z, where p is a non-negative measurable function.

Using these dilatations, the authors of [18] proved the existence theorem in the
case, when the usual dilatation K, fails to satisfy the known integrability conditions,
and describe sufficient conditions which ensure Holder continuity of f.

Another new dilatation was introduced in [33]. Let a mapping f : G — C be
differentiable at z, and J(z) # 0. Given w € C, with |w| = 1, the derivative in the
direction w of the mapping f at the point z is defined by

fz + tw) —f(Z)_

awf(z) = tl_i:;)nJr P

Accordingly, the radial direction at a point z € G with respect to the center zo € C,
20 # 2, 18
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Z—20

wy = wo(z,20) = P
— <0

The radial and tangential dilatations of f at z with respect to zy are defined by

/7 @)]
0°f @)

|02/ @I

T —
K (Z»ZOnf) - |Jf(Z)| ,

K'(z,20.f) =

respectively; here 0°°f (z) and 0%°f(z) denote the derivatives of f at z in the directions
wp and in T = iwy, respectively.
The big radial dilatation of f at z with respect to z is defined by

@)

R —_
Kenl) = frop

where

52£()] = min 10 @L

lol=1 | (w@p)|’
It is not hard to verify that

Kr(z’ Z07f) = KR(Zv Zo’f) = KM(Z)‘

The following result of [33] describes the relations between the directional
dilatations.

Theorem 5 Let 7 be a regular point of a homeomorphism f : G — C with complex
dilatation | (z) such that ||(z)| < 1. Then

K'(z.20.f) = Ky, (z.20),  K'(z,20.f) = K}, (2, 20) = K*(2,20, ).

If. in addition, f and f~ belong to Wllo‘c2 , then f is a Q-homeomorphism at every
point 7o € G with Q(z) = K;(z, 20).

For the main features of Q-homeomorphisms, we refer to the book [27].

Now consider the multidimensional case. The classical dilatations of quasicon-
formality (inner and outer) at a regular point x € R" are defined by

el
KO =50

0]
B0 = nee)y

Here

' @)l = max F'@nl, 1) = Il;:lli:nl [F'Ghl. Jp(x) = detf'(x).
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Two directional characteristics in R”, using the derivative of f in a direction
h,h # 0, at x, given by

D) — tim TEHI S

=0t t

have been introduced in [16] and [12].
For a point xy € R”", the angular dilatation of the mapping f at the point x # xg
with respect to x, is defined by

sl

Df(X, Xo) = EJ’}(x X0)

respectively, the normal dilatation

1

%n(vaO) n=l
Tf(x’x"):( 7,00 )
Here
o
s = min L 0) = max(0 1),

and u = (x—xo)/|x—xo|. The dilatations Dy (x, x¢) and T¥(x, xo) both are measurable
in a domain G C R", and one concludes from the relations

I(f' (%) < £r(x, x0) < [9uf ()] = L (x, x0) < |IF' W),
(which are true for each xg) that
K7 (x) < Dy(x.x0) < Ly ().

The normal dilatation T¢(x, xo) has the same bounds as Dy(x, x¢), since

_ 1 .
Kf_l(x) <L, "N(x) = Tr(x,x0) < K7 (x) < Le(x).
In the case of mapping of planar domains,
K;'(2) = Dr(z.20) = Ku(2),  K;'() =< Ty(z.20) < Kp(2).
Note that both angular and normal dilatations range between 0 and oo, while the

classical dilatations (including the multidimensional case) are always greater than
or equal to 1.
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In the case when zp = 0, we will write D¢(z) and Ty(z) instead of Dy(z, 0) and
T7(z,0).

LetA = {z € C : a < |z] < b} be an annulus centered at the origin. Denote
by I'4 and by X4 the families of all curves which join and separate the boundary of
A in A, respectively. In addition to a standard admissibility condition for a family
of curves I' (p € adm ") defining for the conformal module, we also use the
extended admissibility (o € extadm I") which means that p is admissible except
for a subfamily I" whose conformal module vanishes (.# (f ) =0).

The following result formulated now for the planar case can be found in [14].

Theorem 6 Let f : D — C be a quasiconformal mapping. Suppose that the
directional dilatations D¢(z) and T¢(z) are locally integrable in the annulus A C G.
Then the following double inequalities

inf / =1 (el dxdy < A (F(T)

pEextadm I'y
A %)
i 2
= peégygrA/Df(Z)Q (|z]) dxdy ,
A
inf /Df—l(Z)pz(Z/Izl) dxdy < M (f(Z4))
pEextadm Xy
A (6)
i . 2
= pE;;lanA/T}(Z)Q (z/|z|) dxdy ,

A

hold.
The following statement can be regarded as a Grotzsch-Belinskii type estimate.

Theorem 7 Let f : D — C be a quasiconformal mapping. Suppose that the
directional dilatations Dy (z) and T;(z) are locally integrable in the annulus A C G.
Then

1 Ti(z) — 1

- dxd
o EE
A

IA

modA — modf(A)

)

log 2 Ds(z) — 1
4 / r(2) dxdy .

<
/ Dfl(zz) dxdy |2]?
A

|z

A

Proof The functions

pi(2) = and () = 5

|z log 2 e

a
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are admissible for the families I’ and X4, respectively. Substituting these functions
into the right-hand sides of (5) and (6) using the relation

2

modf(A) = ———— =2n.Z(f(X4)),
A (f(I'4))

one derives

27 log & Tr(2)

< modf(A) < — dxdy .
D/(z) 27 z 2
f L dxd J Il

Now taking into account that mod A = log Z, we arrive at (7). O

4 Extremal Bounds for Moduli Under Homeomorphic
Mappings

The following double inequality provides a slightly different variant of the inequal-
ity (7) whose right-hand side can be obtained similarly to the inequality (2.15) in
(81,

1 Ty(2) — _logp / / Dy(z) —1
- — d dy <1 . 8
2 // |z|2 = og - 271 logr lz |2 edy ®)

r<lz|<1 r<lzl<1

It also provides an improvement of (1) that will be illustrated by several examples.
It is interesting to compare with the inequality which involves the dilatations D, (z)
and D_,,(z)

[/ —/ﬁz dxdy < mod A — modf(A)

r<| <1
modf(A4) Dyz) -1
= Tmodd 27 // T

r<lz|]<1

)

see [20].
Two more estimates

o ] Pt [] Giges o

r5|z|§1 r<lzl<1
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and

log < //‘ Ty (2) — log P
dxdv Tf(Z)' |2

r<\ \ ¢ <| |<1
log + Q-1
ff D,(z)dxdy Iz |2

r<lzl<i

r<lz]<1

1D

essentially refine Belinskii’s estimate (1). All these inequalities are obtained from

the right inequalities (5) and (6) choosing suitable admissible functions. But the

sharpness of these estimates remains still open. Moreover, in the left inequalities (5)

and (6) the infima cannot be removed by substitution of arbitrary admissible metrics.
So, we only must use the functions on which these infima are attained.

To this end, we apply the results of [27]. Namely, for the families of curves that

join the boundary components of the annulus A, one obtains

2 21
. < M) = .
d
S =" S ="
a pr 1(2)d9 a p [ Dy(z)df
0

This estimate is based on the assertions of Lemma 7.4 in [27] for the integrals which
are involved in (5).

Next, we apply the relationship between the conformal moduli of Iy and X4,
and obtain

. b
1 ! d
2_/ <%U(2A))5§/m—p
apfw@w “ [T
Thus,
b J ; d
P <modf) = [,
o ,Of Df(Z)de a p f Y}_I(Z)de
) 0
which finally yields
1 . | | 2
o [ T (z)d@—ldp bﬁofo(Z)de_ldp
/ 0 _ — <modA —modf(A) < 2 r
; P
T L [

12)
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For the family of separating curves, we apply Theorem 2 from [27] and rewrite
the inequality (6) by

27 b
Dr(z) dpdf dpd6
// _ Dy(z)dpdb ///(f(EA))<// 2/0 N
0 a p(fnf@de D) (f T;l(z)d@)
0 0
or in the terms of moduli,
27 b
Dy (z) dpdf dpdb
271[/ modf(A) < 271// - 5
0« (fD.f(Z)d9 O pTr(2) (f Tfl(Z)d(?)
0 0

Finally, in the terms of Belinskii’s estimate, it takes the form

2 2
2w b Tr@) | & [ T7(2)do | —1
! (2 I dpdf

E 2 2 1Y
04 Ti(g) (% / T_,.—l(z)de)
0
(13)

2
2
1
2 b | [ Di(2)d60 ) — Do)
I (2 I b ) " dpdo
<modA —modf(A) < — .

2 o 2 0
0 a 7 ‘({.Df(Z)de

5 Local Weak Conformality Conditions

In this section, we discuss several local conditions that are weaker than the con-
formality at a point. Let us assume (for convenience) the following normalization

£(0) = 0.

5.1 Conformality

The conformality at the origin is characterized by existence of the limit

1m@:C7é0
=0 Z
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5.2 Asymptotic Homogeneity

A mapping f is called asymptotically homogeneous at the origin [19] if

f2) ~¢f(x). YieC, z—0.

5.3 Asymptotic Dilation

The quantity

im L9l 0L e 20,00
ll—0 |z

is called asymptotic dilation at the origin.

5.4 Circle-Like

A mapping is called circle-like at the origin if

max |f (z)|

lim H=_
r—>0 lmin [f (@)

7|=r

This notion was introduced by Teichmiiller [34]; see also [28]. Due to Menshoft’s
paper [28], such a mapping is said to preserve infinitesimal circles at the origin.

5.5 Weak Conformality

A mapping preserves angles on circles at the point z = 0 if for an appropriate
choice of a branch of the argument

argf(reiez) — argf(reiel) —(6,—0;)—>0 as r—0,

uniformly in 6, 6,. Following [17], a homeomorphism f : B — B, which is both
circle-like and preserves angles on circles at z = 0, is called weakly conformal at 0.
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5.6 Local Quasiconformality

A mapping is H-locally quasiconformal (H > 1) at the origin if

max f (2)]
lim sup 2 _  <H
r—>0 " min If (2)]
zZ|=r

The classes of mappings obeying the conditions mentioned in the corresponding
Sect. 5.i by %;. Thus the narrowest class, i.e. of mappings conformal at the origin,
is denoted by .%|, whereas the widest one (locally quasiconformal at 0) corresponds
to %¢. The following statements describe the relations between the classes .%;.

Theorem 8 There are the following relations between the classes F;:

(1) F1 C F3 C Fy C Fs;
(2) F C P C F5 C .

Proof Almost all relations given in the theorem are trivial. Let us show that every
mapping of class .%#, asymptotically preserves angles on circles and is circle-like,
and therefore belongs to .%5. Indeed, given two points z;, z», such that |z;| = |z2| =
r, or equivalently z; = re'? 7, = re'®, one can write by the definition of the
asymptotic homogeneity

f (reiez) ~ = (rem‘) for r— 0.

This implies arg f (re'®?) — argf (re™') — (6, — 6;) — O as r — 0.

To show the second implication, we note by the continuity of f that both the
minimum and maximum of |f(z)| are attained on |z = r at say z; and zp,
respectively. Then

max [/ ()] = |f ()] = |f (e ™) ~ |f (re™) | = min /()]

6 Examples

The purpose of this section is both to provide a wide range of examples of qua-
siconformal and quasiregular mappings which satisfy the weakened conformality
conditions described in Sect. 5 and to illustrate the sharpness of estimates given in
Sect. 4.
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6.1 Example

The radial stretching

f(z) = zlz]

3.1
272, and therefore,

can be rewritten in the form f(z) = z

1

f_3%_§ f__lg_
o= 5. fo= g2

1 Z
2 = —.
. u(2) %

Further,

_ w3 1 e
@1 = [k + ] = LI+ p@)e™] = Jlal |1 + e,

02| = 2lzl = [If' @Il 19/@)] = |z = (' @), Jr(2) = 2lz]%,

and
. 0fu(2)] . %|1+%€72"0||z| . i1+%€7259i
L ,0 = min =min*—+—3 " —3|zlmin ——1
1(z,0) 6 |cosB| 6 |cosO| || 6 |1+ e 20
34 720
= |z[min ———— = [z[(2, 1) = 2]z|.
el min gy = [, 1) = 2%

In a similar way, we obtain

3 1 _,.
Z(2,0) = max |0f1(2)|| cos 8] = max §|z||1 + 56—219“ cos 0]

3 1, .3 1
= mealxz|z||1 + g<r2'9||1 +e ) = Zz2(1 + 5) = 2[2].

4 3
By (3),
-2 2 712
D@ = lop@ =5l 1 @ = 1+ p@):
g 1—|n@))? 1-1 72 . 1 —|pn())?
2
1+ 3]
= 1 1 :2
— 9
Thus,

1 1
K,.(z) =2, Ds(z,0) = 3 Ty(z,0) =2, D,(z) = > D_,(z) =2.

187
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Note that this mapping carries out the annulus with radii » and 1 onto annulus
with radii 72 and 1. Thus, the Belinskii double inequality (1) becomes

1 1
—log— <logr <2log—,
r r

i.e. only the left bound is attained, although all the estimates (8)—(11), which involve
the directional dilatations, became equalities

1 1 b b
—log— <logr<—log—, or —log— <—log—- <—log-—.
r r a a a

The extremal estimates (12) and (13) are both sharp, since the left and right bounds
coincide

b b b
—log— = —log— = —log —.
a a a

Using the definitions of Sect. 5, one concludes that this mapping preserves angles
on circles, is circle-like and weakly conformal at the origin, and therefore belongs
to .%¢. But it fails to be conformal and asymptotic homogeneous at 0 as well.

6.2 Example

The homeomorphism

f(Z) — Ze—iloglzl

can be regarded as a “quick rotation” around the origin. For this mapping

_ __—Yilogz41log?) -1 i —iloglz] £ __ iz —ilog|z| _ 1
= 2 =(I-Z ;= —= , = -,
f@) =ze So= (=) o= e H& =T
_ iy i —9i(0—
0 = b+ £ = 1+ e ] = |1 = 3]+ o]

and the stretchings and Jacobian are equal to

-1
S o o= L

|9fi(2)] < =1Uf'(2)), Jr(z) = 1.

Next we get
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1 - -l 1+ n@E
D,(z) = — 1+21 — 1, D (g) = =l
! I=lp@P - |5 g 1= |pn@)P
1+ —=|?
— ‘ 1+21|2 :2,
|l
[ Z —219 . 2
9@ 2+ |1+ 2i+ &2
L 0 i€ _
7200 = | s m@m | cos 6] s |Re ¢|
20+ w o
= T 1’ = 1 ) - 17
min T = () = {1+
1
Z(z,0)= max|8fh(z)||c0s9| —max£|1+H_2 f _2’0||c059|

1
= mlax —|1 +2i+ w1l +w == max v 3+ cosa+2sina) (14 cos a)

lwl=1

V14
24 J4-232

where ¥ (z) = (c+2)/(14+2),n = (c—1)/|c—1],e = ¢ 207D h = ¢ 7 = |z]é".
Finally, we have

(V54 1) 3 3 1+ /4 N
K,u(z) = — Di(z,0) =1, Ty(z,0) = i 2.27,

Dy(z) =1, D_u(zx) =2.

This homeomorphism preserves any annulus centered at the origin, therefore
both quantities log p/r and mod A — mod f(A) vanish. By (1), one obtains

1 1
—1.62log—- <0 < 1.62log —.
r r

The estimates (8)—(11) are sharper than (1) since the right bound is attained in all of
them. The same situation occurs with the extremal bounds (12) and (13), namely

b
—~1.27log = <0 < 0.
a

This mapping belongs to all classes .%; except for .%, (asymptotic homoge-
neous), and obviously is not conformal at the origin.
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6.3 Example

Consider another rotation

f(2) = |zle™.

For this mapping,

3__1 311 1 :__3 4
f@Q =272, fi=3223778, f=—22273 w@)=—o,
2 2 3z

- , 3 1
B = i+ 51 = L1+ e = 31 - 5e

0@ =2=If'@I. 9@ =1=1f@). & =2

212 2 Tz 12
B L C S LN R0
" 1 — ()2 1—3 B 1—[u@)?
_ =i
1= 2
1 1z,-2i0
0 0) — min 2@ _ a1 s8] 3
e |cos9| 0 | cos 0| 0 |Reg|
1 =34+w
= mn — = 1),n) = (—-1,-1) =1,
iy — (v (1),m) =( )

1 .
Z(z,0) = max |0fn(2)|| cos O] = max £|1 — gge_2’9|| cos 0|
Z

1
max —|3—w||1+w| —max\/(lo 6cosa)(2 + 2cosw)

\ =1
2
ﬁ’
where ¥ (z) = (c+2)/(14+2).,n = (c=1)/|c—1],& = e 20D h = ¢ 7 = |z]e".
Thus,

K.(z) =2, Ds(z,0)=2, T(z,0) = %, D,2) =2, D_,(2) =
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This mapping f is not homeomorphic; it belongs to %3, %4, % but f ¢ 71,
G, Fs.
Regarding the estimates (8)—(13) related to the directional dilatations, they do

not hold (including the extremal bounds). Only Belinskii’s inequality (1) is valid,
however, it is not sharp,

1 1
—log—- <0 <log-.
r r

This mapping carries out any annulus centered at the origin onto itself.

6.4 Example

Consider now a homeomorphism of the unit disc B,

f@) = |zl(sin 6 + 2)e”.

This mapping can be written in the form

3.1 1 1
227 I — —z272 4 2z,
2i

| —

fl@) = T

and by a direct calculation,

L L D L o S T
. = 4iZ Z 4iZ Z , = 4iZ Z 4iZ z 2,
and

lf| _ |3ei9_e—i9 —|—8i| lf_| _ |62i0 + 1|

L 4 ’ 4 4 ’

|3ei9 — it + 8i| + |€2i0 + 1|
3¢t — e~ + 8i| — |e¥ + 1|

Ku () =

Obviously, this mapping preserves angles on circles but it does not be even circle-
like. However, f € Fe with H = 3, but f ¢ F1, Fo, F3 . Fy, Fs.

6.5 Example

A “slow rotation” (see, e.g. [7])

f(2) = ze'V ek
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is not conformal at the origin, butf € .%; foralli = 2, 3,4, 5, 6. A direct calculation

yields

| = —16log|z] + 1 ] = 1

) —l16loglz] 7 4/ Zlog 7
and

—8log|z| + 1 4+ /—16log|z| + 1

K., (7) =
n ) —8log |7]

6.6 Example

Another “slow rotation”

f(Z) — Zeilog log ﬁ .
with

1

z
1+ 2ilog(e/|z|) z

u(z) =

is also not conformal at the origin, but f € .%; for all i = 2,3,4,5,6. For this
mapping,

6.7 Example
The stretching

f@) =zl +1) =2i7% +2

provides a quasiconformal mapping of the unit disc |z| < 1, which is conformal at
the origin. Thus, f € %; foralli = 1,2, ..., 6. Indeed, by a direct calculation,

IS

511 5__
fo=gwn L =i
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and hence,

NIIN

) = Jﬁ_

6.8 Example

The stretching

2
fl@ = z(log - |)

defined in a punctured unit disc has the derivatives
1
= log log——-1), f=—-log—-,
|zl |z]
and
weo) = ———r
e
It does not have a finite asymptotic dilation at the origin, and, therefore, is not
conformal at 0, although f € .%,, %y, %5, F.
6.9 Example

The mapping

f(z) = ze® log(1/1z])

transforms any ray re’?, 0 < r < 1, into the logarithmic spiral with wind about the
origin infinitely many times. The limit 11m arg f(z)/z does not exist and hence f is

not conformal at the origin, nevertheless [f(z)| = |z| in any neighborhood of 0. Note
that f is also not asymptotically homogeneous.
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6.10 Example

Consider a mapping

f(z) = 76

with a nonlinear real-valued continuously differentiable function ¢ satisfying
©(0) = 0 and ¢(27) = 2. This mapping fails to be conformal, asymptotically
homogeneous, preserving angles on circles and, therefore, is not weakly conformal.
But it has asymptotic dilation which equal to 1 and hence f € F4, F.

