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NON-EXISTENCE OF A HOLOMORPHIC IMBEDDING OF
THE SOBOLEV LOOP SPACE INTO THE
HILBERT PROJECTIVE SPACE

ANAKKAR M., IVASHKOVICH S*.

ABSTRACT. The goal of this paper is to understand the properties of meromorphic map-
pings with values in two model complex Hibert manifolds: Hilbert projective space P(I?)
and Sobolev loop space of the Riemann sphere LP'. It occurs that these properties are
quite different. Based on our study we obtain as a corollary that LP' does not admit a
closed holomorphic imbedding to P(I?). In other words LP! is not a Hilbert projective
variety despite of the fact that it is Kahler and meromorphic functions separate points

on it.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. On the imbedding of the loop space to the projective space. By a complex
Hilbert manifold we understand a Hausdorff topological space X locally homeomorphic to
an open subsets in a separable Hilbert space L, i.e., C" or [?, such that the transition maps
are holomorphic. The notation [? stands for the Hilbert space of sequences of complex
numbers z = {25 }32, such that ||z]|*:= ", |2x|? < oo with the standard Hermitian scalar
product (z,w) = >, zxwy, and the standard basis {ej,es,...}. By B(2o,7) we denote the
ball of radius r centered at 2z in L, by B(r) the ball centered at origin and by B the unit
ball. If we want to underline that we are speaking about unit ball in [* we write B.
We say that meromorphic functions separate points on the complex Hilbert manifold X
if for every pair p # ¢ of points of X there exists a meromorphic function f on A such
that f is holomorphic near p and ¢ and f(p) # f(q). It is not difficult to see that a
compact (= finite dimensional) complex manifold X such that meromorphic functions
separate points on it admits a meromorphic injection to the complex projective space PY
for some N, see Proposition £33l By a meromorphic injection we mean a meromorphic
mapping f : X — P such that it is a holomorphic injection outside of an analytic set of
codimension > 2.
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It occurs not to be the case in infinite dimensions. Namely, despite of the fact that the
loop space LP! of the Riemann sphere possesses the property of meromorphic separation,
see Proposition [4.2], it cannot be meromorphically injected to the Hilbert projective space
P(1?). We prove the following statement.

Theorem 1. LP' doesn’t admit a closed meromorphic injection to P(1%), i.e., there doesn’t
exist a meromorphic map g : LP* — P(1?) such that:

i) g: LP*\ I — P(I?) is a holomorphic injection, where I is analytic codim [ > 2;

i) dg. is injective and has closed range for all z € LP*\ I;

i) the full image g(LP) is closed in P(1?).

The non existence of an equivariant holomorphic imbedding with respect to the natural
group actions on LP! and P({?) was proved in [Z] answering the question from [MZ].
The proof in [Z] is based on the comparison of Picard groups. Our proof is based on
the comparison of extension properties of meromorphic mappings with values in these
manifolds.

1.2. Hilbert projective space. Let X and ) be complex Hilbert manifolds. Intuitively
a meromorphic mapping X — ) should be defined by a holomorphic map f: X\ I — Y,
where [ is a Hilbert analytic set in X of codimension > 2 such that the graph I'y of
f “extends” in some sense to X x ). And this “extended object” is what we call a
meromorphic graph (or, a a meromorphic map) and denote it still as I'; (or, as f). The
indeterminacy set of a meromorphic mapping f is the smallest closed subset I of X’ such
that f is holomorphic on X'\ I. It will be denoted as I;. We do not claim that I is Hilbert
analytic in general, but this will be so in both model examples of Hilbert manifolds
mentioned above. Furthermore we shall investigate in what sense the aforementioned
extension realizes on the examples of LP! and P(/*). They are quite different in nature
but have one common feature, namely the notion of meromorphicity for them are somehow
“predefined”.

We start with the case when Y is the Hilbert projective space P(1%) := (I°\ {0})/w ~

Aw, A # 0, where w = (wg,wn,...) € I*. By 2z, = wj/wy, we denote the affine coordinates
in the affine chart Uy = {[w] : wy, # 0} = P(I*) \ H, where Hy, is the hyperplane

Hy, = {[w] €P(I*): wp = 0}. (1.1)

Let a holomorphic mapping f : X'\ I — P(I?) be given. Assuming that f(X\ 1) ¢ H,
set Ag := f~1(Ho). Observe that f|\ 4, is a holomorphic map with values in Uy = I* and
therefore writes as f = (f1, fa,...). Here f; are holomorphic functions on X'\ Ay and such
that || f(2)]|% = 3, | fe(2)]? is locally bounded, see subsection We prove the following

Theorem 2. The closure Ay of the divisor Ay is a divisor in X and all f, extend mero-
morphically to the whole of X. Moreover, the orders of the poles of these extensions are
locally uniformly bounded along Ay. In addition the following is true:
i) For every point a € X there exists a neighborhood V 3 a and holomorphic in V
functions g, @1, ... without common factors such that

a) ||o(2)|I> = 32, [en(2)|? is locally bounded and fi, = or/po on V;
b)) VNID{zeV:pr(z) =0 for all k}.

i) The indeterminacy set Iy of the meromorphic map f thus obtained is locally defined
by the equation p(z) =0, ie, [;NV={2€V:¢pi(z) =¢i(z) =...0}.
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Now it is clear that by a meromorphic mapping in the case of P(I*) we should under-
stand the object obtained by the extension from X'\ I to X of a holomorphic map f as
in this theorem. It is worth to note that on V'\ Iy our map is defined as

f(2) =lpo(2) - 1(2) : ..] (1.2)
for an appropriate holomorphic map ¢ = (©g,p1,...) with values in [°. Therefore it is
natural to give the following

Definition 1. A meromorphic mapping from a Hilbert manifold X to the Hilbert projective
space P(1?) is defined by a sequence fi, fa,... of meromorphic functions on X such that
locally there exist holomorphic functions @o,p1,... with ||¢|,. bounded and f, = % for
all k € N. Mapping f is locally given by (I.2) outside of the set of common zeroes of
@o,P1,y----

We prove Thullen, Levi and Hartogs type extension theorems for meromorphic map-
pings with values in P(/?), see Theorems B.1] and as well as Corollary B.Il In this
Introduction we shall need the following corollary from the Hartogs type extension.

Corollary 1. Let T be a C'-smooth closed curve in C* and let f: C2\T — P(I?) be a
holomorphic map. Then f extends meromorphically to the whole of C2.

This corollary follows from the Hartogs type extension theorem by placing a Hartogs
figure H near a given point a € I' in such a way that H NI' = & but the associated to H
polydisk D? contains a.

1.3. Case of loop spaces. Our second model example when the meromorphicity is
predefined is the case when ) is a Sobolev loop space of the Riemann sphere P!, i.e.
LP' = W12(SYP'). The natural complex structure on LP' will be recalled in section [l
For the moment it will be sufficient to say that a holomorphic map f: X — LP! from a
complex Hilbert manifold X to LP! can be seen as a mapping f : X x S! — P! such that:
e for every s € S! the map f(-,s): X — P! is holomorphic,
e for every z € X one has f(z,-) € WH*(S',P!) and the correspondence

X3z f(z,:) e WH(S' P
is continuous with respect to the standard topology on X and the Sobolev topology
on Wh2(St P1).
Such description will be called the represention of f. We shall prove the following

Theorem 3. Any holomorphic mapping f: X\ I — LP*, where X is a Hilbert manifold
and I a Hilbert analytic set in X of codimension > 2 possesses the following properties:
i) for every s € S* the map f(-,s) is a meromorphic function which meromorphically
extends to the whole of X';
i) the family of indeterminacy sets {If. :s € S'} is locally finite in X ;
i) mapping f holomorphically extends to X'\ Iy, and therefore Iy =, e L5 (.,s)
1s the indeterminacy set of the meromorphic mapping thus obtained.

