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Abstract

Let U be a bounded open subset of the complex plane and let Aα(U) denote the set of functions analytic

on U that also belong to the little Lipschitz class with Lipschitz exponent α. It is shown that if Aα(U)

admits a bounded point derivation at x ∈ ∂U , then there is an approximate Taylor Theorem for Aα(U) at

x. This extends and generalizes known results concerning bounded point derivations.

1 Introduction

The behavior of a function at a boundary point is often very different from its behavior inside the set. For

instance an analytic function on a bounded set is infinitely differentiable on the interior but may fail to have

even a single derivative at a boundary point. However, if the structure of the set is nice enough then the

functions may have a greater degree of smoothness at the boundary than would otherwise be expected. One

such example of this greater degree of smoothness is the existence of a bounded point derivation at a boundary

point. A bounded point derivation is a type of bounded linear functional that generalizes the concept of the

derivative. Bounded point derivations have been studied in a wide variety of contexts and for a large number

of function spaces. [2, 4, 6, 7, 8, 12]

To illustrate how a bounded point derivation generalizes the derivative let X be a compact subset of C and

let R0(X) denote the set of rational functions with poles off X . Then R(X) denotes the closure of R0(X) in

the uniform norm and for a positive integer t, R(X) is said to admit a t-th order bounded point derivation at

x ∈ X if there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|f (t)(x)| ≤ C‖f‖∞

for all f ∈ R0(X). Suppose that R(X) admits a first order bounded point derivation at x and that f ∈ R(X)

is not differentiable at x. Then there exists a sequence {fj} ∈ R0(X) that converges uniformly to f and since

there is a bounded point derivation at x

|f ′
j(x)− f ′

k(x)| ≤ C‖fj − fk‖∞.
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Hence {f ′
j(x)} is a Cauchy sequence and thus converges and its limit may be said to be the derivative of f

at x. In this way a bounded point derivation generalizes a derivative by allowing derivatives to be defined for

non-differentiable functions. It is worth mentioning that a result of Dolzhenko is that there is always a nowhere

differentiable function in R(X) whenever X is a nowhere dense set [5] so this construction has a practical use.

The primary question that this paper will focus on is the following: If A is a family of functions and there

is a bounded point derivation on A at x, how close can the functions in A come to being differentiable at x?

One possibility is that all the functions in A might be differentiable at x, in which case x is called a removable

singularity for A. More likely; however, is that the functions will have a more limited degree of smoothness at

the boundary; for example, the functions may only be approximately differentiable at x.

A set E is said to have full area density at x if

lim
r→0

m(Br(x) ∩ E)

m(Br(x))
= 1

where Br(x) is the ball centered at x with radius r and m denotes 2-dimensional Lebesgue measure. A function

f is said to be approximately differentiable at x if there exists a set E with full area density at x and L ∈ C

such that

lim
y→x,y∈E

f(y)− f(x)

y − x
= L.

L is called the approximate derivative of f at x.

Some work on these types of questions has been done previously. In [9] O’Farrell showed that a bounded

point derivation on the space of analytic Lipschitz functions Aα(U) at x could be evaluated by a difference

quotient formula

Df = lim
n→∞

f(zn)− f(x)

zn − x

where {zn} is a sequence of points that converges non-tangentially to x and Df denotes the bounded point

derivation at f . Subsequently this result was improved to

Df = lim
z→x,z∈E

f(z)− f(x)

z − x

where E is a set with full area density at x [10]. Similar results are known for R(X) as well [11, Corollary 3.6].

In this manuscript we will consider a different type of boundary smoothness property, that of an approxi-

mate Taylor theorem for analytic Lipschitz functions. The connection between bounded point derivations and
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approximate Taylor Theorems was first noted by Wang [11] for the case of R(X). Given a positive integer t

and a function f ∈ R(X) we define the error at z of the t-th degree Taylor polynomial of f about x by

Rt
xf(z) = f(z)−

t
∑

j=0

f (j)(x)

j!
(z − x)j .

It was shown in [11, Theorem 3.4] that if R(X) admits a t-th order bounded point derivation at x then for each

ǫ > 0 there exists a set E with full area density at x such that if y ∈ E then for every f ∈ R0(X)

|Rt
xf(y)| ≤ ǫ|y − x|t‖f‖∞.