6.11 Example

Consider the radial stretching od the unit disc B defined by

f(2) =z(1 —loglz]), z#0, f(0)=0.
Its derivatives are equal to f, = (1 —2log|z|)/2, f: = —z/2Z and
1 1 z e—2i0
ofl==(1+2log— )|l —=———|.
19:/1 2( g|z|)’ Zl+210gﬁ

Letting z = re'¥ and h = ¢, one derives

1
|z]

1

[0xf] <1+ log E
z

=lf'@Il.  [0wf] = log — = I(f'(2)):

the equalities here occur for v = 6 + 7/2 and Y = 6, respectively. Thus,

1 | 1
Ji@) = (1+1log=)log -, K,(z) =14 —.
r(z) = (1 + log r) og—. K@) =1+ fog |

A calculation of the directional dilatations is much more complicated. We first
find the quantity %7 (2).

25 (2) = max [dfy(r) cos ] = mng(lafz(r)ll1 + u(r)e™ || cos 6])

1+2log! ) )
S Mk ¥ max (1 + ke 2)(1 + ¢ 7],
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where u(z) = f2/f. = kz/z, |f2(r)| = (1 +2log(1/r))/2, k = —1/(1 + 2log(1/r)).

A straightforward computation implies
1 1
Z(z,0) =log—- for log—->1+ V2,
r r

1+ log 1)? 1
( g’) for log— <1+ /2.
r

Z(2,0) = ——+—=
2\/1+2log1

Thus,
log ! 1
Tr(z) = T log->1++2,
@) 1+10% gr
lm
1+10 _‘u—l 1
( g,) , 10g—§1+\/§.
r

;@) = — T .
21 (log 1)"=7(1 4 21log 1) %#=D
The dilatation Df(z) can be calculated using a technique related to functions of

one complex variable and presented in [16]. The result is

Df(Z) =1+ I
log -+

Indeed,
0(2.0) = min OL _ o 1O+ L(r)e2°|
(2, 6 |cos6| o | cos 6|

B Iy |14 ke

= (1+210g;)nbm T 2]
1,,1+k

= (1 + 2log ;)(T, 1) = log ;

Finally, let us remark that f is not conformal and does not have asymptotic
dilation at the origin, but f € .%,, %#,, %3, and, therefore, f € F.

6.12 Example

For the radial stretch in C of the form

f@ =z*" K>1,
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all the dilatations have been calculated in [12, 16] (also for higher dimensions).
Regarding to the plane, we obtain

1
K@) =K. D=2 T =K

On the estimates and relationship of this mappings with the classes .%;, we refer to
Sect. 6.1, since it relates to this example with K = 2.

6.13 Example

Consider the radial stretch in C of the form

f@ =zF K= 1 f(0) = 0.
For this mapping, the calculations similar to above imply
K.(z) =K, Ds(2) =K;

see, e.g. [12, 16]. The computation of T¢(z) splits into two cases K < V2 and
K > /2 and results in

1 K3
Tf(Z)Zg, K<+2 and Ti(z) = )’ K> 2.

4K — 1

This homeomorphism maps any annulus with radii a and b onto the annulus with
the radii a'/%~! and »'/X=1, By (1) the right bound is sharp,

1 1 K—1 1
—(K—1)log- < (——1)10gr§ log —.
r K r
The inequalities (8), (10)—(13) become sharp,
K-1 ) <1 b 1 ) - K—-1 ) b
og— <log— — —1log— og —.
g a g a K g a K g a

The relations with the classes .%; remain the same as in the previous example.
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7 Extremal Bounds for Moduli Under Nonhomeomorphic
Mappings

We have mentioned in Sect. 6.3 that the estimates (12) and (13) do not hold if the
mapping is not homeomorphic. In order to correct these inequalities we have to
involve the multiplicity function.

ForA C Gandy e R”, we write

N@.f.A) = cardf'(y) NA and N(f,A) = supN(y.f.A).

The estimates for spatial quasiregular mappings with classical dilatation coefficients
can be found in [29, 31, 32, 35, 36].

The following result provides an extension of the estimate (5) to the class of
planar quasiregular mappings.

Theorem 9 Let f : D — C be a quasiregular mapping. Suppose that the
directional dilatations Dy (z) and T;(z) are locally integrable in the annulus A C G.
Then the following double inequality

1 ) . i
N(f,A) pEexlzl;;mFA/Tf @p°(z)) dxdy < A (f(IL))
A (14)
i (2
= e / Dy(2)¢’ ([2]) dxdy

A

hold.

Proof We sketch the proof; it is valid also for higher dimensions. The function
p(x) = p* (f(x))Z(x. x0)

is admissible for the family I's (of curves joining the boundary components of the
spherical ring with radii a and b and centered at xy); see [14].
Now arguing similarly to [3, 26] and [14], one can obtain

" o ) o1 ()
[ P*(y) dm(y) = / dn(s) = 5o A/ dm(x).

fn " N(y,f,A) °?}n(X9x0) T;l_l(x’ xO)

Taking the infimum over all p € extadm Iy, we have

/ ELACTEY

T)’Z_l (x, x0)
Yo

%(f(FA)) z N(f, A) peexltgdm Iy
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which completes the proof, since the right-hand side of the inequality (14) remains
the same as in (5); cf. [29] and [32]. O

Applying the arguments given in the proof of the double inequality (12), we

similarly arrive at the following extremal bounds

2w
b 5= [ T (2)d6 — N(f, A) do
/ = £ < modA — modf(A)
T p
a o Of T (2)df

2 (s)
b ﬁ {Df(Z)dG -1

/ )
-

2w
a % _Of Dy (z)db

IA

Now it not hard to see that the double inequality (15) holds for the rotation

defined in Sect. 6.3. Indeed, by a direct calculation we obtain

1 1
——log— <0< —-1log-.
3Oga_ _2Oga
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Families of Universal Taylor Series m)
Depending on a Parameter ke

Evgeny Abakumov, Jiirgen Miiller, and Vassili Nestoridis

Abstract We construct families of universal Taylor series on €2 depending on a
parameter w € G, where 2 and G are planar simply connected domains. The
functions to be approximated depend on the parameter w, w € G. The partial sums
implementing the universal approximation are one variable partial sums with respect
to z € Q for each fixed value of the parameter w € G. The universal approximation
extends to mixed partial derivatives. This phenomenon is generic in H(2 x G).

Keywords Universal Taylor series ¢ Baire’s Theorem ¢ Runge’s Theorem e
Generic property * Mixed partial derivatives

A.M.S. Classification: Primary 30K05; Secondary 32A30

1 Introduction

The first result concerning the existence of universal Taylor series was established
before 1914 by Fekete (see [18]). He proved the existence of a real power series
> > | anx", whose partial sums approximate uniformly on [—1, 1] every continuous
function 2 : [—1,1] — R with 2(0) = 0. In the early 1950s Seleznev proved
the existence of complex power series Y o a,z" with radius of convergence 0,
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whose partial sums approximate every polynomial uniformly on each compact set
K c C\ {0} with connected complement [21]. In the early 1970s Luh [9] and
independently Chui and Parnes [2] proved the existence of universal Taylor series
with positive radius of convergence defining a function holomorphic in a simply
connected domain 2 C C and whose partial sums approximate every polynomial
uniformly on each compact set K C C with connected complement such that K N
Q=0.

In the latter result the universal approximation does not necessarily hold on the
boundary of the domain of definition 2. In 1996 a stronger result was obtained,
where the universal approximation was valid on the boundary d€2, as well [15]. The
universal approximation was initially implemented by partial sums of the Taylor
expansion of the universal function with respect to a fixed center { € 2. However,
it was soon realized that the result persists when the center in €2 is varied [16].
After some years [12, 14] it was proved that the class of universal functions remains
unchanged, whether the center of expansion in a simply connected domain 2 is
varied or not. Thus, possible definitions of universal Taylor series are the following
[12, 16].

Definition 1.1 Let 2 C C be a domain and f : 2 — C a holomorphic function.

1. For ¢, € Q fixed, the function f belongs to the class U(£2, {y) if the sequence of
the partial sums

19

jf‘” (- o).

N
SV L)@ =)
Jj=0

N = 0,1,2,..., of the Taylor development of f with center {, satisfies the
following: For every compact set K C C, KNQ = @ with connected complement
K¢ and for every function i : K — C continuous on K and holomorphic in K°,
there exists a sequence (4,) of positive integers such that

sup |S1,(f §0) (2) — h(zx)| = 0, asn — +oc.
€K

2. The function f belongs to the class U(£2), if the partial sums

N G A
sv(r. 00 = 2= -0

J=0

{ e Q,N = 0,1,2,... satisfy the following condition: For every compact
set K C C\ Q with connected complement and every function 2 : K — C
continuous on K and holomorphic in K°, there exists a sequence (A,) of positive
integers such that for every compact set L C €2 we have

supsup [y, (f, ) () — h(z)| > 0 asn — +o0.
(€L z€K



Families of Universal Taylor Series Depending on a Parameter 203

Obviously U(2,y) D U(S2). Further, if © is simply connected, both classes
U(R2,¢) and U(R2) are Gs and dense in H(S2) endowed with the topology of
uniform convergence on compact subsets of €2 [12, 16]. Actually, in this case
U(R2, ) = U(R) ([14], see also [12]).

In this paper, we consider a parameter w € G, where G is some simply connected
domain in C, and for every w € G we find functions f(-, w) in U(2) having the
property that a function /4(-, w) defined on a compact set K C C and depending on
the parameter w € G can be approximated by the partial sums of f(-, w) with the
same sequence (4,) for all w € G. Furthermore, the approximation extends to partial
derivatives with respect to the parameter w and to mixed partial derivatives with
respect to z and w (cf. [17]). It is possible to consider one fixed center of expansion
b(w) for every w € 2, which is given by a holomorphic function b : G — 2, or
one may consider all possible centers { € 2. In the latter case, partial derivatives
with respect to ¢ are also allowed. In this way, functions f holomorphic in Q x G
can be constructed in such a way that for every fixed w € G, the partial sums
implementing the universal approximation are those of the functions of one variable
Q>z—f(z,w) e C.

We prove that the corresponding universality phenomenon is generic in the space
H(2 xG) of holomorphic functions on €2 x G endowed with the topology of uniform
convergence on compacta. Towards this end, we use Baire’s Category Theorem. For
the role of Baire’s theorem in Analysis we refer to [4] and [7].

2 Main Results

Let (u,) be a strictly increasing sequence of positive integers and (c;) a sequence of
complex numbers. We say that (c;) has Ostrowski-gaps relative to (i1, if a sequence
(gn) exists with 0 < ¢, — 0 as n — oo and so that

sup || =0 (n— o0)
Gnin<j<[tn

(see e.g. [13], cf. also [6, p. 311]). Moreover, if (4,) is a sequence of positive
integers with A, = ¢,u, as above, we say that the sequence (c;) has Ostrowski-
gaps (A, fhn).

The starting point of our considerations is the following observation:

Proposition 2.1 Let Q C C be a simply connected domain, f € U(2) = U(R2, {),
K a compact set in C \ Q with connected complement, and h : K — C a function

continuous on K and holomorphic in K°. Let (A,,) be a sequence as in Definition 1.1.
Then for every fixed z € K we have

B%Sx,ﬁ, @) —> 0= ;_fh(Z) asn — +oo
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uniformly on compact subsets of Q2. Furthermore, the sequence (A,) may be chosen
so that in addition for every compact set L C Q we have

ad
supsup | — S, (f,0)(@)| > 0 asn — +oo.
CeL z€K 8§

Proof a) For fixed z € K the function 2 3 { — §),(f,{)(z) € C is holomorphic

b)

in Q. According to Definition 1.1 this sequence of elements of H(2) converges
uniformly on compacta (with respect to ¢ € Q) to the constant function A(z).
Weierstrass’ theorem implies that SA . 0@ — azg (z) = 0 foreach ¢ € Q
and even uniformly in each compact subset of €2. Thus we have

sup iS,\n(f,;')(z) — 0, asn— 400
cer 10¢

for every fixed z € K.
By a straightforward computation we find

—SA F.0@) = 85, D@ = $1,-1(F. O @)

¢
_ ((M*©)

T 0N = A ().

It is known [3, 12, 14] that for any f € U(2, {y) = U(2) the sequence of Taylor
coefficients of f” with center ¢, has Ostrowski gaps relative to some sequence
(i) and that the sequence (A,) may be chosen so that g, i, = A, — 1. Then

0060 )W(co) Kal

0 (n— )

and therefore, since A, — +00, we have sup,x ‘AA,, (%o, Z)| — 0,asn — +o00.
It follows that

sup 153, (F'. ) @) — Sa,-1(F'. 80) ()| = 0, asn — +o0.

Since the sequence of Taylor coefficients of f” with center o has Ostrowski gaps
(A, ) and (A, —1, w,), it follows from [12, Lemma 9.2] that for every compact
subset L of 2 we have

supsup S5, (. £0)(2) — 81, (F. ) (@) | = 0

C€L zeK
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and

supsup |S3,_, (', £0)(2) = Sp,—1(F. ) (@)| = 0

l€L z€K

as n — —+oo0. Putting things together it is easily seen that

0
sup sup )—
(€L z€K aé‘

Sy, 0@ =0, asn— +oo.

This completes the proof.
Let € and G be two simply connected domains in C. For f € H(2 x G) and w €
G,¢ € Q and z € C we denote

~ Ly 1 :
i 0@ = 3 G| 5 =)
j=0 '

and we consider the following classes of functions.

Definition 2.2 Let b : G — 2 be a holomorphic function. The class U(2, G, b)
contains all functions f € H(2 x G) such that the sequence Eﬂf ,w, () satisfies
the following: For every compact set K C C,K N Q = @, K¢ connected, and any
holomorphic function 4 in an open neighborhood of K x G (h € H(K x G)), there
exists a sequence (A,) of positive integers such that for every compact set F C G

sup sup "S’;n (f.w. b)) (2) — h(z.w)| = 0, asn — +oo.

wEF z€K

Definition 2.3 The class U(£2, G) contains all functions f € H(2 x G) such that
the sequence Sy (f, w, ¢) satisfies the following.

For every compact set K C C, KN Q = @, K connected and any & € H(K x G),
there exists a sequence (A,) of positive integers such that for all compact sets F C G,
LCQ

sup sup sup |F§An(f, w, {)(z) — h(z, w)| — 0, asn— +4oo.
WwEF (€L z€K

Theorem 2.4 For all holomorphic functions b : G — 2 we have
U,G) =U(R,G,D).

We need parameter modifications of several known results. For potential theoretic
notions as for example that of Green’s functions and (non-)thinness, we refer to
[19]. Let ||f]|m denote the sup-norm of a bounded function f on M.
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Lemma 2.5 Let F C C compact and let P, : C x F — C be continuous and such
that P, (-, w) is a polynomial of degree < p,. If E C C is closed and non-thin at oo
with

lim sup(||P,(z. )|[)/* <1 forallz € E,

n—>oo

then

lim sup(||P,||yxr)* < 1 for all compact M C C.

n—>oo

For sake of completeness, we sketch the proof which is based on Bernstein’s lemma
(see e.g. [19, Theorem 5.5.7]) and the following characterization of non-thinness at
oo in terms of Green’s functions (see [13, Lemma 1]).

Let E C C be closed and suppose that Eg := {w € E : |w| < R} has positive
capacity for R > 0 sufficiently large. If Dg denotes the component of Co, \ Eg
containing oo then E is non-thin at oo if and only if the Green’s functions gp, for
Dy, satisfy

8pp(z,00) > 0 asR — oo.

In the first step, one can reduce the proof to the case of C \ E having no bounded
components (cf. [13], proof of Lemma 1). The functions v,, : C — C, defined by

1
U,(z) ;= max (M_ log || P, (z, -)||p,0) forz € C,

n

are subharmonic in C [19, Theorem 2.4.7] and from Bernstein’s lemma it can be
deduced that

limsup v,(z) < gp,(z,00) forze Dy
n—>oo

(cf. [13], proof of Lemma 1). Then, from the above characterization of non-thinness
at 0o, we obtain that v, — 01in C\ E, as n — 0o. According to the assumption, this
implies v, — 0 in C, where the convergence turns out to be locally uniformly in C.
This is equivalent to the statement of Lemma 2.5.

For F C G compactandj = 0, 1,... we define

1 If
GF) 1= 550D |50

As an application of Cauchy’s estimates we then get (cf. for example the proof of
the Lemma in [3])
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Lemma 2.6 Let F C G be compact. If (i) is a sequence of integers with

lim sup sup(|[S,., (. w, b(w))| ) /" < 1

n—>o0 weF

for all compact M C C, then the sequence (c;) = (a;j(F)) has Ostrowski-gaps
relative to (,).

A more sophisticated application of Cauchy’s estimates in conjunction with the
three circles theorem or the two constants theorem yields

Lemma 2.7 Suppose that (a;(F)) has Ostrowski-gaps (A,, (,). Then

sup sup ||S‘A”(f, w,{) — S‘An(f, w,bW)|ly — 0 asn — oo,

WEF (€L

for all compact L C Q and all compact M C C.
The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 1 of [10]; see also [12, Lemma 9.2].

Proof of Theorem 2.4 Obviously, we have U(2,G) C U(R,G,b). Let f €
U(2,G,b). We show that f € U(2,G). To this aim consider 7 € H(K x G),
where K is as in Definition 2.2, and F C G compact. Moreover, suppose that (K,) is
an increasing sequence of compact sets in §2¢ with K connected, K N K,, = @ and

so that E := Un K, is closed and non-thin at co (such a sequence exists; cf. Lemma
1 in [14]). We define g, : K U K, — C by

h(z,w), (z,w) € KxXG

gn(zw) := .
! 0, (zw) € K, x G

The definition of U(2, G, b) implies that a (strictly increasing) sequence (jt,,) exists
with

sup sup |S,, (f.w, b(W))(2) — gnlz,w)| < 1/n

weF zeKUK,

for all n. Then

Py(z.w) =S, (f.w, b(w))(2)

satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 2.5. Thus, from Lemmas 2.5 and 2.6 we obtain
that (a;(F)) has Ostrowski-gaps (A,, it,). From the definition of Ostrowski-gaps it
follows that

sup sup |§M f,w,b(w))(z) —?M f,w, b(w))(z)| — 0, asn— +oo.

weF zeK
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But then the equiconvergence property of Lemma 2.7 implies that

sup sup sup ’EA,,(f’ w,0)(@) — h(z.w)| = 0, asn — +oo.
w€F (€L z€K

This shows that f € U(L2, G). |

Remark 2.8 We consider the class ﬁ(QG) Its definition is the same as the
definition of the class U(€2, G) but in addition we require the following: For all
compact sets R C 2 and S C G we have

sup sup sup |:Sv‘;kn(f,w, O(2) —f(z,w)| -0 asn — +oo.
ZER WES (ER

As in [14, Corollary 1] it is seen that from Ostrowski’s classical results on
overconvergence and the above proof of Theorem 2.4 it follows that also

U(Q,G) = UR,G).

We shall show that the class TJ(Q , G) is residual in H(S2 X G). Actually, we prove
this for a subclass of U($2, G).

Definition 2.9 Let b : G — 2 be a holomorphic function. The class U(Q,G,b)
contains all functions f € H(2 x G) such that the sequence Sy(f, w, ¢) satisfies
the following: For every compact set K C C,K N Q = @, K¢ connected, and any
holomorphic function % in an open neighborhood of K x G (h € H(K x G)), there
exists a sequence (A4,) of positive integers such that the following holds: For every
. . 9% §u2
compact set F' C G and every differential operator Dy, o, = 37 gyar> %1,%2 €
{0,1,2,...} it holds

sup sup |Da1,a2§,\n (f. w. b(W)) (@) — Doy ayh(z, w)| = 0, asn — 4oo0.