Notice that since every Iy ) is an analytic set of pure codimension two such is their
union /¢. These items force us to give the following

Definition 2. A meromorphic mapping f : X — LP! from a Hilbert manifold X to the
Sobolev loop space W12(SY,PY) is defined by a family of meromorphic on X functions
{f(-,8): s €S} such that:
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i) the family of their indeterminacy sets {1 s :s € S'} is locally finite in X ;
i) f is holomorphic when restricted to X\ U cq1 L(.s)-

Extension properties of meromorphic mappings with values in LP! occur to be not
as good as for those with values in P(/?). In Example B we construct a holomorphic
mapping [ : C2\ T — WH2(SL P, where I' = {7(s) = (71(5),72(s))} is a loop in C? of
class W22 C CL%, such that for every s € S! the point v(s) is an essential singularity of
f. That is f doesn’t extend to any neighborhood of 7(s) even meromorphically. This
example shows that neither Thullen no Hartogs type extension theorems are valid for
meromorphic mappings with values in LIP!.

Assumption that there exists a meromorphic injection g : LP! — P(1*) quickly leads to
a contradiction between the already mentioned Example 4.1l and Corollary [Il see the end
of the section (] for more details.

2. MEROMORPHIC FUNCTIONS ON HILBERT MANIFOLDS

2.1. Hilbert manifolds and analytic sets. For standard facts from infinite dimensional
complex analysis we refer to [Mul. By a complex Hilbert manifold in this paper we shall
understand a Hausdorff topological space X’ covered by coordinate charts (Uy,hy), where
hy : U, — V}, are local homeomorphisms to an open subsets of a separable complex Hilbert
space L, i.e., L is C" or [?, such that the transition maps are holomorphic. We shall say,
if needed, that X is modeled over L. If L = C" we say that X is n-dimensional, if L = [?
that X is infinite dimensional.

We shall consecutively use results about Hilbert analytic sets from [Ra], where they are
proved for analytic sets in Banach spaces in which every closed subspace admits a closed
complement. By ;O,, we denote the ring of germs of holomorphic functions at zy in the
separable complex Hilbert space L. For L = C" we write ,O.,, for L = [* we write ;20.,.
But more often when L is clear from the context we shall write simply O,,. This is a

factorial domain, see Theorem 1.1.4.4 in [Ra]. Let X be a Hilbert manifold modeled over
L.

Definition 2.1. By a Hilbert analytic set in X we understand a subset A C X such
that for every point a € X there exists neighborhood V > a and a holomorphic mapping
h:V — F to a separable complex Hilbert space F' such that

ANV ={z€eV:h(z)=0}.

If = C" for all a € A we say that A is an analytic set of finite definition. If A is locally
contained in a finite dimensional locally closed submanifold M of X and is an analytic
set in M we say that A is finite dimensional.

We denote the germ of an analytic subset A at a by A, and by J(A,) C O, the ideal of
germs of holomorphic functions that vanish identically on A,. We say that A is principal
at a if the ideal J(A,) is principal and we say that A is principal if A, is principal at
every a € A. Given a holomorphic map f : X — F we write V(f) = f~!(0) and if
f=(f1,..., fn) is C"valued we write V(f1,...,fn) =V (f1)N---NV(f,). Given a € X the
zero locus of a holomorphic germ V' (f,) is defined by the germ of analytic set at a of the
zero locus of f, i.e V(f,) = (V(f))a We say that a germ of an analytic subset A, is of
codimension p if the height of the ideal J(A,) is equal to p. This is equivalent to saying
that

sup{n € N | 3F subspace of L, dimFE =n and (a+ E)NA, ={a}} =p,
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see corollary on the page 70 of [Ra]. And we say that A is of codimension p if codim (A4,) =
p at every a € A. Tt is proved in [Ral, see Proposition I1.3.3.3 that for any d € N the germ
A, of a Hilbert analytic set A at a admits the following decomposition

Ay = <U A’;) UAqd, (2.1)

k<d

where AF are germs of codimension k for k = 1,...,d and A, 4 is the union of germs of
codimension > d.

For a Hilbert analytic set in X the regular part A™® of A is the set of points a € A
such that A is a submanifold of X in a neighborhood of a. AS"& := A\ A8 is called the
singular locus of A. Clearly A™# is a union of arcwise connected components, which are
locally closed submanifolds of X. Let B* be such a component of codimension k (suppose
such exists). It is proved in [Ral, see Theorem I11.4.1.2 that the closure B* is a Hilbert
analytic subset of X of codimension k which is globally irreducible in X. We call B* an
irreducible k-codimensional component of A. The union of all B*-s is locally finite in X,
see Proposition 11.3.3.2 in [Ral.

If A is an analytic set in a complex Hilbert manifold A of codimension > 2 then A
doesn’t contain a principal germ at any of its points. This means in other words that
in decomposition (ZI)) Al = & for every a € A. The following statement gives a more
detailed description of analytic sets of codimension > 2. Tt is proved in [Ral, see Lemma
I1.1.1.12. We shall give the proof of it as well as of Proposition 2.1]in order to make our
exposition more accessible.

Lemma 2.1. Let A be a germ at zero of an analytic set in a complex Hilbert space L. If
A does not contain a principal germ at zero then there exist holomorphic germs fi and fo
at zero such that A C V(f1, f2). Moreover V(f1, fa) does not contain a principal germ at
zero.

Proof. Since A is analytic there exists h € O(L, F'), with F' a complex Hilbert space,
such that A = V(h). Since h # 0 we find a non-zero element u; of the dual F* such
that uyoh # Op+«. Let uyoh = gi"...¢%" be the decomposition to irreducible factors
and set f; = g1...9m. Choose a direction v € L such that f; does not vanish identically
on (v) and consider the decomposition L = (v)1 @ (v) with corresponding coordinates
(z/,2"). The Weierstrass Preparation Theorem applied to f; gives that f; = AP, where
Pi(2,2") € O((v))[z"] is a Weierstrass polynomial and A is an invertible germ. Divide h
by P; using the Weierstrass Division theorem and get h = PiQ + R where Q € O(L, F)
and R € O((v)*, F)[2"] with deg R < deg P;.

Now assume that for u € F* we have wohly(sy = 0. Then there exists ¢ € O(L)
such that uoh = Pyq. At the same time we have uoh = P; (uo@)+wuo R and we can
deduce from the unicity of the Euclidean division that wo R = 0. If this holds for every
u € F* we obtain that R =0 and h = P;Q. Therefore A would contain the principal germ
V(Py) =V (f1). Contradiction. We conclude that exists is us € F* such that fo =usoh
satisfies fa|y(s) # 0. Now A C V/(f1, f2) and V(fi, f2) doesn’t contain a principal germ at
zero as stated.

O
The following proposition is a particular case of Proposition 111.2.1.3 from [Ral.
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Proposition 2.1. Let X be a complex Hilbert manifold and A an analytic subset of
codimension = 2 of X. Let B be an analytic set of pure codimension one in X\ A. Then
B is an analytic subset of X.

Proof. The question is local, therefore the only thing we need to do is to extend B to a
neighborhood of any point a € BN A. In the sequel we assume that a = 0 and let I/ be a
neighborhood of 0 in L. By Lemma 2.1l we can suppose that A =V (f1, f2). If for every
direction v € L the analytic in (v) N (U \ A) set (v) NUN B is not discrete in (v)N (U \ A)
we have that B contains an open subset of L, which is a contradiction.

Therefore there exists a direction v € L such that AN (v) = {0} and (v) N B is discrete
in U\ A. Decompose L = L' ® (v) where ' = (v)1. Taking U smaller, if necessary,
we can assume that U = U’ x U" corresponding to this decomposition. Moreover, we
can chose U’ and U in such a way that BN (U x OU") = @. Let 7 : U — U’ be the
orthogonal projection to U’ and et P, and P, be Weierstrass polynomials of f; and f,
respectively. Denote by p(Pi,P) € O(U’) the resultant of P, and P,. We have that
m(A)={x el | p(P,P2) =0} and the latter is an analytic subset of U’ of codimension
one. Set Uy = (U'\m(A)) xU". Then (ANUoy, 7|5ry,,U'\7(A)) is a ramified cover. Denote
by d the number of preimages of a generic 2’ € U'\w(A). The fiber over 2’ writes as

o {ZY) ={+ (v, ..., (V)
Consider the function P : L' x C — C defined by

d
P(2)z) = H (z—a(a)). (2.2)
j=1
We have that BNUy = {2’ +2v e U\A | P(',z) = 0}. Elementary symmetric functions
of {2}/(#')}4_, are bounded and holomorphic and therefore extend holomorphically to U'.
This gives us the extension of B to U.

