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DOMAINS IN COMPLEX SURFACES WITH A NONCOMPACT AUTOMORPHISM
GROUP —1I

KAUSHAL VERMA

ABSTRACT. Let X be an arbitrary complex surface abdc X a domain that has a noncom-
pact group of holomorphic automorphisms. A characteidratif those domainB that admit

a smooth real analytic, finite type, boundary orbit accutmapoint and whose closures are
contained in a complete hyperbolic dom&ihc X is obtained.

1. INTRODUCTION

LetD c C", n> 1 be a bounded domain and let ADY be the group of holomorphic automor-
phisms ofD. There is a natural action of Aii?) on D given by

(f,z2)— f(2)

wheref € Aut(D) andz € D. Suppose the orbit of some poipte D under this action accu-
mulates ap. € 0D — call such a point a boundary orbit accumulation point. Ia #ituation, it
has been shown that (séé [1]-[4], [5], [11],][22],][26] an8][@mong others) the nature &b
nearp. provides global information abol. The question of investigating this phenomenon
whenD is a domain in a complex manifold was raisedlih [7] and [14] &wdas shown in the
latter article that the Wong-Rosay theorem remains valiedmiD is a domain in an arbitrary
complex manifold withp,, € 0D a strongly pseudoconvex point. In short, such a dorbais
biholomorphic to the unit balB" ¢ C". Motivated by this result, it was shown in [28] that the
analogues of [1] and [5] are also valid, with the same comgiysvhenD is a domain in an
arbitrary complex surface amg, is a smooth weakly pseudoconvex point of finite type. The
pseudoconvexity hypothesis ngas was dropped inJ4] and a local version of this result for
bounded domains ifi? and with the boundargD nearp. being smooth real analytic and of
finite type can be found in[31]. The purpose of this articlmigeneralise the result in [31] by
finding all possible model domains whBnis a domain in an arbitrary complex surfaxe

Theorem 1.1.Let X be an arbitrary complex surface anddDX a domain. Suppose thBtis
contained in a complete hyperbolic domaih® X and that there exists a pointgpD and a
sequencg@;} € Aut(D) such that{g;(p)} converges to § € dD. Assume that the boundary
of D is smooth real analytic and of finite type neag.pThen exactly one of the following
alternatives holds:
(i) If dimAut(D) = 2 then either
e D= Dy = {(z1,2) € C?: 202+ Py(0z) < 0} where R is a polynomial that
depends omlzy, or
e D= D= {(z1,) € C?: 202+ P>(|z1)?) < 0} where B is a polynomial that
depends offz; |2, or
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e DDy = {(21,22) eC?:20z+ Pom(z1,21) < O} where By, is a homogeneous
polynomial of degre@m without harmonic terms.
(ii) If dimAut(D) =3then D= Dy = {(z1,22) € C2: 202+ (0z1)?™ < 0} for some integer
m> 2.
(iii) If dimAut(D) = 4 then D= D5 = {(z1,2,) € C?: 202+ |21|*™ < 0} for some integer
m> 2.
(vi) If dimAut(D) = 8 then D« Dg = B2 the unit ball inC2.

The dimensionB, 1,5, 6,7 cannot occur with D as above.

To clarify several points, first note thBtis hyperbolic since it is contained ¥ which is as-
sumed to be complete hyperbolic in the sense of Kobayastereftre AutD) is a real Lie
group endowed with the topology of uniform convergence angact subsets d. Moreover,
the family ; : D — D C D’ is normal sinceD’ is complete. By theorem 2.7 in [BO] (which
generalises Cartan’s theorem — [25] pp. 78) we see thit pussible limit magpis either
in Aut(D) or satisfiesp(D) C dD. Since@(p) = p. € dD, it follows thatg(D) C oD. Fix a
neighbourhood) of p. and a biholomorphisny : U — Y(U) c C? such that}(p.) = 0 and
W(U NaD) is a smooth real analytic hypersurface of finite type — nog tthe type is a biholo-
morphic invariant and hence it suffices to work with a fixedfisiently small neighbourhood of
P. LetW be a neighbourhood gf small enough so thgi(W) C U. If possible, lek > 0 be the
maximal rank ofp which is attained on the complement of an analyticsetD. If pe W\ A,
then the image of a small neighbourhoodpathat does not interseét underg is a germ of a
positive dimensional complex manifold containedJim dD and this is a contradiction. On the
other hand ifp € A, pickg € W\ A and repeat the above argument to seekka0 in this case
as well. Thusp(D) = p. Since this is true of any limit map, it follows that the eatgequence
@; converges uniformly on compact subsetab the constant mag(z) = p.. It follows that
D must be simply connected (see for example [24]) for any lpapD is contractible if and
only if @j(y) is so for all j. However, for all largej the loop@;j(y) C U ND which is simply
connected iU is small enough. Henag(y) is a trivial loop for largej and hence so i

Second, note thali(p.,) cannot belong to the envelope of holomorphylt) ND). Indeed,
for if not, then on the one hand we see from the above reasdnatghe Jacobian determinant
det(y o @;)’ must tend to zero uniformly on compact subset®ofOn the other hand, all the
mapscpjlo g~1:gUND)— D c D extend to a fixed, open neighbourhoodytdfp.) by a
theorem of lvashkovich (sele [20]) sinBéis complete. Moreover, the extensions of these maps
neary(p«) take values irD’. Hence there is an upper bound for(d;?tlo PW~t) neary(pe)

and this is a contradiction. As a consequence, this obsemnvat Greene-Krantz is also valid in
the situation of the main theorem.

