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CR FUNCTIONS AT CR SINGULARITIES: APPROXIMATION,

EXTENSION, AND HULLS

JIŘÍ LEBL, ALAN NOELL, AND SIVAGURU RAVISANKAR

Abstract. We study three possible definitions of the notion of CR functions at CR singular
points, their extension to a fixed-neighborhood of the singular point, and analogues of the
Baouendi–Trèves approximation in a fixed neighborhood. In particular, given the existence
of a large enough disc hull shrinking to a point, we find the fixed-neighborhood extension
and hence approximation properties. We provide examples showing the distinctions between
the classes and the various properties studied.

1. Introduction

Let M ⊂ Cn be a real submanifold and T 0,1
η M the span of the antiholomorphic vectors at a

point η ∈ M . The manifoldM is said to be CR at q if the dimension of T 0,1
η M is constant near

q. A natural generalization of holomorphic functions is a so-called CR function, a function
killed by T 0,1M vector fields. If M and f are CR and real-analytic, then f extends locally
to a neighborhood as a holomorphic function by the theorem of Severi [19]. If the regularity
is lower, we do not always get such an extension, but basic questions of when and into what
set extension holds are relatively well-understood: see the pioneering work by Lewy [14],
Kohn–Rossi [9], Tumanov [20], and many others. The problem then is to understand the
CR singular setting. In particular, it is not immediately clear what is the most natural
notion of CR function. One possible definition is simply to consider functions that are CR
at CR points, or equivalently, those that are killed by vector fields valued in T 0,1

η M at each
point. We call these CR functions, and the authors have studied their extension properties
in [10, 11, 13].

A related question is the approximation of functions by polynomials or entire functions.
In the totally real case, see Hörmander–Wermer [7], Harvey–Wells [5, 6], and in general the
survey article by Dwilewicz [3]. The celebrated Baouendi–Trèves theorem [2] applied to CR
functions on CR manifolds says that CR functions can be approximated in a fixed neigh-
borhood (not depending on the function) of any point by holomorphic polynomials. At CR
singular points, such a theorem does not hold for the CR functions as we defined them. We
therefore define the class of CRP functions to be those that are locally uniform limits of holo-
morphic polynomials. Mondal [17], extending the work of Mergelyan [15] and Minsker [16],
recently studied the approximation property for continuous functions on certain CR singular
manifolds that are totally real at CR points. Finally, we write CRH for functions that are
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2 JIŘÍ LEBL, ALAN NOELL, AND SIVAGURU RAVISANKAR

restrictions of holomorphic functions, that is, those that do extend to some neighborhood.
See Section 2 for precise definitions and the statement of one of our main results.

There are other possible definitions for what constitutes CR functions on a CR singular
manifold. For example, Nacinovich-Porten [18] define a class of functions by considering the
local closure of germs of CRH functions, and they study its extension properties. Their defi-
nition is equivalent to iterating (possibly infinitely many times) an approximation procedure,
and hence this class lies in between our CRH and CRP .

A subtle but important issue with respect to extension and approximation of CR functions
is the size of the neighborhood, namely, whether the neighborhood to which the function
extends or on which it is approximated depends on the function itself (or not, as is the
case for Baouendi–Trèves). For this purpose, we define four different properties a class of
functions can satisfy: the extension property and approximation property for functions that
extend to be holomorphic to a neighborhood and those that are approximable locally uni-
formly by holomorphic polynomials, and the fixed-neighborhood extension property and the
fixed-neighborhood approximation property if extension or approximation can be done in a
neighborhood independent of the function. The extension property implies the approxima-
tion property, but not vice-versa. See Section 3 for the definitions and basic examples.

One can use families of discs to extend CRP functions. We therefore define the notion of
an iterated shrinking disc hull neighborhood at a point of a manifold M . We say that M
has this property at q if an entire neighborhood of q can be covered by continuous families
of attached analytic discs that shrink to the given point, possibly iterating this process.
Suppose M has this property at q. The existence of these discs shows that CRP functions
have the extension property, that is, such functions are in CRH near q. Then, for the class
CRH defined on all of M , the Kontinuitätssatz implies the fixed-neighborhood extension
property (and hence the fixed neighborhood approximation property). These ideas can be
combined in many different ways with existing results such as the theorem of Hanges and
Trèves on the propagation of extension along complex analytic curves through CR points.
See Section 4 for these results. In the CR singular case, an iterated shrinking disc hull
neighborhood can appear even in the Levi-flat case, where near the CR points all discs lie in
the manifold. In Section 8, we show that the manifold given by w = z̄1z2, which is Levi-flat
at CR points (in fact, an image of R2 × C), nevertheless has an iterated shrinking disc hull
neighborhood at the origin.

We are interested in producing examples showing that the given classes of functions are
distinct. In particular, we wish to extend the Baouendi–Trèves result to a more general CR
singular setting. A natural question is to see if a class of CR functions on a submanifold of
Cn×R has the approximation property. In this setting, one may guess that the independence
of the holomorphic and real coordinates may be used in tandem and that an approximation
theorem holds as long as it holds whenever the last coordinate is fixed. That is, perhaps
one can combine the classical Weierstrass theorem with Mergelyan’s theorem. It turns out
(see Theorem 4.7) that such a result holds with an additional hypothesis. This result shows
that fixed-neighborhood extension is not necessary for fixed-neighborhood approximation
(see, for example, Section 9). With such a result, one can prove approximation results for
flat hyperbolic Bishop surfaces (see Section 7). For flat elliptic Bishop surfaces, in Section 5
we prove approximation under the extra assumption of extension to the natural family of
attached analytic discs. For the special elliptic Bishop surface w = |z|2, we can adapt the
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proof of Baouendi–Trèves for the approximation and obtain a linear operator via integration.
See Section 6.

2. CR functions

Let M ⊂ Cn be a real submanifold of regularity at least C1. We will assume that all
submanifolds are embedded. A point q ∈ M is called a CR point if the dimension of

T 0,1
η M = C⊗ TηM ∩ spanC

{
∂

∂z̄1

∣∣∣
η
, . . . ,

∂

∂z̄n

∣∣∣
η

}
(1)

is constant as a function of η in some neighborhood of q. Write MCR ⊂ M for the set of
CR points. A point q ∈ M is said to be a CR singular point if q /∈ MCR. A submanifold is
said to be CR if it has no CR singular points, or in other words if M = MCR. A vector field
L ∈ Γ(C⊗TM) is said to be a CR vector field if Lq ∈ T 0,1

q M for all q ∈ M . We remark that
our definition of CR vector field includes vector fields at CR singular points as well.

There are several natural definitions of what it means for a function to be CR on a
possibly CR singular submanifold. That is, there are different ways to define the analogue
of holomorphic functions on a real submanifold. We focus on three such definitions.

Definition 2.1. Suppose M ⊂ Cn is a real C1 submanifold and f : M → C is a continuous
function. We say:

(i) f is a CR function if Lf = 0 for every (continuous) CR vector field L on M , interpreted
in terms of distributions if f is only continuous.

(ii) f is a CRP function if for every q ∈ M there exist a compact neighborhood K ⊂ M of
q and a sequence of holomorphic polynomials {Pj} such that Pj converges uniformly
on K to f |K .

(iii) f is a CRH function if for every q ∈ M there exist a neighborhood U ⊂ Cn of q and a
holomorphic function F : U → C such that F |M∩U = f |M∩U .

We write CRk(M) for the set of CR functions that are in Ck(M), including k = 0 for
continuous, k = ∞ for smooth, and k = ω for real-analytic. We define CRk

P (M) in a similar
way. As CRH functions are always of the same regularity as the manifold, we will write
simply CRH(M).

It is easy to see that, for a C1 submanifold M , the set of CR points MCR is an open dense
set in M . Therefore, a function f is CR if and only if f |MCR

is a CR function on MCR. We
remark that if f is a CRP function, then Lf = 0 in the sense of distributions for every CR
vector field L, and hence f is CR. So CRP implies CR for all C1 submanifolds, but for CR
singular submanifolds, the converse may not be true (see below). Note that CRH trivially
implies CR. In fact, CRH implies CRP because we can use a series expansion at each point.