U

2.2. Holomorphic functions and mappings. An [*-valued holomorphic mapping from
an open subset X of [ is a mapping f : X — [ which is Fréchet differentiable at all
points of X. It is well known that f : X — [? is holomorphic if and only if it is G-
holomorphic, i.e., Gateaux differentiable, and || f(2)|| is locally bounded, see Proposition
8.6 and Theorem 8.7 in [Mu]. This implies that if f is written in coordinates as

f(2) = (f1(2), fa(2), ) (2.3)

then f is holomorphic if and only if all f; are holomorphic functions and | f(2)|* =
Y ope | ﬁk(z)|2 is locally bounded. Indeed, since we need to prove the Gateaux differentia-

bility only we can suppose that z € C and then Cauchy formula and local boundedness of
| f(2)]| gave us the local boundedness of || f'(z)|| where f'(z) = (f{(z), f5(2),...). Indeed

2 2

O Je(Q) 1 7
= DI <@ / A(Qleds | < (24)

k

j¢—2l=<
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0

In the same fashion one proves the local boundedness of H f ”(z) H and hence the continuity

of f(z). And this in its turn implies Gateaux differentiability:

1+ = 52) = gl = | [ LEE D g =

0

_ / (F/(z+th) = f'(=))dt - h|| = o(h)

by the continuity of f'(z).

Lemma 2.2. Let A be an analytic subset of the ball B C L that doesn’t contain a principal
germ at any of its points. Then every holomorphic map h € O(B\ A, F), where F is a
Hilbert space, extends holomorphically to B.

Proof. It is sufficient to prove that h extends to a neighborhood of a given point, say
a zero point. By the Lemma [2.1] there exist germs f; and f, such that the germ of A at
zero is contained in V(fi, f2). Choose a direction a € L such that f; and fs do not vanish
identically on Vect(a) and decompose L = L' @ Vect(a). The Weierstrass Preparation
Theorem gives the Weierstrass polynomials Pj(2/,z) and P(Z',2) in O(L’)[z] such that

X C V(f1,f2) =V (P, P,). Therefore there exists r; > 0 such that {0} x A,, C B and
Pi(01,2) and P(0/,2) do not vanish on {0/} x 0A,,.

The number of roots of Py(0y/,2) and P5(0y/,2) is finite. By continuity of P; and P,
there exists 7, such that P, and P do not vanish on B(0p:,19) X 0A,,, ie. V(P,Py) C
B(0p/,m5) x A,,. We define h by

(2.5)

2mi u—z

Wz, z) = i/ h(Z' u)
92,

This & a holomorphic function on B (0pr,7m9) X A, . Let Q1, ..., @y, the irreducible factors of
Py and consider the resultant p; = Res(Q;, P2). ); does not divide P, because in the other
case V(Q;) would be a principal germ contained in V (P, ). Therefore p; # 0. Consider
Y =V(p1...pm). Let m: L — L’ be the canonical projection. Since m(A) is contained in
Y, h coincides with k on B(0z/,75)\ (Y x A,,). Therefore h is the holomorphic extension
of h to a neighborhood of 0.

O
Remark 2.1. Using (2.5)) and the Riemann extension theorem one can prove that if A is

a proper analytic subset of a Hilbert manifold ¢/ and h is a bounded holomorphic function
on U\ A then h extends holomorphically to U.
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2.3. Meromorphic functions. The field quotient of O, is denoted as M., (or, simply
as M,,) and is called the ring of germs of meromorphic functions at z5. A meromorphic
function on a Hilbert manifold X is defined by the following data: an open covering {U }
of X', holomorphic functions hy, gx € OUy) with gy # 0 such that hyg; = hjgr on U NU;.
By M(X) we denote the field of meromorphic functions on X'.

Lemma 2.3. A formal power series with coefficients in the integral domain O

F(N) =) a_,\"€O[A™]]

PN

represents a rational function o with P,Q € O[A\] and deg@Q < N if and only if
a_p, A_py oo Opy,
(2.6)
a—nl—N a—ng—N e a'—nN+1—N

for all (N +1)-tuples ny < --+ < ny41.

Proof. Indeed we look for a non-zero polynomial Q(\) = ¢y +c A+ -+ exy AN with
coefficients in O such that F'P € O[\]. But this condition means that for every k > 1 one
should have
a_xCo+ -+ +a_gp_NCN =0. (27)
This relation means that vectors by := (a_g,a_g_1,...,a_g_n), k € N belong to the
hyperplane with the equation 27 in the M-linear space M™*1. The latter means that
every N + 1 of them are linearly dependent, and this is precisely what tells the condition
2.0
O

Let A be a subset of B>*. We say that A is thick at zy € B* if for any neighborhood
V 3 zy the set ANV is not contained in a proper analytic subset of V. The domain R>°

1,72

R, =A,,,xB” (2.8)

1,72

will be called a ring domain. Here A,, ,, = A,, \ A,, is an annulus, 0 <y < 7.

Lemma 2.4. Let f be a holomorphic function in the ring domain R{°, ;. Suppose that for
w in some subset A C B* thick at origin restrictions f, := f(-,w) meromorphically extend
from Ai_1 to A and the number of poles counted with multiplicities of these extensions
s uniformly bounded. Then f extends to a meromorphic function on A X B™.

Proof. Write f as
Flzw0) = £ (zw0) + £ (20) = 3 an(w)z"+ 3 an(w) 2" (2.9)

n=0 n<0
where a,, € O(B*). Notice that f is already holomorphic in A x B®. Our task therefore
is to extend f~. By Lemma 2.3 applied to the ring C the extendability of f~(z,w) for
w € B™ to the disk together with the condition on poles means that for a, = a,(w)
the determinants vanish. Therefore they vanish identically as functions of w. And
therefore, again by Lemma [2Z3] but this times applied to the ring O(B>) , we have that
f~(z,w) is rational over the field M(B*). lLe., is meromorphic on A x B*.

g
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Lemma 2.5. Let I be an analytic set with codiml > 2 in a complex Hilbert manifold X
and let f be a meromorphic function on X\I. Then f extends to a meromorphic function

f on the whole of X .

Proof. Denote Py the divisor of poles of f. Py C X\I is a complex hypersurface and
by Proposition 2.1] its closure of ?f is an analytic subset of X. Let a € I. If there is a
neighborhood U of a such that P;NU = @ then f € O(U\I) extends holomorphically to
U by Lemma 22 Let a € INP;. Choose coordinates (z,w) in a neighborhood U of a =0
associated to a decomposition L = (b) ® L’ for some b € L such that (b) N Py is discrete.
Now one can place a ring domain R{°,; C U\ Py. Therefore f will be holomorphic on
R3°,., and for every wy € {w | (z,w) € (A x B®)\ 1} f(-,w) extends meromorphically
to A. By Lemma 2.4] f extends meromorphically to a neighborhood of 0 and therefore f
extends meromorphically to X.

0

We continue with the Thullen type extension of meromorphic functions.

Theorem 2.1. Let A be an analytic subset of a complex Hilbert manifold X and let f be
a meromorphic function on X\ A. Suppose that for every irreducible component Ay of A
of codimension one there exists a point p1 € Ay such that f meromorphically extends to
some neighborhood Vi of p1. Then f meromorphically extends onto the whole of X.