WEF z€K

Definition 2.10 The class U'(2, G) contains all functions f € H($2 X G) such that
the sequence Sy(f, w, ) satisfies the following: For every compact set K C C,K N
Q = @, K¢ connected and any & € H(K xG), there exists a sequence (A,) of positive
integers such that the following holds: For all compact sets F' C G, L C 2 and for
. . ao o %3 .
flvirly differential operator Dy, oy a3 = ;Z—all aav_azz ;;—az, oy, 00,03 € {0,1,2,...}, it
olds

sup sup sup Dm.az,a;g‘,\n(f, W, £)(2) — Doy ay.03 (2, w)\ — 0, asn— +oo.
weEF (€L z€K

Proposition 2.11 For all holomorphic functions b : G — Q we have

U'(Q,G) C U(R.G.b).
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Proof Letf € U'(R2, G). Then, according to the Proposition 2.1 we have

Sup sup sup ‘Dal,az,%’s:l,,(f, w,0)@)| =0, asn— +oo,
we€F (€L z€K

provided that a3 # 0.
We choose L compact such that b(F) C L C 2. Then,

Dy, JE)W (f, w, b(W)) (2)
= Dy 1050, (> W, B(W))(2) + Day 0,153, (F w, b(w)) (2) - b (w)

— D[!],I,Oh(zv W) + 0 = Dal.lh(Zs W)’

as n — oo, uniformly on F x K, because b’ is bounded on the compact set L
containing b(F).
For general o, the proof follows by induction.

Theorem 2.12 The class U' (2, G) is a residual subset of H(Q X G) endowed with
the topology of uniform convergence on compacta.

Proof 1Tt is known (see e.g. [5]) that polynomials in two variables are dense in the
space of holomorphic functions defined on the product of two simply connected
planar open sets endowed with the topology of uniform convergence on compacta.
Thus, the function % can be taken to be a polynomial of two variables.

For compact sets K C C,F C G,L C £, a polynomial h, a finite subset
Iof {0,1,2,...3%, s € {1,2,..} and n € {0,1,2,...} we consider the set
E(K,F,L,h,1,s,n)ofall g e H(Q x G) such that

~ 1
sup sup sup |D0t1,0tz.olssn(gv w, £)(2) — Dy .05 (2, W)i < -
weF tel zeK s

for all (ay, o, a3) € 1.

It is known [12] that there exists a sequence K,,,, m = 1,2, .. ., of compact subsets
of C\ Q with K, connected, such that for every compact set K C C\ Q with K¢
connected there exists m € {1,2,...} so that K C K,,,.

We also consider F;, T =1,2,...and L,, p = 1,2, ..., two exhausting families
of compact sets in G and €2, respectively. Since G and €2 are simply connected we
may assume that F; and L, have connected complements [20]. Finally, let h;,j =
1,2, ..., be an enumeration of the polynomials in two variables with coefficients in
Q +iQ.

One can easily see that

UQ.G = () U EKnFe.Lyhls.n)

ImzT.pjs n

where I varies in the set of finite subsets of {0,1,2,.. .}3, which is a denumer-
able set.
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If we show that each E(K,F,L,h,I,s,n) is open in H(2 x G), then it
will follow that U(2,G) is a Gg set. Further, if we show in addition that
U, E(Kyy, Fr, Ly, hj,1,5,n) is dense in H(2 x G) for every fixed m, t, p,j,I and s
then Baire’s Category Theorem would imply that U(€2, G) is a dense G5 subset of
the Fréchet space H(2 x G).

We consider compact sets M, M, T and T, such that L C M° C M C M} C
My C Qand F C T° C T C T} C T1 C G. Let also V be an open set in C
containing K. We consider another two compact sets S and S such that K C §° C
ScCS8 CS8 CV.ThendisttM x T x S, (M} x T x 8§7)°) > r for some r > 0.
Suppose g € E(K,F,L,h,1,s,n). We show that each ¢ € H(Q2 x G) which is
sufficiently (uniformly) close to g on the compact set M| x T} C €2 x G belongs to
E(K,F,L,h,1,s,n).

By Cauchy estimates on discs with radius r centered on points of M x T D
M° x T° we conclude thatTS‘/n(go, w, ) (z) and’S‘/n(g, w, £)(z) are close on the open set
M° xT°x 5° if ¢ is uniformly close to g on the compact set My X . Since Dy, a; a5
is a continuous operator on H(M®° x T° x §°) it follows that Dy, ¢, o3 S:(¢, w, £)(2)
and Dal,az,aj,,(g, w, €)(z) are uniformly close on the compact set L X F x K C
M° x T° x §°. Therefore, ¢ € E(K,F,L,h,I,s,n) and this set is open.

Next we will show that the sets |J, E(Ky, Fr, L,, hj,1,s,n) are dense in
H(Q x G).

Letf € H(Q2 xG), letLC Qa compact set, F C G another compact set and & >
0. Without loss of generality we may assume that L, C T and that L¢ is connected
and F, C F. We have to find n € {0,1,2,...} and g € E(K,,, F;,L,, hj, 1, s,n) such
that

sugsug|g(z, w) —f(z, w)| <e.

zEL weF

We consider the sets L x F and K,, x F.. Since T and K., are disjoint compact sets
in C with connected complements we can find two disjoint simply connected open
sets €21 and 2, such that L C Q C Qand K,, C 2, C C. We also recall that the
open set G contains Fand Gis simply connected. The open sets €2; X G and 2, x G
in C? are disjoint and (Q; x G) U (2, x G) = (2 U R,) x G is a product of two
simply connected planar open sets. Therefore, Runge’s theorem (see e.g. [5]) can be
applied to this set.

We consider the holomorphic function ¢ : (2; U Q;) x G — C defined
by ¢(z,w) = f(z,w) on | x G and ¢(z,w) = hj(z,w) on Q> x G. Runge’s
theorem yields a sequence of polynomials g,(z,w),A = 1,2,... converging to
¢(z, w) uniformly on each compact set of the open set (27 U £2;) x G. Weierstrass’
theorem implies that Dy, 4,82 (2, W) Ajgc Dy, 0, ¢(z,w) uniformly on compacta of

(21 U ©5) x G. Thus, we can find A so that, if we set g = g,, we have

sup sup |g(z, w) —f(z, w)| <e
ZETWE’F
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and

sup sup ‘Dalmg(z, W) — Dy, o, (2, w)| <1/s

weF; z€K,,

for all 1, ap with (a1, @z, 0) € I. Now, since g is a polynomial

Sl w,0)(2) = g(w,z)  forall ¢,

provided n is bigger than the degree of g. Thus

DO(I.O!Z.O’S:H (&, w.0)(2) = Dy, 0,8(z, W)

and therefore, since Dy, o, 0h(z, W) = Dgy, 4,1 (z, W),

~ 1
SUp SUp Sup |Dy .03, (8. £)(2) = Doy oh(z )| < .

weEF; zeKy, ZELP

If a3 # 0 then Dal,az,a;s‘n(g, w,0)(2) = Dy aye;8(z,w) = 0 as well as
Dy, ay.a31(z, w) = 0. It follows that

~ 1
sup sup sup Da],az,a3Sn(g’ w, é‘)(Z) - Dal,otz,ot_;h(za W) =0<-.
WEF; €K, (€L, s

Therefore Un E(Ky, Fr, Ly, hy, 1,s,n) is open and dense in the complete metrizable
space H(S2 x G). Baire’s theorem yields that their denumerable intersection is also
G and dense. This proves that U’ (€2, G) is G5 and dense.

Remark 2.13

 The classes U'(2, G, b) and U’ (2, G) are subsets of H(S2 X G). We can consider
analogous classes in A% (2 X G) (see also [8, 11]). We remind that a holomorphic
function f € H(S2, G) belongs to A®(Q2 x G), iff Dy, 4,f extends continuously
to 2 x G for all differential operators Dy, o, = ;%ll % a0 €{0,1,2,...,}.

The topology of A% (2 x G) is defined by the seminorms

sup Doy cof (2. W), moy 02 €40,1,2,..).

(zw)EQXG,[(zw)l<n

In the new definitions the supremuma with respect to z, w, ¢ will be calculated
on compact subsets of 2, G and Q respectively, but the universal approximation
will be required on compact subsets K x G, KN Q # @, K¢ connected only. These
new classes will be residual in A% (2 x G). The proof is similar to the proof of
Theorem 2.12 mainly because the function g, which is a polynomial, obviously
belongs to A (2 x G).
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In all the above results the set 2 x G can be replaced by 2 x G| X - - - X G4, where
Q,Gy,...,Gy are planar simply connected domains. The proofs are largely the
same, because every function f € H(Q2 x G, X ... X Gy) can be approximated
uniformly on compacta by polynomials [5].

Consider any infinite subset p of the set of natural numbers. Then in the definition
of the class U(£2, G) if we require that A; € u forall j = 1,2, ..., then we find
another class U*(€2, G). This class is also residual. The proof is similar to the
proof of the main result of Theorem 2.12. It suffices to mention two points. First,
in the description of the class as intersection of a union, the union this time will be
taken only for n € u. Second, in the density argument we find a polynomial g(-, -)
and then we choose a natural number n greater than the degree of g. Certainly we
can choose n € u, because u is an infinite subset of the set of natural numbers.
Thus U*(2, G) is also residual and hence dense. This implies in a standard way
[1] algebraic genericity. That is, U(£2, G) U {0} contains a vector subspace dense
in H(Q x G).
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Interpolation by Bounded Analytic )
Functions and Related Questions oo

Arthur A. Danielyan

Abstract The paper investigates some interpolation questions related to the
Khinchine—Ostrowski theorem, Zalcman’s theorem on bounded approximation,
and Rubel’s problem on bounded analytic functions.

Keywords Bounded analytic functions * Bounded approximation ¢ Fatou’s inter-
polation theorem ¢ Gjs set of measure zero

Mathematics Subject Classification: 30HO05, 30H10

1 Introduction

Let C(K) be the set of all continuous complex valued functions on a given subset K
of C. Let D and T be the open unit disk and the unit circle, respectively. As usual,
H® is the space of all bounded analytic functions on D, and the familiar disc algebra
A is the set of all elements of H* that can be continuously extended to the closed
unit disc.

The formulation and the proof of the following theorem of Khinchine and
Ostrowski (in an even more general version) can be found in Privalov’s book [9,
p. 118].

Theorem A (Khinchine-Ostrowski) Let {f;} be a sequence of functions analytic
on D which satisfy the following conditions:

(a) there exists M > 0 such that |fy(z)| <M onD, k=1,2,..., and
(b) the sequence { k (eie)} of radial boundary values of fi(z) converges at each
point of some subset E C T of positive measure.

A. A. Danielyan (P<)
University of South Florida, Tampa, FL 33620, USA
e-mail: adaniely @usf.edu

© Springer Science+Business Media, LLC, part of Springer Nature 2018 215
J. Mashreghi et al. (eds.), New Trends in Approximation Theory, Fields Institute
Communications 81, https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-7543-3_11


http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1007/978-1-4939-7543-3_11&domain=pdf
mailto:adaniely@usf.edu
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-7543-3_11

216 A. A. Danielyan

Then {fi} converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to a bounded analytic
function f, and { « (eia)} converges almost everywhere on E to the radial boundary

values f (e”g) of f.

The following theorem of Zalcman [10] is related to Theorem A.

Theorem B Let I be a proper closed arc on T. A function f € C(I") is uniformly
approximable (on I ) by polynomials P, satisfying |P,(z)| <MonD,n=1,2,...,
if and only if there exists a function g analytic on' D, |g(z)| < M on D, such that

0y _ 1 i0 i0
f(e)—}gt}g(re ) e’ el

When the arc I” is replaced by an arbitrary closed subset F of T, we have (see
[3D:

Theorem C Let F be a closed subset of T. In order that a function f € C(F) be
uniformly approximable on F by polynomials P, such that |P,(z)| < M onD, n =
1,2, ..., it is necessary and sufficient that the following conditions be satisfied:

() [fx)] <M, z€F, and
(ii) There exists a function g analytic on D, |g(z)| < M on D, such that

f (eig) = limg (re’p)

r—>1

for almost all ¢ € F.

Note that Theorem B is for proper arcs. Even Theorem C does not formally
assume that the closed set F is proper, it becomes trivial when F = T (that is,
together with Poisson integral representation formula, it gives the following well
known fact: f € C(T) is uniformly approximable by polynomials if and only if f is
in the disc algebra A).

Of course, Theorem A implies the necessity part of Theorem C, but it does not
imply the necessity part of Theorem B. Indeed, the necessity part of Theorem B
provides the equation

f (eie) — lll_f)f}g (reie)

everywhere on I' including its endpoints, while Theorem A does not imply the same
equation at the end points of I". Thus, the necessity part of Theorem B can be
considered as a certain strengthening of the conclusion of Theorem A.

We are interested in particular in closed subsets of T which “behave” like closed
arcs of T. In this direction one can formulate the following open problem.

Problem 1 Describe all closed subsets F on T such that whenever f € C(F) is
uniformly approximable on F by a sequence of polynomials, uniformly bounded on
T, then there exists a function g € H* with radial limits existing and coinciding
with f everywhere on F.
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Note that the Rudin—Carleson theorem immediately implies that also the closed
subsets of T of measure zero have the property mentioned in Problem 1.

The following recent (unpublished) theorem of Gardiner [Gardiner, S.J.:
Response to a question of A. Danielyan. Private communication.] provides an
answer to a question asked by the author.

Theorem 1 Let E C T be a closed set that has positive lower Lebesgue density
at every constituent point. If a function f € C(E) is uniformly approximable by
polynomials P, satisfying |P,(z)] < M onDD, n = 1,2,..., then there exists an
analytic function g on D satisfying |g(z)| < M on D and

f (eie) = li_r)r}g (reie) (eie € E) . Q8

If f € C(E) and there exists an analytic function g on ID satisfying |g(z)| < M on
D and

f (€i0) = 1irr%g (reie) (eie € E)
then, by Theorem C, the function f is uniformly approximable by polynomials P,
satisfying |P,(z)| <M onD,n=1,2,....
Thus we have the following corollary (of Theorem C and Theorem 1) providing
a new subclass of the class of sets which Problem 1 requires us to describe.

Corollary 1 Let E C T be a closed set that has positive lower Lebesgue density
at every constituent point. A function f € C(E) is uniformly approximable by
polynomials P, satisfying |P,(z)] < M onD, n = 1,2,..., if and only if there
is an analytic function g on D satisfying |g(z)| < M on D and

f (eig) = li_r)r} g (reie) (eie € E) .

In Sect. 2 below we recall the definition of lower Lebesgue density. Such standard
sets as closed (or open) intervals, of course, have positive lower Lebesgue density
at every constituent point. As Buczolich [2] has shown there exist also Cantor sets
with the same property.

If f € C(F) is uniformly approximable by a sequence of polynomials, uniformly
bounded on T, then by Theorem C (or by Theorem A) there exists a function g €
H®® the radial limits of which are equal to f a.e. on F'. This brings us to the following
formulation:

Problem 2 Describe all closed subsets F on T such that whenever f € C(F)
coincides a.e. on F with the radial limits of a function g € H®, then the radial
limits of g exist on F' and coincide with f at each point of F.

A further generalization of Problem 2 is the following problem.
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Problem 3 Describe all G subsets F on T such that whenever f € C(F) coincides
a.e. on F with the radial limits of a function g € H®, then the radial limits of g exist
on F and coincide with f at each point of F.

A simpler (still open) problem for a restricted set of functions defined on F is:

Problem 4 Describe all G subsets F on T such that whenever f € C(T) coincides
a.e. on F with the radial limits of a function g € H®, then the radial limits of g exist
on F and coincide with f at each point of F.

It is easy to see that a closed subset of T of zero measure does not belong to the
class of sets which Problem 2 (or, Problem 3 or 4) is requiring to describe as the
class of sets mentioned contains “massive” sets only.!

However, for sets of measure zero too one can formulate appropriate interpola-
tion problems. The most famous such problems have been solved, of course, by the
classical Fatou (Theorem E below) and the Rudin—Carleson interpolation theorems.
A further such interpolation problem proposed by Rubel (see [6, p. 168]) has been
solved by the following recent result of the author [4].

Theorem D Let F be a Gs set of measure zero on T. Then there exists a function
g € H* non-vanishing in D such that the radial limits of g exist everywhere on T
and vanish precisely on F.

If F is merely closed, the following result provides a more precise conclusion
(see [7, p. 80]).

Theorem E Let F be closed and of measure zero on T. Then there exists an element
in the disc algebra which vanishes precisely on F.

It is well known that the existences of radial and angular limits of a function g €
H®° at a point ¢t € T are equivalent. But, of course, the existence of the unrestricted
limit at r € T is a stronger requirement than the existence of the angular limit at
t € T. (We say that g has an unrestricted limit at ¢+ € T if the limit of g exists when
z € D approaches to ¢ arbitrarily in D.)

In the general case the function g in Theorem D cannot belong to the disc algebra.
However, G; sets are sets of points of continuity, and this brings us to the idea of
making the function g continuous on the set F at least. Below we show that this
indeed is possible; we have the following new complement of Theorem D.

Theorem 2 Let F be a Gs set of measure zero on T. Then there exists a function
g € H*® non-vanishing in D such that:

1) g has non-zero radial limits everywhere on T \ F; and
2) g has vanishing unrestricted limits at each point of F.

'If a closed set E is of positive measure but has a portion of measure zero, then even such a set
cannot belong to the class of sets which Problem 2 requires to describe. See Sect. 2 below for the
definition of a portion of E.
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The condition on F is not only sufficient, but necessary (cf. [4]). Both Theo-
rems D and 2 extend Theorem E from closed sets to Gs sets. The conclusion (2)
makes Theorem 2 a better analogue of Theorem E.

As we noted, the condition on F in Theorem 2 is necessary as well. Thus,
Theorem 2 describes all such sets F' (on T) for each of which there exists some
f € H® having vanishing unrestricted limits on F' and non-zero radial limits on
T \ F (the description is that F' is a G5 of measure zero).

Note that an arbitrary Gs set on T is precisely the set of unrestricted limits for
some f € H* as Brown et al. [1] have shown (see [1, p. 52]). Their result is:

Theorem F Let E be a G set on T. Then there exists a function f € H*™ which has
unrestricted limits at each point of E and at no point of T \ E.

Theorem E is a base for the Rudin—Carleson theorem; cf. [7, pp. 80-81]. (Note
that the paper [5] derives the Rudin—Carleson theorem merely from Theorem E.)
Similarly Theorems D and 2 bring us to the questions on the possibility of
proving the appropriate versions of the Rudin—Carleson theorem for Gs sets. The
corresponding problem can be formulated in two parts as follows.

Problem 5

a) Let F be a G; set of measure zero on T and let either f € C(T) or, more generally,
f € C(F). Then does there exist a function g € H* such that the radial limits of
g exist everywhere on T and coincide with f on F?

b) In addition to the requirement of part a), is it possible that g has unrestricted
limits at each point of F?

Theorem 1 requires a closed set to be of positive lower Lebesgue density at
every constituent point. In an attempt to relax this requirement, one can ask: Does
any closed set with no portion” of measure zero belong to the class of sets which
Problem 1 is asking to describe? The following result gives a negative answer to this
question.

Theorem 3 There exists a closed set F C T having no portion of measure zero
and a function f € C(F) uniformly approximable on F by polynomials which are
uniformly bounded on T, such that no function g € H* has radial limits equal to
fat every point of F.

2 Some Definitions, Auxiliary Results, and Remarks

The terminology used above is known, but we quickly mention some details just in
case to avoid any possible confusion. Let F C T be closed; if J/ C T is an open arc
containing a point of F, we call the intersection F' N J a portion of F. Buczolich [2]

2See Sect. 2 for the definition of portion of a closed set.
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calls a nowhere dense perfect set with no portion of measure zero a fat Cantor set,
but we do not use this term.

Let m be the (normalized) Lebesgue measure on T. The lower density of F at
t € T, denoted by D(t, F), is defined as

D(1.F) = limint "0

h—0 2h
where [;(h) is an open arc on T of length 24 and of midpoint at ¢ (cf. [2, p. 497]).
For a closed F, of course, D(t, F) = O atallt € T \ F.