Similar results have also been shown for Rp(X), the closure of R0(X) in the Lp norm, for p ≥ 2 (When

p < 2, Rp(X) coincides with Lp(X) and thus does not admit any bounded point derivations or even bounded

point evaluations [1, Lemma 3.5]). For a given positive integer t, Rp(X) is said to admit a t-th order bounded

point derivation at x if there exists a constant C > 0 such that

|f (t)(x)| ≤ C‖f‖Lp(X)

for all f ∈ R0(X). It was shown in [13, Theorem 4.1] that if Rp(X) admits a t-th order bounded point

derivation at x then for each ǫ > 0 there exists a set E with full area density at x such that if y ∈ E then for

every f ∈ R0(X)

|Rt
xf(y)| ≤ ǫ|y − x|t‖f‖Lp(X).

The goal of this manuscript is to derive an approximate Taylor theorem for Aα(U) similar to the ones for

R(X) and Rp(X). The remainder of the paper is outlined as follows. Section 2 provides background information

on spaces of Lipschitz functions and bounded point derivations defined for those functions, while the set of full

area density for the approximate Taylor theorem is constructed in Section 3. The final section contains the

statement and proof of the approximate Taylor theorem for Aα(U).

2 Lipschitz functions and bounded point derivatives

Let U be a non-empty bounded open subset of C. For 0 < α < 1, a function f is said to be a Lipschitz function

with Lipschitz exponent α on U if there exists a constant k > 0 such that for all z, w ∈ U

|f(z)− f(w)| ≤ k|z − w|α. (1)
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For such a function the Lipschitz seminorm, denoted as ‖ · ‖′Lipα(U) is defined to be the smallest value of k that

satisfies (1). It is only a seminorm because k = 0 whenever f is a constant function; however, it can be made

into a norm by adding the uniform norm to the Lipschitz seminorm. Thus the Lipschitz norm with exponent

α, denoted as ‖ · ‖Lipα(U) is defined by

‖f‖Lipα(U) = ‖f‖′Lipα(U) + sup
U

|f(z)|.

The space Lipα(U) consists of all functions with finite Lipschitz norm on U . An important subspace of Lipα(U)

is the little Lipschitz class lipα(U), which is the set of Lipschitz functions on U such that

lim
δ→0+

sup
0<|z−w|<δ

|f(z)− f(w)|

|z − w|α
= 0.

Aα(U) denotes the space of lipα(U) functions that are analytic on U . Aα(U) is said to admit a bounded point

derivation of order t at x ∈ ∂U if there exists a constant C such that

|f (t)(x)| ≤ C‖f‖Lipα(U)

whenever f ∈ lipα(U) is analytic in a neighborhood of U ∪ {x}.

Let X = ∂U . If L ∈ lipα(U)∗ then it follows from de Leeuw’s Theorem [3, Theorem 2.1] that there exists a

Borel-regular measure µ on X ×X with no mass on the diagonal such that

L(f) =

∫

X×X

f(z)− f(w)

|z − w|α
dµ(z, w)

whenever f ∈ lipα(U). Although L is not represented directly by integration against a measure as in the cases

of R(X) and Rp(X), the representation is close enough to a measure that many of the same techniques for

representing measures can still be applied. In particular whenever L is a bounded point derivation, this kind of

integral representation can always be found.

The existence of a t-th order bounded point derivation on Aα(U) at x implies the existence of all bounded

point derivations of lower orders at x. In addition it provides an integral formula that represents evaluation at

y ∈ C as long as a certain integral exists and is non-zero.

Theorem 1. Suppose that µ represents a t-th order bounded point derivation on Aα(U) at x and y ∈ C and

define

c(y) =

∫

X×X

(z − x)t+1(z − y)−1 − (w − x)t+1(w − y)−1

|z − w|α
dµ(z, w).

If c(y) exists and is nonzero, then for all f ∈ Aα(U)
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f(y) = c(y)−1

∫

X×X

(z − x)t+1(z − y)−1f(z)− (w − x)t+1(w − y)−1f(w)

|z − w|α
dµ(z, w)

Proof. Since f ∈ Aα(U) so is f(z)−f(y)
z−y

and hence

∫

X×X

(z − x)t+1(z − y)−1(f(z)− f(y))− (w − x)t+1(w − y)−1(f(w) − f(y))

|z − w|α
dµ(z, w) = 0.