Third, recall the stratification of the smooth real analyiigte type hypersurfacel N oD
that was used ir [31]. There is a biholomorphically invaridacomposition otJ NdD as the
union of two relatively open sets, namélp* (for brevity, we drop the reference tg) which
consists of points near whith NaD is pseudoconvex and N D that has those points which
are in the envelope of holomorphydfn D, and their closed complemelid, which is a locally
finite union of smooth real analytic arcs and points. Noté khais contained in the set of Levi
flat points £ which by the finite type assumption is a codimension one nealyéic subset of
U NaD. By the second remark abov@, ¢ DN dD. If p, € 0D then by [28] it follows that

D = {(z1,2) € C?: 202+ Pom(z1,21) < 0}
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wherePon(z1,21) is a homogeneous subharmonic polynomial of degradtBis being the 1-
type of U N oD near p,) without harmonic terms. In this case, the assumption Ehat D’
plays no role for pseudoconvexity bfM oD nearp. (an orbit accumulation point) is enough
to guarantee thdD is complete hyperbolic — seel![5], [13] for example. In padae, in the
situation of the main theorem, the Levi forml@indD changes sign in every neighbourhood of
Pw. Finally, a word about the assumption tliats contained in a complete hyperbolic domain
D’ ¢ X. Perhaps the most natural assumption would becicassume anything except finite
type and smooth real analyticity bfdD nearp... In this situation, the first thing to do would
be to show the normality a®(A, D), the family of holomorphic mappings from the unit disc
into D. And as in [5] and([183] this should be a consequence of uraiedstg the rate of blow
up of the Kobayashi metric oD nearp.. That the metric can even be localised npamear
which the Levi form changes sign does not seem to be knowrnreldre another possibility is
to assume thdD is locally taut neamp.., i.e.,V N D is taut for some fixed neighbourho®dof

P.. However, working with this also requires knowledge thataalytic discf : A — D with
f(0) close top. can be localised. Moreover, if we strengthen the hypothesiz by assuming
that it is complete hyperbolic, thed would be pseudoconvex neps. The model domains in
this case have been determinedinl[28]. With these obsensé plausible hypothesis seemed
that of requiring thab c D’ whereD’ C X is complete — and this, though being global in nature,
seemed to complement well the assumption made in [31DhatC? is a bounded domain.

The general strategy is the same as i [31]. Note that $inisehyperbolic it follows from
[21], [23] that 0< dimAut(D) < n? +2n = 8 asn = 2. Furthermore by([21] it is known that
if dimAut(D) > 5, thenD is homogeneous and hence there is an orbit that clusten®aght
pseudoconvex points id NdD. Such points form a non-empty open subsetUafidD that
containsp., in its closure and this follows from the decompositorofidD alluded to above.
Consequently by [14]) « B2. Therefore it suffices to treat the case when @imAut(D) < 4.
An initial scaling ofD using the orbif ¢;(p) } as described below shows tliais biholomorphic
to a model domain of the form

G={(z,2) € C?: 202+ P(z1,21) < 0}

whereP(z1,7;) is a polynomial without harmonic terms. Lgt: G — D be the biholomor-
phism. G is evidently invariant under the one parameter subgroupaoftations in the imag-
inary zp-direction, i.e.,T(z1,2) = (z1,22 +it) for t € R. This shows that dimAyD) > 1.

If dimAut(D) = dimAut(G) = 1, it is possible to explicitly write down what can element of
Aut(G) should look like and this description shows that the orbit&istay uniformly away
from the boundary and accumulate only at the point at infinigG. Using the assumption that
D is contained in a taut domain, it can be seen that the Kobagreethic inD blows up neape.
Let X = g.(i0/02,); note thatid/0z, is a holomorphic vector field i@ whose real part gener-
ates the translationg. Thenp. is seen to be an isolated zeroX6fon 0D and the arguments of
[4] show thatX must be parabolic and this forcBsto be equivalent to an ellipsoid whose auto-
morphism group is four dimensional. This is a contradictddfhen dim AufD) = 2, two cases
arise depending on whether ADX)¢, the connected component of the identity in ADi} is
abelian or not. In the former case, AD° must be isomorphic to eith@? or toR x S*. These
lead to the conclusion th&t = D; or D = 7. In the non-abelian case Al)C is solvable and

it can be shown thdD « 7. A case-by-case analysis is used when dim(Bit= 3,4 to iden-
tify the relevant domain from the classification obtained®w. Isaev in [17], [18]. While the
argument remains the same in some cases, we take this opppttustreamline and provide
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alternate proofs in some instances — for example, rulingr@ipossibility that dimAyD) = 1
and identifying the right model domain when dimADY) = 3. There are several possibilities
in and here we focus on three interesting classes franlit, as the proof for the others
remains the same. Nothing changes when dinfBut= 2,4, i.e., the same proofs from [31]
carry over to these cases and we have decided to be briefptpbasis being not to merely
repeat what carries over to this situation from|[31], butderitify and focus on the differences
instead.

2. THE DIMENSION OFAut(D) IS AT LEAST TWO

To describe the scaling @ using the base poirg and the sequendgp; } € Aut(D), first note
that for j large, there is a unique poipj & Y(U NoD) such that

(2.1) distyo @;(p), (U NAD)) = |p; —Wo@;(p)l.
By a rotation of coordinates, we may assume that the definingtionp(z) for (U NdD) is
of the form

p(2) =202+ Z o (Y2)22,

wherecoo(y2) = O(y3) andcio(yz) = CTo1(y2) = O(Y2). Letm be the type ofjy(U NdD) at the
origin. By definition, there exist,| both at least one arkl+1 = m for which ¢ (0) # 0 and
¢k (0) = 0O for all otherk+1 < m. The pure terms, if any, up to orderin the defining function
can be removed by a polynomial automorphism of the form

(2.2) (21,22) = (21,22+Z Co(0)/2)Z).

k<m
These coordinate changes will be absorbed.inet qJLl(z) =Z- pj so thatllJLl(f)j) =0.A
unitary rotatiorljJ‘pz(z) then ensures that the outer real normapt)go W(UNaD) at the origin

if] thfe realz;-axis. The defining function foupLZO quO’lo W(U NaD) near the origin is then of
the form

(2.3) pj(2) =202+ gci. (y2)&2

with the same normalisations on the coefﬁmeu:jkgyg andclo(yz) as described above. Since
pj — O it follows that bOth.|J] 1 anquJ , converge to the identity uniformly on compact subsets

of C2. Note that the type ap 1oP(UnNaD) is at mosimfor all j and an automorphism
of the form (2.2) can be used to remove all pure terms up torondeom p;j(z). Denote this by
ljJprs. Lastly, note thatp o @;(p) is on the inner real normal t¢(U NdD) at p; and it follows

thath:'D’2 o l]Jill oo (pj_(p) = (0,—-9;) for somed; > 0 and the explicit form of (2.2) shows that
this is unchanged by, ,. Let

Wl 4(21.22) = (21/€],22/5))
whereg;j > 0 will be chosen in the next step. The defining functlonlpéro (UNaD) near the
origin, wherqup = qu4o qu3o quzo qul, Is given by