Proof. If A has codimension > 2 irreducible components then by Lemma f extends
across them. Now consider A; a irreducible component with codimA; = 1. Let p; the
point where f extends and take py another point of A;. Consider the path ~:[0,1] — A;
such that v(0) = p; and y(1) = ps. Let define the set E by

E={t€]0,1] | f extends meromorphically to a neighborhood of v([0,¢])}.  (2.10)

Let tg = sup E. We need to prove that tg = 1. Suppose not. Then one can find a complex
disk A through () transverse to A; which do not intersects other components of A and is
not contained in the set of indeterminacy of f. We can find a local coordinates (A, w) with
center y(to) such that A x {0} is our disk. By Lemma 2.4 f extends meromorphically to
a neighborhood of v(ty). Contradiction. Therefore ¢y = 1 and f extends meromorphically
to A. O

The infinite dimensional 1-concave Hartogs figure H$°(r) C [ was defined in the intro-
duction.

Corollary 2.1. Every f € M(H{*(r)) extends meromorphically to A x B®°.

Proof. Notice first that the set I of such w € B> that Iy D A;_,1 x {w} is a proper
analytic subset of B*. One easily local derives equations for I from that of Iy. If wy € I
then for zy € A;_,; the equation of Iy in a neighborhood of (zp,w,) have the form
f(z,w) = Y07 fe(w —wp) (2 — 20)" = 0. For w = wp all fr =0 and I = {fi(w—wp) =
fo(w —wy) = --- = 0}. Extension of f to A x (B*\I) can be achieved as in the proof
of Theorem 2.1] using Theorem 2.4l Now f is meromorphic on (A x B®)\ (A x I) and
meromorphic on A;_, ; x B*. So we are under assumptions of the Thullen-type Corollary
2.1l and conclude that f extends to a meromorphic functions on A x B*.

4
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3. MEROMORPHIC MAPPINGS TO HILBERT PROJECTIVE SPACE

3.1. Holomorphic mappings to Hilbert projective space. In the definition of the
Hilbert projective space over [ one requires that homogeneous coordinates [w] = [wq : w; :
...] are such that w = (wg,wy,...) € 1*\ {0}. Notice that the affine coordinate (27,23,...)
in the chart U; belong to [? as well. Denote by h; : U; — [* the corresponding coordinate
map, namely h;([w]) = {z—f}k#] Transition maps

hjoh ' 1P\ {2/ =0} = 1"\ {z = 0}
are given by
hjohi': (2, 21,...) = (20/ 25 21 ) 24, ) = (2,21, ). (3.1)

They are obviously biholomorphic and therefore P(I?) is a complex Hilbert manifold
modeled over [*. Closed submanifolds of P(I?) will be called Hilbert projective or simply
projective manifolds. Le, a Hilbert projective manifold is a closed subset M of P(I?) such
that for every point m € M there exists a neighborhood ¢ > m and a holomorphic map
h:U — L to a Hilbert space L with surjective differential such that M ={z €U : h(z) =
0}. Their intersections with affine coordinate charts ¢; will be called affine. As well as
closed submanifolds of [* will be called Stein.

Let X be a complex Hilbert manifold and let f : X — P(I*) be a holomorphic map-
ping. Without loss of generality we assume that the image of f is not contained in any
hyperplane H;, see (LT)). Otherwise we would get f: X — H; = P(I®) and so on. Taking
into account the fact that

]P = ﬂ Hj
)

H;Df(X

is a closed linear subspace of P(1?) isomorphic either to P(I?) or to PV for some N €
N, we find ourselves under our assumption with P as a target space of f. Set A; :=
71 (H;). These are hypersurfaces (some of them may be empty) in X. For the restriction
flava, : X\ Ao — Uy the composition hgo f is a holomorphic I#-valued mapping. In affine

coordinates 2¥,...,20 ... it writes as

(hoo f)(2) = (f1(2). f2(2), ), (3.2)
where f2 are holomorphic and |[(hoo £)(2)]|* = 32, 1£2(2)|? is locally bounded in X'\ Aj.

Proposition 3.1. Holomorphic on X\ Ag functions {f} are meromorphic on the whole
of X. Moreover, their orders of poles along Aq are locally bounded and consequently our
mapping in a neighborhood of any point a € X writes as

f(2) = lpo(2) : 1(2) ., (3.3)

where gy, are holomorphic, have no common zeros and, in addition, ||o(2)])* == 32, |r(2)]?
15 locally bounded.

Proof. Take a point a € Ag such that a ¢ Ay ie., f(a) ¢ Hi. Then the holomorphic
map hyo f: X\ Ay — Uy writes as hyo f = (fg,f3,...) with fi =1/, fa = f3/f2,.... fi =
12/ 12, ... holomorphic in a neighborhood of a and ||(f}(2),f;(2),...)|| locally bounded
there. This proves that fp are meromorphic in a neighborhood of a and therefore on
X\ (ApNA;). The same argument can be repeated for any A; and since [ A; = & we see
that f are meromorphic on the whole of X
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To prove the second assertion fix again a point a € Ay and let h = 0 be the primitive
equation of Agy in a neighborhood U of a. Existence of such h follows from the fact that
the ring O, is factorial. We can choose U in such a way that U = A x B, where B is the
unit ball and Ao N (0A x B) = @. Such U will be called adapted to Ay.

Claim 1. For every k € N there exists Ny € Ng:= {0} UN such that

f= % with 1y, holomorphic and not divisible by h in U. (3.4)
To prove this claim suppose first that AgNU is irreducible. Let P(z1,2") be the Weierstrass
polynomial for h, ie., h(z,2) = 2/ +ai(2)2V " + ...+ a,(2) with a; € O(B),a,;(0') =0
and h = Py, where ¢ is holomorphic in U and doesn’t vanish. Since f; has poles at most
on AgNU we can multiply it by PVt where Ny € Ny is the order of the pole of f along
AoNU to get a holomorphic function v in U which is obviously not divisible by h. If
AgNU is reducible represent it as a union of a finite number of irreducible components
AoNU =Y, AL with primitive equations h! = 0 and repeat the argument as above to each
Al. The rest is obvious.

Claim 2. Next we claim that the sequence { Ny} in s bounded. If not one can find a
subsequence {k,} such that Ny, " +oo and

f,gn = }z/j\l;: with ¢, holomorphic an not divisible by h in U. (3.5)

Since (| A; = @ there exists m such that a € Ay \ A,,. Then

0
fm = f_J — ﬂ.th—Nj
T fn Um
should be holomorphic in a neighborhood of a for all j. But this is certainly not true for
7 =k, with n big enough, contradiction.
Let N = maxen Ny, and set g := hY, @), := f,ghN for k=1,2,.... Consider the map

0 = (00, 1,...) : U = % (3.6)
We need to prove that ¢ indeed takes its values in [? and is locally bounded on U. Remark
that ||o(2)]| = [h(2)|V[|(1, (hoo f)(2))| for z in a neighborhood of A x B and therefore
is locally bounded there. Using compactness of 9A we deduce that ||| is bounded on
O0A x Bs, say by M, for § > 0 small enough. Each cut Z]kvzo |ox|? is plurisubharmonic on
U and therefore is bounded by M on A x Bs. Tending N — oo we get the boundedness
of ||¢]| on A x Bs.

All what left to prove is that ¢g,p1,... can be taken without common zeroes. Set
I={2€U:py(2) =¢i(z) =...=0}. If p;-s have common divisor in O, we can divide
them by this divisor and this will not change our map f. Therefore codimI > 2. Suppose
it is non-empty an choose some b € I. Our map on U \ [ is given by

f(2)=lpo(z) : p1(2) = ...].
Since f is holomorphic in a neighborhood of b there exists j such that f(b) € U;. Therefore
©j(b) #0. Contradiction.
d

Remark 3.1. 1. The affine coordinate chart U, will be considered as distinguished and
f2-s will be denoted simply as fx-s. We proved that our holomorphic map f is represented
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by a sequence of meromorphic on X functions (f1, fo, ..., fk,..) which are holomorphic on
XN\ Ag = 1 Up) and || f]|> = 3252, I fxll? is locally bounded on X'\ Ay.