When M is real-analytic and CR, by Severi’s theorem [19] real-analytic CR functions are
restrictions of holomorphic functions. That is, in this case CRω(M) = CRω

P (M) = CRH(M).
On the other hand, there do exist smooth CR functions on CR submanifolds that are not
restrictions of holomorphic functions. In the presence of CR singularities, these classes can
be distinct even in the real-analytic case.

For CR submanifolds of class C2, the first two definitions are equivalent, which follows
from the Baouendi–Trèves approximation theorem [2]: If M is a CR submanifold of class
C2 and q ∈ M , then there exists a compact neighborhood K ⊂ M of q such that for every
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CR function f on M there exists a sequence {Pj} of holomorphic polynomials converging
uniformly on K to f |K. So for a CR submanifold of class C2, CRk(M) = CRk

P (M) for all k.
A key point in the Baouendi–Trèves theorem is that the neighborhood K is independent

of f ; it depends only on M and the point q. We will see that, in the CR singular case, there
exist M for which the conclusion of the Baouendi–Trèves theorem does not hold even for
CRP functions. (See Theorem 5.1 or Theorem 9.1.)

When considering regularity of the manifolds or functions, we use the order 0 < 1 < 2 <
· · · < ∞ < ω.

Theorem 2.2. Let M ⊂ Cn be a real submanifold of regularity Cℓ for ℓ ≥ 1.

(i) CRk(M) ⊃ CRk
P (M) ⊃ CRH(M) for all k ≤ ℓ

(ii) There exists a real-analytic submanifold M such that, for every k, CRk(M) ) CRk
P (M).

(iii) There exists a real-analytic submanifold M such that CRω
P (M) ) CRH(M).

Proof. (i) This follows from the earlier observations that CRP implies CR and CRH implies
CRP .

(ii) See Theorem 5.1 or Theorem 8.1.
(iii) See Theorem 7.1. �

The space CRH(M) is defined via local extension, but sometimes it is necessary to have
one global extension. Recall that a real submanifold is generic at a point if the complex
differentials of its defining functions are linearly independent over C at that point.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose M ⊂ Cn is a real submanifold of regularity Ck (for k ≥ 1) that is
either generic at every CR point or simply connected. Then for every f ∈ CRH(M) there
exist an open neighborhood U of M in Cn and a holomorphic function F on U such that
F |M = f .

Proof. If M is generic at every CR point, then the extension is unique locally at each CR
point; as those points are dense, the extension is unique everywhere, and the result follows.
If M is simply connected, the result follows by the monodromy theorem. �

3. Extension, approximation, and hulls

Definition 3.1. Suppose M ⊂ Cn is a real submanifold, q ∈ M , and F is a class of functions
on M . We say:

(i) M has the extension property for F at q if for every f ∈ F there exist a neighborhood
U of q in Cn and a holomorphic function F : U → C such that F |U∩M = f |U∩M .

(ii) M has the fixed-neighborhood extension property for F at q if there exists a neigh-
borhood U of q in Cn such that for every f ∈ F there exists a holomorphic function
F : U → C such that F |U∩M = f |U∩M .

(iii) M has the approximation property for F at q if for every f ∈ F there exists a compact
neighborhood K of q in M such that f is the uniform limit on K of a sequence of
holomorphic polynomials.

(iv) M has the fixed-neighborhood approximation property for F at q if the following ana-
logue of the Baouendi–Trèves approximation theorem holds at q for functions in F :
There exists a compact neighborhood K of q in M such that every f ∈ F is the
uniform limit on K of a sequence of holomorphic polynomials.
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When we say simply that M has one of the properties above without mentioning a point q,
we mean it has the property at all points. If the submanifold is given, we may say that the
class F has the indicated property.

We note that Nacinovich-Porten [18] have studied the extension and approximation prop-
erties for a class of functions in between CRH and CRP .

We make some immediate observations: CRH(M) always has the extension property and
CRk

P (M) always has the approximation property. The fixed-neighborhood extension prop-
erty for a class at a point implies the fixed-neighborhood approximation property for that
class at that point. If CRk(M) has the fixed-neighborhood approximation property, then
CRk(M) = CRk

P (M). These properties are invariant under holomorphic changes of coordi-
nates. If M is contained in the Levi-flat hypersurface given by Im zn = 0, then CRH(M)
does not have the fixed-neighborhood extension property as 1/(zn − iǫ) is in CRH(M) for
all real ǫ 6= 0.

Note that the fixed-neighborhood approximation property for CRH(M) need not imply
the fixed-neighborhood extension property for CRH(M). See any one of Theorems 5.1, 7.1,
and 9.1, or the CR case.

A standard procedure (although it is not sufficient) to construct the polynomial hull is to
consider the so-called disc hull. For some sets, we may also have to iterate this procedure,
as Example 3.8 shows.

Let D ⊂ C denote the unit disc. By an analytic disc attached to X ⊂ Cn we mean a
continuous function ϕ : D → Cn that is holomorphic on D and satisfies ϕ(∂D) ⊂ X . If we
say ϕ is an analytic disc through p we mean that in addition p ∈ ϕ(D).

Definition 3.2. Let X ⊂ Cn. Define

DH(X) ={z ∈ Cn : ∃ an analytic disc attached to X through z}, (2)

DHk(X) =DH(· · ·DH(DH(X)) · · · )︸ ︷︷ ︸
k times

(3)

We call DH(X) the disc hull of X and DHk(X) the k-fold iterated disc hull of X .

The set DHk(X) is a subset of the polynomial hull. However, to apply the Kontinuitätssatz
to functions defined on a neighborhood of X , we also need to be able to continuously shrink
these discs. It is not always possible to shrink the discs that make up the disc hull even if
X is a submanifold (see the examples below), so we require another definition.

Definition 3.3. Let q ∈ X ⊂ Cn. Define

SDHq(X) ={z ∈ Cn : ∃ a continuous family of analytic discs ϕt : D → Cn,

t ∈ [0, 1], z ∈ ϕ1(D), ϕt(∂D) ⊂ X ∀t ∈ [0, 1], ϕ0 ≡ q}, (4)

SDHk
q (X) = SDHq(· · ·SDHq(SDHq(X)) · · · )︸ ︷︷ ︸

k times

(5)

We call SDHq(X) the shrinking disc hull of X at q and SDHk
q (X) the k-fold iterated shrinking

disc hull of X at q. We say X has an iterated shrinking disc hull neighborhood at q if, for
every neighborhood U of q in X , there exists k ∈ N such that the set SDHk

q (U) is a (not
necessarily open) neighborhood of q in Cn.
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In order to talk about the shrinking disc hull of X , a natural condition is that X be
path connected. If X is path connected and q ∈ X , then X ⊂ SDHq(X) and SDHq(X) is
path connected. We will generally apply SDHq to neighborhoods of q in a manifold, and a
manifold is always locally path connected.

Remark 3.4. It is easy to see that SDHq(X) is contained in the rational hull of X : Consider
any rational function f that is holomorphic in a neighborhood of X . By the Kontinuitätssatz
(see Ivashkovich [8]), f analytically continues to any point of SDHq(X), and hence SDHq(X)
does not intersect the pole set. Iterating the procedure shows that SDHk

q (X) is contained in
the rational hull for any k.

Example 3.5. The iterated shrinking disc hull neighborhood property is not stable under
perturbation. For example, consider M ⊂ C3 given by Imw = |z1|4 − |z2|4. The standard
technique of attaching discs one normally uses for a hypersurface with indefinite Levi form
applies. (Affine linear discs suffice.) However, the perturbation Mǫ given by Imw = ǫ(|z1|2+
|z2|2) + |z1|4 − |z2|4 is strictly pseudoconvex at 0 for all ǫ > 0, and hence all analytic discs
attached to Mǫ near 0 must fall on one side of Mǫ. In a similar manner, examples having
higher codimension can be constructed.