Pj.p(2) = 6j Pj(€jz1,0j22) =202+ Zs'ﬁ' Bj‘lc,j(, (Bjyg)zliz'l.
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Observe thanfO oPo@j(p) =(0,-1) for all j. Now choose; > 0 by demanding that
max{[e"'5; *ch (0)] :k+1 <m} =1

for all j. In particular, note tha{s?“éj’l} is bounded and by passing to a subsequence it follows
that

Pj,p(2) = pp =202+ P(z1,21)

in theC™ topology on compact subsets@f, whereP(z;,2;) is a polynomial of degree at most
mwithout any harmonic terms. Therefore the domais = ljJJpo W(U ND) converge to

Gp={(z1,22) € C?: 202+ P(z1,21) < 0}

in the Hausdorff sense. L& C G be a relatively compact domain containing the base point
(0,—1). ThenK C llJJpo W(U ND) for all large j and therefore the mappings

gL:(qJLquo¢j)_1:K—>DC D’

are well defined and satis@)(0, —1) = p. The completeness & shows that the familyg)}

is normal and hence there is a holomorphic ligyt G, — D with gy(0, —1) = p. It remains to
show thatg,, is a biholomorphism fronG, ontoD. For this, recall the observation madelin [4]
that sinceP(z;,21) is not harmonic, the envelope of holomorphy@fis either all ofC? or dGp,
contains a strongly pseudoconvex point. The former sibnatannot hold — indeed, by [20]
again, the magp will extend toC? taking values irD’ and sinceD’ is completegp(z) = p. Let

W C C2 be a bounded domain that intersects infinitely many of thentatiess, o (U N D)
— and hence als@Gp,. Then for eachj, note that the cluster set'8f N}, o Y(U NaD) undergp,
is contained iD since@; € Aut(D). Now, if the envelope oG, were all ofC?, itis possible to

find a domairQ with QNdGy, # 0 on which the family{gh} would converge uniformly. In this
case, by passing to the limit, we see thaty N9Gp) C 0D and thugyp cannot be the constant
map. Therefore there must be a strongly pseudoconvex gayg,ondGp. Fixr > 0 so that all
points ondGpNB({,r) are strongly pseudoconvex and simgg — Pew,p in theC™ topology on

B(Z,r), it follows that each of the open pieces o (U NdD) NB(Z,r) are themselves strongly
pseudoconvex foj > 1. For a complex manifoli, let Fy (z v) denote the Kobayashi metric
atze M along a tangent vectarat z. By the stability of the Kobayashi metric under smooth
strongly pseudoconvex perturbations, it follows that fbigae B(Z,r) NGy

FGj_yp(q7V> > C|V|
for some unifornc > 0 and by the invariance of the Kobayashi metric we see that
(24) F(pjfl(UmD) (QE(Q%dgfo(Q)V) = FGj_yp(q7V) 2 C‘V"

Since the automorphismg — p» uniformly on compact subsets &, it can be seen that
the domainscpj‘l(u N D) form an exhaustion oD in the sense that for any compattc D,
there is an indexo for whichK C (pjjjl(U ND). Furthermore, agp(0,—1) = p € D, it follows
that ggl(aD) is closed and nowhere dense@y and therefore it is possible to chooseg &
(B(¢,r)NGp) \ggl(aD). This ensures tha[ﬂ)(q) — gp(q) € D. Now, the completeness &f
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implies that the Kobayashi metrics mjﬁl(u N D) converge to the corresponding metricbn
and thus (2.4) shows that

(2.5) Fo(gp(a),dgp(a)V) £ clV].

Thusdgp(q) has full rank. Thus the rank afg, can be smaller only on an analytic getC Gp
of dimension at most one. Picke A and letN;, Nz be small neighbouroods ef and gp(4)
respectively such thagfo(Nl) C Nz for j > 1. By identifyingN, with an open subset ik
Hurwitz's theorem applied to the Jacobians(dep) shows that either dédg)) never vanishes
or is identically zero irN;. SinceA has strictly smaller dimension it follows thdg, has full
rank everywhere, i.eA must be empty. Henag, is locally biholomorphic inG, and therefore
0p(Gp) C D. Injectivity of g, is now a consequence of the fact tlgétare all biholomorphic
and they converge uniformly on compact subsetSgfo gp.

To conclude, we have to show tHag = gp(Gp) is all of D. If not, pick p € 0DpND and note
that sincep; () — p«, the scaling argument above can be repeated to get a bihglbismgs :
Gp — 9p(Gp) C D. HereGg has the same form &3, with possibly a different polynomial than
P(z1,71). Note thal = DpNDgis then a nonempty open subsefoflLet fy=(gp) % fp= ggl
and f3 = (g5) %, fs = g5". Observe that bottip, f are biholomorphic ov, and that both
fp, f3 are defined on a given compact setDrfor large j. We may writef, = Ao f5 where
A= ggl o gp is biholomorphic onfs(V). But more can be said aboét— indeed, by definition
we have o . .

| ghowho (Wp) ' =g}

whereA; = Lpljoo (Lplg)—l are polynomial automorphisms 6% of bounded degree as their con-

struction shows. Sincg{'D and gff, converge tagp andgp respectively, we may taka as the
limit of Aj on f5(V) and conclude thaA is also a polynomial automorphism G6f. Now the
functional equationf, = Ao f5 extendsf, as a biholomorphic mapping from a small neigh-
bourhoodW of § ontoW’, a neighbourhood of,(f§). On the other hand, note first that sirge

is biholomorphic neaf0, —1) and maps it tgp,”it follows that fri, form a normal family on\,
after possibly shrinking it if necessary. As a consequetineeequality

j o

which holds onW for j large, shows thafg, converges tof, on W and hence in the limit
we see thatfp(W) C Gp. That is, fp(W) cannot contain a neighbourhood &f(§) which
is a contradiction. Hencgp : Gp — D is biholomorphic and sinc&y, is invariant under the
translationsly, it follows that dimAutD) = dimAut(Gp) > 1. In the sequel, we will writg, G
in place ofgp, Gy respectively.

Recall thatp. is not in the envelope of holomorphy bfN D where (U, @) is the coordinate
chart aroundp., that was fixed earlier. Lek C C be the unit disc. The following estimate on
the Kobayashi metric negx., will be useful.