2. Moreover, we proved that for every point a € X there exits a neighborhood V > a,
holomorphic in V functions ¢g,¢1, ... without common zeroes such that ¢ = (g, 1,...) is
locally bounded as a mapping V — [# and such that our f is represented on V as in (3.3),
ie., f=moy, where 7: 1%\ {0} — P(I?) is the canonical projection.

3. Remark that if a holomorphic mapping f : X — IP({?) is given on an open V C X by a
representation (B.3) then A;NY = {¢; =0}. Indeed, A; NV is the preimage of H; under
o, here H; ={w € 1* : w; = 0}, since it is the preimage of H; under f.

3.2. Meromorphic mappings to P(/?). Recall that a meromorphic mapping between
finite dimensional complex manifolds X and Y is a holomorphic mapping f: X\ — Y
where I is analytic set with codim > 2, such that the closure T'; of its graph I'; is an
analytic set in X x Y and the restriction of the natural projection 7 : X xY — X to [';
is proper. With some ambiguity this meromorphic mapping is denoted still as f, instead
of T'y one writes simply I'; and calls it the graph of f.

Therefore an object which pretends to be a meromorphic map in Hilbert case should
be at least holomorphic outside of an analytic set of codimension two.

Proposition 3.2. Let X be a complex Hilbert manifold, I a codimension at least 2 analytic
set in X and let f: X\ I — P(I*) be a holomorphic mapping. Then for every a € I there
exists a neighborhood a € U C X and holomorphic in U functions {py} such that

i) o= (g, ¢1,...) is a holomorphic mapping from U to 1*;

i) UNT D {zelU: pr(z) =0 for all k};

i) (mop)(2) = f(2) for z€ U\ I, where w: 1*\{0} — P(I?) is the canonical projection.

Proof. As we saw in Proposition Bl mapping f is defined by a sequence { fi}ren of
meromorphic functions on X'\ I which are holomorphic on X'\ (IUAj) where Ag = f~1(H,o).
We can extend f;, meromorphically to X by Lemma 2.5, denote by fk these extensions,
and by Proposition 2] we can extend Ay to an analytic set Ay in X. Given a € I we
need to examine f in a neighborhood of a. If a € 1 \flo all fr extend holomorphically
to a neighborhood of a by Lemma [2.2] i.e., our mapping f extends holomorphically to a
neighborhood of such a. Suppose now that a € I N A,. Meromorphic functions f; have
poles at most on Ay and we need to prove that their orders stay bounded, i.e., that there
exists Nj such that hVx fk is holomorphic on a neighborhood of a for every k € N and
N = supren/Ny < o0o. Here h is a minimal defining function of 1210 at a. We assume
that that NN, are minimal that do the job. Suppose this is not true, i.e., there exists
a subsequence Nj, — oo such that Rk fkj are holomorphic but A"t ~! fkj are not. But
h =0 is an equation for Ay in a neighborhood of @ and we get in this case that Ve fkj
are not holomorphic in this neighborhood. This contradicts to Proposition 3.1l Now set
0o = AN and ¢, = AV fk Then i) and ii) are satisfied. The same consideration as in
Proposition B.1] gives us i) .

O

The discussion above leads us to the following

Definition 3.1. Let X be a complex Hilbert manifold. A meromorphic map f: X — P(I?)

is given by a holomorphic map f : X\I — P(I?), where codimI > 2, such that for every
a € I there exists a neighborhood V of a and a holomorphic map ¢ = {©k ren : V — I

such that f =mop, i.e. f(z)=l|po(2):¢1(2):...] for z€ V\I.
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The minimal such I is called the indeterminacy set of f and is denoted as I;. We
can interpret Proposition as follows : if f: X\ T — P(I?) is a holomorphic map and
codim > 2 then f extends meromorphically to X. One more remark: every meromorphic
map f : X — P(I?) can be represented by globally defined meromorphic functions { f;}
such that their denominators are bounded in the following sense. Let Ag = f~!(H,) be the
preimage of the hyperplane Ho = {2y = 0} under the holomorphic map f: X'\ I; — P(I?).
Then Ay extends to an analytic hypersurface in the whole of X', we denote it still as Ay.
And now the poles of all f; are on Ay and their orders are uniformly bounded.

The indeterminacy set I of a meromorphic mapping between Hilbert manifolds might
look not as an analytic set in finite dimensions. And, moreover, the graph of f might be
not a direct analytic subset of X x ) in the sense that it cannot be locally represented as
a finite analytic cover.

3.3. Example. Consider the following mapping f : [? — P(I?)
frz={a3is = ez —1/R) 1R, (3.7)

or, in more details
{zk}zozl — [21(21 — 1) P Zk<2k — 1/]€) . ] .

The indeterminacy set I of f (i.e., all z such that all components in (3.7) vanish) is of
Cantor type, see pp. 33-34 in [Ral]. In particular it is totally disconnected and contains
the sequence {e, ..., %ek, ...} converging to zero.

Fix z = {2;}52, € I and fix k € N*. Consider y,, € I* defined for n € N* by

1 kz "L —jz
Ynk = (E‘FF) €k+AZ 7@':
J=1,j#k
[ 2z —(k—1)zx1 1 N kzr —(k+1)zk4 —N
— n2, n2 gee ey n2 ,k nZ, n2 geeey n2 s Usgenn .

Notice that y, , — %ek. For n big enough we have
n—oo
-z [ —= —229 (=229 1 1 kzi\ kz
n = |—|—5-1): —— )il .
f(y ,k) |: 77,2 ( n2 ) 77,2 ( n2 2) (k + 77,2 77,2 (3 8)

—21 —2z5 1 1 kz,
= [—z1<7—1):—2zg( - _§)<E+?)kzk] (3.9)

Therefore f(yux) — [21:22: 1 2 :...] and consequently (ynk, f(Ynk)) — (3ex [2]).
n—oo

n—oo
This means that 7" ({1ex}) = P({?) for every k € N*, i.e., the set 7; '(I) D {£e;} x P(1?)
is not direct.

3.4. Restrictions to complex curves. Let us prove that any meromorphic mapping
f: X — P(I?) cerestricted to a complex curve is holomorphic. Since f is meromorphic on X
it exists an analytic subset I C X" of codimension > 2 such that f is holomorphic on X'\ I.
Let ¢ : A — X be a complex curve which is not contained in I. Then ¢ is holomorphic on
A\ o Y(I). Moreover the subset o~ 1(I) is discrete. Let \g € p="1>(I). Consider a ball

B C X centered on ¢(X) such that there exists F' € O(B,[?) with f|p; = moF. Then
there exists 0 <7 < 1 such that OA(Xg,7)NI =@ and @(A(Xo,7)) C B.
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For every j € N we have F;0¢()\g) =0. So there exists k; € N such that
Fiop(A) = (A=20)"G;(N)
with G; € O(B) and G; does not vanish on A(Xg,r). Let k= min{k; | j € N}. Therefore
fop(A)=[Foop(N): Frop(X):...] = [(A= X)) *Go(A) : (A=) *G1(N) 1 ...]
with

“+oo “+o0o
A=20)" D 1A =27 GNP =Y [FopN)* = [[FopW)|* < o

j=0 =0
and then f oy is holomorphic on .

3.5. Extension properties of meromorphic maps to P(/*). Now we shall prove the
following generalization of the classical Levi, Thullen and Hartogs type theorems. We
start with Levi-Thullen.

Theorem 3.1. Let X be a complex Hilbert manifold and let f : X\ A — P(I%) be a
meromorphic mapping where A is analytic and
i) either codim A > 2 or, more generally,
i) for every irreducible component A, of A of codimension one there exists a point
DPa € Ay such that f meromorphically extends to some neighborhood V,, of pq,.

Then f meromorphically extends to the whole of X .