If a closed set F has a portion of measure zero, then obviously D(z, F) = 0
at any ¢t € F of that portion. But there are many closed sets which have positive
lower Lebesgue density at every constituent point. In particular, as Buczolich [2, p.
499] has shown, there exist Cantor sets with lower Lebesgue density > 0.5 at every
constituent point; for any such set on T the above Theorem 1 is applicable.

The proof of Theorem 1 uses the standard lemma below (formulated in [? ]),
which follows from the classical theory (cf., e.g., Zygmund’s book [11]).

For a Lebesgue integrable function u# on T we denote by H, the Poisson integral
of u.

Lemma 1 Letu : T — [—o0, 0] be Lebesgue integrable. Then the Poisson integral
H, in D satisfies

. 1 .
lim inf H, (r¢"®) > lim inf — u( @ Mdey (0 <6 <2n).
r—1 =0+ 2t [—.]

For the convenience of the reader we present the proof of Lemma 1 in the next
section.

The following lemma of Kolesnikov [8] is important for Theorem 2 (and
Theorem D).

Lemma 2 Let G be an open subset on T and let F C G be a set of measure zero on
T. For any € > 0 there exists an open set O, F C O C G, and a function g € H®
such that:

) |g(2)| <2,0<NRg(z) <1forze;

2) the function g has a finite radial limit g({) at each point { € T;
3) at the points { € O the function g is analytic and Rg({) = 1;
4) |g(z)| < € on every radius Ry, with end-point at {, € T \ G.

3 Proofs

Proof (Lemma 1) The proof follows from Fatou’s classical results presented in [11,
pp- 99-101].
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In this proof we identify the point ¢ € T with 8 € [0,2x] as usual. Let u be
Lebesgue integrable function on [0, 277] (as in Lemma 1) and let U be the indefinite
integral of u. Recall that the first symmetric derivative of U at xy is

. Uxo+h)—Uxo—h
D1Uxo) == 1121& = 2h : )'

The appropriate upper and lower limits are called the upper and lower first
symmetric derivatives, and are denoted by D;U(x;) and D1 U(xp), respectively (cf.
[11, p. 99]).

The direct calculations imply

N S
DiU(9) = l}golﬂfz—t/;tuw + ¢)do (0 <6 <2m).

Since the right side of this equation is nothing else but the right side of the inequality
in Lemma 1, to prove Lemma 1 one needs to verify that

lim inf H, (ré®) > DU®) (0 <6 <2n). )

r—

Consider the Fourier series S[u] of the function u#. As Zygmund notes immediately
after the formulation of Theorem 7.9 in [11, p. 101], we may suppose that S[u] =
S’[U], where S'[U] is the formally differentiated Fourier series of U. Thus for the
series S[u], part (i) of Theorem 7.9 of [11], can be strengthened by the second part
of Theorem 7.2 (from [11, pp. 99—100]). The second part of Theorem 7.2 simply
states that the limits of indetermination of Abel summation of S'[U] as r — 1 are
contained between D;U(8)) and DU(H) forall 0 < # < 2x. Since S[u] = S'[U],
the same is true for the limits of indetermination of Abel summation of S[u]. Thus

DiU(9) > limsup H, (r¢”) > liminf H, (re’) > DiU®) (0 <6 <2n),

r—1 r—1

which obviously implies (2). Lemma 1 is proved.
We present the original proof of Theorem 1 from [? ].

Proof (Theorem 1) Suppose P, — f uniformly on E and |P,(z)| < M on D for each
n. Then, by subharmonicity,

lOg |Pn - Pm| = HloglP,,—Pm\ = 10g+ (2M) + Hlog\Pn—Pml)(E on . (3)

Since E has positive measure, {P,} is locally uniformly convergent on ID to some
analytic function g. (This follows from (3) using the estimate of Hiog|p,—p,,|;; N
terms of the harmonic measure of E; cf. [10, p. 379-380]. Of course, the same
conclusion also follows from Theorem A.)
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If ¢ € E, then by hypothesis

1 .
o := liminf — O+ dgp > 0.
v }—>0]+ 2t [—.1] XE (e ) ¢

By Lemma 1 we can choose rg € (0, 1) such that

Hy, (reig) > (rg <r<1).

| &

For large m, n it follows from (3) that
log |P, — P,| (reie) < 10g+(2M) + (%0 mgx log |P, — P,| (r <r<1.

Thus {P,} converges uniformly on {re’’ : ry < r < 1}, and (1) follows.
Theorem 1 is proved. O

Proof (Theorem 2) This proof is completely parallel to the proof of Theorem D in
[4], and only contains an additional argument (observation), which we will indicate
here. In [4] the above Lemma 2 has been used for the proof of Theorem D, which
yields a function g € H* with all needed properties except the property of having
unrestricted vanishing limits at each point of F (the function g merely has vanishing
radial limits at the points of F).

Without repeating the proof of Theorem D, we refer the reader to this proof in [4],
where analytic (on D) functions g are constructed such that their sum Z,fil gk(2) =
h(z) is analytic as well.

As indicated in [4], the functions g in particular have such properties: Ngy(z) >
0 for z € D; at the points { € Oy, the function g is analytic and Rg,({) = 1, where
Oy is an open set on T containing F (k= 1,2,...).

We conclude that %h(z) > 0 for z € D. Also, since Ngi({) = 1 on Oy and
F C Oy, obviously, not only the radial limit, but also the unrestricted limit of 9tA(z)
is 400 at each point of F.

The analytic function f = 1/(1 4 h) is bounded by 1. Obviously it has vanishing
unrestricted limits at each point of F, and as in [4], the function f also has all other
necessary properties.

Theorem 2 is proved. O

Proof (Theorem 3) Let D be the “outer snake” domain (also known as the
cornucopia) in the w-plane (D is a spiral domain around the unit circle [w| = 1). The
circle |[w| = 1 is an impression of a prime end R of the simply connected domain
D. Let w = ¢(z) be the Riemann mapping function of D onto D. By Carathéodory’s
theorem, under the mapping w = ¢(z), the prime end R corresponds to a point A of
the unit circle T. Without loss of generality, we may assume A is 1. Then the radial
limit of ¢(z) at the point 1 does not exist, because the image of the radius ending at
1 is a spiral surrounding the circle [w| = 1 infinitely many times. On the other hand,
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Fig. 1 The “outer snake” domain

at each point of the set T \ {1}, the function ¢(z) has a radial limit; it can be defined
by its radial limits on the set T \ {1}, and the extended function is then continuous
on T\ {1}.

The inverse mapping function z = ¢~ (w) can be extended continuously at each
boundary point of D which does not belong to |w| = 1. This follows from the fact
that each such point is an accessible boundary point of D.

In the w-plane consider an acute angle with vertex at w = 1 and such that the
half line [1, co) is a bisector for the angle; thus the angle lies outside of |w| = 1, and
only its vertex is on the circle (see Fig. 1). This angle “cuts” countably many Jordan
arcs on the boundary of the domain D, which we denote by L, Ly, L3, ... in the
order from the right to left (so that L, is the farthest from |w| = 1). We take the set
L, to be closed so that L, contains its endpoints. Under the mapping z = ¢~ (w),
the image of L, is a closed arc I, on T. Clearly the arcs I, are disjoint.

Recalling that the prime end R of D corresponds to the point 1 € T, we conclude
that the arcs I, on T accumulate to 1 from either side (for this we also use the fact
that the arcs L, lie on “both” sides of the spiral domain D and they approach the
circle [w| = 1). Thus, the set F := U:il I, U {1} is a closed set (on T) and has
no portion of measure zero. Let f(z) = ¢(z) if z € F \ {1} and f(1) = 1. Then
f is continuous on F. Continuity on the arcs I}, is obvious, while continuity at the
point 1 follows from the construction of the arcs L,. Indeed, if a sequence {z;} C F
approaches 1, then z;x € I, for certain natural numbers n; approaching infinity.
Thus f (zx) € Ly,; and because the arcs L,, approach the point 1 (the vertex of the
above described angle), f(zx) approaches 1 as k tends to co.
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The function f is equal to the radial limits of ¢(z) at all points of F except
the point 1. Thus, by Theorem C, the function f is uniformly approximable on F
by polynomials that are uniformly bounded on D. On the other hand, no bounded
analytic function can have radial limits equal to f at all points of F. Indeed, by the
boundary uniqueness theorem, any such function must be identical with the function
¢(z), while as we have already seen, the radial limit of ¢(z) does not exist at 1 € F.
This completes the proof of Theorem 3. O
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On Two Interpolation Formulas for )
Complex Polynomials e

Richard Fournier and Stephan Ruscheweyh

Abstract We discuss, from various points of view (for example the unicity of
nodes), two recent interpolation formulas for algebraic polynomials leading to
various Bernstein-Markov type inequalities. We also show that each formula
contains, as a special case, the Marcel Riesz interpolation formula for trigonometric
polynomials.

Keywords Interpolation formulas for polynomials * Bernstein-Markov inequalities
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1 Introduction and Statement of the Results

Let D denote the unit disc of the complex plane and let P, be the class of complex
polynomials of degree at most #. In this note we compare two general interpolation
formulas for the class P,.

Given a system of angles
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and

w(z)
(z — cos 6;)w'(cos b; )

Li(z) = Zalek(Z) j=0,.

where T} stands for the k-th Chebyshev polynomial. We also set

li(z) = Zak,jZk, j=0,...,n
k=0

1.1 The First Interpolation Formula

It has been shown in [3] that for any linear functional £ over P, we have
719/)

if;
) = Zsmm peP, @

The known proofs of (2) depend on quadrature formulae or else on the Lagrange
interpolation formula, see [1-3] for details.

1.2 A Special Case

The functionals

p(e") —p(e™™)

Sip) = eil — o—it

, 0<t=<m peP,

are of particular interest. In [1-3] it has been shown that

n ij/n —ijm/n
&(p) = Y e, )yP D 3)

J=0 2

where

(=1Y cos(jm) — cos(nt)

c(t,j) = (—1y cc(z)ss(é]{;/)nl zocs(zjt(tg)

2n cos(jm/n) — cos(t)’

1<j<n-—1,

j €{0,n},
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and
Z|C(f7j)| <n, 0=t=<m. 4)

Remark Equation (3) at t = 0 for arbitrary p € P, but applied to the polynomial
p(e'z) combined with (4) contains the inequality

lt /(ett) _p(eit)

<2 max Ip(eCHMY 4 p(e M| e R
4 o<j<n

Jodd

which refines the famous Bernstein inequality for complex polynomials in D. It
has also been shown in [1, 2] that (3) contains the Duffin-Schaeffer improvement
of Markov’s inequality for the first derivative of polynomials p € P, on the unit
interval [—1, 1]. We refer the reader to the book of Rahman and Schmeisser [6]
concerning polynomial inequalities and interpolation formulae.

For an arbitrary set of nodes @ as in (1) we write

Zd(t p(e %) +p(e"9f)7

Si(p) = p € P ®)

The following result has been established in [3].
Theorem 1 Let n be an odd integer and d(t,j) as in (5). Then

ma<x Z |d(z,j)| <n (6)

if, and only if, ® = {jn/n, j=0,...,n}.
The following theorem fills a gap left by Theorem 1.

Theorem 2 For n even the conclusion of Theorem 1 is not generally valid.
This result is implied by the following

Counterexample
Letn =4and ® = {0, /4, 2n/5, 3n/4, n}. Then

(1 4 cos(t)) cos(r)(—1 + /5 — 4 cos(1))

d(t,0) = ST
d(t, 1) = (—2 — /8 + +/20) cos(1) + (—4 — /2 + +/10) cos(21) — v/8 cos(31)

24+ 4/32- 420

dt,2) = @8- %) cos(?) sin(r)?
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Fig. 1 S(t) (0 <1< 7); S(0) = S(w) = 4

(=2 4+ /8 4 +/20) cos(t) + (—4 + /2 — +/10) cos(2t) 4+ /8 cos(31)

40.3) = 24+ /324420
(1 —cos(t) cos(t)(—1 + /5 — 4 cos(1))
a4 = 3+45
and

S@) =) ldtjl <4 0<t<m,
j=0

with equality if t = 0 and t = m, see Fig. 1.
However, the following result gives a necessary condition on @ for the rela-
tion (6) to hold.

Theorem 3 Let ® be as in (1) and let the d(t,j), 0 < j < n, be as in (5). Then (6)
can hold only if

{cos(j%) :0<j<n}C{cos(B;£6) :0=<jk=<nj @)
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Note that (2) can also be written in the form

: i) —it)
(0 * 1)@) = 3 (1) PETDEPET) ®)

=0

where * denotes the Hadamard product and H is an arbitrary member of P,.

1.3 The Second Interpolation Formula

Let P denote the class of analytic functions f in the unit disk D satisfying f(0) = 1
and Ref(z) > % We wish to compare (8) with the following identity:

2n
P* Q&) =Y Apwit'/"), ©)

J=1

which holds for all z,{ € 3D, p € P, and Q € P NP,—1, and where w; := €//" and

2n
2= — (2ReQ(ZT) —1) z 0. 3 = 1.
j=1

T 2n

This interpolation formula is due to Frappier et al. [5] and is, as has recently been
shown (see [4]), actually equivalent to an older result (see [7, Cor. 4.3]), namely

[P+ Q)@+ * D@ < lIpll. zeD, (10)

forp € P,and Q € PNP,_;. Here O(z) := z"Q(1/z7) and || - || denotes the uniform
norm in .

We note in passing that (9) contains a discrete refinement of the Bernstein
polynomial inequality on the unit disk:

[IP']l <n max |p(w)|, p e P, 1n
1<j<2n

On the other hand the formulas (8) and (9) are of a very different nature since (9)
contains { € dD as an essentially free parameter which is the key to obtain (11) by
setting Q(z) 1= Y j—o(1 — f—i)zk so that Q satisfies the conditions set for Q in the
context of (9).

In spite of some similarity the identities (8) and (9) do not seem to be comparable.
For instance (8) does not seem to contain (11) while (8) is more flexible in other
ways. Still there is some overlap between these two formulas:
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Theorem 4 For n even both the formulas (3) and (9) imply the Marcel Riesz
interpolation formula for trigonometric polynomials.

Another property of the coefficients in formula (9) concerns the uniqueness of
the interpolating nodes under certain circumstances

Theorem 5 Let { € dD, Q € P,—; NP and assume that for some k < 2n a set of
distinct nodes {V; : j=1,...,k} C 0D has the property that

k
@*p)@) =Y Aip('/"Viz), peP,zeD, (12)
j=1
for complex coefficients {A; : j = 1,...,k}. Then all coefficients A; are positive
andez” =lforj=1,...,k

We mention that the cases 1 < k < 2n of Theorem 5 with equally spaced nodes
{V; 1 j=1,...,k} C 0D follow from previous work of Frappier et al. [5, Thm. 8].

2 Proof of Theorem 3

With a polynomial P(z) = Y ;_,aTi(z) we associate p(z) = Y j_,a2'; the
identification P <> p is an isomorphism of P, with

Pleost) = 5(p(e”) +ple™).

Let
pe)—pe™) ¢ - p(e™) +p(e™™)
Colp)=—5— 5 = Zd(e’])f’ p € P
=0
with
mglx2|d(9,])| <n.
j=0
Then

) - . p(e) + p(e™i)
p()=)> d0,j)——————
2 2
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and, more generally, for any real ¢

oyl (e) = 3 (0 PET L)

j=0 2
Hence

i@ QY _ o9 —ip

P'(cos @) = ple ) ¢ ‘p(e )
ev —e™ ¥
1 n . p(ei(OjJr(ﬁ)) _p(ei(ij(p))
- 5 X(;d(07f) ( ei‘ﬂ P
j=

p(elTO) — p(dH79)
+ el — =iy )

(p(ei(0j+0k)) +p(€_i(9/+91‘))

1 < _
5 2 d0.)d(g. k) 5

Jjk=0

p(e=%) 4 p(el=0H00)
n . )

and therefore, for arbitrary o,

n

1
|P'(cos )| < > Z |d(0,)d (g, k)||P(cos(6; + Ok)) + P(cos(6; — b))
Jjok=0

<n® max |P(cos(6; £ 6))|.
0<j.k<n

Since the last inequality holds for any P € P, it follows by the unicity result of
Duffin and Schaeffer (see [6, p. 574]) that

teos(X) 1 0<j < n} S {eos(6; £ 6) 1 0 <jk <nl,
. ‘

and the proof is complete. O
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3 Proof of Theorem 4

We first deal with formula (3). For N € Nlet n = 2N and p € P,. Then (3) with
t = 0 gives

So(p) = p'(1) = 5p(1)

§ (=1 _cos(jm) =1 p(e?™/") + p(e~/")
o cos(jrr/n) — 1 2

(13)

.jodd
—1 ) p(elim/ Ny 4 (il M)
N 4 2(1 — cos(jr/(2N))

Let also u(f) be a trigonometric polynomial of degree at most N. Then the
polynomial p(¢?) := ¢™?u(#) belongs to P, with

—i/(0) = p'(1) — Np(1)
2

_ -1 Eu(in/ (2N)) + ¢ 2u(—jm/ (2N))
N P 2(1 — cos(jm/(2N))
Jjodd
=1 =D (2K = D/ (2N)) — u(=(2k = D/ (2N)))
N ; 2(1 — cos((2k — 1)/ (2N))) ’
and finally
N _
Lo (— 1)k Qk—r AN — 2k + 1
w0 = ; 4N sin?(2k — 1)/ (4N)) (“( w )T ”))

B % (=11 (2k — 1)71)
T NS (2k— Dr/@N)) 2N

This is of course (compare [6, p. 559]) the important Marcel Riesz interpolation
formula.

Let us now consider formula (9) withn = 2N even, { = 1,and Q(z) = > ;_,(1—
S)zk. It is a well-known property of the Fejér kernel that Re Q(¢'?) > % for all 6 and
therefore Q € P,—; N P. It follows from (9) that for any p € P,y we have

P1) e 2Re Q) — |
2N Z AN

(pxQ)(1) =p(1) - p(w))

Jj=1
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with w; = e/™/CV) | j=1,... 4N, and

2Re Q(W) — 1 1 sin(jm/2) \*
AN ~ 8V (s1n(]71/(4N)))

We therefore obtain

=157 4NZ_] o (s]zigg(@)))z o)+ 757
and
| 1 )
p'(H)—Np(l) = ; mmp(dﬂ/(m)
| 1 e

- Z N 1- cos(jr/(2N)) 2

4N—1

-1 1 i/ (2N)
+ Z Nl 2N “ 2 )
s N 1= cos(jr/(N))

Jjodd

It is easy to see that this last identity coincides with (13) and therefore formula (9)
also contains the Marcel Riesz interpolation formula.

4 Proof of Theorem 5

Assume that (12) holds. Then p — Q * p is a bound preserving operator on P, and
we have the representation

(©*p)) = Z p@VD) = [ p ). p e,

where 1 is a complex Borel measure with [ [du(r)| < 1. Setting p € Py we obtain

1=fmdu(z)=‘/mdu<r>

< fm l[du@®)] <1
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so that equality must hold everywhere in this chain of (in)equalities. In other words
 is a probability measure on 0D with jumps steps A; > 0, j=1,... k. For|z| =1
it follows that

- k
Q*p)(2) = (@ *p)) ="(Q*p)2) = Y_ AV L p(Vit' /")

J=1

ie.,

k
L@ *p)@) =) AV p(Vit'/"2)

J=1

and

k

J=1

is valid for [z| < 1. By (10) we conclude that the operator p — (Q + ¢ 0)(p) is
bound preserving over P, with ((Q + £Q)) * p(0) = p(0) for p € P,. As before we
conclude that for the coefficients

A(1L+V) >0, j=1,... .k

so that W“ can only equal %1, the assertion.

References

1. D. Dryanov and R. Fournier, A note on Bernstein and Markov type inequalities, J. Approx.
Theory 136 (2005), 84-90.

2. D. Dryanov, R. Fournier and S. Ruscheweyh, Some extensions of the Markov inequality for
polynomials, Rocky Mountain J. Math. 37 (2007), 1155-1165.

3. R. Fournier, S. Ruscheweyh and L. Salinas, On a discrete norm for polynomials, J. Math. Anal.
Appl. 396 (2012), 425-433.