Lemma 2.1. For every re (0,1), there is a neighbourhood V of.pcompactly contained in
U such that every analytic disc:fA — D with f(0) € V satisfies frA) C U. As a result, the
Kobayashi metric can be localised neag p there is a constant & 0 such that

C-Funp(p,v) < Fo(p,v) <Funo(p,V)
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uniformly for all p€ V N D and tangent vectors v at p. Moreover,
Fo(p,v)/|V| — o

as p— pP«. In particular, for any neighbourhood V ofgpand R< o, there exists another
neighbourhood WC V of p, such that the Kobayashi ball'fﬁp, R) C V whenever g WnND.

Proof. Let f, : A — D C D’ be a sequence of holomorphic disks wit{{0) = py — p». The
completeness dd’ implies that some subsequence{d{} converges uniformly on compact
subsets ofA to a holomorphic limitf : A — D and f (0) = pe. Suppose that(z) # p. onA.
Letn > 0 be such thaf (nA) C U. SinceU NaD is of finite type, no open subset ¢fnA)
can be contained in it and hen€¢énA) ND # 0. By the strong disk theorem(([B2]) it follows
that p. belongs to the envelope of holomorphyldi D which is a contradiction. Therefore
f(z) = p» and this shows that all limit functions for the given familiytemlomorphic disks are
constant. The first claim follows and the equivalence of tlegrits onU ND andD is then a
consequence of the definition of the Kobayashi metric.

If there exists a sequeng® — P and non-zero vectong, at py and a constar® such that
Fo(pv, W) < Clw/, then there would exist a unifornt> 0 and holomorphic disk§, € O(rA, D)
with f,(0) = py andd f,(0) = w,. By the homogeneity of the metric in the vector variable, we
may assume thaw, | = 1 for allv. The argument above shows that every possible limit functio
f of the family{ f, } is constant which contradictd f(0)| = 1. Thereforé—(p,V)/|v| blows up
asp — Po.

For the claim about the size 8 (p,R), let us work in local coordinates aroumips) = 0.
Fora,b e UND, letd(a,b) denote the euclidean distanceldm D induced byy. For a given
neighbourhood/ of p, andR < o, let p, € N2 C V be such thatp(p,Vv)/|v| > 2R for all
p € NN D and tangent vectorsat p. We may assume without loss of generality tNatC U
andN, = ¢~ 1(B(0,2)). LetN; = @ 1(B(0,1)). Fix p € NyND andq € D and lety(t) be a path
in D parametrised bj0, 1] with y(0) = p andy(1) = g such that

[ Rty ©) de< d(p.a) +2

wheree > 0 is given anobl'[‘)(p, q) is the Kobayashi distance betweprg. Suppose that €
N1 N D; two cases now arise — first, if the entire pgttt N, N D, then

Rdpa) < [ " Fo(y(t),y(0) dt < d(p.) + &,

Second, ifydoes not entirely lie ilN2o D, then there is a connected componenttbiat contains

p and a point € dN, N D. The length of this connected component is at leastd p,q). On
the other hand, iff € D \ Ny, then the length of this path can be bounded from below bylgimp
2R. Thus we get

ds(p,q) > 2R d(p,q) —¢

if g€ NpND anddf(p,q) > 2R otherwise. Now ifp € Ny N D andg € BE (p, R), it follows from
these comparisons thate Ny N D which completes the proof. O

The holomorphic vector field = g.(i0/dz) on D is such that its real paff X = (X +X)/2
generates the one parameter subgroup go T og™! = exp(t 0X) € Aut(D). Two observa-
tions can be made about at this stage — first, Proposition 2.3 0f [31] shows tfia} induces
a local one parameter group of holomorphic automorphisnes reéighbourhood op., when
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D c C?is a bounded domain. In particula¥, extends as a holomorphic vector field ngat
The proof of this relies on a local parametrised version efréflection principle from [10], the
main tools being the use of Segre varieties and their innee@roperty under biholomorphisms
to construct the desired extension(bf) nearp., for all |t| < n for a fixedn > 0. The same ar-
guments can be applied in the local coordinates inducédl lonp@to get the same conclusionin
the setting of the main theorem as well. Second, considgrutieack of the orbi{@;(p)} € D
under the equivalenag: G — D, i.e., Ietg—locpj(p) = (aj,bj) e Gand

2ej = 200bj; + P(aj,aj).
Note thatej < O for all j. Proposition 2.5 of [31] shows that €;| > ¢ > O for all largej, then
X vanishes to finite order gi,. The proof of this uses the boundednes®af C2 which in
particular implies that a family of holomorphic maps ifidas normal. The same argument can

be applied in the situation of the main theorem sibce D’ andD’ is assumed to be complete
hyperbolic. Thus we have:

Proposition 2.2. The group(L;) induces a local one parameter group of holomorphic automor-
phisms of a neighbourhood of,pn X. In particular, X extends as a holomorphic vector field
near p.. Moreover, iflej| > ¢ > Ofor all large j, thenX vanishes to finite order at.p

The next step is to describe what the elements of Butook like under the assumption that

dimAut(G) = 1. This calculation was done in Propositions 2.6 and 2.7 &f §&d they remain

valid here since they do not involve any feature®ofThe conclusion is that i € Aut(G) then
9(z1,22) = (01(21,22),92(21,22)) = (0z2 + B, 9(z1) + az)

where|a| =1,a=+1, € Candg(z) is a holomorphic polynomial. Moreover,df= (g1, ) €
G, g € Aut(G) and

E = 200(g2(a1,G2)) +P(91(01,92), 92(1, G2))
then|E| = |200g2+ P(q1,0;)| as Lemma 2.8 of [31] shows. Hen{tg| is independent of.
Proposition 2.3. The dimension oAut(D) is at least two.
Proof. Suppose that dimA(D) = dimAut(G) = 1. Write

(aj,b)) =g "o gj(p) =g "o @jog(g(p))
and note thag to@jog € Aut(G) for all j > 1. Letg 1(p) =q= (tn,q2) € G. By the
arguments summarized above, it follows that
(2.6) |20bj + P(aj,a))| = [2002+ P(d1,dy)| > 0
for all j > 1. This shows that the orb{g—lo(pj (p)} € G can only cluster at the point at infinity
in 0G. Let
n = [2002+P(q1,q)| >0
and forr > 0 define
G ={(z1,2) €C?: 202 +P(z,z1) < —r} C G.
Observe that the boundaries Gfand G, intersect only at the point at infinity for ail > 0.
Furthermore, the entire orbig;, bj) andq are contained ifG, , by (2.6). By Proposition 2.2
above it follows thatX (p.,) = 0 and by Lemma 3.5 of [4] the intersection of the zero sex of
with 9D containsp., as an isolated point. Now regagdas a holomorphic mapping fro@,
into D. The sequencga;, bj) € G, > converges to the point at infinity 9G;, » and its image
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underg, namelyq;j(p), converges t@,. Proposition 2.2 also shows that if the cluster set of
the point at infinity indG,, > intersecta)D nearp.,, then the vector field( vanishes at all such
points. Since the cluster set of the point at infinityp@; » underg is connected and contains
P as an isolated point, it must equal.