Proof. i) We start with codimension > 2 and denote A as I. Our f is defined on X'\ 1
by meromorphic functions { fx} as above. Let Ay be as above, i.e., Ay is the set of poles
of all fr and their orders along A, are uniformly bounded. Ay extends to an analytic
hypersurface in the whole of X by Proposition 2.1l and f; meromorphically extend to X
by Lemma 2.5 All we need to prove that the orders of poles of these extensions stay
uniformly bounded. We proceed as in the proof of Proposition B.I Let a € AO\AO.
There exists a neighborhood U of a and g € O(U) such that UNAy = {g = 0}. Consider
the Weierstrass polynomial P of g such that g = Py where ¢ is holomorphic and does not
vanish on U. Since the poles of f; are uniformly bounded on UN Ay we can multiply them
by P% to obtain a holomorphic map v, = f,P* on U N Ay. 1)}, extends holomorphically
to U and then the poles are uniformly bounded on Ay.

i) Represent f by meromorphic functions {fx}ren< on (X' \ A)U, V,. By Theorem 2.1
every fr extends meromorphically to the whole of X'. Notice that at p, the orders of poles
of fx-s are uniformly bounded by say N,. Let g, € A, be another point. We what to
prove that the orders of poles of fi-s are bounded at ¢, with the same N,. Clearly we
can assume that both p, and ¢, are smooth points of A,. Consider a path v:[0,1] — A.°
from p, to q,. Set

E={te€]0,1] | all fx have orders of poles bounded by N, at v(t)}.

E is nonempty and obviously open. Let ¢y = sup £ and let V be a neighborhood of y(ty) in
X. Suppose there exists k such that h™¥> f;, is not holomorphic at ~y(ty). Take t; < to such
that t; € E. Now hMe f; is holomorphic in V\ A, U {neighborhood of v(¢;)}. By Thullen
type extension for holomorphic functions it extends holomorphically to a neighborhood
of v(ty). Contradiction.

l
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The n-dimensional Hartogs figure for n > 2 is the following open subset of C"
H () = (Ax B (1)U (A1 x B"1). (3.10)

Here r €]0,1] and A;_,; = A\Al,r is an annulus. Analogously an infinite dimensional
Hartogs figure is the following open subset of /2

HT(r) = (AxB>®(r))U(A1_.1 x B®). (3.11)
Denote by H(r) either of these figures and by B the unit ball in C*~! or [? respectively.

Theorem 3.2. Every f € M(H(r),P(I*)) extends meromorphically to A x B.

Proof. We give the proof in [°. f is represented by functions f, € M(H>(r))N
O(H (r)\ Ap). By Corollary 21 fi extend meromorphically to A x B®. Let Ay be the
divisor of poles of f; in A x B*. Every irreducible component of Ay intersects H°(r). To
prove this choose a straight one-dimensional closed disk D C B in such a way that A x D
intersects the chosen component. The question is reduced now to a two-dimensional case.

Take a; € Ay" and choose ap € flgg NH(r) on the same irreducible component as ag.
Consider a path v :[0,1] — A;® such that v(0) = ag and (1) = a;. Let E be the set

E={te]0,1] | all f; have bounded denominators in a neighborhood of ~(¢)}. (3.12)

Since f is meromorphic on H$°(r) the set E # & and obviously open. Denote ¢y = sup E.
In a neighborhood U of y(ty) functions f; have bounded denominators hY where N is the
uniform bound. In the same manner as in the proof of Theorem [3.1] one proves that at
v(t1) the orders of poles of fi- are bounded by N.

0

Recall that a domain X in a complex Hilbert manifold is pseudoconcave at a boundary
point a if there exists a direction v € T0X on which the Levi form of some defining
function is negative definite. Extension of an analytic object across a pseudoconcave
boundary point of a domain in a complex Hilbert manifold is equivalent to the Hilbert-
Hartogs extension. This was explained in [AI] for the case of holomorphic maps. Then
the previous theorem implies the following

Corollary 3.1. If a domain X in a complex Hilbert manifold X is pseudoconcave at a
boundary point p then every meromorphic map f: X — P(I?) extends meromorphically to
a neighborhood of p.

Proof. The problem is local in X and therefore we can assume that X = [2. The
pseudoconcavity of the point p € X implies that there exists U C [? a neighborhood of
p such that UNX ={z € U | u(z) < 0} with Vu # 0. Take v € T,0X C [? such that the
Levi form £, ,(v) <0. After a complex linear change of coordinates we can suppose that
p=0and v =e;,Vu, = e;. We define the following figure ¢ : H°(r) — (* by

z > nzie; + (nezp —r')es +5Zzses. (3.13)
5=3
We choose €, 7', § and 1 such that p(H°(r)) C UNX and ne > ' to insure that the
image of the polydisk (A x B*) contains the origin.
Fix h and j and consider now the map f o : H°(r) — P({*). By Theorem foop

extends meromorphically to f: A x B® — P(1%). Then foe~! gives the desired extension
to a neighborhood of p.
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4. LLOOP SPACE OF THE RIEMANN SPHERE

4.1. Complex structure on the loop space of a complex manifold. Let S' be the
unit circle and consider the Hilbert manifold W#2(S!, X) of Sobolev W*2 - mappings of
St to a complex manifold X, dimcX =n > 1. Notice that by Sobolev imbedding

W2(R,RY) C C%(R,RN), N =2n in our case, (4.1)

and this inclusion is a compact operator. In particular mappings from WH2(S!, X) are
Holder %-continuous. From now on we shall always assume that & > 1. Sobolev topology
on W*?2(St, X) can be defined as follows. Take g € W*2(S!, X) and cover g(S!) by finitely
many coordinate charts (X;,«;), o; : X; — C™. Similarly cover S' by charts (S}, ;)
making sure that ¢(S;) C X for all j. In Hilbert spaces W"?2(S;,C") take neighborhoods
V; of a; ogoﬁj_l. Then define a neighborhood of g in W*2(St, X) as

Vi={fe WS X):ajofoB; " €V for all j}. (4.2)

As for the complex structure on W*2(S!, X) recall first of all that if g,h € WF2(R)
then gh € W*2(R), and this operation is continuous in Sobolev norm, see for example
Lemma 2.2 in [A]. This enables us to define correctly a W*?-vector bundle over S! as
well as a pull-back ¢*T'X of a tangent bundle of X under a W*2-map ¢ : S* —+ X. By
that we mean that the transition functions of the bundle are in W*?2,

Take now g € W*2(S!, X). We are going to construct a complex coordinate neighbor-
hood of g in W*2(S', X). Consider a neighborhood U, of the graph T'; of g in S x X.
For every s € S consider the following neighborhood of g(s) in X

Uy(s) ={x e X :(s,x) € Uy}, (4.3)

and define € : Uy(s) = U, as
r— (s,z). (4.4)

Lemma 4.1. There exists a W"2-diffeomorphism G between a neighborhood U, of Ty in
S x X and a neighborhood V, of the zero section of the induced bundle g*T X such that
i) {G(s,9(s)) : s € S'} is the zero section of g*T X ;
i) G* := G oe® maps Uy(s) biholomorphically to a neighborhood of 0 € Ty X .

Mapping G is constructed roughly as follows. For a chart (X;,«;) in X consider a chart
(S;,;) in S' with g(S;) C X; as before. Consider an appropriate neighborhood U; of the
graph g|s, in S; X X; and define G; : U; — g*T X as follows

Gy (s,2) = (s , (day D, gyl (@) s))]) - (4.5)
In the right hand of (4.5) we use the natural identification of Toz]( ;) with a;(X;) xC?
and treat a;(w) —a;(g(s)) as vector in Ty, (g(s));(X) = {a;(g(s))} x C. Then glue the
maps G together to obtain the desired G(s,z) = >_;1;(s)G;(s,x) using a CF-partition
of unity subordinate to the covering {S;}. For the more detailed proof of the lemma we
refer to [A], see Lemma 3.1 there.