For smooth generic CR submanifolds, local attached analytic discs form a Banach man-
ifold, and all such discs will shrink to a point; see Sections 6.5 and 8.2 of [1]. However,
shrinking families of discs are not guaranteed for CR singular submanifolds near the CR
singular point, as the next two examples show.

Example 3.6. Consider the smooth submanifold M ⊂ C3 given in coordinates (z, w1, w2)
via

w1 = |z|2, w2 = |z|2 + f
(
|z|2
)
(Re z), (6)

where f(t) is a smooth real-valued function that is zero precisely when t = 1
n
for n ∈ N or

t = 0. The submanifold M is of dimension 2. It has a CR singularity at the origin but is
totally real at other points. Let ϕ(ζ) =

(
z(ζ), w1(ζ), w2(ζ)

)
be an analytic disc attached to

M . Then w1(ζ) and w2(ζ) are holomorphic functions that are real-valued on ∂D, so they
are constant on D. This means that |z(ζ)| is also constant on ∂D. If we insist that ϕ be
nonconstant, then z itself must be nonconstant; in particular, Re z must be nonconstant on
∂D. But since |z|2 + f

(
|z|2
)
(Re z) must be constant on ∂D, we have that f

(
|z|2
)
must be

zero, which is true only if w1 = |z|2 = 1
n
. In other words, the only nonconstant attached

analytic discs to M are those in the discrete sequence of discs

ϕn(ζ) =

(
1√
n
ζ,

1

n
,
1

n

)
. (7)

This sequence does “shrink to zero” discretely but not continuously, so it does not give a
shrinking disc hull, although these discs are in the regular disc hull DH(M). In particular,
these discs cannot be used via the Kontinuitätssatz to extend CRH functions beyond the
initial neighborhood in which they are defined.

Example 3.7. If we modify the preceding example by taking f to be a real-analytic function
with finitely many zeros, we find a real-analytic submanifold with trivial topology (topology
of a ball) that has only finitely many attached discs.
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Example 3.8. Consider the set X ⊂ C2 given by

X = X1 ∪X2 = {z ∈ C2 : |z1| = |z2| = 1 and Im z2 ≥ 0}
∪ {z ∈ C2 : |z1| = 2, |z2| = 1, and Im z2 ≤ 0}. (8)

If ϕ = (ϕ1, ϕ2) : D → C2 is an analytic disc attached to X , then as the two components of X
are disconnected, we have that either ϕ(∂D) ⊂ X1 or ϕ(∂D) ⊂ X2. Suppose ϕ(∂D) ⊂ X1.
Then we find that ϕ2 must be constant. A similar argument applies if ϕ(∂D) ⊂ X2. In either
case, the disc then fills in all of |z1| ≤ 1 or |z1| ≤ 2. That is, we find that

DH(X) = {z ∈ C2 : |z1| ≤ 1, |z2| = 1, and Im z2 ≥ 0}
∪ {z ∈ C2 : |z1| ≤ 2, |z2| = 1, and Im z2 ≤ 0}. (9)

In particular, DH(X) contains the torus T2 given by |z1| = |z2| = 1. However, DH(X) does

not contain the polydisc D2. It is a relatively routine computation that DH(T2) = D2. Hence
DH(X) does not contain the unit polydisc, but DH2(X) does. Thus, iteration is necessary
for some sets.

The reader may complain that X is disconnected and that the discs do not all shrink to
a point. We modify the previous example as follows. Consider the set Y ⊂ C3 given by

Y = {z ∈ C3 : |z1| = |z2| = Re z3, Im z2 ≥ 0, z3 ∈ [0, 1]}
∪ {z ∈ C3 : |z1| = 2Re z3, |z2| = Re z3, Im z2 ≤ 0, z3 ∈ [0, 1]}. (10)

By z3 ∈ [0, 1] we mean that z3 is real and in the unit interval. The set Y is connected
and compact. Since the third component of every analytic disc attached to Y (and hence
to any disc hull) must be constant, we reduce the computation to a scaled version of the
above example in C2. Moreover, we find that every disc shrinks to the origin, and hence
we have a set where SDH0(X) = DH(X), SDH2

0(X) = DH2(X), and most importantly
SDH2

0(X) 6= SDH0(X).

4. Results on hulls and approximations

Having an iterated shrinking disc hull neighborhood at p implies that CRP functions of
any regularity extend to some neighborhood of p. We should note that we do not need the
full strength of having shrinking discs; however, we do need to be able to find discs that are
attached in an arbitrarily small neighborhood.

Theorem 4.1. Let M ⊂ Cn be a real submanifold of regularity Cℓ for ℓ ≥ 1 such that M
has an iterated shrinking disc hull neighborhood at q ∈ M . Then, for k ≤ ℓ, M has the
extension property for CRk

P (M) at q.

Proof. Suppose f ∈ CRk
P (M). Then there exist a compact neighborhood U of q in M

and a sequence {Pj} of holomorphic polynomials converging uniformly to f on U . By the
maximum principle, {Pj} converges uniformly on SDHq(U), and therefore (by iterating)
also on SDHN

q (U) for any N . By hypothesis, there exists an N such that SDHN
q (U) is a

neighborhood of q in Cn, and then {Pj} converges uniformly on its interior to a holomorphic
function extending f . �
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For the class of functions extending at all points, having an iterated shrinking disc hull
neighborhood implies fixed-neighborhood extension and therefore fixed-neighborhood ap-
proximation.

Theorem 4.2. Let M ⊂ Cn be a real submanifold of regularity Cℓ for ℓ ≥ 1 such that M has
an iterated shrinking disc hull neighborhood at q ∈ M . Then M has the fixed-neighborhood
extension property for CRH(M) at q, and thus the fixed-neighborhood approximation property
for CRH(M) at q.

Proof. Without loss of generality, by taking a neighborhood of q we can assume that M is
simply connected. Let f ∈ CRH(M). By Lemma 2.3, there is a neighborhood Ω of M such
that f is holomorphic on Ω. Every point in SDHq(Ω) is on a continuous family of analytic
discs whose boundaries are in Ω and which shrink down to q. Because the set of boundaries
of this family of discs is compact, this family can be perturbed with the boundaries staying
in Ω, and thus SDHq(Ω) is an open neighborhood of SDHq(M). As f is holomorphic in
a neighborhood of q, the Kontinuitätssatz (see Ivashkovich [8]) tells us that f analytically
continues to SDHq(Ω) (perhaps not as a single-valued function). The envelope of holomorphy

Ω̂ is a covering over a base B that contains Ω, and in particular SDHq(Ω) ⊂ B.
Now suppose we have a continuous family of discs ϕt, where ϕ0 ≡ q, such that ϕt(∂D)

lies in SDHq(Ω). Think of ϕ as a function on D × [0, 1]. Since the fundamental group

π1(∂D × [0, 1]) has a single element, and since ϕ0(D) = {q}, we find that ϕ∗π1(∂D × [0, 1])

is trivial, and hence satisfies the lifting criterion. In particular, the map ϕ|∂D×[0,1] lifts to Ω̂.

Write the lift as ϕ̂. As ϕ0(D) = {q} ⊂ Ω, we apply the Kontinuitätssatz to ϕ̂ to show that
the entire discs lift to the envelope of holomorphy, as in the formulation by Ivashkovich.

Note that SDHq(SDHq(Ω)) is an open set. The upshot of the argument above is that
SDHq(SDHq(Ω)), and therefore SDHq(SDHq(M)), lies in the base B. By iterating this pro-
cedure, we obtain that SDHk

q (M) ⊂ SDHk
q (Ω) ⊂ B for every k. There exists k such that

SDHk
q(M) contains a neighborhood of q, and thus it contains a simply connected neighbor-

hood V of q. Then f extends uniquely as a holomorphic function to V .