Thus for a given small neighbourhottof p. there exists a neighbourhood of the point at
infinity in 0Gy, > which is mapped by into U ND. However, a neighbourhood of infinity in
Gy, /2 containsGy for some largeM > 0. Fix a points € 9(Gm) C D and lets= (51,%) € Gum
be such thas = g(5). Note that

Le(s) =Ltog(§) =go (51, %) =9(51. 5 +1t)
which givesL;(s) — p» as|t| — «. For any compacK C D there exist®R > 0 such thakK
is contained in the Kobayashi b& (s,R). HenceL(K) C Bf(Li(s),R) for anyt € R. By

Lemma 2.1 it follows that; moves any point ifD in both forward and backward time fm.,
i.e., the action of; onD is parabolic. The arguments 6f [4] can now be applied to sinat t

D« {(z1,2) € C?: |z]*+|2|*" < 1}
for some integem > 1. Thus dimAutD) = 4 which is a contradiction. O

In case dimAutD) = 2, note that the calculations done in section 3 of [31] deéh whly the
defining function ofG and hence they apply in this situation as well. Indeed, ttieviing
dichotomy holds — here A(D)® is the connected component of the identity.

(i) If Aut (D) is abelian, them is biholomorphic to either
D= {(z1,2) € C?: 20z +P(0z) < 0}

or
D, = {(z1,22) € C2: 202+ Po(|2|?) < O}

for some polynomial®y, P, that depend only oflz; or |z|? respectively.
(i) If Aut (D)€ is non-abelian the® is biholomorphic to

Dy = {(21,22) cC?: 202+ Pom(z1,21) < O}
wherePm(z1,21) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree®ithout harmonic terms.

3. MODEL DOMAINS WHEN Aut(D) IS THREE DIMENSIONAL
3.1. A tube domain and its finite and infinite sheeted coversFor 0< s< t < o« define
Gst = {(z1,22) € C?:s< (Dz)* + (02)? < t}

which is a non-simply connected tube domain over a noncohese. EvidenthD cannot be
biholomorphic toSs; sinceD is simply connected as observed earlier. It is possible hsicer
finite and infinite sheeted covers®k;. To obtain a finite sheeted cover, considerriFgheeted
covering self map

db)((n) L C?\ {0z1=02=0} — C?\ {0zr=02=0}
whose components are given by

71 =10 ((D21+iD22)n) —|—iDZl,
2= D((D21+iD22)n) +i02z.
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Equip C?\ {0z = Oz = 0} with the pull-back complex structure using)((”) and call the
resulting complex surfadél&n). For0<s<t < andn > 2 define
GgP ={(z1,22) € M)((n) sV < (Oz)?+ (Oz)% < tY/M).

Then CD)((”) iIs an n-sheeted holomorphic covering map frdﬁﬂ) onto Gs¢. It is clear that

the domainﬁgp are not simply connected and herigeannot be equivalent to any of them.
Proposition 4.7 in[31] provides a different proof of thisfavhich uses ideas that are applicable
for other classes of domains as well. This can be adaptee setting of theorem 1.1 as follows:

Proposition 3.1. There cannot exist a proper holomorphic mapping from D agitg for all
0 <s<t < oo. In particular, D cannot be equivalent @gp foranyn>2and0<s<t < oo,

Proof. Let1: D — G5t be a proper holomorphic mapping. The case wheng< t < oo will
be considered first. The boundary®§; has two components, namely

06¢, = {(z1,22) € C?: (0z1)+ (0z2)? =}, and
065 = {(21,2) € C*: (Dz)*+ (D2)* = s}.

The orientation induced on these pieceshy makes them strongly pseudoconvex and strongly
pseudoconcave respectively. Lemma 2.1 0f [31] shows tleaétis a two dimensional stratum
Sc L£nND that clusters ap., — this is a purely local assertion and hence it remains valid hs
well. Picka € Snearp. and letW be a small neighbourhood afso thatr extends holomor-
phically toW. Note thafWNadD) \ Sconsists of points that are either strongly pseudoconvex or
strongly pseudoconcave. Lt c W be the branching locus af: W — C2. SincedD is finite
type, it follows thatV;;N 0D has real dimension at most one. There are two possibilites n
— first, if m(a) € &4¢;, then choose a strongly pseudoconcave pairt (W NdD) \ Vi ThusTt
maps a neighbourhood af, which is strongly pseudoconcave, locally biholomorptyoanto

a neighbourhood afi(a’) € 06; and this is a contradiction. A similar argument can be given
whenm(&') € Sg;. The only possibility then is that there are no pseudocampaints neap.,,
i.e.,0D is weakly pseudoconvex nepk. In this case [[28] shows that

(3.1) D =D = {(z1,2) € C?: 202+ Poam(z1,21) < 0}

wherePon(z1,71) is @ homogeneous subharmonic polynomial of degree-2his being the 1-
type ofdD at p., without harmonic terms. In particul@ris globally pseudoconvex and ass
proper, it follows thatSs; is also pseudoconvex. However, this is not the case.

When 0= s <t < o, the two components @Sg; are
06, = {(z1,22) € C*: (0z1)*+ (O2z)* =}, and
iR? = {0z =0z =0}.
Choosea € Sas above and &/, W be small neighbourhoods efandm(a) so thatrt: W — W’
is a well defined holomorphic mapping. Suppose tifa) € iR?. SinceV;;NdD has real dimen-
sion at most one, it follows that there is an open piec@/ofoD neara that is mapped locally

biholomorphically onto an open piece iR? and this is a contradiction. A similar argument
shows thatt(a) ¢ 064, and therefore the only possibility is thab is weakly pseudoconvex
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nearp.. By [28] it follows thatD = D whereD is as in (3.1). Lettstill denote the proper
mapping
m:D — Goy.