Let U, be a neighborhood of I'; in S' X X as in this lemma. Set
={he WF*(S' X) T}, CU,}. (4.6)
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For h € U, set W, (h) := G(-,h(-)) € WF2(S!,g*T X). ¥, is a homeomorphism between U,
and a neighborhood V), of the zero section in the space W*2(S! ¢*T X)), which consists
from sections that are contained in V. We take (U,,¥,) as a complex [*- coordinate chart
in Wh2(S!, X). Let h € W*2(S!, X) be such that I'y, C U,NUy, ie., h € U,NU,. For
s € S* we have

Wy ()(5) = (W0 W, ") Wy(h)(s) = ("0 G ) (W, (R)(5)) =

= (G'(5,)0G(s,) ") (Wy(h)(s)). (4.7)
Due to the item (i) of Lemma ET] for every s mapping G'(s,-) o G(s,-)~! is a biholo-
morphism between an appropriate open subsets of ¢*Tj X and ¢”T,X. Therefore

U (h)(s) holomorphically depends on W, (h)(s), see [E] and [L1],[L2] for more details on
this construction.

From this description of the complex structure on W*?2(S!, X) one can deduce, see [L1]
and Lemma 3.2 in [A], the following:

Proposition 4.1. A holomorphic map from a complex Hilbert manifold X to W*2(S!, X)
can be represented by a mapping f: X x S' — X such that:

i) for every s € S* mapping f(-,s): X — X is holomorphic;

i) for every z € X one has f(z,-) € W*2(S!, X) and the correspondence

X2z f(z,-) e WF(SH X)

is continuous with respect to the Sobolev topology on W*2(S', X)) and the
standard topology on X. Mapping f: X — W*2(S!, X) is actually z — f(z,-).

Remark 4.1. a) Notice that if X = C” then G(s,x) = (s,x—g(s)) because TX = X xC"
in this case. The same simple form has G if the image of g is contained in one chart
X; ~ X; C C". Therefore ¥, has the form W, (h)(s) = (s,h(s) —g(s)) in these cases.

b) And one more remark, let f be a holomorphic function on X; and let X; be the open
set of such h € WH*2(S!, X)) that h(sy) € X;. Then F(h) := f(h(so)) is a holomorphic
function on &;. Indeed, we can assume that X; is a coordinate neighborhood of some
g(S') and consider loops h close to g. Then using the coordinate chart (X;, &) as above
we see that F(h) = f((G*)~1(h(sy) — g(s0))) in the notation of Lemma EIl This proves
the holomorphicity of F'.

c) If f is meromorphic write (locally) f = p/q and set F'(g) = f(h(so)) = p(h(s0))/q(h(s0))
in the case when h(so) & I;. This will be a meromorphic function on X;\{h € X; : h(so) €
Ir}. The analytic set {h € X; : h(so) € I} is of codimension > 2 in X; and therefore
F extends to a meromorphic function on X;. If f was meromorphic on the whole of X
we obtain a meromorphic function F on the whole of W*2(S!, X), in fact a family of
meromorphic functions parametrized by s, € St.

d) Finally let us remark that LP! is homogeneous since the loop group LG, where G =
PGL(2,C) obviously acts holomorphically and transitively on LP!.

Proposition 4.2. Let X be a complex manifold such that M(X) separates points in X.
Then M(WH2(SY, X)) separates points in W"2(St, X).

For if g,h € W*2(S!, X) are distinct then g(sq) # h(so) for some sy € St. By assump-
tion there exists a meromorphic function on X which separates g(sg) and h(sg). The
corresponding F' constructed as in the remark above will separate g and h.
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We finish this subsection with statement mentioned in the Introduction.

Proposition 4.3. Let X be a finite dimensional compact complex manifold such that
M(X) separates points on X. Then X admits a meromorphic injection to the complex
projective space PV for some N.

Proof. For any point ; € X we can find a non-constant meromorphic function f; which
is holomorphic in a neighborhood of x;. Multiplying f; by a constant > 1 we find another
function g; and a neighborhood U; of x; such that f;(U;)Ngi(U;) = @. By compactness
of X we find a finite cover Uy,...,U; of X and meromorphic on X functions f1,q91,..., f4,94
such that f; and g; are holomorphic on U; and f;(U;) Ng;(U;) = @ for every j. Set
U= U;l:l U; x U;. This is an open neighborhood of the diagonal I in X x X.

Further on we proceed as follows. For every (y;,21) € X x X \ U find a neighborhood
Vi of y and Wy of z; and meromorphic function h; on X such that h; is holomorphic
on Vi and on Wy and hy(V}) Nhy(W;) = @. Using compactness of X x X\ U find a
finite cover {Vj x Wy }x—1,.; of it by such pairs. Denote by Fi,..., Fiy all the meromorphic
functions {f;j,g;,hx : j = 1,...,dk = 1,...,1} thus obtained. Consider the meromorphic
mapping F : X — PV defined by Fi,..., Fy. We claim that F' is a meromorphic injection.
Denote by I the union of indeterminacy sets of all Fy,..., Fiy. This is an analytic subset of
codimension two in X and F' is holomorphic on X \ I. Take two points p # ¢ in X \ I. If
they both belong to some U; as above functions f; and g; will separate them. Othervice
the pair (p,q) belong to some Vj x Wy, and then hy will separate them.

g

4.2. Meromorphic maps to the loop space. From now on we assume that X = P!,
k =1 and we are going to explain that the Definition ] from the Introduction gives the
natural notion of a meromorphic mapping in the case of LP' = WH2(SY P!) as a target
manifold. Let a meromorphic (in any sense) mapping f : X — LP! be given. Then the
least thing we know is that there should exist an analytic of codimension > 2 set [ in
X such that the restriction of f to X'\ I is holomorphic. Denote this restriction still as
f: X\ I — LP! as well as its representation f: (X \ ) xS' — P! Notice that the latter
satisfies items (i) and (i) of Proposition A1l

Theorem 4.1. Let a holomorphic mapping f: X\ I — LP' be given, where I is analytic
in X of codimension > 2. Then
i) for every s € St mapping f(-,s) is a meromorphic function which extends mero-
morphically on the whole of X and its indeterminacy set Iy ) is contained in I,
i) the family of the indeterminacy sets {If. s : s € S'} is locally finite in X and
I = Usest L(.,s) 95 an analytic set in X of pure codimension two;
i) mapping f holomorphically extends to X := X'\ I;.

Proof. The proof will be achieved in several steps.

Step 1. Meromorphicity of f(-,s). Notice that for every s € S! mapping f(-,s) : X'\
I — P! is in fact a meromorphic function without indeterminacy points and it extends
to a meromorphic function on the whole of & by Lemma 2.5 Denote by Iy the
indeterminacy set of the extended f(-,s). We have that 4. ;) C I because f is holomorphic
on X'\ 1. Since Iy, is the indeterminacy set of a meromorphic function and, therefore is
locally an intersection of two relatively prime divisors it is of pure codimension two. Take

some point zg € Jyeq r(.,s) C 12, where IZ is the (necessarily finite) union of codimension
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two components of I at zg as in ([Z1]). Due to the description of the structure of Hilbert
analytic sets of finite definition in [Ral] one can find a neighborhood U = B> x A? of z,
such that IZ NU is a finite cover of B* in these coordinates. Therefore (Usesl If(.,s)) nU
can have only finitely many components. We obtain as a result that the union | J, s Z(..s)
is an analytic of pure codimension two subset of X.

Items (i) and (i) are proved and we turn to item (ii) . Take some zy € X'\, cq1 Lf(.,s) and
let U be a neighborhood of zy not intersecting | J,cq1 If(.,s)- Then f extends to a mapping
f:UxS!"— P We need to prove its holomorphicity. Condition (i) of Proposition 1]
for our f is obviously satisfied. Therefore all we need to prove is the condition (i) , i.e.,
continuity of the mapping z — f(z,-) in Sobolev topology.