Note that while Ω and hence Ω̂ depend on f , V does not, as it only needs to be a simply
connected neighborhood of q that lies in SDHk

q(M). Thus, every f ∈ CRH(M) extends to
V , and the theorem is proved. �

The full force of the definition of M having an iterated shrinking disc hull neighborhood
at q is used only to restrict to a simply connected neighborhood of q. Therefore, we could
replace the hypothesis by the assumptions that M is simply connected and that there exists
k such that SDHk

q(M) is a neighborhood of q.
These ideas may be combined in various ways, and at this point we give one such corollary

of the proof. We will find it useful to extend the proof to submanifolds M ⊂ Cn×R. In this
case every k-fold iterated shrinking disc hull is a subset of Cn × R, and therefore M does
not have an iterated shrinking disc hull neighborhood in the topology of Cn+1 at any point.
But the iterated shrinking disc hull may give us a neighborhood in the topology of Cn × R

to which we can extend all CRH functions. The proof goes through similarly. Here is the
formal statement.

Corollary 4.3. Let M ⊂ Cn × R be a simply connected real submanifold of regularity Cℓ

for ℓ ≥ 1. Assume that there exists k such that SDHk
q (M) is a (not necessarily open)
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neighborhood of q ∈ M in the topology of Cn×R. Then there exists a neighborhood U ⊂ Cn×R
of q such that every function in CRH(M) extends to a function in CRH(U).

The CRP functions that are real-analytic extend at all CR points by Severi’s theorem,
and thus having an iterated shrinking disc hull neighborhood at all CR singular points is
sufficient for the fixed-neighborhood extension and approximation properties.

Corollary 4.4. Let M ⊂ Cn be a real-analytic submanifold such that M has an iterated
shrinking disc hull neighborhood at every CR singular point of M . Then if q ∈ M is a CR
singular point, M has the fixed-neighborhood extension property for CRω

P (M) at q, and thus
the fixed-neighborhood approximation property for CRω

P (M) at q.

Proof. Suppose f ∈ CRω
P (M). At each CR point p ∈ M , f extends to a neighborhood

of p as a holomorphic function because f is real-analytic. By Theorem 4.1, f extends to a
neighborhood of each CR singular point of M . Hence f ∈ CRH(M). Now apply Theorem 4.2
to obtain the result. �

If one can extend CR functions in some way near CR singular points, then one can use other
techniques to extend at the CR points, such as the Hanges–Trèves theorem that extension
propagates along complex curves.

Corollary 4.5. Let M ⊂ Cn be a smooth real submanifold such that through every CR point
of M there is a connected nonsingular complex curve C ⊂ MCR such that the closure of C
contains a CR singular point of M . Suppose f ∈ CRk(M) for some k and that near every
CR singular point f is the restriction of a holomorphic function on a neighborhood in Cn.
Then f ∈ CRH(M).

In particular, if in addition M has an iterated shrinking disc hull neighborhood at each
CR singular point, then CRk

P (M) = CRH(M) for all k. It follows that M has the fixed-
neighborhood extension property (and thus the fixed-neighborhood approximation property)
for CRk

P (M) at each CR singular point.

Proof. Suppose f ∈ CRk(M), q is a CR singular point, f extends holomorphically to a
neighborhood of q, and C ⊂ MCR is a connected nonsingular complex curve whose closure
contains q. Then f extends holomorphically to a neighborhood of some CR points in C.
By the theorem of Hanges and Trèves (Theorem 4.1 of [4]), f extends holomorphically to a
neighborhood at each point of C. The first part follows.

The second part of the corollary follows by applying Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 as before. �

As we noted earlier, there are other ways to combine these ideas, but it doesn’t seem
productive to list all of the different possibilities; we have listed only those that seem most
relevant for our purposes.

Constructing disc hulls is generally easier than constructing shrinking disk hulls. Homo-
geneity of the set allows us to pass from disc hulls to shrinking disc hulls. We say that a
set X ⊂ Cn is bounded weighted homogeneous if X is bounded and there exists α ∈ Nn such
that if z ∈ X then (tα1z1, . . . , t

αnzn) ∈ X for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Lemma 4.6. Suppose X ⊂ Cn is bounded weighted homogeneous. If there exists k such
that DHk(X) contains a nonempty Reinhardt domain V , then SDHk+1

0 (X) contains a com-
plete Reinhardt domain containing V . Furthermore, X has an iterated shrinking disc hull
neighborhood at 0.
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Proof. By definition, there exists α ∈ Nn such that, with δt defined by δt(z) =
(tα1z1, . . . , t

αnzn), we have δt(X) ⊂ X . Here t ∈ [0, 1]. The same α applies to all
bounded weighted homogeneous sets in the argument that follows.

Claim: If k ∈ N then DHk(X) is bounded weighted homogeneous, and DHk(X) =
SDHk

0(X).
Proof: We first prove the case k = 1. By the maximum principle, DH(X) is bounded

because X is bounded. Now fix z ∈ DH(X). We prove that δt(z) ∈ DH(X) when t ∈ [0, 1]
and that z ∈ SDH0(X). By definition, there exist ζ ∈ D and an analytic disc ϕ : D → Cn

such that ϕ(ζ) = z and ϕ(∂D) ⊂ X . Fix t ∈ [0, 1] and define ϕt = δt ◦ ϕ. Then ϕt is
an analytic disc, ϕt(ζ) = δt(z), and ϕt(∂D) ⊂ δt(X); thus, δt(z) ∈ DH(δt(X)) ⊂ DH(X).
Further, ϕ1(ζ) = ϕ(ζ) = z and ϕ0 ≡ 0. Thus, z ∈ SDH0(X). For later use, we remark that
we showed δt(DH(X)) ⊂ DH(δt(X)).

We have proved that DH(X) is bounded weighted homogeneous and that DH(X) ⊂
SDH0(X). Clearly SDH0(X) ⊂ DH(X), so we have DH(X) = SDH0(X). This proves
the case k = 1.

The claim now follows easily from an argument by induction: If for some ℓ ∈ Nwe have that
DHℓ(X) is bounded weighted homogeneous and DHℓ(X) = SDHℓ

0(X), then the preceding

arguments prove that DH(ℓ+1)(X) = DH(DHℓ(X)) is bounded weighted homogeneous, and

DH(ℓ+1)(X) = DH(SDHℓ
0(X)) = SDHℓ+1

0 (X).
Claim: Assume thatX is bounded weighted homogeneous and that there exists k such that

DHk(X) contains a nonempty Reinhardt domain V . Then SDHk+1
0 (X) contains a complete

Reinhardt domain containing V .
Proof: By the first claim, DHk(X) is bounded weighted homogeneous, and DHk(X) =

SDHk
0(X). Thus SDHk

0(X) is bounded weighted homogeneous and contains V . Define W =
∪t∈[0,1]δt(V ). Then W is bounded weighted homogeneous and invariant under the action of

the n-dimensional torus, and W ⊂ SDHk
0(X). Pick a polyradius (r1, . . . , rn) such that, if

|zj | = rj for all j, then z ∈ W . All of the discs

r1D× r2∂D× · · · × rn∂D, r1∂D× r2D× r3∂D× · · · × rn∂D, . . . ,

r1∂D× r2∂D× · · · × rn−1∂D× rnD, (11)

are attached to W . As W is bounded weighted homogeneous, we find that these discs
composed with δt for t ∈ [0, 1] are also attached to W , and hence all of these discs are in
SDHk+1

0 (X). Therefore, the entire polydisc of polyradius (r1, . . . , rn) is in SDHk+1
0 (X). The

claim is proved.
Claim: Under the assumptions of the lemma, X has an iterated shrinking disc hull neigh-

borhood at 0.
Proof: Let U be a neighborhood of 0 in X . Because X is bounded, there exists t ∈ (0, 1]

such that, using the earlier notation, we have δt(X) ⊂ U . By the preceding claim, there
exists a complete Reinhardt domain W such that W ⊂ SDHk+1

0 (X). As we remarked earlier,
δt(DH(X)) ⊂ DH(δt(X)), and using this fact and the first claim, we have δt(SDHk+1

0 (X)) ⊂
SDHk+1

0 (δt(X)). Thus,

δt(W ) ⊂ δt(SDHk+1
0 (X)) ⊂ SDHk+1

0 (δt(X)) ⊂ SDHk+1
0 (U). (12)

Because δt(W ) is a neighborhood of 0 in Cn, it follows that X has an iterated shrinking disc
hull neighborhood at 0. �
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We noted earlier that, when M is a subset of Cn×R, it does not have an iterated shrinking
disc hull neighborhood in Cn+1 at any point. However, such manifolds can have the fixed-
neighborhood approximation property by the following generalization of the Weierstrass
approximation theorem. One such example is w = |z1|2 − |z2|2 (see Section 9).