Let @ be a holomorphic function ob that peaks at the point at infinity i8D. Theny =
log|@— 1| is a plurisubharmonic function that is bounded abov®and has the property that
W — —oo at the point at infinity indD. If i, 1, Y. 1. are the local branches af 2, then
it is known that

O =max{pomt:1<j<m}

extends to a plurisubharmonic function @;. If there is an open piece @S{, on which
{ — o, then the uniqueness theorem shows ghat —c and this is a contradiction. Thus there
is a point, sayp € 0D whose cluster set underintersect9&,. Thenmextends continuously

up todD nearp and this extension is even locally biholomorphic acrossmgtly pseudoconvex
points which are known to be dense @ib. By Webster’s theorenmris algebraic. Away from

a codimension one algebraic variétythe inversat ! defines a correspondence that is locally
given by finitely many holomorphic maps. SinZeiR? has real dimension at most one, it is
possible to picky € iR?\ Z. The branches aft* will now map an open piece 6R? nearp/
locally biholomorphically (shifty’ if necessary to achieve this) to an open piecé@dn This
cannot happen a is not totally real.

To conclude, letf : D — 6&”) be biholomorphic. Sincsgp inherits the complex structure

from &gy via CD>((n), it follows that

m=o{"of:D— &g

is an unbranched, proper holomorphic mapping between dmnwéth the standard complex
structure. Such a map cannot exist as shown above. O

To construct an infinite sheeted cover®{;, consider the infinite sheeted covering map
o) 1 C? - €2\ {0z, =02z =0}
whose components are given by
Z) =exp(0z1)cog0z) +i0z, and
Zy =exp(0z1)sin(0z;) +i02.
Equip C? with the pull-back complex structure usit@m) and denote the resulting complex
manifold byM(°°). For 0< s<t < o define

GSE’) ={(z2) € M (Ins)/2 < Oz < (Int)/2}.
This is seen to be an infinite sheeted covering>at, the holomorphic covering map being
()
(ONES

)

Proposition 3.2. D is not biholomorphic tcﬁgf for0<s<t<oo.

Proof. Let f : D — 6é°°) be a biholomorphism. Then

m=o o f: D — Gs;
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is a holomorphic infinite sheeted covering map between doesneguipped with the standard
complex structure. Using the explicit descriptioncb)(f”), we see that it maps the boundary of

6&’{’) into the boundary o6s¢. Hence the cluster set 8D undermis contained iMGSs;. Now
if 0 < s<t < o, then by choosing an appropriate point on the two dimensgirumS C L
as in the previous proposition, it follows thad must be weakly pseudoconvex neas. By
[28], D « D whereD is as in (3.1). Henc® coversGSs; and since the Kobayashi metric on
is complete, it follows that the same must hold &g;. Completeness then forceéss; to be
pseudoconvex which it is not. Contradiction.

If 0 =s<t < o, then first note that the conclusion thﬁtcovers@oi still holdg and let
1t still denote this infinite sheeted covering map. By [8], thexists a point o@D whose
cluster set undemintersect®9&(,. By standard arguments involving the Kobayashi metric,

extends continuously up @D near this point. This extension is even locally biholomacph
near strongly pseudoconvex points that are known to be dard@. By Webster's theorem,
Ttis algebraic and therefore the cardinality of a generic fddrais finite. This contradicts the
fact thatrtis an infinite sheeted cover. O

3.2. Adomain in P2, Let Q, C C® be the smooth complex analytic set given by
Z+Z+7=1
For 1<s<t < o define
2
EY = {(0.21.22) € C¥: s < |2 + |21+ |22 <t} N Q.
This is a two sheeted covering of
Est = {[20:21: 22 € P*: S|B+ 4+ B| < 20+ |21+ |22|* <t B+ ZF + B},
the covering map being(zy,z1,2) = [20: 1 : z]. Similarly, for 1< t < o, the map
W E? S E
is a two sheeted covering, where
E? = {(z0,21,20) € C3: |20+ |za|? + |2 < 1} N Qs
and
Ei={lz0:z:2] €P?: |2+ |a]*+ |2 <t|Z+Z+ 2]}

To construct a four sheeted covertf;, consider the mag,, : C2\ {0} — Q. whose compo-
nents are given by

—i(Z+3) +i(az-212)/(|af+2P),
Z= Zf -3 —(z2+22)/(zf +|2*), and
2z =222+ (zf - |2P) /(|2 +|zP).

Note that®,, is a two sheeted cover ontQ, \ R3. Therefore we may equip the domain®j,
i.e., C2\ {0} with the pull back complex structure usidg, and denote the resulting complex

surface by\/lff). For 1<s<t < o, the domain

e = {(z2) e MY 1 (s-1)/2Y2 < [P+ |22l? < ((t—1)/2)V2}
is a four sheeted cover &, the holomorphic covering map beigg @,,.
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Proposition 3.3. There cannot exist a proper holomorphic mapping from D ondp fér all
1 <s<t <o, In particular, D is not equivalent to eithers(ﬁ or Es(ﬁ’).

Proof. Let f : D — Es; be a proper holomorphic mapping. Consider the case whes & t <
c. The boundaryEs; has two components, namely

0B, = {[20: z1: 2] € P?: |20 + |2a|? + |22 = 1|+ Z + | }, and
0B = {[20:21: 2] € P*: (2o’ + |21 + |2* = %5+ Z + B}

which are strongly pseudoconvex and strongly pseudocertogversurfaces respectively. The
argument used in proposition 3.1 can be applied here toedathatp., € 0D must be a weakly
pseudoconvex point. By [28] it follows thBx— D whereD is as in (3.1). Thus we have a proper
mapping fromD onto Est which implies thaEs; must be holommorphically convex and this is
a contradiction.