Therefore,

∫

X×X

(z − x)t+1(z − y)−1f(z)− (w − x)t+1(w − y)−1f(w)

|z − w|α
dµ(z, w) = f(y)c(y)

and hence

f(y) = c(y)−1

∫

X×X

(z − x)t+1(z − y)−1f(z)− (w − x)t+1(w − y)−1f(w)

|z − w|α
dµ(z, w).

3 A set with full area density at x

In this section we construct the set with full area density at x that will be used in the approximate Taylor

Theorem for Aα(U). To prove that the set has full area density at x we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2. Let µ be a measure on C×C. Let a, b, and c be positive real numbers with b+ c ≤ a and b+ c < 2,

x ∈ C and let δ > 0. Then the set

{

y ∈ C :

∫

|y − x|a

|w − y|b|z − y|c
dµ(z, w) < δ

}

has full area density at x.

Similar results to Lemma 2 can be found in [10]. Specifically Lemma 3.8 with u = 0 is the same as Lemma

2 with b+ c = a and Lemma 3.3 implies the same result; however, we will provide a more direct proof than the

ones found in [10]. We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 3. Let a, b, and c be positive real numbers with b + c ≤ a and b + c < 2. Let x ∈ C, let ∆n = {y ∈

C : |y − x| < 1
n
} and let m denote 2 dimensional Lebesgue measure. Define a function fn(z, w) by

fn(z, w) =
1

m(∆n)

∫

∆n

|y − x|a

|w − y|b|z − y|c
dm(y).

Then fn(z, w) is uniformly bounded for all z, w and n and converges to 0 almost everywhere (dm) as n → ∞.

5



Proof. There are 4 possibilities: 1) w = z = x; 2) w = x, z 6= x; 3) z = x, w 6= x; and 4) z 6= x, w 6= x. Of

these only the last one occurs on a set with positive 2 dimensional Lebesgue measure and thus it is enough to

show that fn(z, w) converges to 0 as n → ∞ in this case. Since z 6= x and w 6= x there exists N > 0 so that

|z − x| > n−1 and |w − x| > n−1 for n > N . It thus follows from the reverse triangle inequality that for n

sufficiently large

|z − y| > ||z − x| − |y − x‖ > |z − x| − n−1

and similarly |w − y| > |w − x| − n−1. Finally if y ∈ ∆n then |y − x| < n−1. Thus for n sufficiently large

fn(z, w) ≤ n−a(|w − x| − n−1)−b(|z − x| − n−1)−c

which tends to 0 as n → ∞.

To prove that fn(z, w) is uniformly bounded for all z, w and n we first rewrite the function by observing

that m(∆n) = πn−2 and |y − x|a < n−a for y ∈ ∆n. Thus

fn(z, w) =
n2−a

π

∫

∆n

1

|w − y|b|z − y|c
dm(y).

Now this integral would be larger if w = z and the integral was taken over D(z, n−1), the disk centered at z

with radius n−1. Thus it suffices to bound

n2−a

π

∫

D(z,n−1)

1

|z − y|b+c
dm(y).

A computation shows that the above expression evaluates to 2nb+c−a

2−b−c
and thus fn(z, w) is uniformly bounded

for all z, w and n.

Lemma 4. Let ∆n = {y ∈ C : |y− x| < n−1} and let µ be a measure on C×C. Also let a, b, and c be positive

real numbers with b+ c ≤ a and b+ c < 2. If m denotes 2-dimensional Lebesgue measure then

1

m(∆n)

∫

∆n

∫

|y − x|a

|w − y|b|z − y|c
dµ(z, w)dm(y) → 0

as n → ∞.

Proof. Let fn(z, w) be the function from Lemma 3. Since it is bounded and tends to 0 as n → ∞ it follows

from the Dominated Convergence Theorem that
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lim
n→∞

∫

fn(z, w)dµ(z, w) = 0.

Using Fubini’s Theorem to switch the order of integration yields

1

m(∆n)

∫

∆n

∫

|y − x|a

|w − y|b|z − y|c
dµ(z, w)dm(y) → 0

as n → ∞, as desired.

We can now prove Lemma 2.