Theorem 4.7. Let M ⊂ Cn × R ⊂ Cn+1 be a (topological) submanifold given as a graph
s = ρ(z, z̄), where (z, s) ∈ Cn × R denote the variables and ρ is continuous. Suppose
K ⊂ Cn × R is a compact neighborhood of q ∈ M and M ∩K is a nonempty compact set.
Let Ks = {z ∈ Cn : (z, s) ∈ M ∩K}, and suppose that

(*) For any ǫ > 0 there is a δ > 0 such that if |s− t| < δ and Ks and Kt are nonempty,
then dH(Ks, Kt) < ǫ, where dH denotes the Hausdorff distance.

Let F be a class of continuous functions on M with the following property: For every f ∈ F
and each s ∈ R for which Ks is nonempty, the function Ks ∋ z 7→ f(z, s) can be uniformly
approximated on Ks by polynomials in z.

Then every f ∈ F can be uniformly approximated on M ∩K by polynomials in (z, s).

Remark 4.8. If ρ ∈ C3, ∇ρ|q = 0, and the Hessian of ρ at q is nondegenerate, then (*) is
satisfied for a small enough compact neighborhood K. To see this fact, suppose q = 0 and
apply the Morse lemma to find a C1 (not holomorphic) change of the z variables near 0 so

that M is given by an equation of the form s =
∑2n

k=1±x2
k, where x1, . . . , x2n are the new

coordinates for Cn. The condition (*) is clearly satisfied in this setting for small enough K.
As a C1 diffeomorphism will leave the Hausdorff distance locally comparable, the condition
(*) is also true before the change of variables for small enough K.

Proof of Theorem 4.7. Let f ∈ F and ǫ > 0 be given. Given s0 for which Ks0 is nonempty,
find a holomorphic polynomial Ps0(z) such that Ps0 is within ǫ of z 7→ f(z, s0) on Ks0. Then
there exists a neighborhood of Ks0 on which Ps0(z) is within 3ǫ of f

(
z, ρ(z)

)
because both

Ps0 and f
(
z, ρ(z)

)
are uniformly continuous on a neighborhood of πz(M ∩K) (the projection

of M∩K onto the z-coordinate). Via the hypothesis (*), there exists δs0 > 0 such that Ps0(z)
and f

(
z, ρ(z)

)
are within 3ǫ when |s− s0| < δs0 and z ∈ Ks.

The set I = {s ∈ R : Ks 6= ∅} is compact. So there exist s1 < · · · < sℓ such that sj ∈ I for
each j and the intervals Ij =

(
sj − δsj , sj + δsj

)
cover I. Let {ϕj} be a continuous partition

of unity on I subordinate to {Ij}, so
∑

j ϕj = 1 on I and for all j we have ϕj ≥ 0 and

supp ϕj ⊂ Ij . If ϕj(s) 6= 0, then s ∈ Ij, and thus |Psj(z) − f(z, ρ(z))| < 3ǫ for z ∈ Ks.
Define P (z, s) =

∑
j ϕj(s)Psj(z). If s ∈ I and z ∈ Ks, we have

|P (z, s)−f(z, ρ(z))| =
∣∣∣∣

∑

{j : ϕj(s)6=0}

ϕj(s)[Psj(z)−f(z, ρ(z))]

∣∣∣∣ < 3ǫ
∑

{j : ϕj(s)6=0}

ϕj(s) = 3ǫ. (13)

Thus, P
(
z, ρ(z)

)
is within 3ǫ of f

(
z, ρ(z)

)
for every z ∈ πz(M ∩ K). Also, P (z, s) is a

polynomial in z, and if we write

P (z, s) =
∑

α

aα(s)z
α (14)

then the coefficients aα are continuous functions on I. These functions can be uniformly
approximated on I by polynomials in s using the standard Weierstrass approximation theo-
rem. By choosing a sufficiently close approximation, we find a polynomial Q(z, s) such that
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Q(z, s) is within ǫ of P (z, s) for s ∈ I and z ∈ Ks. Then Q
(
z, ρ(z)

)
is within 4ǫ of f

(
z, ρ(z)

)

on πz(M ∩K). �

Example 4.9. The hypothesis on the Hausdorff distance in Theorem 4.7 is sufficient but
not necessary. Consider M ⊂ C× R defined by

s =

{
e−1/(Re z)2 if Re z > 0,

0 if Re z ≤ 0.
(15)

Then condition (*) of the theorem is not satisfied: no matter how small a neighborhood K of
the origin we take, K0 = {z : Re z ≤ 0, (z, 0) ∈ K} is not contained in a small neighborhood
of Ks = {z : exp(−1/(Re z)2) = s, (z, s) ∈ K} for any s > 0.

Suppose for simplicity that K is the unit polydisc. Any function on M can be represented
as a function of z because M is graph. If f is a continuous function M that can be uniformly
approximated by holomorphic polynomials in z on Ks for every s, we know that f must be
holomorphic for Re z < 0.

The proof that f can be approximated by a polynomial in (z, s) on K ∩ M follows the
same logic as the proof of Theorem 4.7 except we start with s1 = 0, and we let P0 be a
polynomial approximating f for Re z ≤ 0. The rest of the proof works as before simply
considering the set of M ∩K where Re z ≥ 0.

5. Flat elliptic Bishop surfaces

The results in this section concern flat Bishop surfaces that are elliptic. With regard to
the fixed-neighborhood approximation property for CRω

P (M), in the special case w = |z|2 we
show in Section 6 how to produce approximants using an integral formula for a larger class
of functions.

Theorem 5.1. Fix λ ∈ [0, 1/2). Define ρ(z, z̄) = zz̄ + λ(z2 + z̄2) + E(z, z̄), where E(z, z̄)
is smooth, real-valued, and O(|z|3). For δ1 > 0 and δ2 > 0 sufficiently small, define M =
{(z, w) ∈ C2 : w = ρ(z, z̄), |z| < δ1, |w| < δ2}.
(i) If M is Cℓ, for all k ≤ ℓ we have CRk(M) ) CRk

P (M), and hence CRk(M) does not
have the fixed-neighborhood approximation property at the origin.

(ii) CRH(M) does not have the fixed-neighborhood extension property at the origin.
(iii) If M is real-analytic we have:

(a) CRω
P (M) = CRH(M)

(b) CRω
P (M) has the fixed-neighborhood approximation property at the origin.

(iv) In the smooth category:
(a) CR∞

P (M) ) CRH(M)
(b) CR∞

P (M) does not have the fixed-neighborhood approximation property at the origin.

Proof. Put ℓ = ω if E is Cω and ℓ = ∞ otherwise.
By [10, Proposition 3.1] there exist δ1 > 0 and δ2 > 0 such that the following hold: For

every s ∈ (0, δ2), the set

Ks = {z ∈ C : |z| < δ1, s = ρ(z, z̄)} (16)

is either empty or a connected compact real curve homeomorphic to a circle, and Ks bounds
a relatively compact domain Ωs with connected boundary. Moreover, if we define

M = {(z, w) ∈ C2 : w = ρ(z, z̄), |z| < δ1, |w| < δ2}, (17)
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then the origin is the only CR singular point of M , and M is totally real away from the
origin. It follows that Ck(M) = CRk(M) for every k ≤ ℓ.

By [10, Lemma 6.1], a smooth function f on M has a holomorphic extension on each
nonempty leaf (i.e., a continuous extension from the set Ks that is holomorphic on Ωs) if
and only if the following moment condition holds: for each t > 0 and k ∈ N ∪ {0}, we have

∫

M∩{w=t2}

f(ζ)ζk dζ = 0. (18)

Here we think of M as being parametrized by z and consider the corresponding function
f(z). We remark that, if f ∈ CR0

P (M), then f satisfies the moment condition on some
neighborhood of the origin.