Now suppose that£ s<t < «. Then the bounda@E; ; consists of a strongly pseudoconvex
piece, namelyaE and a maximally totally real piece given m(alaﬁ N Q). The argumentin
the preceeding paragraph applies again to shonhaD with D as in (3.1). Leff still denote
the proper map frord onto Eit. Let (p be a holomorphic function ob that peaks at the point
at infinity in D and denote b)f1 , f2 g B the locally defined branches 6f ! that exist
away from a closed codimension one analytic séfjip Then

Q= (@o f; 1) (@ofy -+ (o fh

is a well defined holomorphic function dg;; and satisfiegq| < 1 there. Nowg extends
acrossw(aIB%3ﬂ Q. ), which has real codimension two and is totally real strasayell. Thus
0c O(E) and|@ < 1. If |@(&)| = 1 for somea’ € Y(AB3N Q. ), the maximum principle
implies that|cp\ = 1 onE;t C E and this is a contradiction. This argument shows that foryeve
a € Y(0B3N Q,), there is a poina € aD such that the cluster set afunder f containsa'.
On the other hand, by [8], there are poibt®’ on af),aElft respectively such that the cluster
set ofb containst/. Thus f will be algebraic by Webster’s theorem as before. Away from
an algebraic variety c P?, 1 defines a holomorphic correspondence that locally splits in
finitely many holomorphic mappings. SinZe\)(dB° N Q, ) has real dimension at most one, it
is possible to choos# € P(dB2N Q,.)\ Z. Now one of the branches éf  will map & into dD
and therefore an open piece of the totally real compoudiB> N Q, ) will be mapped locally
biholomorphically onto an open piecead. Contradiction.

To conclude, ifD = Eéf) or Eéft‘), then this would imply the existence of an unbranched

proper holomorphic mapping fro onto Est and this cannot happen by the arguments given
above. 0

Proposition 3.4. There cannot exist a proper holomorphic mapping from D orntdoE all
1 <t < oo. In particular, D cannot be equivalent tq@ forall 1 <t < oo.

Proof. By working in local coordinates it can be seen thats described as a sub-level set of
a strongly plurisubharmonic function. HenEemust be holomorphically convex and therefore
D is pseudoconvex if there were to exist a proper nialdD — E;. By standard arguments
involving the Kobayashi metric, this mapwill be continuous up t@D nearp.. By [9] it
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follows thatp. is a weakly spherical point odD, i.e., there is a defining function foD near
P« = 0 of the form

p(2) =202+ |z +....
Sinceps is an orbit accumulation point, [28] shows tliats equivalent to the model domain at
Poo, 1.€.,
D= {(z1,20) € C?: 20z + |z < 0}.

This shows that dimAyD) = 4 which is a contradiction. To conclude,Df < Et(z), then there
would exist an unbranched proper mapping fldronto E; which is not possible. O

3.3. Domains constructed by using an analogue of Rossi’'s mag-or—1 <s<t <1 let
Qi ={(m.22) eC? sl +B-1| < |af+ |z* - 1<t Z+F-1]}
andfor—-1<t<1let
O ={(z1,2) € C*: |a>+ | -1<t|Z+ 51}
It was shown in[[1[7] tha€; has a unique maximally totally real A@;)-orbit, namely
0s = {(Dz,02) € R?: (0z)* + (02)? < t}
forallt € (—1,1). MoreoverQ; =Q_1:UOsforallt € (—1,1).
Forl<s<t <o let
Dt = {(21.22) € C?: 8|14 2~ B| < 1+ [z~ |22 <t|1+ Z - B, O(z1(1+2)) > O}
where it is assumed that the dom&ig., does not contain the complex curve
0={(z1,22) €C*:1+Z -2 =0,0(z2(1+2)) > 0}.
For1<s< o let
Ds={(z1,2) € C?: §1+Z - B| < 1+ |z*— |2 D(z1(1+2)) > 0}
and note thaDs = Ds U O.

Observe thab cannot be equivalent Qs or Ds; as neither is simply connected. It remains
to consider whethdDd can be equivalent tQ; or Ds.

Proposition 3.5. There cannot exist a proper holomorphic mapping from D ddgdor —1 <
t<lortoDsforl<s< oo,

Proof. We first considef);. Letz; = X+ 1y, = u+iv so that

Os={(x,u) e R?: x*+u? < 1}
and its boundary

005 = {(x,u) € R?: xX* +u* = 1} C 9O

forallt € (—1,1). Note thatoQ; \ 00s is a smooth strongly pseudoconvex hypersurface. Sup-
pose thatf : D — Q is proper. As in proposition 3.1, it is possible to choase SC L such
that f extends holomorphically to a neighbourhoodioBy shiftinga € Sif necessary we may
assume that is in fact locally biholomorphic nea. Note thatf (a) ¢ 0Q; \ 00s, as otherwise
there are strongly pseudoconcave points eidwat will be mapped to strongly pseudoconvex

points. The remaining possibility is thdéta) € 00s which is totally real. Sincd is locally
biholomorphic near, f cannot map an open piece @D neara into 00s. Again, there are
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strongly pseudoconcave points neathat are mapped by to dQ; \ 00s which is strongly
pseudoconvex and this is a contradiction.

Hence the boundargD is weakly pseudoconvex neps, and thusD = D by [28] whereD
isas in (3.1). Letf : D — Q; still denote the biholomorphism. Observe that the autoimismp
group ofD is at least two dimensional; apart from the translati@ingt is also invariant under
the one parameter subgroup

Si(z1,22) = (exp(s/2m)zy, exp(s)z),

s€ R. The corresponding real vector fields= (id/0z,) andY = [1((z1/2m)0/0z1 + 2,0/ 02>)
satisfy[X,Y] = X. By the arguments in the last part of the proof of proposiddhin [31], it
follows thatD = D4 where

Dy = {(21,22) € C?: 202+ (Oz1)*™ < 0}.

Let f : D4 — Q; still denote the proper map. Choose an arbitrary strongiyigeconvex point
b € 0Q;\ 00s. By [8] there existd € 0D, such that the cluster set bfunder f containsb'.
Then by well known arguments involving the Kobayashi metnic?, and Q; nearb and b’
respectively, it follows thaf is continuous up t@?4 nearb and f (b) = b’. By [9], it follows
thatb € D4 must be a weakly spherical point, i.e., there exists a coatdisystem nedrin
which the defining equation f@?; is of the form

p(2) =202+ |z1|*"+ ...,

the dots indicating terms of higher order. However, theiekgbrm of dD4 shows that no point
on it is weakly spherical.

It remains to show that no proper mdp D — Dg can exist for 1< s < c. Suppose the
contrary. Observe that §> 1 thendDs is the disjoint union of three components, namely

—{l+|21|2—|22|2—s|1+22—22| D(z(1+2)) > 0},
={1+za*~|2|*>s1+4 - 27|, D(z(1+2)) =0},
={1+|z)? - |zl =51+Z - 3|, D(z1(1+2)) = 0}.