Proof. Let ∆n = {y ∈ C : |y − x| < n−1} and let Eδ denote the set

{

y ∈ C :

∫

|y − x|a

|w − y|b|z − y|c
dµ(z, w) < δ

}

.

Then

1

m(∆n)

∫

∆n\Eδ

∫

|y − x|a

|w − y|b|z − y|c
dµ(z, w)dm(y) ≥

δm(∆n \ Eδ)

m(∆n)
.

By Lemma 4 the left hand side tends to 0 as n → ∞ and hence Eδ has full area density at x. Thus Lemma 2

is proved.

The set in the following theorem will be the set of full area density used in the proof of the approximate

Taylor theorem for Aα(U). We first verify that it has full area density at x.

Theorem 5. Suppose µ is a measure on C × C, t is a positive integer and 0 < α < 1. Let δ > 0 and let E

denote the union of the following 6 sets:

1. {y ∈ C :
∫ |y−x|

|z−y|dµ(z, w) < δ}

2. {y ∈ C :
∫ |y−x|1+α

|w−y|α|z−y|dµ(z, w) < δ}

3. {y ∈ C :
∫ |y−x|

|w−y|1−α|z−y|α dµ(z, w) < δ}

4. {y ∈ C :
∫ |y−x|1+α

|w−y||z−y|αdµ(z, w) < δ}

5. {y ∈ C :
∫ |y−x|t+1

|w−y|α|z−y|dµ(z, w) < δ}
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6. {y ∈ C :
∫ |y−x|t+1

|w−y||z−y|αdµ(z, w) < δ}

Then E has full area density at x.

Proof. By Lemma 2 each of the sets above have full area density at x. Thus their union is also a set with full

area density at x.

4 An approximate Taylor Theorem for Aα(X)

Throughout this section we will refer to the following lemma several times.

Lemma 6. For complex numbers z, y and x

1

z − y
=

t
∑

j=1

(y − x)j−1

(z − x)j
+

(y − x)t

(z − x)t(z − y)
.

Proof. The proof is by induction. The base case follows since

1

z − y
=

1

z − x
+

y − x

(z − x)(z − y)
. (2)

Now suppose the hypothesis holds for t and apply (2) to it to obtain

1

z − y
=

t+1
∑

j=1

(y − x)j−1

(z − x)j
+

(y − x)t+1

(z − x)t+1(z − y)

which completes the induction.

We will also need the following bound on the c(y) term from the integral representation for evaluation at y

(Theorem 1) in order to prove the approximate Taylor theorem for Aα(U).

Theorem 7. Let U be an open subset of C and let X = ∂U . Let µ be a measure on X ×X that represents a

t-th order bounded point derivation at x and let

c(y) =

∫

(z − x)t+1(z − y)−1 − (w − x)t+1(w − y)−1

|z − w|α
dµ(z, w).

Then for each δ > 0 there exists a set E with full area density at x such that

t!− δ < |c(y)| < t! + δ.
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Proof. It follows from Lemma 6 that

c(y) =

∫

|z − w|−α





t
∑

j=1

(y − x)j−1
[

(z − x)t+1−j − (w − x)t+1−j
]

+
(y − x)t+1

z − y
−

(y − x)t+1

w − y



 dµ

Since µ represents derivation at x, inside the sum every term evaluates to 0 except when j = 1 in which case it

evaluates to t!. Hence

c(y) = t! +

∫

(y − x)t+1(w − z)

(z − y)(w − y)|z − w|α
dµ.

Thus to prove the theorem it suffices to show that there exists a set E with full area density at x such that

∫

|y − x|t+1|w − z|1−α

|z − y‖w − y|
dµ < δ.

It follows from the triangle inequality that

∫

|y − x|t+1|w − z|1−α

|z − y‖w − y|
dµ ≤

∫

|y − x|t+1

|z − y|α|w − y|
dµ+

∫

|y − x|t+1

|z − y‖w − y|α
dµ

and hence according to Theorem 5 there exists a set E with full area density at x such that each integral on

the right side of the inequality is less than δ
2 for y ∈ E, which completes the proof.

We can now prove the following approximate Taylor theorem for Aα(U).