Fix k ≤ ℓ. The function f(z, w) = z̄, considered as a function on M , belongs to Cℓ(M) ⊂
CRk(M). We claim that, on all neighborhoods of the origin, the moment condition fails to
hold for f . Suppose that the claim is false. Then, by [10, Theorem 1.1], there exist small

δ̃1 > 0 and δ̃2 > 0 such that f can be extended to be a smooth function on

{(z, w) ∈ C2 : Rew ≥ ρ(z, z̄), Imw = 0, |z| < δ̃1, |w| < δ̃2}. (19)

Moreover, the extension has a formal power series in z and w at the origin. This is impossible,
so we have a contradiction. Thus, the claim holds, and it follows from the preceding remark
that f 6∈ CRk

P (M). Hence, for every k ≤ ℓ, CRk(M) 6= CRk
P (M), and CRk(M) does not

have the fixed-neighborhood approximation property at the origin.
Next we assume that ℓ = ω and consider functions that are real-analytic on M . Note that

CRH(M) does not have the fixed-neighborhood extension property at the origin because M
is contained in the Levi-flat hypersurface given by Imw = 0. Now we show that CRω

P (M) =
CRH(M). Fix f ∈ CRω

P (M). As we remarked earlier, f satisfies the moment condition
on a neighborhood of the origin. By [10, Theorem 1.1], f extends to be holomorphic on
a neighborhood of the origin. Because the origin is the only CR singular point of M ,
f ∈ CRH(M). This holds for all f ∈ CRω

P (M), so CRω
P (M) = CRH(M).

Next we show that CRω
P (M) has the fixed-neighborhood approximation property at the

origin. Fix δ̃1 > 0 and δ̃2 > 0 sufficiently small. Let f ∈ CRω
P (M). Because f satisfies the

moment condition on a neighborhood of the origin, and that condition involves the vanishing
of certain functions that are real-analytic on the interval (0, δ2), the moment condition holds
on all of M . Thus, we can find a holomorphic extension of f from each nonempty Ks to
Ωs. We then use Mergelyan’s theorem to uniformly approximate Ks ∋ z 7→ f(z, s) by
polynomials in z. (Here we use the fact that C\Ωs is connected.) This holds whenever Ks is
nonempty, so we may use Theorem 4.7 (along with Remark 4.8) to uniformly approximate f

on M ∩ {(z, s) : |z| ≤ δ̃1, |s| ≤ δ̃2} by polynomials in (z, s). To get holomorphic polynomials
on C2(z, w), replace (z, s) by (z, w). This proves that CRω

P (M) has the fixed-neighborhood
approximation property at the origin.

Now we consider the class C∞(M). We prove that CR∞
P (M) does not have the fixed-

neighborhood approximation property at the origin. (It then follows that CR∞
P (M) 6=

CRH(M).) Let ǫ > 0 be sufficiently small relative to δ1, δ2. Choose χǫ : [0,∞) → [0,∞)
to be smooth and satisfy χ ≡ 0 on [0, ǫ] and χ ≡ 1 on [2ǫ,∞). Define fǫ on M by
fǫ(z, ρ(z, z̄)) = χ(|z|2)z̄. Then fǫ ∈ CR∞

P (M) because fǫ is identically 0 near the origin,
and at CR points we can apply the Baouendi–Trèves approximation theorem. But for every
compact neighborhood of the origin there exists ǫ such that fǫ does not satisfy the moment
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condition on that neighborhood. (Use the preceding argument that, on all neighborhoods
of the origin, the moment condition fails to hold for z̄.) Thus, CR∞

P (M) does not have the
fixed-neighborhood approximation property at the origin. �

6. Baouendi–Trèves for a special elliptic Bishop surface

Define M = {(z, w) ∈ C2 : w = |z|2}. In this section we prove that the class of functions
in C0(M) satisfying the moment condition, equation (18) from Section 5, on a fixed neigh-
borhood of the origin has the fixed-neighborhood approximation property at the origin. (In
fact, for the class Cω(M), if the moment condition holds for, say, a nonempty open interval
of values of t, then it holds for all t. See the argument in Section 5.) The proof produces
approximants by means of an integral formula, and in that way it is similar to the original
proof of the Baouendi–Trèves approximation theorem.

We make a couple of preliminary comments. Fix f ∈ C0(M), and for each t > 0 write the
value of f at (z, t2) ∈ M as ft(z). First, recall from Section 5 the remark that a necessary
condition for f to belong to CR0

P (M) is that the moment condition hold for t > 0 sufficiently
small. Second, note that this moment condition is equivalent to

∫ 2π

0

ft(te
iθ)ei(k+1)θ dθ = 0 (20)

for t > 0 sufficiently small and for all k ∈ N ∪ {0}.
Now we consider the class of functions in C0(M) satisfying the moment condition on a

fixed neighborhood of the origin. We prove using an integral formula that this class has the
fixed-neighborhood approximation property at the origin. Let ǫ > 0 be given. Choose a
nonnegative smooth function χ on [0,∞) such that χ ≡ 1 on [0, ǫ/2] and χ ≡ 0 on [ǫ,∞).
For n ∈ N define cn by 1/cn =

∫
C
exp (−|ζ |2/n) dA(ζ).

Given a continuous function on M satisfying the moment condition on {(z, |z|2) : |z| ≤ ǫ},
we think of M as being parametrized by z and consider the corresponding function f(z).
Define

Qn(z, z̄) = cn

∫

C

χ(|ζ |)f(ζ) exp (−|z − ζ |2/n) dA(ζ)

= cn

∫ ∞

0

∫ 2π

0

χ(r)f(reiθ) exp (−|z − reiθ|2/n) r dθdr.
(21)

Now

exp (−|z − ζ |2/n) =
∞∑

k=0

(−1)k

nkk!
(zz̄ − zζ̄ − z̄ζ + ζζ̄)k, (22)

and we write
(zz̄ − zζ̄ − z̄ζ + ζζ̄)k =

∑
a
(k)
αβγδ(zz̄)

α(zζ̄)β(z̄ζ)γ(ζζ̄)δ. (23)

Then
∫ 2π

0
f(reiθ) exp (−|z − reiθ|2/n) dθ can be written as a sum of constant multiples of

terms of the form∫ 2π

0

f(reiθ)(zz̄)α(zre−iθ)β(z̄reiθ)γr2δ dθ = (zz̄)αzβ z̄γrβ+γ+2δ

∫ 2π

0

f(reiθ)ei(γ−β)θ dθ. (24)

By equation (20), if r ≤ ǫ this last quantity equals 0 when γ − β ≥ 1. It follows that
Qn(z, z̄) equals a sum that involves only terms of the form (zz̄)αzβ z̄γ with γ ≤ β. Hence,
Qn is a holomorphic function of z, zz̄. Because {Qn} converges uniformly to f on {z : |z| ≤
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ǫ/2}, taking the partial sums of the Taylor series of Qn about the origin gives the desired
polynomial approximation of f . (To get a holomorphic polynomial on C2(z, w), replace
(z, zz̄) by (z, w).)

7. Flat hyperbolic or parabolic Bishop surfaces

The results in this section concern flat Bishop surfaces that are either parabolic models
or hyperbolic.

Theorem 7.1. Fix λ ∈ [1/2,∞] and ℓ ≥ 3 (possibly ℓ = ∞ or ℓ = ω). Let E(z, z̄) be Cℓ,
real-valued, and o(|z|2). For λ 6= 1/2 define ρ(z, z̄) = zz̄+λ(z2+z̄2)+E(z, z̄), where λ = ∞ is
interpreted as ρ(z, z̄) = z2+z̄2+E(z, z̄). If λ = 1/2 define ρ(z, z̄) = zz̄+ 1

2
(z2+z̄2). For δ1 > 0

and δ2 > 0 sufficiently small, define M = {(z, w) ∈ C2 : w = ρ(z, z̄), |z| < δ1, |w| < δ2}.
(i) CR0(M) = C0(M) has the fixed-neighborhood approximation property, so CRk(M) =

CRk
P (M) for every k ≤ ℓ.