Note thatC! is a strongly pseudoconvex hypersurface andfttai(1+2)) = 0 has an isolated
singularity at(z,z) = (0, —1) away from which it is smooth Levi flat. Alsg0,—1) ¢ C? as
s> 1. As above, choosee Sc £ near whichf extends locally biholomorphically. Sinee is
strongly pseudoconvex, it follows thata) ¢ ¢*. Further iff (a) € 2, then a small open piece
of 0D neara will be mapped locally biholomorphically into the Levi fIaiE}ne{D(zl(1+22)) =

O} and this is a contradiction as points@ \ Sneara are Levi non-degenerate. The remaining
possibility is thatf (p) € 2. However, an open piece 8D neara cannot be mapped biyinto

2 as it has real dimension at most 2 near each of its points. Faus is an open dense set
of points neam that are mapped locally biholomorphically into eiti@r or ¢2. Both cannot
occur for reasons mentioned above. Thsmust be weakly pseudoconvex ngay and we
may now argue as before to get a contradiction.

Whens = 1, it was noted in[17] that there is a proper mappirfgpm the bidisaA? ontoD;.
If f:D— Dy is proper, their : f~1og: A% — D is a proper holomorphic correspondence. Thus
D is pseudoconvex and by [28], it follows tHat~ D whereD is as in (3.1). LeE : AZ — D siill
denote the proper correspondence. Using the holomorphétiéin onD that peaks at the point
at infinity in @D it can be seen that there is an open dense sub8afafhose cluster set under
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F intersects the finite part @2 — call this subseF. Fix g € I and a small neighbourhood
W containing it such thatv N dA? is smooth. Note thaty N 0A? is defined as the zero locus of
either|z;|? — 1 or |z|?> — 1 both of which are plurisubharmonic. Now well known argutsen
using the branches &1, these plurisubharmonic defining equations and a suitakion of
the Hopf lemma show that

dist(F (z),0D) < dist(z, 0A?)

wheneverz € W N A? — hereF (z) denotes any one of the finitely many brancheg oBy [6] it
follows thatF extends continuously up ¥ NadA? as a correspondence. The branching locus
of F in A? is therefore defined by a holomorphic functiomifithat extends continuously up to
WNAA?. Leth € O(A?) define the branching locus. = 0 onWNdA?, the uniqueness theorem
shows thah = 0 in A? which cannot happen. By shiftingy we may assume théi(g) # 0.
Therefore neatp the correspondende splits into well defined holomorphic functions, say
F1,F, ..., each of which is holomorphic oW (shrink W if needed) and continuous up to
W NoA2. SinceW NA? is a product domain and each pointdd supports a holomorphic peak
function, arguments from [27] show that these brandkebs, ..., R must be independent of
eitherzy or z,. This contradicts the assumption tlrats proper. U

It is also possible to construct finite and infinite sheetedec® of Dst, Qs as explained in
[17]. ThatD cannot be equivalent to any of them follows by similar argntaend we omit the
details.

Finally proposition 4.1 of[[31] shows that a bounded donfairr C? that satisfies the hy-
potheses of the main theorem and admits a Levi flafB)ftorbit must be equivalent to

Dy = {(21,22) € C?: 202+ (0z1)*™ < 0}.

The proof is purely local and can be applied here as well texlcole that a domaid C X as
in the main theorem with a Levi flat A(ID)®-orbit must be equivalent t®,. This is the only
possibility that remains after eliminating all others ahd tonclusion is that if dimAgD) = 3

thenD « Dy.

4. MODEL DOMAINS WHEN Aut(D) IS FOUR DIMENSIONAL

Of the 7 isomorphism classes listed in][18] of hyperbolidaces with four dimensional auto-
morphism group, the following cannot be equivalenbtéor topological reasons.

e The spherical shell = {ze C?:r<lz < 1} for 0 <r < 1 —the automorphism group
here is the unitary groug, which is compact, or the quotieBt/Z, for somem € N,
none of which are simply connected.

o Lo={(21,22) €C?:|zn| < Lr(1—|z®)® < |z| < (1—|z|?)®}, whereb > 0,0<r < 1
or 8 < 0,r =0. This is not simply connected.

e Dig = {(z1,22) € C? : rexp(B|z1|?) < || < exp(6|z1|?)}, where6 =1,0<r < 1 or
8= —1,r =0. This is again not simply connected.

The remaining four classes listed below have a common fe#tat a large part of their bound-
ary, if not the whole, is spherical.

e Qo= {(21,22) € C?: |za| < Lr(1— |z)® < exp(02) < (1—|z)?)®}, where6 =
10<r<lor6=-1r=0

o &={(z1,2) €C?: -1+ |z)? < Oz < |zu|?}.



DOMAINS IN COMPLEX SURFACES WITH A NONCOMPACT AUTOMORPHISMGROUP — I 17

o Ty ={(z1,2) € C?: |z1| < 1,|z| < (1—1z|?)®}, for 8 < 0. Here the boundargZg
contains a Levi flat piece = {|z| = 1} x C,,. Away fromL, 0% is spherical and
strongly pseudoconcave as seen fragm

o Eo = {(z1,2) € C?: |z1?+|2,|° < 1}, whered > 0 and® # 2.

To see thaD cannot be equivalent 1@, g, S or to Eg, suppose the contrary. Lét: D — Eg

be biholomorphic. Letp € dD be a strongly pseudoconcave point n@aracross whichf
extends locally biholomorphically. Note th&fp) ¢ L asdD is of finite type neamp.. Then
f(p) € 0Fg. Letg be alocal biholomorphism defined on a open neighbourh@ad f (p) that
takesW N0 into 0B2. Thengo f is a biholomorphic germ gi that maps an open piece @b
into dB2. By [29], this germ can be analytically continued along aths inU NaD that start
at p. Thusp. must be a weakly pseudoconvex point and/by [9], it must be lyesgdherical as
well. By [28], it follows thatD « Eony and soEg = Eom Which is a contradiction.

To conclude, it remains to show thathf— Eg, then® = 2m for some integem > 2. Propo-
sition 5.1 in [31] remains valid here too and we omit the dstaiThe conclusion is that if
dimAut(D) = 4 thenD = Epp = Ds.
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