Step 2. Continuity in classical topology. We shall prove first that f : U x S' — P! is
continuous in the classical sense. We need to prove this at points (29,50) € U x S! with
2o € I'\ Iy only. Fix such point z; and take an open neighborhood U of z; biholomorphic
to B® x A? where bidisk {0} x A? intersects I at zy transversely, i.e., zy is an isolated
point of ({0} x A?)N 1. Natural coordinates in B> x A? centered at zy = (0,0) denote as
z = (w,t). Note that f is holomorphic on B> x A?, provided B> was taken sufficiently
small, and that f(w,-,sg)|az is holomorphic over the whole of {w} x A? for every fixed
w € B*®. Due to Lemma 3.1 from [AZ] to prove the continuity of f at (zg,so) it is sufficient
to prove that for any sequences s, — so in S', w, — 0 in B> and any neighborhood V
of the graph Ty of f(0,-,80)|a2 in U x P! the graphs ', of f(w,,,s,)|a2 are contained in
V for n big enough. By the main result of [AZ], i.e., Theorem 2.1 there, we can assume
that )V is 1-complete. That is it admits a strictly plurisubharmonic exhausting function p.
Now it is easy to conclude from Sobolev imbedding (4.1]) that for w,, and s, close enough
to 0 and sq respectively f(wp,-,sn)|aaz is close to f(0,-,S0)|9az. And than by maximum
principle for p to deduce that I',, stays in V. The step is proved.

Step 3. Continuity in Sobolev topology. Now we need to prove that a continuous in
classical sense mapping f : U x S' — P! is continuous also in Sobolev topology. Using
compactness of S' cover it by arcs S;(g) =|s; —¢,s; +¢[,j = 1,..., N centered at s; and
shrink a neighborhood U of z; so that f(U x S;) is contained in a coordinate chart (V;, ;)

of P!. Make sure that f (Z/{ xS (51)> C V; still holds true for some e; > ¢. Consider

the mapping f; := p;a;o fluxs, (), where p; is a cut-off function supported in Sj(e;) and
equal to 1 on S;(g). Take U this time in the form A x B> and find a Hartogs figure
HX(r)=AxB>®(r)UA;_.1 x B* C A x B> not intersecting I. Let (z,t) be the natural
coordinates in A x B*.

Note that:

a) for every (z,t) € H{°(r) mapping f; is in W2(S;(¢1),C) and has compact support.

b) Mapping (z,t) = fj(z,t,-) € W2(S;(g1),C) is continuous in Sobolev topology.

¢) Moreover, for every s € S;(g;) mapping f;(-,s) is holomorphic on H{®(r) = A x B.

The latter is because the multiplication by a smooth cutoff function preserves the
Sobolev class and continuity in Sobolev topology and since it depends only on the space
variable s it doesn’t spoils the holomorphicity in (z,t). Therefore f; is a holomorphic
mapping from H{°(r) to a complex Hilbert space. Consequently it extends holomorphi-
cally to A x B*. In particular we obtain that flyxs,() is continuous in Sobolev topology.

By the definition of the Sobolev topology, see (4.2)) we obtain the desired continuity of f.
Lemma is proved.
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Remark 4.2. As the result we reach the understanding that the Definition [2] from the
Introduction is the natural definition of meromorphicity for mappings with values in LIP*.
Indeed, what we proved in Proposition [1.] is that a holomorphic map f : X\ I — LP*,
where [ is Hilbert analytic of codimension > 2, extends to a meromorphic map from X
to LP! in the sense of Definition

4.3. Non-existence of an imbedding of the loop space to the projective space.
We start this subsection with the following example.

Example 4.1. Let v(s) = (71(s),72(s)) be loop in C? of class W2, Denote by T' the
image of . Consider the mapping f: C?>\T'— W12(SY P!) defined as follows

f(z1,22,8) = [z1 = 71(5) : 22 = 72(5)]. (4.8)
For every fixed s € S' mapping f(+,s) is holomorphic on C?\ {7(s)} and moreover 7(s)
is the only indeterminacy point of f(-,s). Furthermore, for every z € C2\T we have
that f(z,-) € Wh2(S!,P!) and it continuously depends on z. This means that f is a
holomorphic mapping from C?\T to W12(S!,P!). Notice that for any fixed s mapping
f(-,8) : C*\ {(s)} — P! extends meromorphically onto the whole C? having ~(s) as its
single indeterminacy point and therefore | J, g1 4.y = I, i.e., the family {4} is not
locally finite and henceforth is not an analytic set in C2. We see that I' is an essential
singularity of f in the sense that f does not extend meromorphically to a neighborhood
of any point of I'. For would f extend meromorphically to a neighborhood V' of some
v(sg) € T' it should be holomorphic on V minus a discrete set. But f is obviously not
holomorphic at any point of I'NV.

Remark 4.3. This example shows that the Hartogs type extension theorem is not valid
for meromorphic values in LP'. Taking I' C C C C? we obtain a counterexample also for
the Thullen type extension.

Proof of Theorem[1. Suppose to the contrary that g : LP! — P(/?) is such a map and let
v be such as in Example LTl Take « in addition such that it is of class W22 C C'z and
that its image I' is not contained in any complex curve in C?. Consider a holomorphic
map f:C?*\T — LP! defined as in (&8). Using the homogeneity of LP* compose f with
an automorphism of LP! in order to map some point by a resulting map to the regular
point of g. Denote this resulting map still as f. Now the composition h := go f is well
defined and by Corollary [l h : C2\T — P(I?) extends meromorphically to C2. Denote this
extension still as h. Take a € I'\ I, and consider a neighborhood V' of a which do not
contain points from I, i.e., the restriction hly : V — P(I?) is holomorphic.

Lemma 4.2. The differential of mapping f : C2\T — LP! is very generically injective,
ie., df, is invective for z outside of a complex curve.

Proof. We need to prove this for the original f as in (@8] since a composition with an
automorphism doesn’t affect the injectivity. Take 2% = (27, 29) € C\TI such that 2 —~;(s)
never vanishes. Then

f(z,5) =[z1=m(s) : 22 = 72(s)]
takes its values in Uy = {[w] € P! : wy # 0} for z in some neighborhood U 3 2° . ILe.,

_*2 —7a(s)
f(z.8)= z1—7(s)
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represents a holomorphic map f: U — W12(SY C). Now for z € U and v € C? one has
0f(z,s) 0f(z,s) ( 29 — Yo($) V) )
df,|v] = vi+ vo = | s, vi+ )
S O )
Here the right hand side of (£9) should be understood as a section of the pulled-back

tangent bundle f*(z,-)TP! =S!' x C. To prove the injectivity of df, assume that df.[v] =
df.[w] for some v # w. Then

(4.9)

2z —72(s) V2 22— 72(s) W2
RO e Rl PR 75 A
for all s. And this means that
22— 72(s)
z1—=7(8)

(V1 —W1)+V2—W2 =0.

z2—72(s)
z1—71(5)
constants ¢;,co and all s. Le., ' is contained in the complex line C' = {z3¢; — 21 = co}.

Contradiction.

Since v # w this implies that = const and therefore v5(s) — c171(s) = ¢y for some

We proved that df, is injective for z in a non-empty open U and therefore it can
degenerate for z in a complex curve C' C C?*\ T at most.

O

Therefore the differential of h = go f is very generically injective on V' \T" and therefore

on V. Since I' is not locally contained in a complex curve we see that the locus of

degeneration of dh intersects I' by a finite number of points at most. We can move our

point a together with V' to ensure that not only k|y is holomorphic but also its differential
is injective at all points of V.

Furthermore, dh,[C?] is closed in Tj,(,yP(1%) for all z € V since it is a two-dimensional
subspace of Tj,»)P(1*) = 1. We find an affine chart ¢ containing h(V'). For this one
might need to shrink V' again. Now we compose h with the orthogonal projection 7 of [?
to dh,|[C?] = C?. This composition is biholomorphic in a neighborhood (again call it V)
of a. Therefore h(V) is a graph over m(h(V')) in C? x [?. This proves that hly : V — h(V)
is a biholomorphism to a local submanifold h(V) of g(LP'). g~! is well defined on h(V)
and therefore g~1 o h is holomorphic on V. But it coincides with f on V'\T'. We got a
holomorphic extension of f from V' \T' to V. Composing this extension with the inverse
to the automorphism of LP! taken at the beginning of the proof we get an extension of
the original f, contradiction. Theorem is proved.
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