(ii) CRℓ
P (M) ) CRH(M).

(iii) CRH(M) does not have the fixed-neighborhood extension property at the origin.

Proof. If λ > 1/2 (the hyperbolic case), the origin is the only CR singular point of M . If
λ = 1/2 (the parabolic case), the CR singular points have the form (it, 0) for t real. Also,
M is totally real away from the CR singular points. It follows that Ck(M) = CRk(M) for
every k ≤ ℓ.

Note that CRH(M) does not have the fixed-neighborhood extension property at the origin
because M is contained in the Levi-flat hypersurface given by Imw = 0.

We prove that C0(M) has the fixed-neighborhood approximation property at the origin.
(From this it follows that CRk(M) = CRk

P (M) for every k ≤ ℓ.) Throughout we write
s = Rew. First we claim that, for ǫ > 0 small, the level sets of ρ(z, z̄) in |z| ≤ ǫ have a
connected complement in C and empty interior. This is clear if λ = 1/2, and if λ 6= 1/2 the
claim follows from the Morse lemma because the Hessian of ρ is nondegenerate at the origin.
Now put K = {(z, s) : |z| ≤ δ1/2, |s| ≤ δ2/2}, a compact neighborhood of the origin in C×R.
Fix s ∈ R for which Ks = {z ∈ C : (z, s) ∈ M ∩K} is nonempty. Then by the claim C\Ks is
connected, and Ks has empty interior. Thus, if f ∈ C0(M) we can use Mergelyan’s theorem
to uniformly approximate Ks ∋ z 7→ f(z, s) by polynomials in z. This holds whenever Ks

is nonempty, so we may use Theorem 4.7 (with Remark 4.8) to uniformly approximate f on
M ∩K by polynomials in (z, s). To get holomorphic polynomials on C2(z, w), replace (z, s)
by (z, w). This proves that C0(M) has the fixed-neighborhood approximation property at
the origin.

Now we show that CRℓ
P (M) 6= CRH(M). The function f(z, w) = z̄, considered as a

function on M , belongs to Cℓ(M) = CRℓ
P (M). Assume for a contradiction that f can be

extended to a neighborhood of the origin in C2 as a holomorphic function g. Then, if L
is the vector field on C2 defined by L = ∂/∂z̄, we have Lg ≡ 0 near the origin. But L is
tangent to M at the origin, and L0f 6= 0. This is a contradiction. �

Remark 7.2. By the fixed-neighborhood approximation property for C0(M) where M is
given by w = z2 + z̄2, every continuous function on a compact subset of C can be uniformly
approximated by polynomials in z and z̄2. This is a special case of a result due to Minsker [16]
and later generalized by Mondal [17], whose work we mentioned in the introduction.
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8. A manifold with a large hull

In this section we study properties of the submanifold M of C3 defined by w = z̄1z2. Note
that M is locally a diffeomorphic image of R2 × C under a CR map (e.g., [13, Remark 1.3])
and is Levi-flat at CR points, so it is perhaps surprising that M has an iterated shrinking
disc hull neighborhood at the origin (a CR singular point).

Theorem 8.1. Define M ⊂ C3 by M = {(z1, z2, w) : w = z̄1z2}.
(i) M has an iterated shrinking disc hull neighborhood at the origin, and therefore at all

CR singularities.
(ii) CRk

P (M) = CRH(M) for all k.
(iii) CRH(M) (and therefore also CRk

P (M) for all k) has the fixed-neighborhood extension
property at the origin, and hence the fixed-neighborhood approximation property at the
origin.

(iv) For every k, CRk(M) ) CRk
P (M), and hence CRk(M) has neither a polynomial ap-

proximation nor an extension property at the origin (fixed-neighborhood or otherwise).

Proof. The set of CR singular points ofM is {(z1, z2, w) ∈ M : z2 = 0}. For every CR singular
point q of M , there exists an affine biholomorphic map of C3 onto itself that sends M onto
M and the origin to q. Thus, the existence of an iterated shrieking disc hull neighborhood
for M at a given CR singular point follows from the existence of such a neighborhood at
the origin. Also, note that through every CR point of M there is a connected nonsingular
complex curve Υ (a subset of a complex line) such that Υ ⊂ MCR and the closure of Υ
contains a CR singular point.

The main difficulty in the proof of the theorem is to show that M has an iterated shrinking
disc hull neighborhood at the origin. Given this result, here is the proof of the rest of the
theorem: Parts (ii) and (iii) follow from the observations in the preceding paragraph and
Corollary 4.5. Also, the function f(z1, z2, w) = z̄1, considered as a function on M , belongs
to CRω(M) (e.g., f = w/z2 on MCR), but f 6∈ CRH(M) (otherwise, the unique holomorphic
extension would equal w/z2 on an open set, an impossibility). In fact, it is easy to see directly
that f 6∈ CRω

P (M): f cannot be written as a uniform limit of holomorphic polynomials on
{(z1, 0, 0) : |z1| ≤ ǫ} ⊂ M . Thus, for every k, CRk(M) 6= CRk

P (M). This proves (iv).
Now we show that M has an iterated shrinking disc hull neighborhood at the origin. Fix

C > 3, write ∆C for the closed polydisc {(ξ1, ξ2, ω) ∈ C3 : |ξ1|, |ξ2|, |ω| ≤ C}, and define
A0 = ∆C ∩M . It suffices to prove that A0 has an iterated shrinking disc hull neighborhood
at the origin. We attach discs in two steps and then apply Lemma 4.6.

First step: We attach discs to A0. Define

A1 = ∆C ∩ {(ξ1, ξ2, ω) : Im(ωξ1ξ̄2) = 0, Re(ωξ1ξ̄2) ≥ |ξ1ξ2|2, |ξ2|/C ≤ |ξ1| ≤ C|ξ2|}. (25)

We prove that if p ∈ A1 then there exists an analytic disc ϕ attached to A0 through p. If also
p ∈ A0, we can use a constant disc, so we assume p 6∈ A0. First fix a point p = (z1, z2, w) ∈
A1 \A0 with z2 6= 0. Then z1 6= 0, so also w 6= 0. Let λ > 0 satisfy λ2 = wz1/z2, so |z1| ≤ λ.
Define ϕ(ζ) = (λζ, wζ/λ, w). Note that z1/λ ∈ D and ϕ(z1/λ) = p. Clearly ϕ is attached
to M . It follows from |w| ≤ C and |z2|/C ≤ |z1| ≤ C|z2| that ϕ is in fact attached to A0:
λ = |wz1/z2|1/2 ≤ C, and |w/λ| = |w||wz1/z2|−1/2 ≤ C. Next, if p = (z1, 0, w) ∈ A1 \ A0,
then z1 = 0, and p belongs to a disc attached to A0: Define ϕ(ζ) = (w̄ζ, ζ, w). Thus,
A1 ⊂ DH(A0). This concludes the first step.
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Second step: We attach discs to the set A1 from the first step. We prove that, for ǫ > 0
sufficiently small, if p = (z1, z2, w) belongs to the set

A2 = {(ξ1, ξ2, ω) : |ξ1| ≤ ǫ,
1

K1
≤ |ξ2| ≤

1

K2
|ω|, K3

C
≤ |ω| ≤ C}, (26)

then p belongs to a disc attached to A1. Here 2C − K1 and K2 − 18 are small positive
numbers that depend on ǫ, and CK2/K1 < K3 < C2.