4. R. Fournier and S. Ruscheweyh, On two inequalities for polynomials in the unit disk. Progress
in approximation theory and applicable complex analysis, Springer Optim. Appl. 117 (2017)
75-82, Springer, Cham.

5. C. Frappier, Q.I. Rahman and S. Ruscheweyh, New inequalities for polynomials, Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc. 288 (1985), 69-99.

6. Q.I. Rahman and G. Schmeisser, Analytic Theory of Polynomials, Clarendon Press, Oxford,
2002.

7. S. Ruscheweyh, Convolutions in Geometric Function Theory, Les Presses de 1’Université de
Montréal, Montréal, 1982.



Operators with Simple Orbital Behavior )

Check for
updates

Gabriel T. Prajitura

Abstract In this paper we consider two similarity-invariant classes of operators
on a complex Hilbert space. A complete description, in terms of properties of
various parts of the spectrum, is obtained for the operators in the closure and for
the operators in the interior of each of these classes.

Keywords Orbital behavior ¢ Fredholm ¢ Closure ¢ Interior

Msc codes: Primary 47A58; Secondary 47A56, 47130

1 Introduction

Throughout this paper J{ will denote an infinite dimensional complex Hilbert space
and B(H) the algebra of all bounded linear operators on H. For an operator T €
B(H) we will use o (T) to denote the spectrum of 7', 0. (T) for the essential spectrum
of T, and 0, (T) for the point spectrum of T (that is, the set of eigenvalues of T'). For
an operator 7 we will denote by 0y, (T) the left and right essential spectrum of T,
that is the intersection of the right essential spectrum and left essential spectrum. It
is also known as the Wolf spectrum.

Recall that T € B(H) is called a semi-Fredholm operator if it has closed range
and either nul 7 = dimker 7 or nul 7* = dimker 7% is finite. When this is the case
we define the Fredholm index of T by

ind7 =nul T —nul T*.
We will use

psr(T) ={A € C:T— A issemi- Fredholm }
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for the semi-Fredholm domain of 7. We refer to the last chapter in [5] for the basics
of Fredholm theory. We only point that the semi-Fredholm domain is an open set, it
contains the resolvent set of the operator and parts of the spectrum. On the resolvent
set the Fredholm index is O but it may be 0 on some parts of the spectrum as well.
It may also contain parts of the essential spectrum, in which case the index will be
either co or —oo.

We will use pgr+(T) for the semi Fredholm domain with strictly positive
Fredholm index, pgr—(T) for the semi Fredholm domain with strictly negative
Fredholm index, and p,r(T) for the semi Fredholm domain inside the spectrum.

We will denote by 0,0(T) the set of normal eigenvalues of T (i.e. the set of
isolated eigenvalues of T with the property that the corresponding Riesz spectral
invariant subspace is of finite dimension). We want to point out the fact that the
elements of ,0(7T) are boundary points of ¢ (T") which do not belong to o,(7) but
to the Fredholm domain and having, in fact, Fredholm index 0. Thus if an operator
has an one-point spectrum which also happens to be an eigenvalue then that point
is not a normal eigenvalue regardless of the dimension of the corresponding kernel.
We will use psp.(T) for the semi Fredholm domain inside the spectrum except for
the normal eigenvalues. Finally, p,ro.(T) will stand for the semi Fredholm domain
inside the spectrum with index zero except for the normal eigenvalues.

In this way we are seeing the spectrum of an operator as the disjoint union

U(T) = PsF+ (T) U p:F—(T) U psFO-(T) U GpO(T) U Ulre(T)

out of which only the last one is necessarily non empty.
We also have

psr-(T) = pgr+(T) U pgr—(T) U pgro.(T)

all sets being open and the first two in the union being stable under small
perturbations.
We will denote by ID the open unit disc in the complex plane and by D its closure.
For a class C of operators in B(JH) we will use cl C to denote its closure and int C
to denote its interior.

2 The Classes

In [9] we started the study of orbital behavior of operators in terms of the oscillation
properties of the norms of the vectors in the orbit. There are many classes of
operators that can be defined in terms of this behavior. We will start with the simplest
two:

Ci(H)={T € B(H) : T"x — 0 forall x € H}
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and
Cy(H) ={T € B(H) : ||T"x|| — oo forall x € H,x # 0}.

It is simple to see that both classes are similarity invariant.
The following proposition lists some of the properties of C;(H) (or its comple-
ment).

Proposition 1 Let 3 be a Hilbert space.

(i) Ifo(T) C DthenT € Ci(H).
(i) Ifo(T)\D # @ then T ¢ C;(H).
(i) Ifo,(T)\ D # @ then T ¢ Cy(H).

Proof
(i) This follows from the spectral radius formula which implies that
lim ||T"|| = 0.
(i) See [8]
(iii) Let
Aeo,(T)\D

and x # 0 a corresponding eigenvalue.
Since

T[] = [AI*[]xl| = [Ix]

this orbit does not have limit 0. O
‘We have a similar statement for C,.
Proposition 2 Let H be a Hilbert space.
(i) Ifo(T)ND = @ then T € Cy(%H)
(ii) If o,(T) N D # @ then T ¢ Co(H).
(iii) If A € 0,(T*) and x is not orthogonal on ker(T* — 1), then
lim || T"x|| = oo.
Proof

(i) In this case T is invertible and O'(T_l) C D which implies, as above, that

lim ||T7"|| = 0
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Then, for x € H,

X
[

[Ix[| = [IT7"T"x < IT"|[[[T"x]] = = =

from where the result is obvious.
(i1) Similar to (iii) in the previous proposition.

(iii) Let
W:Cﬁ
0B

with respect to H{ = ker(T* — 1) @ ker(T* — 1)+.
Then, with respect to the same decomposition of H, x = x| & x,, with

x1 # 0, and
T = A0 and T = A0
A* B* * %k

T[] = A" || = oo

Therefore

O

Proposition 3 Let2 < m < oo, (Hy)}, be Hilbert spaces and T a bounded linear
operator on H = @], Hy.

(i) If m < oo, T has an upper triangular form with respect to the decomposition
H = @)=, Hy and if each diagonal entry of T has all nonzero orbits with limit
infinity then so does T.

(ii) If T has a lower triangular form with respect to the decomposition H =
@y, Hy and if each diagonal entry of T has all nonzero orbits with limit
infinity then so does T.

Proof

(i) Letx # 0 € H. Then x = ®]_ x, with xx € H;. There is 1 < j < m such
that x; is the last nonzero component of x. Let 7; be the diagonal entry of T
corresponding to J;. Then

T"x|| = [IT}'x|| - o0
(ii)) Goes about the same way except that this time j is chosen to correspond to the

first non zero component of x.
O
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Remark 1 If, in (i) of the previous proposition, the direct sum of spaces is infinite
then the implication is not necessarily true.

Proof Let
1 1 1
T=10 0 V2 -1 v
0 0 V2 -1
Since

1
V2 2 NE
where S is the backward shift, it is easy to see that T is bounded.

All nonzero orbits of the diagonal entries are going to infinity. In the same time,
if

(l 1 1 1 )’
x=1,—=, =, —,...
V22 /8
then Tx = 0 and thus

[|T"x|| — 0.

3 Apostol-Morrel Simple Models

Apostol-Morrel simple models were developed in [4] based on earlier work on
Constantin Apostol [1, 2] and were a byproduct of the work to solve Problem 7
in [6]. Section 6.1 in [7] has a simplified version of the construction and also has
some comments after the Corollary 6.2 (on page 160) and in Remark 6.3 (on page
162) about the possibility of replacing each of the pieces of the original construction
by other types of operators.

Roughly speaking, an Apostol-Morrel simple model is a diagonal operator with
a simple spectral picture, having a spectrum with a finite number of components,
each a nice set (topologically speaking), and whose similarity orbit gets close to any
operator with a close enough spectral picture.
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Thus, in order to characterize the closure of a similarity invariant class of
operators in terms of spectral properties it suffices to build Apostol-Morrel simple
models that are in the closure and have the required spectral properties.

One can build custom Apostol-Morrel simple models starting from the Closure
of similarity orbit theorem (Theorem 9.2 in [3]). We agree that the Theorem is
hard to grasp and even harder to use, but we invite the reader to notice that the
theorem becomes quite simple in the case of operators for which the essential
spectrum has no isolated points. This, combined with the general principle that one
does not have to approximate something in a certain way but only to approximate
an approximation of it in that way will give us the possibility of avoiding all the
technicalities of the special cases of the theorem and take advantage of its full force.

If K is a compact set of complex numbers and ¢ > 0 we will denote by

(K)e ={z€C:d(z,K) <&}

If T is an operator then, as the normal eigenvalues can only accumulate near
the left and right essential spectrum, there are only at most a finite number of such
eigenvalues that will not belong to (07,.(T)),. If there are none, we skip this step, but
if there are some, then we first use Riesz spectral decomposition theorem to write T
as T =T, & Ty, where Tj is an operator on a finite dimensional space with

o(Ty) = UpO(T) \ (Ulre(T))a .

Then, rather than applying Theorem 6.1 in [7] to T, we will apply it to 7;. That
will give us the possibility of making better and from a wider pool choices for one
of the pieces of the approximant.

Notice that by enlarging 07,.(T") we were left not only with at most a finite number
of normal eigenvalues but also with at most a finite number of components of the
semi Fredholm domain, slightly smaller. Moreover, the set (07.(7)), has only a
finite number of components.

To each component of the (07,.(T)), we will associate either a point belonging to
it or a closed disc included in it.

The next step will be to make a slight enlargement of each former component of
the semi Fredholm domain by placing an analytic Cauchy domain in between the
original component U and the remains of it in U \ (0. (7)), which will not contain
the points chosen above (if that is what we chose) and will not intersect the closed
discs chosen above (if that is what we chose).

The points may be on the boundary of the Cauchy domains and that boundary
may go along the boundary of a disc if that is convenient. This can always be
arranged by making the discs large enough or replacing them by closures on analytic
Cauchy domains.

We will ignore the analytic Cauchy domains corresponding to components of
index 0.

To each remaining analytic Cauchy domain we will associate either an inflation
of the Bergman shift on the Bergaman space of the domain (if the index was strictly
negative), an inflation of the adjoint of the Bergman shift on the Bergaman space of
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the domain (if the index was strictly positive). In each case the number of summands
in the direct sum is equal to the Fredholm index.

To each disc in a component we will associate any operator having that disks as
spectrum and such that the spectrum is entirely left and right essential spectrum. For
example we can use the multiplication by z operator on L? of the disk, if we do not
want eigenvalues, or we can choose a countably dense set of complex numbers from
the disc and consider an infinite inflation of the diagonal operator with diagonal
entries those numbers, if eigenvalues are desirable.

To all points selected we will associate a normal operator with spectrum exactly
those points and with the spectrum equal the left and right essential spectrum. It can
be even refined to be algebraic.

Let M be the direct sum of all adjoints of the Bergman shifts operators from
above, if any, M_ the direct sum of all Bergman shifts operators from above, M the
direct sum of all operators on closed discs from above, if any, and N the normal
operator with finite spectrum, if any. The first two may be absent but at least one of
the last two should exist. Of course all these operators will depend on ¢ and 7.

The following result is a combination of Proposition 2.1 and Theorem 2.3 in [4]
and the way they are presented in Section 6.1 in [7].

Theorem 1 Let T be an operator as above. For every § > 0 there is an operator S
similar to

My ®dM_DPMON DTy
such that
[IT—S|| <§

The actual construction above is done with & = g
An operator of the type

MyeM_dMOSN DT,
is called a simple model. Thus the theorem says that operators similar to simple

models are dense in B(FH).
Notice that

psr+(S) C psr+(T) psr—(S) C psr+(T) and  0,0(S) C 0,0(T).

The theorem can be modified to get an operator S similar only to M & M_ &
M & N such that

IT—S& Tyl < 6.

Moreover, Ty can be replaced by a finite dimensional operator obtained by
perturbating the eigenvalues of T by numbers less than §.
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The general form of the models can be changed in different ways and it can
include direct sums of operators with overlapping spectra. As far as we know, this
is the first time when such models are used.

In order to use such models we need the Closure of similarity orbit theorem. The
reduced form, Theorem 9.1 in [3] will be sufficient.

For this we need to introduce the concept of spectral domination and of spectral
equivalence. We refer to the top of page 5 in [3] for the full definition of the concept.
Since we will only use it for operators without normal eigenvalues and no isolated
points in the essential spectrum we will only give a particular form of the concept.

In this case spectral equivalence means that the two operators have the same semi
Fredholm domain, the same index and the same minimal index. Recall that for an
operator T and A € pyr(T), the minimal index is

min{dimker(7 — 1), dimker(T — A)*}.

4 Closures and Interiors

We will start by describing the closure of C;.
Theorem 2 ¢l C consists of all operators T € B(H) such that

(a) psF(T) C @
(b) 0,0(T) CD
and
(c) IfK is a component of 01,,(T) then K N D # @.

Proof We will show first that the condition are necessary.

If (b) or (c) are not satisfied then o (7T) has a component outside I and so will
have all operators in some neighborhood of T'. Therefore, by (iii) of Proposition 1,
T cannot be in ¢l C;.

If (a) is not satisfied then, since pyr(T) is an open set, there is z € pyr(T) such
that |z| > 1. Then, because the semi Fredholm domain is stable, z € p,r(S) for all S
in some neighborhood of T and the conclusion follows as above.

To see that the conditions are sufficient we will construct an Apostol Morrel
simple model which is the closure of the class and such that something similar to it
isclose to 7.

Condition (a) ensures that the spectra of M4 and M_ are in the open unit disc.
Condition (c) implies the possibility of choosing M or N (no need for both) with
spectrum in the open unit disc. Finally,

(-2

also has the spectrum in the open unit disc. O
The interior of C is easy to characterize.
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Proposition 4
intC; ={T € B(H) : o(T) C D}

Proof “C”

Taking into account (ii) of Proposition 1, it suffices to prove that if there is z €
o (T) such that |z| = 1, there is a sequence of operators 7, — T such that T,, ¢ C.
has this property.

It is easy to see that
1
Tn =(14+-)T
n
6‘3’7

Follows from (i) of Proposition 1 and the upper semi continuity of the spectrum.
O
We will look now at the closure of C,.

Theorem 3 cl C; consists of all operators T € B(H) such that

(a) no component of the spectrum is included in 1.

(b) psr+(T)ND = 2.

Proof The necessity of (a) follows from (i) of Proposition 1 and the necessity of (b)
follows from (ii) of Proposition 2.
For the sufficiency, it suffices to justify separate each piece of an Apostol-Morrel

simple model.
1
(145)7
n

is approximating Ty and the spectrum is completely outside the closed unit disc.

M has spectrum outside the closed unit disc, so that is OK.

The spectrum of M (or N, again, no need for both) can also be placed outside the
closed unit disc.

The only difficult piece is M_. Because of direct sum properties we only have to
justify it for one Bergman shift.

If the analytic Cauchy domain goes outside the closed unit disc then we can use
(iii) of Proposition 2 and the fact that the kernels corresponding to eigenvalues of
the adjoint that are outside the disc span the space.

If the boundary of the analytic Cauchy domain touches the disc then

()

is in the closure, which is enough to imply the result.
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The problem case is when the closure of the analytic Cauchy domain is included
in the open unit disc. For this we need to come up with a completely new type of
Apostol-Morrel model.

The analytic Cauchy domain in case, call it V, was initially included in a
component of the spectrum and this component reached at least to the unit circle.
Therefore (07,.(T)), has a component that goes outside the closed unit disc and
shares boundary with this analytic Cauchy domain. In this case, instead of a circle,
we can choose an analytic Cauchy domain as well (say W) which goes outside the
closed unit disc and which, together with the other one and the common boundary,
form an analytic Cauchy domain, U.

We consider now the Bergman shift on U, M_(U) and the multiplication by z on
L*(W), M(W). Let M_(V) be the Bergman shift on V.

The operators M_(V) & M(W) and M_(U) & M(W) have the same spectral
picture. Therefore they have the same semi Fredholm domain, the same index, -1,
and the same minimal index, 0.

Therefore each of them is the limit of a sequence of similarities of the other
one. As we saw before, M_(U) and M (W) are in the closure of the class on their
corresponding spaces. Therefore the direct sum is in the closure of the sum and so
isM_(V) @ M(W).

This completes the proof. O
Before we characterize the interior we need to discuss a certain result in spectral
theory.

Let T be an operator in B(H) with U a component of p,py (T) with the minimal
index 0.
If the space is spanned by

{ker(T—A): A e U}

then the operator is in one of the Cowen Douglas classes. We want to see what can
we say about the operator when it is not.
Let 3, be the subspace spanned by the kernels above. With respect to H =

H; EB(J'CIl we can write
(A
0B

It is clear that 7 is in a Cowen-Douglas class. We will look at B.

It is easy to see in an upper triangular form as here that if 7 and 7 are invertible
then B is invertible. Applying this to the Calkin algebra we get that U C per(B). It
is clear that for A € U, ker(B—A)* = (0). Therefore either U is not in the spectrum
of Bor U C pr+(B). In the first case we are done. In the second we repeat the
procedure for B.

There are two possibilities here. Either the procedure stops after a finite number
of steps or it continues without stop.
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In both cases we end up with

/
7= T A
0cC
where, if the C part is not absent, U N o (C) = 0.
In the first case, we get

Ty * *x % ... %
07T, « ... %
T"'=10 0T3%... %

0000... T,
where
o(Ty) =0(Ty)=...0(T,) =clU
psi+(T1) = psp4(T2) = -+ = pr4(T))) = U

and each of them acts on a space generated by their kernels.
In the second case we get

T, * *x % ...
07T, x %...

T =

where, for every n
o(T,) = clU, pse+(Tw) = U

and each T, acts on a space generated by its kernels.

Theorem 4
intC, = {T € B(K) : o(T) ND = &}
(T € B@3H) : D C por—(T), min.ind(T — ) = 0 if [A| <1}
Proof “2”
By the upper semi continuity of the spectrum and of the minimal index and the

stability of the Fredholm index, both sets on the right are open. The first is included
in the interior of C, by (i) of Proposition 2.
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We can write T* in one of the two formes discussed before the theorem. By (i)
and (iii) of Proposition 2, each diagonal entry of T has all nonzero orbits going to
infinity. Then we use (ii) of Proposition 3 to conclude that T is in C,.

we

Suppose not. This means first that o(T) N D # @. Since T € C,, there is no
point spectrum (so no strictly positive semi Fredholm index, no 0 index, no strictly
negative index with minimal index greater than 0, no normal eigenvalues). Therefore
o(T) N'D can only contain left and right essential spectrum and semi Fredholm
domain with strictly negative Fredholm index and minimal index 0. Since ID is not
included in the second,

Ulre(T) n H_) 7& 9.

Now, as we showed in the approximation by Apostol-Morrel models, we can
approximate T by operators having eigenvalues placed in any part we choose of the
left and right essential spectrum. Thus we can choose the eigenvalues in 0y, (7) N D,
which will imply that we approximate 7" by operators not in C,. Therefore T cannot
be in the interior of C,.

This contradiction completes the proof. O
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Taylor Series, Universality and Potential )
Theory gl

Stephen J. Gardiner

Abstract Universal approximation properties of Taylor series have been inten-
sively studied over the past 20 years. This article highlights the role that potential
theory has played in such investigations. It also briefly discusses potential theoretic
aspects of universal Laurent series, universal Dirichlet series, and universal polyno-
mial expansions of harmonic functions.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 30K05, 30K10, 31B05, 31C35, 31C40

1 Introduction

Universality refers to the phenomenon where a single object, when subjected
to a countable process, yields approximations to all members of some universal
collection. An example of this is hypercyclicity, since a hypercyclic vector is one
that has dense orbit under repeated application of a certain operator. The main focus
of this article is on another example, namely that of universal Taylor series, which
are defined below. An excellent overview of universal series and hypercyclicity may
be found in Grosse-Erdmann [27].