Theorem 8. Let U ⊆ C be a bounded open set and suppose that x ∈ ∂U admits a bounded point derivation

on Aα(U) of order t. Then for every ǫ > 0 there exists a set E with full area density at x such that if y ∈ E

then for every f ∈ Aα(U)

|Rt
xf(y)| ≤ ǫ|y − x|t‖f‖Lipα(U).

Proof. Suppose that f ∈ Aα(U) and let g(z) = f(z) − f(x) − f ′(x)(z − x) − . . . − f(t)(x)
t! (z − x)t. Then

g(x) = g′(x) = . . . = g(t)(x) = 0, g(y) = Rt
xf(y), and because there is a bounded point derivation at x,

‖g‖Lipα(U) = C‖f‖Lipα(U). Hence it suffices to show that for every ǫ > 0 there exists a set E with full area

density at x such that |g(y)| ≤ ǫ|y−x|t‖g‖Lipα(U).Let X = ∂U and let µ be a measure on X×X that represents

the t-th order bounded point derivation at x. Let E denote the union of the following sets.

1. {y ∈ C :
∫ |y−x|

|z−y|dµ(z, w) <
ǫ
10}
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2. {y ∈ C :
∫ |y−x|1+α

|w−y|α|z−y|dµ(z, w) <
ǫ
10}

3. {y ∈ C :
∫ |y−x|

|w−y|1−α|z−y|α dµ(z, w) <
ǫ
10}

4. {y ∈ C :
∫ |y−x|1+α

|w−y||z−y|αdµ(z, w) <
ǫ
10}

5. {y ∈ C :
∫ |y−x|t+1

|w−y|α|z−y|dµ(z, w) <
1
4}

6. {y ∈ C :
∫ |y−x|t+1

|w−y||z−y|αdµ(z, w) <
1
4}

By Theorem 5 E has full area density at x. It follows from Theorem 7 that c(y) exists and is non-zero and

hence it follows from Theorem 1 that

g(y) = c(y)−1

∫

(z − x)t+1(z − y)−1g(z)− (w − x)t+1(w − y)−1g(w)

|z − w|α
dµ

and by Lemma 6 this simplifies to

g(y) = c(y)−1





t+1
∑

j=1

(y − x)j−1

∫

(z − x)t+1−jg(z)− (w − x)t+1−jg(w)

|z − w|α
dµ

+(y − x)t+1

∫

(z − y)−1g(z)− (w − y)−1g(w)

|z − w|α
dµ

)

.

Because µ represents a bounded point derivation of order t at x and g(x) = g′(x) = . . . = g(t)(x) = 0 it follows

that all the terms in the sum vanish and hence

g(y) = c(y)−1(y − x)t+1

∫

(z − y)−1g(z)− (w − y)−1g(w)

|z − w|α
dµ.

After adding and subtracting (z − y)−1g(w) to both sides of the numerator we obtain

g(y) = c(y)−1

(∫

g(z)− g(w)

|z − w|α
(y − x)t+1

z − y
dµ+

∫

g(w)(y − x)t+1(w − z)

(z − y)(w − y)|z − w|α
dµ

)

. (3)

Since y ∈ E the first integral in (3) is bounded by ǫ
10 |y − x|t‖g‖′Lipα(U).

Now we bound the second integral. Because g(x) = 0 it follows that |g(w)(w− x)−α| ≤ ‖g‖′Lipα(U) and thus

the second integral is bounded by

|y − x|t‖g‖′Lipα(U)

∫

|y − x| · |w − x|α|w − z|1−α

|w − y‖z − y|
dµ.
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By the triangle inequality applied to both |w − x|α and |w − z|1−α this is less than

|y − x|t‖g‖′Lipα(U)

(∫

|y − x|

|z − y|
dµ+

∫

|y − x|1+α

|w − y|α|z − y|
dµ+

∫

|y − x|

|w − y|1−α|z − y|α
dµ+

∫

|y − x|1+α

|w − y||z − y|α
dµ

)

and since y ∈ E the second integral in (3) is bounded by 2ǫ
5 |y − x|t‖g‖′Lipα(U). Also by Theorem 7

t!−
1

2
< |c(y)| < t! +

1

2

and hence

|g(y)| ≤
ǫ/2

t!− 1/2
|y − x|t‖g‖′Lipα(U) ≤ ǫ|y − x|t‖g‖Lipα(U)

as desired.
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