For ζ ∈ C define

f(ζ, 1/ζ) =
4

9
(ζ − 1/2)(1/ζ − 1/2). (27)

It is easy to see that if |ζ | = 1 then f(ζ, 1/ζ) is real and 1/9 ≤ f(ζ, 1/ζ) ≤ 1. For the
moment fix λ ∈ (0, 1/9] and θ ∈ R. Consider the map

ϕ(ζ) = (eiθζf(ζ, 1/ζ), wλeiθζ, w). (28)

If λ ≥ 1/(C|w|), then ϕ is attached to A1: When |ζ | = 1 we have f(ζ, ζ̄) ≥ λf 2(ζ, ζ̄) > 0
because 0 < f(ζ, ζ̄) ≤ 1 ≤ 1/λ. Also, if |ζ | = 1 then

|wλeiθζ |/C ≤ |eiθζf(ζ, 1/ζ)| ≤ C|wλeiθζ | (29)

because λ ≤ 1/9, |w| ≤ C, 1/9 ≤ f(ζ, 1/ζ) ≤ 1, and C|w|λ ≥ 1.
Now we show that ϕ(ζ) = p for some ζ with |ζ | ≤ 1 and for some choice of λ and θ.

To satisfy the first component of this equation, we use the fact that ζf(ζ, 1/ζ) maps a
neighborhood of ζ = 1/2 onto a neighborhood of 0. In fact, from the first component we find
the requirement eiθζf(ζ, 1/ζ) = z1, and solving the resulting quadratic equation in ζ gives

ζ =
5

4
−
√

9

16
− 9

2
e−iθz1. (30)

Here the square root is chosen so that z1 = 0 corresponds to ζ = 1/2. The second component
of the equation ϕ(ζ) = p then requires that

z2 = wλeiθ

(
5

4
−
√

9

16
− 9

2
e−iθz1

)
. (31)

The modulus of z1 is small, so on the right side of equation (31) the argument of the factor
in parentheses is near 0. We choose θ so that the right side of equation (31) has the same
argument as z2. Then we choose λ ≥ 1/(C|w|) so that the right side has the same modulus
as z2. Thus, A2 ⊂ DH(A1). This concludes the second step.

From the first two steps we conclude that A2 ⊂ DH2(A0). Note that is A0 is bounded
weighted homogeneous (use α = (1, 1, 2)) and that A2 contains a nonempty Reinhardt do-
main. By Lemma 4.6, A0 has an iterated shrinking disc hull neighborhood at 0, as de-
sired. �

9. Fixed-neighborhood approximation without fixed-neighborhood

extension

In this section we consider the submanifold M of C3 defined by w = |z1|2−|z2|2. The proof
that CRω(M) has the fixed-neighborhood approximation property at the origin depends on
constructing analytic discs, but there is no iterated shrinking disc hull neighborhood of the
origin for M .
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Theorem 9.1. Define M ⊂ C3 by w = |z1|2 − |z2|2.

(i) In the real-analytic category:
(a) CRω(M) = CRω

P (M) = CRH(M)
(b) CRω(M) has the extension property and the fixed-neighborhood approximation prop-

erty at the origin.
(c) CRH(M) does not have the fixed-neighborhood extension property at the origin.

(ii) In the smooth category:
(a) CR∞(M) ) CR∞

P (M) ) CRH(M)
(b) CR∞

P (M) does not have the fixed-neighborhood approximation property at the origin.

Proof. Note that the origin is the only CR singular point of M .
First we consider functions that are real-analytic on M . Fix f ∈ CRω(M). Because

the quadratic |z1|2 − |z2|2 satisfies the rank condition in [13, Theorem 1.1], f extends as a
holomorphic function to a neighborhood of the origin in C3. Because the origin is the only CR
singular point of M , f ∈ CRH(M). Thus, CRω(M) = CRω

P (M) = CRH(M), and CRω(M)
has the extension property at the origin. BecauseM is contained in the Levi-flat hypersurface
given by Imw = 0, CRH(M) does not have the fixed-neighborhood extension property at the
origin. It remains to show that CRω(M) has the fixed-neighborhood approximation property
at the origin.

We construct analytic discs. Let A1 = {(z1, z2, s) ∈ C2 × R : s ≥ 0, |z1|2 ≤ |z2|2 + s}.
Assume that p = (z1, z2, s) ∈ A1. If z2 = s = 0, then z1 = 0, so p ∈ M . Now assume
that |z2|2 + s > 0. Then p belongs to a disc attached to M : Define ϕ(ζ) = (ζ, z2, s) for
|ζ |2 ≤ |z2|2+s. Then ϕ is attached to M . Also, p belongs to the disc because |z1|2 ≤ |z2|2+s.

Similarly, if A2 = {(z1, z2, s) ∈ C2 × R : s ≥ 0, |z2|2 ≤ |z1|2 − s} and p = (z1, z2, s) ∈ A2

with |z1|2 − s > 0, then p belongs to a disc attached to M : Define ϕ(ζ) = (z1, ζ, s) for
|ζ |2 ≤ |z1|2−s. Then ϕ is attached to M . Also, p belongs to the disc because |z2|2 ≤ |z1|2−s.

Thus, for each fixed s0 ≥ 0, discs attached to M cover {(z1, z2, s) : s = s0}. The same
result is true if s0 < 0. Given a disc ϕ(ζ) = (z1(ζ), z2(ζ), w(ζ)), the family of discs ϕt(ζ) =
(tz1(ζ), tz2(ζ), t

2w(ζ)) will stay attached to M and shrink to the origin as t → 0. This
concludes the construction of analytic discs.

Now let f ∈ CRω(M). As we proved earlier, f ∈ CRH(M). By Lemma 2.3, we can extend
f as a holomorphic function to a neighborhood of M in C3. Now apply Corollary 4.3 to
extend f to a fixed neighborhood (independent of f) of the origin in C2 ×R, that is, extend
f to a real-analytic CR function on this neighborhood. Therefore, f is holomorphic in z
for any fixed Rew, and we can make this neighborhood have the form V × I where I is an
interval and V is a polydisc. Write s = Rew. For fixed s use the partial sums of the Taylor
series of the extension to get an approximation of f by a holomorphic polynomial whose
coefficients depend on s. Now use Theorem 4.7, with Remark 4.8, to get polynomials (in
(z1, z2, s), hence in (z1, z2, w)) approximating f on a fixed neighborhood of the origin in M .

Now we consider the class C∞(M). We continue to write s = Rew. First we show that
CR∞(M) 6= CR∞

P (M). Define f : M → C by

f(z1, z2, s) =





1
z1
e−1/s2 if s > 0,

0 if s = 0,
1
z2
e−1/s2 if s < 0.



CR FUNCTIONS AT CR SINGULARITIES: APPROXIMATION, EXTENSION, AND HULLS 19

In [12, Example 2.4], it is shown that f ∈ CR∞(M) and that there is no neighborhood
of the origin in C2 × R to which f extends as a CR function of any regularity. It follows
that f 6∈ CR∞

P (M): If f were a uniform limit on a compact neighborhood of the origin of a
sequence of holomorphic polynomials, using the above construction of analytic discs attached
to M and adapting the proof of Theorem 4.1 would give a continuous CR extension of f to
a neighborhood of the origin in C2 × R.

Next we show that CR∞
P (M) does not have the fixed-neighborhood approximation property

at the origin. For ǫ > 0 define fǫ : M → C by

fǫ(z1, z2, s) =





1
z1
e−1/(s−ǫ)2 if s > ǫ,

0 if s ∈ [−ǫ, ǫ],
1
z2
e−1/(s+ǫ)2 if s < −ǫ.

Then fǫ ∈ CR∞(M). In fact, fǫ ∈ CR∞
P (M): fǫ is identically 0 near the origin (the only CR

singularity of M), and at CR points we apply the Baouendi–Trèves approximation theorem.
Now assume for a contradiction that CR∞

P (M) has the fixed-neighborhood approximation
property at the origin, and let K be an associated compact neighborhood of the origin in M .
We use the functions f , fǫ defined above. Because f1/n → f uniformly on K and each f1/n
is supposed to be a uniform limit on K of a sequence of holomorphic polynomials, it follows
that f is a uniform limit on K of a sequence of holomorphic polynomials. This contradiction
proves that CR∞

P (M) does not have the fixed-neighborhood approximation property at the
origin.

Note also that fǫ ∈ CR∞
P (M) \ CRH(M). �
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