Let Hol(£2) denote the space of functions which are holomorphic on a domain
£2 C C, endowed with the topology of local uniform convergence. Given f €
Hol(£2) and ¢ € £2, we will study the partial sums of the Taylor series about {,
namely

m - r(n)
sur.06) =Y ety cecmz0)
n=0 :

The complement of a set A will be denoted by A°.
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Definition 1 Letf € Hol(£2) and { € £2. Then f is said to have a universal Taylor
series about ¢ if, for any compact K C £2¢ with K¢ connected, and for any g €
C(K) NHol(K®), there is a subsequence (S, (f, {)) which converges uniformly to g
on K. The collection of all functions f with this property will be denoted by U/ ($2, {).

Remarkably, such universal approximation properties of a Taylor series turn
out to be generic for holomorphic functions on simply connected domains, as the
following result of Nestoridis (see [38, 39]) shows. A set (in some Baire space) is
called residual if its complement is of first Baire category.

Theorem 1 If 2 C C is a simply connected domain and { € S2, then U($2,¢) is a
residual subset of Hol(£2).

Many further results on universal Taylor series may be found in [34], and an
axiomatic approach to the subject is provided in [7]. The purpose of this article
is to highlight how potential theoretic methods have recently shed light on the
existence and properties of functions in U/(§2,¢), and also on universal Laurent
series, universal Dirichlet series, and universal polynomial expansions of harmonic
functions. The reader is referred to the books [2] and [41] for accounts of the various
potential theoretic notions that arise below.

2 Existence of Universal Taylor Series

There are two main situations where the existence (and abundance) of universal
Taylor series is well understood. One of these is where §2 is simply connected, as
we saw in Theorem 1 above. The other is where £2¢ is compact and connected,
which is covered by the following result of Melas [33].

Theorem 2 If 2 C C is a domain such that $2¢ is compact and connected and
L € 82, thenU(82, ) is a residual subset of Hol(£2).

The existence question for universal Taylor series on more general domains £2
remains largely unresolved. However, potential theory has shed significant light on
it, as we will now describe.

A basic tool here is Bernstein’s lemma (see [41]). This says that, if L C C is
non-polar and compact, and p is a polynomial of degree m > 1, then

L @)
— log ———— < G~ , e 0),
m %€ Sup, p) = CouE) @O

where C = C U {oo} and G,(-,-) is the Green function for w (interpreted as O
outside w X w). It is natural to consider the subharmonic functions

1 1
U, = —log|S,(f,¢) —f] on £, and v, = —log|S,(f,¢)| on C.
m m
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For a given sequence (m;), we may further consider the upper semicontinuous
regularizations u* and v* of the functions

u = limsup u,,, on 2, and v = limsupv,, on C, (1)
k—>00 k—00

respectively. These are again subharmonic functions (by Corollary 5.7.2 of [2])
since the sequences (i, ) and (v,,) are locally uniformly bounded above in their
respective domains, by Bernstein’s lemma.

Less immediately obvious is the relevance to this question of the notion of
thinness. We recall that a set A C C is thin at a point w if and only if

o

n
—————— < oo (Wiener’s criterion), 2)
Z log(1/c*(Ay))

n=1

where A, = {z € A : 27" ! < |z—w| < 27"} and ¢* denotes outer logarithmic
capacity. Thinness of a set at oo is defined by means of inversion.

If 5 is subharmonic on a neighbourhood of w, then there is a set A, thin at w, such
that s(z) — s(w) as z — w outside A. Also, a boundary point w of an open set w is
regular for the Dirichlet problem on w if and only if @ is non-thin at w. If A is thin
at w, then there are arbitrarily small circles centred at w which do not intersect A.
Thus, if 2 € C is simply connected, then §2¢ is certainly non-thin at infinity.

The following result is due to Miiller et al. [36] (see also [35]).

Theorem 3 If §2 is a multiply connected domain and $2° is non-thin at oo, then
UR2,0) =0 forall { € 2.

For an alternative to the original proof of this result we can use the following
lemma, which is based on Theorem 7.6.7 of [2] (see the proof of Lemma 4.2.1 in
[32] for a more detailed explanation).

Lemma 1 Let s be a subharmonic function on C satisfying s(z) < a + blog™ |z,
wherea € Rand b > 0. If s < c on a set A which is non-thin at 0o, then s is constant
and s < con C.

Theorem 3 can be deduced as follows. Suppose there exists f in ¢ (£2, {), choose
a point w in a bounded component L of £2¢, and let |/| < 1. Then we can find ()
such that [S,, (f,{)| < 1l on{z € £2° : |z| < k} and S, (f, {)(w) — [. It follows
from Bernstein’s lemma that the function v* (see (1)) satisfies the hypotheses of
Lemma 1 with ¢ = 0 and » = 1, whence u* < 0 on £2. Since u* < 0 on the disc of
convergence of the Taylor series, it follows from the maximum principle that u* < 0
on §2. Hence (S, (f, ¢)) converges locally uniformly on §2, and so on £2 U L by the
maximum principle. The value of limy— o Sy, (f, £)(w) is thus uniquely determined
by the holomorphic extension of f to L, contradicting the arbitrary choice of /.

The above argument also yields part (i) of the next theorem, which is again taken
from [35] and [36]. We recall that the series Y a,(z — )" is said to have Ostrowski

gaps (my, py) if
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1 <my <py <my <py <... where py/my — oo, and

lan|"/™ — 0 as n — oo through U{mk +1=<n<p.
k

Theorem 4 Let f € U(S2, ), where S2 is simply connected and { € S2. Then the
sequence (my) in Definition I can be chosen so that

(i) Sw,(f, %) — f locally uniformly in 2, and
(ii) the Taylor series of f about ¢ has Ostrowski gaps (my, p).

Theorem 3 shows that, for multiply connected domains £2, thinness of £2¢ at co
is necessary for the existence of universal Taylor series. It was conjectured in [36]
that the same condition is also sufficient. However, this was disproved in [24], where
it was shown that U/ (£2, {) can be empty when §2¢ is the union of a non-degenerate
continuum L and an additional point £. Further, for a particular choice of L, the
location of ¢ and & turn out to be crucial to the existence question. (This was the
first known example of a domain £2 for which the existence of functions in ¢/ (£2, ¢)
depends on the choice of ¢.) Let D(¢, r) denote the open disc of centre ¢ and radius
r. The existence and non-existence assertions below are drawn from [16] and [24],
respectively.

Example 1 If 2 = (D(3,1) U {1}), then U(£2,5) # @ and U(£2,0) = 0.
Subsequently, such examples were seen to be special cases of the following result
from [17], in which thinness again plays a role.

Theorem 5 Ler r = dist(Z, £2°), where §2 is a domain and { € §2, and suppose
that °\D(L, r) is non-polar. If ¢ is thin at a point £ € 32 N AD(L,r), then
U2, =0.

Although Theorems 3 and 5 both feature thinness, they do so in contrasting ways:
in the former result, thinness of £2¢ at co is necessary for the existence of universal
Taylor series on multiply connected domains £2, whereas, in the latter result, non-
thinness of £2¢ at the closest points of d£2 to  is necessary. Since a polar set is
everywhere thin, we immediately deduce:

Corollary 1 Let §2 be a domain and ¢ € 2. If D(¢, R)\S2 is non-empty and polar
for some R > 0, and $2¢ is non-polar, then U(£2,¢) = @.

The non-existence assertion in Example 1 clearly follows from this corollary, as
does the next observation.

Example 2 If 2 = (D(0, 1) U E)°, where

00
E = U{1+2—k m2 ki 1<m<2k}
k=

then U(£2,¢) = @ for every ¢ € 2.
Next we mention a more subtle, and intriguing, example.
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Example 3 Let 2 = (D(£,r) U {£}), where 0 € 2 and &) ¢ D(£, r). Then
(a) U(2,0) # Dif |§o| = [§] + 13
(b) U(R2,0) = Bif £ < /E[* — .

Part (a) follows by combining results from [16] and [44]. Part (b) is a special case
of a more general result in [17].

Open Question What happens if \/|£|* — 12 < |&| < |§] + r?

The critical case here, where |§)| = +/ |€]* — r2, corresponds to the situation

where the circles dD(0, |&|) and dD(€,r) meet at right angles. In this case, the
harmonic measures for

1. the inner domain D(0, |§0|)\l_)(§ r) and the point 0, and
2. the outer domain [D(0, |&]) U D(£, r)]* and the point oo,

are comparable along their common boundary aD(0, |£|)\D(&, r). This reflects the
fact that both Theorem 5 and Example 3(b) rely on an inner-outer comparison of
harmonic measures (or, equivalently, of Green functions), as we will now explain.

When studying universal Taylor series, we have a function f € Hol(£2) and a
subsequence (S, (f, £)) which is uniformly bounded on some compact set K. Let
U be the largest domain containing { on which this sequence is locally uniformly
convergent. Usually we have K N U = (. What can we say about the set U when
2\U # @7 Clearly it is simply connected. Further, we can adapt our sketch proof
of Theorem 3 to see that it is bounded. However, we can say much more [17].

Proposition 1 Let U and K be as above, where KN U = @ and 2\U # @. Then
the upper semicontinuous regularization s* of the function

—Gy(z. %) (zeU)
s(2) = Gv(z,0)  (zeV) | €)
0 (elsewhere in C)

where V = @\(ﬁ U K), is subharmonic on 2 U (0U)¢ and continuously vanishes
on dU.

Roughly speaking, the first two parts of formula (3) arise from consideration of
the functions u and v in (1). One can show that u* < s* on £2, and then deduce that
U would not be maximal if the function s* were not subharmonic on £2 U (dU)°.

Finally in this section, we mention that Costakis and Tsirivas [15] have
used potential theory to investigate the existence of holomorphic functions f on
the unit disc D and sequences (A,) in N with the following doubly universal
approximation property: for any compact K C D¢ with K¢ connected and any
81,82 € C(K) N Hol(K?), there is a sequence (my) such that S, (f,{) — g and
Sy, (f,¢) — g> uniformly on K. They show that such functions f exist if and only if

mp

limsup A,,/n = oo. Further, if this last condition holds, then such functions form a
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residual subset of Hol(ID). The inspiration for such a result was drawn from concepts
in dynamical systems and ergodic theory. Vlachou [45] has recently generalized this
theorem to cover multiply universal approximation on simply connected domains
(see also [10]).

3 Boundary Behaviour I

We will now discuss the boundary behaviour of functions in U/(2, {), beginning
with the case where £2 = ID. Bayart [6] showed that functions f in / (D, 0) must be
unbounded near every point of the unit circle T. Costakis and Melas [13] showed
that such functions assume every complex value, with at most one exception,
infinitely often on D (cf. Picard’s theorem). Both of these results are contained in
the next theorem, taken from [20]. It says that f has a Picard-type property near
each point of T, whence universal Taylor series must have “universal boundary
behaviour”.

Theorem 6 Let f € U(D,0). Then, for every w € T and r > 0, the function
f assumes every complex value, with at most one exception, infinitely often on
D(w,r) N D.

In fact, if f omits at least two values in U := D(w, r) N D for some w € T and
r, then Schottky’s theorem tells us that f has restricted growth near T in U. This
allows Theorem 6 to be deduced from the following [20].

Theorem 7 Let vy : [0,1) — (0, 00) be an increasing function such that

1
/ log™ log™ v (r)dt < oo. “4)
0

Iff € Hol(D) and |f(z)| < ¥ (|z]) on D(w,r) N D for some w € T and r > 0, then
f¢UD,0).

The proof of this result uses the following equiconvergence property [34] (cf.
[29]), which holds when (S,,(f, 0)) has Ostrowski gaps (my, px):

S (f, 0)(2) — Sy (f, 0)(z) > 0 (k — o0) locally uniformly on {(¢,z) € D x C}.

)
The hypothesized local growth restriction on f allows us to estimate S, (f, {) near w
when ¢ is suitably chosen in U, and a normal families argument can then be applied
to the sequence (S, (f, 0)) on a neighbourhood of w, in view of (5).

The above reasoning relies on certain geometric properties of the boundary. It
thus does not apply to general simply connected domains §2, where 92 may not be
locally connected, or may have a fractal nature. In this more general context it was
established in [36] that functions in U/ (£2, {) are not holomorphically extendable
beyond £2, but it was not known until recently whether they need be unbounded.
Indeed they must be, but even more can be said [18], as follows.
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Theorem 8 Let f € U(S2,C), where §2 is simply connected and { € 2. Then, for
every w € 082 and r > 0, and every component U of D(w, r) N §2, the set C\f(U)
is polar.

What is actually shown in [18] is that the subharmonic function log |[f| cannot
have a positive harmonic majorant on any such component U. The stated conclusion
follows because, otherwise, Myrberg’s theorem would show that log™ |z| has a
harmonic majorant . on the open set f(U), whence log |f| would have the positive
harmonic majorant 4 o f on U.

The proof of Theorem 8 relies on Martin boundary theory (a generalization of
Carathéodory’s theory of prime ends) and minimal thinness. We will discuss the role
of the latter concept further in the next section. Similar tools were combined with
Proposition 1 to establish the following extremely general result [21]. (Of course,
the theorem becomes vacuous when U/($2,¢) = 0.)

Theorem 9 For any domain $2 and any point ¢ € 2, every function f in U($2, {)
is unbounded.

Unlike Theorem 8, which only concerned simply connected domains, this result
does not assert the unboundedness of f near every boundary point. Indeed, as Melas
[33] has observed for domains with discrete complement, it is even possible for f to
have removable singularities at some isolated boundary points.

We will revisit the boundary behaviour of universal Taylor series later, following
a discussion of some recent results concerning Taylor series in general.

4 Recent Results for General Taylor Series

We next describe some recent results for the disc which connect the boundary
behaviour of a Taylor series with its behaviour on the boundary itself. Applications
to universal Taylor series will be given in the following section. We denote by
ntlim,—,,, f(z) the non-tangential limit of a function f on D at a point w of T,
whenever it exists.

A classical result of this nature is Abel’s Limit Theorem. It says that, if f €
Hol(D) and (S,,(f,0)) converges at some w € T, then ntlim,,, f(z) exists and
equals lim,;,—c0 (S, (f, 0)) (w). Theorem 1 shows that nothing similar can be deduced
from the convergence of a subsequence (S, (f, 0)), even on a subarc of T. However,
the following result of Beise et al. [8] raises an interesting question. We recall that
a closed subset F of T is called a Dirichlet set if some subsequence of (z") tends to
1 uniformly on F.

Theorem 10 Ler 2 C C be a domain containing 0 such that each component of
C\S2 meets T, and let F C TNS2 be a Dirichlet set. Then there is a residual subset
of functions f in Hol(§2) with the property that, for every g € C(F), there is a
subsequence (S, (f,0)) converging to g uniformly on F.

The most interesting case of this result is where D C 2. The above universal
approximation occurs within the domain where f is holomorphic, whereas functions
in U (D, 0) have no holomorphic extension beyond ID. Since Dirichlet sets can have
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Hausdorff dimension 1 but not positive arclength, the question naturally arises
whether such universal approximation can occur on sets /' C T of positive arclength
where f is holomorphic. The next result [22] shows that this cannot happen, even
where f merely has a finite non-tangential limit.

Theorem 11 Given f € Hol(D) and an increasing sequence (my), let
E={weT:Sw) := klim S (f s 0) (W) exists},
—00

F={weT:f(w):= nt71i_1)nf(z) exists}.

Then S = f almost everywhere on E N F (with respect to arclength).

Thus knowledge of limy_, oo Sy, (f. 0) on a non-negligible subset of T where f is
well-behaved does give information about the function f itself. This result fails if
we replace non-tangential limits by radial limits. Indeed, Costakis [11] has shown
that there are functions f in ¢/ (ID, 0) with radial limit O on any given closed nowhere
dense set F' C T, and such a set F can be chosen to have positive arclength.

By a fat approach region to 1 € T we mean a set of the form

o(l)y={x+iyeD:|yl<a and b<x<1—¢()},

for some a > 0 and b € (0, 1), where ¢ : [—a, a] — [0, 00) is Lipschitz and

/ Yy 29 (y)dy < o0. (©6)

—a

(For example, we could choose ¢(y) = |y|* for some o > 1.) It is easy to see
that ntlim,—1 y,(1)(z) = 1. Fat approach regions w(e") to other points e of T are
formed by rotation. The next result is taken from [19].

Theorem 12 Suppose that f € Hol(D), where

(i) f is bounded on two fat approach regions w(e™), w(e™) (t, < t, < t; + 27),
and

(ii) (Su(f,0)) is uniformly bounded on an open arc I containing J = {e" : t; <
t <}

Then f is bounded on the sector {rw : 0 <r < 1,w € J}.
A further result, from [23], concerns boundary behaviour at a single point:

Theorem 13 Suppose that the Taylor series of f € Hol(D) has Ostrowski gaps
(my, pi)- If

(i) f is bounded on a fat approach region tow € T, and
(ii) (Sp, (f,0)) is uniformly bounded on an open arc containing w, then

lim S, (7, 0)(w) = nt lim £(2). ™
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The above non-tangential limit automatically exists, by hypothesis (i). The
theorem asserts both the existence of the first limit in (7) and the equality of the two
limits. Although this is reminiscent of Abel’s Limit Theorem, the existence of the
non-tangential limit now forms part of the hypothesis rather than the conclusion. The
result fails if the Ostrowski gap condition is omitted, as can easily be seen by consid-
ering the function z — (1 —z)~! and w € T\{1} and a suitable subsequence (S,,,,).

We will now give a brief indication of the potential theory underlying the above
theorems. Suppose that s is subharmonic and bounded above on a domain w and let
w € dw. (For simplicity we will assume that w is bounded.) In general, we cannot
say much about the boundary behaviour of s at w. However, in the special case where
o is the punctured disc D\{0} and w = 0, the point w is a removable singularity
for s. Thus there exists [ € [—o0, 00) such that s(z) — [ as z — w outside some set
A which is thin at w. In such circumstances we say that s has fine limit [ at w and
write flim,_,,, s(z) = [. More generally, and less trivially, if »¢ is thin at w, then
flim,_,,, s(z) still exists.

Now let 112 (A) denote the harmonic measure of a set A C dw with respect to @
and z € w. If s is subharmonic and bounded above on a neighbourhood of w, then
certainly s(z) < [, 90 SA? . However, it is possible to extend the notion of harmonic
measure to the case where z is replaced by a point w € dw at which ©° is thin (that
is, w is an irregular boundary point of w). If s is subharmonic and bounded above on
a neighbourhood of w\ {w}, then the fine limit of the preceding paragraph satisfies

f lim s(z) 5/ sdpy. (8)
dw

—>w

Now suppose that (s;) is a decreasing sequence of such functions on some neigh-
bourhood of w\ {w} with a negative limit. It follows from (8) that flim,_,,, 54, (z) < 0
for some k.

We now proceed by analogy. There is a related notion of a set A C D being
minimally thin at a point w € T. If o C D is an approach region to w € T that is
bounded by the graph of a Lipschitz function, then D\w is minimally thin at w if
and only if w is a fat approach region. Thus, for such sets, the condition (6) plays
the role of the Wiener criterion for thinness (2). We write mflim,_,,, g(z) = [ if
g(z) > las z — woutside a set A which is minimally thin at w.

If s is subharmonic on D, and s(z)/(—log |z|) is bounded above near w € T,
then mflim,_,,, s(z)/(—log|z|) exists and lies in [—oc0, 00). This is the boundary
analogue of the earlier fine limit assertion for an upper bounded subharmonic
function on a punctured disc. More generally, the same conclusion is known to hold
if s is subharmonic merely on a fat approach region w to w € T and s(z)/(—log |z|)
is bounded above there. Further, if (s;) is a decreasing sequence of such functions
with negative limit, then mflim,_,,, s, (z)/(—log |z|) < O for some k.
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We can now sketch a proof of Theorem 12. For simplicity we assume that the
bounds in hypotheses (i) and (ii) are both 1. By Bernstein’s lemma,

1 1 . .
— IOg |Smk (fv O)(Z)| = GE\](Z» OO) = ClOg H on a)(e”l) U a)(enz)
my 4

for some ¢ > 0, so

1 A . 1 1S (£, 0) —
si(z) < clog i on w(e™) U w(e™), where s = — log W
k

It is easily seen that limsup,_, ., sx(z) < log|z|] < 0 on D, so we can apply our
previous observations to find ky and a set A, minimally thin at both ¢! and €2, such
that

Sty < 0= 1S, (F,0) — f] <2 =[S, (£, 0)| <3 on [w(e™Uw(e™)\A (k > ko).

(Strictly speaking, (s;) need not be decreasing, so there is a little extra work to do
here.) It follows from the maximum principle that f is bounded on the stated sector.

Remark Hypothesis (i) in Theorem 12 can be relaxed to require merely that
log |f| < h on the two fat approach regions, where & is some positive harmonic
function on D. The conclusion must then be slightly weakened to say that f is
bounded on all sectors of the form {re” : 0 < r < 1.ty +¢& <t < t, — &},
where ¢ > 0.

Corollary 2 Let f € Hol(D) and suppose that log |f(z)| < ¥ (|z]) on D(w,r) N D
for some w € T and r > 0, where ¥ : [0,1) — (0, 00) is an increasing continuous

function such that
1
/ \V Mda < 00.
0 l1—0

If, on the arc I = D(w,r) N'T, a subsequence (S,,) is uniformly bounded and
pointwise convergent almost everywhere, then

nt lim f(z) exists and equals lim S, (w) almost everywhere on I.
=W k—00

To see this, we note from an argument of Rippon (Section 3 of [42], cf. [43])
that, at each point w € I, there is a fat approach region on which log |f| is majorized
by a positive harmonic function on D. From Theorem 12 and the above remark we
see that f must be bounded near each point of /. Hence, by Fatou’s theorem, f has
a finite non-tangential limit at almost every point of /. The desired equality of the
limits almost everywhere now follows from Theorem 11.

Corollary 2 complements recent universality results of Beise and Miiller [9]
concerning Taylor series that lie in Bergman spaces.
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5 Boundary Behaviour II

We will now apply Theorems 11-13 to obtain additional results about the boundary
behaviour of universal Taylor series. The first two corollaries below originally
appeared in [19], and the third in [23].

Corollary 3 Let f € U(D,0). Then, at almost every point w in T, the image f(I")
of every Stolz angle I" at w is dense in C.

Proof Plessner’s theorem states that, at almost every point w of T, either
ntlim,_,, f(z) exists or f(I") = C for every Stolz angle I" at w. Theorem 11
says that, for any given (my), the value of ntlim,,,, f(z) determines the value of
limy—s o0 S, (f, 0) almost everywhere that it exists on T. Thus, if f € U (DD, 0), the
first possibility in Plessner’s theorem must fail almost everywhere.

Corollary 4 Suppose that f € Hol(D) and log |[f| < h on fat approach regions to
two distinct points, e and e, where h is a positive harmonic function on . Then

feUD,O0).

Proof If (Su,(f,0)) were to converge on an open arc / containing ¢! and ¢, then
Theorem 12 (and the remark preceding Corollary 2) would imply the boundedness
of f near certain subarcs of . This is impossible for functions f in U(ID, 0).

Corollary 5 Iff € Hol(D) and f' is bounded on a fat approach region to a point of
T, then f ¢ U(D, 0).

Proof This follows by combining Theorem 13 with conclusion (ii) of Theorem 4.

In connection with Corollary 4 we note from the following result [19] that it is
possible for a function f in U (DD, 0) to satisfy the inequality log|f| < % on a fat
approach region to a single point w € T, provided /4 tends to infinity at w.

Proposition2 Let A C D, where ANT = {1}, and let g : D — (1,00) be a
continuous function such that g(z) — oo as z — 1. Then there exists f € U(D, 0)
such that |f| < g on A.

Example 4 Let D be a disc that is internally tangent to T at the point 1. As noted in
[34] (see the proof of Proposition 5.6 there), no member of I/ (ID, 0), when restricted
to D, can have a limit at 1. However, by the above proposition, there exists f in
U(D, 0) satisfying |f(z)| < |z — 1|_1/3 on D. It follows that the function z - (z —
1)f(z) does not belong to U(D, 0), and so the universality property of Taylor series
is not preserved under multiplication by non-constant polynomials. Similarly, no
antiderivative of this function f can belong to U/ (DD, 0). It is an open question whether
derivatives of universal Taylor series are again universal.

Since universal Taylor series have mainly been investigated on simply connected
domains, it is natural to ask if the universality property of Taylor series is
conformally invariant. That is, given a conformal map @ : §£2) — §2 between simply
connected domains and f € U(£2,¢), does it follow that f o @ € U(2, P~ (£))?
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The above results enable us to show that the answer is negative [19]. Let S denote
the strip {—1 < Rez < 1}.

Theorem 14 There is a function f € U(S, 0) such that, for any conformal mapping
@ : D — S, the function f o @ does not belong to U(D, @~ (0)).

To see why this is the case, we remark that the construction used for Proposition 2
also yields the following analogue for the strip [19]. (The key difference here is that
no continuum in S¢ contains both 1 and —1.)

Proposition 3 Let A C S be bounded, where A N S = {£1}, and let g : S —
(1, 00) be a continuous function such that g(z) — oo as z — *£1. Then there exists
f e US,0) such that |f| < g on A.

To see why Theorem 14 holds, we choose the set A above to contain fat approach
regions to both 1 and —1, and the function g to be of the form e, where h is a
positive harmonic function on S with limit co at +1. We next note that fat approach
regions in S to two distinct points of dS are images under @ of fat approach regions
in D to two distinct points of T. (More generally, the notion of minimal thinness can
be formulated purely in terms of harmonic and superharmonic functions, and so is
conformally invariant.) In view of Corollary 4, and Theorem 15 below, we now see
that f o @ cannot belong to I/ (D, @' (0)).

6 Dependence on the Centre of Expansion

The next result [36] is a consequence of Theorem 4(ii) and the equiconvergence
property (5).

Theorem 15 If 2 is simply connected, then the collection U(S2, () is independent
of the centre of expansion €.

The situation when £2¢ is compact and connected (cf. Theorem 2) is more subtle.
Bayart [4] established the following result, which contains work of Costakis [12]
for the special case where £2¢ is a polygon.

Theorem 16 If 2 C C is a domain such that §2¢ is compact and connected, then
NeeU(£2,8) is a residual subset of Hol(£2).

This leaves open the question of whether /(§2, {) can depend on { in this setting.
It turns out that this is indeed the case [21].

Theorem 17 If §2 is the exterior domain of a Dini-smooth Jordan curve, then, for
every ¢ € §2, there exists {| such that U($2, O)\U(L2,¢,) # 0.

We will briefly outline why this result holds in the case where 2 = (ﬁ) . Let
w € T\{—1}. There is an analogue of Proposition 2 in this context which says that,
ifA C 2, where ANT = {—1,w},and g : 2 — (1, 00) is a continuous function
with limit oo at both —1 and w, then there exists f; € U(£2,2) such that |[fj]| < g
on A. We can take g to be of the form e’ here, where  is positive and harmonic on
£2. On the other hand, there is an analogue of Corollary 4 in this context which says
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that no function f, in U/ (§2, —2) can satisfy log |f2| < h on fat approach regions to
—1 and w provided we take w € D(—2, +/3) N (T\{—1}). (The +/3 here is closely
related to Example 3(b).) Hence f; € U(£2,2)\U($2, —2) in this case, as required.

7 Universal Laurent Series

Theorem 3 shows that, for many multiply connected domains, there is no hope of
finding any universal Taylor series. The picture is completely different, however,
if we turn our attention to Laurent series. Let £2 C C be a domain of the form

k ~
= C\ | U4, ], where k > 1, the sets A; are pairwise disjoint continua in C,

and co € Aj. (At least one of these continua should be non-degenerate, to avoid
triviality.) Each function f in Hol(£2) has a unique decomposition of the form

k
=35 where];eHm(@\Aj) (=0,...k) andf(c0) =0 (= 1,....k).

J=0

We fix a; € A; for eachj = 1, ..., k. Then f; has a Laurent expansion outside some
closed disc centred at «j, and the coefficient of (z — «;)™" in this expansion will be
denoted by b, (f;, ;). We define, for ¢ € Ag,

(n)
Mu(f.5)(2) = Zf @ -+ ZZ b (;3,033 (z € C\{ar, ..., ).

]1n1

Definition 2 We say that f has a universal Laurent series with respect to
{a1, ..., o} if, for every compact set K C (£2 U {«y, ..., o4 })¢ with K¢ connected,
and every function g € C(K) N Hol(K?), there is a sequence (m,) in N such that

supsup [My, (f, §)(2) —g(@)| = 0 (k = o0)
teJ z€K

for every compact set J C Aj. The collection of functions with this property will be
denoted by U (£2; ay, . . ., ).

This notion was introduced by Costakis et al. [14], who showed that
UL(82; a1, ..., o) is a residual subset of Hol(§2). The theory was further developed
by Miiller et al. in [36] and [37]. For example, [37] contains a version for Laurent
series of Theorem 4(i) above. (See also [26].)

The following analogue of Theorem 8 for the boundary behaviour of universal
Laurent series was established in [21].

Theorem 18 Letf € U ($2; a1, ..., o), where §2 is as above. Then, for any disc D
centred at a point of 02\{«a, . . ., ay}, the set C\f(D N §2) is polar.
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It was also shown in [21] that the collection U (£2;ay, ..., o) can depend on
the choice of «y, ..., . This is true even when k = 1 and £2 is an exterior Jordan
domain:

Theorem 19 Let f € U, (£2; a1), where S2 is an exterior Jordan domain and o) €
082. Then Uy (2; a1)\UL(2; ) # O for every o € 2°\{a;}.
The proof of this result is related to that of Corollary 4 above.

8 Universal Dirichlet Series

Let C denote the half-plane {s = o + it : ¢ > 0}. Further, let D(C,) denote
the space of holomorphic functions on C; which are representable there as an
absolutely convergent general Dirichlet series, f(s) = Y.i° a,e**, where (1,) is
an unbounded strictly increasing sequence in [0, 00).

Theorems 11-13 have recently [23] been generalized to cover functions in
D(C). We give a sample below. Let 7,,(s) denote the partial sum Y ' a,e™**.

Theorem 20 Given f € D(C) and an increasing sequence (my), let

E={weiR:T(w):= klim T, (W) exists}
—00

and
F={weiR:f(w):=nt li_r)n)f(s) exists}.

Then f = S almost everywhere on E N F.
We now restrict our attention to ordinary Dirichlet series, that is, where A, =
logn.

Definition 3 We say that a member Y ° a,n™* of D(Cy) is a universal Dirichlet
series if, for every compact set K C {0 < 0} with K¢ connected, and every function
g € C(K)NHol(K®), there is a subsequence (7, ) of the partial sums that converges
uniformly to g on K. The collection of all universal Dirichlet series will be denoted
by Up(C+).

Aron et al. [3] have recently shown that such series are topologically generic in
the space of absolutely convergent ordinary Dirichlet series on C, endowed with
the topology induced by the semi-norms H > an ”o =Y {° |a,| n°. Bayart [5]
had previously established this for approximation on a more restricted collection of
compact sets K. However, almost nothing was known about the boundary behaviour
of universal Dirichlet series, including even the question of whether universal
Dirichlet series could have a holomorphic extension beyond C. We now list some
consequences of Theorem 20 taken from [23], where they are stated in greater
generality. (The obvious analogue of Corollary 4 also holds.)
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Corollary 6 Let f € Up(Cy). Then, for almost every w € iR, the set f(I") is dense
in C for every Stolz angle I' C C4 with vertex at w.

Corollary 7 Letf € Up(C.). Then, for any disc D centred on iR, the set C\f(D N
Cy4) is polar:

Corollary 8 Let f € Up(Cy). Then there is a residual set Z C R such that {f (o +
it) : 0 <o < 1} is dense in C for every t € Z.

Corollary 6 follows from Theorem 20 just as Corollary 3 was deduced from
Theorem 11. Corollary 7 holds because, otherwise, log |f| would have a positive
harmonic majorant on D N C_ (see the paragraph following Theorem 8) and then
Fatou’s theorem would yield a contradiction to Corollary 6. Corollary 8 follows
from Corollary 7 because, by the Collingwood maximality theorem, it is enough to
show that f has a maximal unrestricted cluster set at each point of /R.

The obvious analogues of Theorem 12 and Corollary 2 hold for general Dirichlet
series. From the latter we can immediately deduce the following.

Corollary 9 Let v : (0,1] — (0,00) be a decreasing continuous function such

that
/l \/ Mda < 00.
0 o

Iff € D(Cy) and log|f (o + it)| < ¥ (o) on D(w,r) N CL for some w € iR and
r> 0, thenf ¢ Up(Cy).
This result is significantly weaker than Theorem 7 for universal Taylor series.

9 Universal Polynomial Expansions of Harmonic Functions

Let B(xo, ) denote the open ball of centre xy and radius r in Euclidean space RY
(N > 2),and let B = B(0, 1). If & is a harmonic function on B(xy, r), then it has an
expansion there of the form i(x) = > o2 / H,(x — xo), where H, is a homogeneous
harmonic polynomial of degree n. We denote by S,, (%, x¢) the partial sum, up to
degree m, of this series.

Definition 4 Let /1 be a harmonic function on a domain £2 C RN and letx, € £2. We
say that /1 has a universal polynomial expansion about x if, for any compact K C £2¢
with K¢ connected, and for any function g which is harmonic on a neighbourhood
of K, there is a subsequence (S,,, (1, xo)) which converges uniformly to g on K. The
collection of all such functions £ will be denoted by Uy (£2, xo).

Gauthier and Tamptse [25] have shown that, if (RN U {oo}) \§2 is connected and
Xo € £2, then Uy (£2, xp) is a residual subset of the space of all harmonic functions
on §2, endowed with the topology of local uniform convergence. (See also Armitage
[1] for an earlier, related result.) A substantial advance in the theory was made by
Manolaki [31] who proved, among other things, the following.
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Theorem 21 Let 2 C RY be a domain such that RN\ §2 contains an infinite cone,
and let xo € §2. Then

(a) the existence of functions in Uy (S2,x0) requires (RN u {oo}) \§2 to be con-
nected;

(b) the collection Uy (82, x0) is independent of the choice of xy;

(c) no function in Uy (82, x0) can be extended harmonically to any larger domain.

This result is related to a previous paper [30], in which she established analogues
for harmonic functions of celebrated results of Ostrowski [40] on the relationship
between overconvergence and gap structure for complex power series. The proof
also uses a process of inductive complexification, which relies on §2 omitting
an infinite cone C: the significance of this hypothesis lies in the facts that the
intersection with £2¢ of any line parallel to the axis of C contains a half-line, and
that half-lines embedded in a plane are non-thin at infinity.

Logunov [28] has proved the following analogue of Theorem 7 for harmonic
functions, which strengthens a result in [20].

Theorem 22 Let ) : [0,1) — (0, 00) be an increasing function such that (4) holds.
If h is harmonic on B and |h(x)| < ¥ (|x|) on B(y, r) NB for some 'y € 0B and r > 0,
then f ¢ Uy (B, 0).

Finally, Golitsyna [26] has recently developed a theory of universal Laurent
expansions for harmonic functions.

Acknowledgements The author is grateful to the referee for a careful reading of the manuscript.
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Subharmonic Images of a Convergent )
Sequence s

Paul Gauthier and Myrto Manolaki

Abstract In this paper we characterize the sequences of possible values of a
subharmonic function along a convergent sequence of points. We also discuss some
related open questions and possible generalizations.

Keywords Subharmonic interpolation

Msc codes: Primary 31B05; Secondary 31A05

1 Introduction

A classical interpolation theorem of Weierstrass (see, for example [9, Ch. 15])
asserts that, if (a,) is a sequence of distinct points in a domain G of the complex
plane C without accumulation points in G and (b,) is any sequence in C, then there
is a holomorphic function f in G such that f(a,) = b, for all n. For example, if we
choose as (b,) an enumeration of all complex numbers with rational coordinates,
one can obtain a function f such that the sequence (f(a,)) is dense in C. On
the other hand, if (a,) is a sequence of distinct points in the domain G with
accumulation point in G, and (b,) is any sequence in C, with the property that
there is a holomorphic function f in G such that f(a,) = b, for all n, then (b,)
has to satisfy certain conditions. First of all it has to be convergent. Secondly, the
function f with the above property is uniquely determined by the identity principle.
A complete characterization of pairs of convergent sequences (a,) and (b,) in C,
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with the a,, distinct, such that there exists an entire function f, for which f(a,) = b,
for all n, was discovered independently by Bendixson [2] in 1887 and a century
later by Peretz in 1983 (in [8] and in his unpublished manuscript “Analytic image
of a convergent sequence”). (See also [7].) The condition for this characterization
is given in terms of the convergence of one specific series involving the sequences
(an) and (bn)~

This paper is concerned with similar interpolation problems for subharmonic (or
continuous subharmonic) functions. This is rather different from the known exten-
sion theorems for subharmonic functions (see [5] and [6]), where a subharmonic
function is given in a neighbourhood of a set A and we wish to extend it to a given,
larger domain.

Since subharmonic functions take their values in [—o0, +00) and are upper
semicontinuous, if (x,) is a sequence of distinct points converging to a point xg
and (y,) is a sequence of values in [—00, +00), such that y, = u(x,),n = 1,2,...,
for some function u subharmonic in a neighbourhood of xj, then

limsup u(x,) < u(xp) < +o0.
n—oo

In this note, we show that this obvious necessary condition is in fact also sufficient to
characterize such “interpolation pairs” ((x,), (y,)) for subharmonic functions. More
precisely, we show the following:

Theorem 1 Let B,, be an open ball in RN(N > 2) with center xo, and let (x,)
be a sequence of distinct points in By, \ {xo} which converges to xy. If (y,) is a
sequence of values in [—00, +00) with limsup,_,. v, =: b < +00, then, there
exist a subharmonic function u on By, satisfying the following:

(i) u(x,) =y, foreachn=1,2,...;
(ii) limsup,_,  u(x) = b;
(iii) u : By, \ {x0} — [—00, +00) is continuous (in the extended sense) and finite-
valued on By, \ {x, : n € N}.

Remark 1 If we do not require condition (ii) to be valid and we only require the
interpolating function u to be continuous and subharmonic on By, \ {xo}, then
the result could follow by applying known extension theorems for subharmonic
functions (such as Theorem 6.1 of [5]). However, these extension theorems do not
provide estimates for the growth of the subharmonic extension u, and therefore, we
cannot conclude that xj is a removable singularity for «. To overcome this difficulty,
we provide a constructive proof by carefully “gluing” specific Dirichlet solutions on
spherical shells around xy.

We express our deep affection for our dear friend André Boivin (respectively
doctoral student and postdoctoral supervisor), who would have collaborated in this
work had he not tragically left us far too soon.
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2 Preliminaries

For y € RV and 0 < r < R we denote by S,[r,R] the closed shell
{x:r<|lx—y| <R} and by Sy(r,R) the open shell {x : r < [x —y| < R}.
We also write Sy[r] to denote the sphere {x : ||x —y|| = r}. If y = 0 we simply write
S[r, R], S(r, R) and S[r] (instead of Sy[r, R], So(r, R) and Sy[r]). Moreover we denote
by U, (x) the fundamental solution for the Laplacian with pole at y:

—In|x—y| for N = 2,
U. =
y(x) lx = y||>N for N > 2.
Throughout this paper, for a radial function L and » > 0, we (abusively) denote
by L(r) the (common) value of L(x) for |x|| = r. In particular, we write Uy(7) to
signify Uy (x), for some (hence every) x for which ||x|| = r.
It is easy to see that the function

0 n (Uo(r) - Uo(X)) (M_mUo(R))

mM
L =m0 T\ o) = to® Uo()

ey

is the solution of the Dirichlet problem on S[r, R], with boundary values m on S[r]
and M on S[R].
One of the main tools we will use is the following classical theorem:

Lemma 1 (Gluing Principle [Cor. 3.2.4, [1]) Let w be an open subset of an open
set 2 in RN, Let s be subharmonic on @ and S subharmonic on 2, and suppose that
limsup,_,; ve,, $(x) < S(y) forall y € dw N $2. Then the function

_ | max{s(x), S(x)} (x € w)
Y0 =1 s (xe2\w)

is subharmonic on §2.

Proof The proof follows immediately by verifying the submeanvalue property for
the function v for all points in dw N £2.

We can apply the gluing principle to prove the following lemma, which is of
fundamental importance for the proof of Theorem 1.

Lemma 2 Fix 0<ri<Ry<R; and my<mi<M,, and let M, € (ml,L'r':{kAfl (R2)).
For each ry € (0, r1), we consider the function

M-
LI (x) forry < x|l < r1.
Lo (x) == § max{Ll2 (), L' )} for vy < x| < Ro,

M
I €9 for Ry < ||x|| < R.
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Then, for all sufficiently small r,, the function Ly, is continuous on S[ry, R|] and
subharmonic on S(rp, Ry).

Proof For simplicity we write L,, instead of Lfff,'?:”' for i = 1,2. For each fixed
r e (}"z,Rz],

L,, /' M, uniformly on S(r,R;],

as r; "\, 0. This follows easily by using the formula (1). In particular, for r = ry,
and sufficiently small r,,

max{L,, (x), L, (x)} = Ly, (x), for |x[| =r, ()

so Ly is continuous on ||x|| = r;.
On ||x|| = R,, we have L,,(R,) = M, < L, (R,). Hence

max{L,,(x),L, (x)} = L, (x), for |x|| =Ra, 3)

so Ly; is continuous on ||x|| = R;.

The function L,; is obviously continuous elsewhere, hence it is continuous on
the whole S[r,, R;]. Finally, we can conclude that L,; is subharmonic on S(r,, R;)
for sufficiently small r,. To see this, we use (2) and (3) to apply twice the gluing
principle (Lemma 1): for the functions S; := L,, and s; := L, which are
subharmonic on the sets £2; := S(r;,R;) and w; := S(r1, Ry) respectively; and
for the functions S, := L, and s, := L,, which are subharmonic on the sets
§2, := S(r1,R)) and w, := S(r|, Ry) respectively.

Lemma3 Let A = {a1,...,a,} and P = {p1,...,pm} be two disjoint sets in
the open shell S(r,R). Then there exists a continuous (in the extended sense)
superharmonic function Up 4 on RN, such that Ups(aj) = O for all a; € A and
Uy (00) N S[r,R] = P.

Proof We consider the superharmonic function Up(x) := Y ir, Uy, (x). Let ¢; :=
Up(a;). To finish the proof it suffices to find a finite-valued superharmonic and
continuous function V on RY such that V(ag)) = —cjforallj = 1,2,...,n, and

define Upa(x) := V(x) + Up(x). One way to see that the construction of such a
function V is possible is, by using Theorem 6.1 of [5]. Indeed, let E be the union
of n pairwise disjoint, closed balls D; in S(r, R) with respective centres at a; (where
Jj=1,2,...,n). Then, by Theorem 6.1 of [5], the function which equals to —c; on
each Dj, can be extended continuously and superharmonically on RV (because the
complement of E in the one-point compactification of R" is connected and locally
connected).

Lemmad Let A = {ay,...,a,} and P = {p1,...,pm} be two disjoint sets in the
open shell S(r,R) and let Up 4 be as in Lemma 3. For each j = 1,2,...,n and
sufficiently small A > 0, we consider the closed balls K;; with centres at a; and
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radii equal to A, such that they are all contained in S(r, R) and they are pairwise
disjoint. We put K) = K, U---UK,, andlet S, := S(r, R)\Ky and Sy := S(r, R)\A.

Let m < M and suppose that we are given finitely many real values by, b,, . . ., by,
with by <m, forallj=1,2,...,n.

(i) For ju > 0, we denote by h,, the solution of the Dirichlet problem on S[r, R] with
boundary values m + puUp, and M + pUp 4 on S[r] and S[R] respectively. As
n — 0, the directed family of subharmonic functions —uUp 4 + h,, converges
uniformly on compact subsets of S(r,R) \ P to L;'f;éu (the solution of the
Dirichlet problem on S(r, R) with boundary values m and M on S[r] and S[R]
respectively).

(ii) For A > 0, let hy , be the solution of the Dirichlet problem on Sy, with boundary
values m + wUp 4 on S[r], M + nUp 4 on S[R] and b; on each 0K 5, and equal
tobjonK; ;.

We consider the function u,, ,, : S[r, R] — [—00, +00) defined by

Uy = —uUpa + hl./p “4)

Then, u; ,, is continuous on S[r,R] and converges uniformly on compact
subsets of So \ P to —uUpa + hy, as A — 0. Moreover, for small p and A,
the function uy_,, is subharmonic on S(r, R).

Proof Let Ay > 0 be such that for all A < A, the hypothesis in the first paragraph
of the lemma is satisfied.

It is obvious that, as u© — 0, the functions m 4+ uUp 4 and M + puUp 4 converge
uniformly to m and M on S[r] and S[R] respectively, and so by the maximum
principle, we conclude that &, converges to L'r"’}éw uniformly on S[r, R]. Moreover, as
w — 0, the function uUp 4 tends uniformly to zero on compact subsets of R \ P,
and so part (i) follows immediately. Also we may choose p is so small that

wUpa(x) <max{|m|, M|}, (x € dS(r,R)UKj, A < Ao).

Therefore, since /,, converges uniformly on S[r, R] to L',’f}éu, we may assume that

M is so small that
|hy(x)| < 2max{|m|, M|}, Vxe S(r,R). 5)
The function u; , : S[r,R] — [—o00,400) is continuous on S[r,R] by the
regularity of the Dirichlet problem (since K; is non-thin at each x € 9K;).

Let K be a compact subset of Sy \ P. For all z € K and all sufficiently small A,
we have that z € §, and

—1Upa(2) + hy(2) —up u(2) = /as (1, (8) = haw(D]dws (2. ©),
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where w; (z, E) is the harmonic measure for S of a Borel set E C 05, evaluated at
a point z € S). Since h,, = hy , on 3S(r, R) we may write

U@+ @) =10, = Y [ 0 = (O ).
j=1 7 Kia

Therefore, since /; ;, = b; on Kj;, we can use (5) to deduce that

| = nUpa(2) + hy(2) —up u(2)| < Z(Zmax{|m|» IM|} + |bj])wa(z. 0K;z).  (6)

J=1

Now, we will estimate w; (z, dKj 1). Choose A > 0 so large that, for all small A
and eachj = 1, ..., n, the set S, is contained in the open shell Sa; (A, A) and denote
by w; 1 the harmonic measure for Sq; (A, A). Then,

Uq(A) — Uy ()
w)(z,0K;3) < wj(z,0K;;) =1 — ——~—,

(5 0Ki2) < o 0K2) = 1= 5 3 =0, @)

It is now clear that wy (-, dKj 2) converges uniformly to zero on compact subsets of
So, as A — 0 and, from (4) and (6), it follows that u; , converges uniformly to
—uUp4 + hy, on compact subsets of Sp \ P.

We have that i, — L:'.’I'éw uniformly on S[r, R] as u — 0 and, for every compact
subset Q of S(r, R), we have min{Lff,‘éW (x) : x € @} > m (minimum principle). Thus,
for all sufficiently small 1, we have hy, > mon Q. Hence, for every compact subset
Q of Sy \ P, we have u, ;, > m on Q for small A and p. In particular, let Q; be a
closed ball centred at a;, which (as we may assume) contains all of the balls Kj, in
its interior. Then, for sufficiently small A, it follows from the minimum principle that
uy . > bjon Q;\ K, (because b; < mforallj = 1,2,...,n). Consequently, u, ,
satisfies the submeanvalue inequality on dKj ;. Since u; , is upper semi-continuous
and obviously satisfies the submeanvalue inequality elsewhere, it follows that u; ,
is indeed subharmonic. This completes the proof of part (ii).

3 Proof of Theorem 1

Throughout the proof of Theorem 1 we will use the same notation as in the
statements of the previous lemmas. Also, by abuse of notation, we use the same
letter to denote a sequence of distinct points and the set of all terms of the sequence.

Proof We may (and shall) assume that x, = 0. Our goal can be rephrased in the
following equivalent form. Suppose we are given a sequence A = (aj,ap,...)
of distinct non-zero points, tending to 0 in RY, and a corresponding sequence
B = (b1,by,...) of real values such that limsup;_,,,b; =: b < +oo. We are



Subharmonic Images of a Convergent Sequence 271

also given a bounded sequence P = (pi,pa, ...) of distinct points, distinct from 0
and from the points of A, having no limit points except possibly 0, and we wish to
construct a corresponding subharmonic function u, in a neighbourhood of 0, such
that u(a;) = b;,j = 1,2,..., u"'(—00) = P and limsup,_,,u(x) = b. (If we
construct such an interpolating function in a ball with center at 0, we can then
extend it subharmonically and continuously to any given ball of center at 0 using
Theorem 6.1 of [5].)

Let (m;) be a sequence strictly decreasing to b such that m; > sup{b; : j=1,2,...}
and m; ¢ B for each j. (This is possible because lim SUP; 00 b =1 b < +00.)
Choose Ry > max{|jx|| : x € AU P} and r; € (0,min{l,R;}), with (A U P)N
S[r] =@ and A N S(r1,R1) # 9. Since limsup,_,, b; = b, we may choose r| so
small that max{d; : |la;|| < 1} < my. Choose M > m;; choose R, with r| < R, <
R; such that (A U P) N S[r1, Ry] = @.

We now apply Lemma 4 for r=r;, R=R|,m=m;, M=M,A;=A N S[r1, Ry],
Bi={b; : aj € A1}, Py=P N S[ri, R;] and the compact set Q| = S[R,]. By Lemma 4,
noting that —p Up, 4, + hy, < L’r’:{;?f‘ on S(ry,Ry), we may choose w; and A
sufficiently small so that u;, ,, is subharmonic on S(r;, R;) and

. M
mp < min uy, () = My < LR (Ry).
x||=R>

llxll=R
We set u; = uy, 4, on S(r, Ry).

All sufficiently small r, satisfy the conclusion of Lemma 2, so we may choose
such an r, < min{1/2, r;}, for which (A U P) N S[r,] = @ and A N S(rp, 1) # 9.
Moreover, we may choose r; so small that max{b; : ||g;|| < r2} < ms.

Choose R; with r, < R3; < ry such that (A U P) N S[rp, R3] = @. We now
apply Lemma 4 for r = r,R = Ry,m = my,M = My, Ay = AN S[r, Ry,
B, = {b; : aj € Ay}, P, = PN S[ry, R,] and the compact set O, = S[R3] U S[ry]. By
Lemma 4, and since m, < L2 on S(r», R,), we may choose i, and A, sufficiently

r2,R2
small so that u;, ,,, is subharmonic on S(r2, R,),

. M:
= I Iﬁnrlle Uy .z () =M; < LZZRzz(R3)
x||=R3

and also such that

my < min uy, 4, (x).
llxll=r1

Then,
Uiy pp (X) > my = uy(x) for |lx|| =r
and

Upy ur (X) = My < uy(x) for x| =R,.
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The function

Uy (X) for r, < ||x|| < r,
uy(x) = max{uy, i, (x), u1(x)} for rp < ||x]| < Ry,
uy (x) for Ry < ||x|| <Ry,

is continuous on S[r, R;] and subharmonic on S(r;,R;) (since r, was chosen
sufficiently small to satisfy the conclusion of Lemma 2).

To define u3, we repeat the process. All sufficiently small r; satisfy the
conclusion of Lemma 2, so we may choose such an r; < min{1/3, r,}, for which
(AU P)N S[r;] = @ and A N S(r3, ;) # @. Moreover, we may choose r; so small
that max{bj . ||a]|| < r3} < my.

Choose R, with r; < R4, < rp such that (A U P) N S[r3,Ry] = 0. We now
apply Lemma 4 for r = r3,R = R3,m = m3,M = M;3,A3 = AN S[r3, R3],
Bs = {b; : a; € A3}, P3 = P N S[r3, R3] and the compact set Q3 = S[R4] U S[r2]. By
Lemma 4, we may choose A3 and p3 sufficiently small so that uy, ,, is subharmonic
on S(r3, R3),

. M
my < ”Iﬁnrlle Upy s (X) = My < L;':RS»%(RZQ
x||=R4

and
my < min uy, u,(x).
llxll=r
Then,
Upy s (X) > My = ua(x)  for [lx[| = ra
and

Upspus () = M3 < up(x)  for x| = Rs.

The function

U gus (%) for ;3 < |lx|| < 2.
u3(x) = § max{up, ., (x), up(x)} for r, < ||x|| < Rs,
u2(%) for Ry < [lx|| < Ry,

is continuous on S[r3, R;] and subharmonic on S(r3,R;) (since r; was chosen
sufficiently small to satisfy the conclusion of Lemma 2).

We continue in this manner to define a sequence (u;) of functions continuous on
S[r;, R1] and subharmonic on S(r;, R1).

The sequence u; is eventually stable on compact subsets of the punctured ball
S(0,Ry), and so it converges to a limit function u : S(0,R;) — [—o0,+00)
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which is continuous and subharmonic. Moreover, limsup, ,,u(x) = b < 4o0.
Hence, the origin is a removable singularity; thus we may extend u to a function
subharmonic on the ball S[0,R;), centred at the origin and of radius R;. By
construction u~'(—00) = P and u(a;) = b; for all j = 1,2,.... This concludes
the proof.

4 Concluding Remarks and Questions

In this final section we list some remarks and questions for further directions on
similar interpolation problems.

1. We note that the interpolating function of Theorem 1 can be chosen to be
subharmonic and continuous (in the extended sense) on all of RV. To see this, let
u be the subharmonic function on the ball B = B(xy, R) obtained in Theorem 1
and choose 0 < p» < p; < R, such that the points x; lie in B(xo, p2) and denote
Bj = B(xo, p;). By the Riesz decomposition [1, Cor. 4.4.3],

u=-[ vdwo +h o B,
By

where £ is harmonic on B; and p,, is the Riesz measure of u on B. The potential is
well-defined and superharmonic on all of R¥ and, using Theorem 6.1 of [5], we
can extend the restriction of 2 on B, to a function H, continuous and subharmonic
on all of RY. (See also [6].) Thus,

v = _/ Uyd:uu(y) +H
B

is a subharmonic function on all of RY which performs the required interpolation.
We note that v is continuous in the extended sense, that is, as a mapping from
RY to [—00, +00). Indeed, v is continuous in the extended sense on B,, since
it agrees with u, which is continuous in the extended sense. The potential is
continuous in the extended sense on By, since it differs from u by a harmonic
function. By the construction of the proof, we may assume that u is harmonic on
an open neighbourhood of S[p,, p1] and so the restriction of u, to By has support
in a compact subset K of B,. Hence the potential is harmonic (and so continuous)
outside K. Since the subharmonic function v differs from the potential by the
continuous function H, it follows that v is continuous outside of K. Thus, v is
continuous in the extended sense on all of RV,

2. It is obvious that Theorem 1 would not remain valid in the case of convex
functions in R (which are the 1-dimensional analogue of subharmonic functions).
For example for x, = 1/n and y, = (—1)" it is impossible to find a convex
function ©# in R with u(x,) = y, for all n (not even for n = 1,2,3).
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Subharmonic functions in higher dimensions have less rigid behaviour, which
makes interpolation easier. For example, a key-ingredient of the proof of our
theorem was Lemma 2, which again would not be valid in dimension 1.

3. Harmonic functions have much more rigid behaviour than (continuous) subhar-
monic functions. In particular, given a sequence of distinct points x,, converging
to a point xo, if 4 is a harmonic function on a neighbourhood of x, containing
these points, the possible sequences y, = h(x,) are extremely limited. It would
be natural to ask under which conditions harmonic interpolation of a convergent
sequence would be valid; that is, given a convergent sequence (x,) in RV and a
convergent sequence (y,) in R, under which conditions on (x,) and (y,) can we
have that there is a harmonic function % in RY for which 4(x,) = y, for all n?

It is quite easy to give simple examples of pairs of sequences (x,) and (y,), for
which harmonic interpolation is not possible. The heuristic ontological principle
that, if there is at most one of a certain type of object, then there are “probably”
none, suggests a connection between uniqueness and non-existence. We present
an example in this spirit. Let C be a cone in RY with vertex at 0 and let D be
a dense subset of S[1] N C. We construct a sequence X = (x,), convergent to
0, such that, for each x € D, the set X N [0, x] contains a sequence of points of
the form (xy;) that accumulate at 0. We consider the sequence (y,) which equals
to 1/n if n is odd and equals to O in n is even. We claim that there does not
exist a harmonic function 4 on a neighbourhood of 0 for which A(x,) = y, for
all n. Indeed, if there was such a function s, we would have that, for all n even
numbers, h(x,) = y, = 0. Using the real analyticity of 4, we can conclude that
h = 0 on each segment of the form X N [0, x], for all x in D. Since D is dense
in S[1] N C, we conclude (using the continuity of /) that 4 = 0 on C and so
(by the identity principle) 4 is identically 0 in R, This contradicts the fact that
for n odd h(x,) = y, = 1/n # 0. Hence, there is no harmonic function /4 in a
neighbourhood of 0 for which i(x,) = y,.

The sequence (x,) we constructed here is an example of an “analytic
uniqueness sequence” (for more details see [3]). We note that, for each such
sequence (x,), we would be able to construct analogous counterexamples where
harmonic interpolation fails.

4. Theorem 1 can be extended if we replace the assumption that the sequence (x,)
has only one accumulation point, with finitely many accumulation points (by
preserving the condition of limsup,_, . ¥, < 400). It is natural to ask how far
we can push the conditions on a sequence (x,) so that (continuous) subharmonic
interpolation is possible under the simple condition of limsup,_, .y, < +00.
More generally, what can be said if we replace the sequences (x,) by more
general closed sets A (and the corresponding interpolating values (y,) with an
upper semicontinuous function B : A — [—o00, 400))? Since subharmonic
functions take the value —oo only on a polar set, it makes sense to examine
the more general case only for the finite setting, i.e. when the data function B
takes only finite values (or, if it takes the value —oo, this happens only on a polar
subset of A). (Of course if the set A does not have empty interior we must have a
submeanvalue property for our data function.) For example, does the method of
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our proof extend to polar closed sets A? The answer is yes (without continuity)
if all values B(a) = —oo for all a € A since, by the definition of polar sets, we
can find a subharmonic function on a neighbourhood of A, which takes the value
—oo on A. However, this function can be highly discontinuous (see p. 69 of [1]).

5. As discussed above, the techniques of the proof of Theorem 1 can be used to
obtain the following:

Corollary 1 Let A be a compact set in RN with a finite number of accumulation
points, and let f € C(A). Then there exists a function F € C(RYN), which is
subharmonic on RN, such that F = f on A. That is, A is an interpolation set for
continuous entire subharmonic functions.

One further direction would be to examine interpolation by smooth subharmonic
functions; that is, to find conditions on the sequences (x,) and (y,) (or, more
generally on the set A and the function f on A) under which the interpolating
function can be C°. This relates to the work in [4].

6. Although we do not in general have uniqueness for interpolating subharmonic
functions along a sequence of points, perhaps uniqueness can be attained by
imposing additional constraints. For example, what can be said about interpo-
lation where, besides interpolating at a sequence of points (x,) converging to 0
we are additionally interpolating the mean values around 0? To be more precise:

Problem We consider a sequence (y,) of points in [—oo, +00) with b :=
limsup,_, ., y» < —+o00. We also fix a function M : (0,1] — R which is
increasing, such that M(r) is a convex function of the fundamental solution Uy (r)
and

lim M(r) = b.
r—0+t

Is it possible for the spherical mean values M (u; 0, r) of (some of) the interpo-
lating function(s) u on the sphere S[r], obtained by Theorem 1, to coincide with
M(r) forall r € (0,1]?

The conditions we put on M are necessary from Corollary 3.2.6 and Theo-
rem 3.5.6 of [1].
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