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ESSENTIAL NORMALITY - A UNIFIED APPROACH IN TERMS OF
LOCAL DECOMPOSITIONS

YI WANG

Dedicated to the memory of Ronald G. Douglas

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we define the asymptotic stable division property for submodules of
L2(B,,). We show that under a mild condition, a submodule with the asymptotic stable division
property is p-essentially normal for all p > n. A new technique is developed to show that certain
submodules have the asymptotic stable division property. This leads to a unified proof of most
known results on essential normality of submodules as well as new results. In particular, we
show that an ideal defines a p-essentially normal submodule of L2(B,,), Vp > n, if its associated
primary ideals are powers of prime ideals whose zero loci satisfy standard regularity conditions
near the sphere.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let B, be the open unit ball in C*. The Bergman space L?(B,,) consists of all holomorphic
functions f on B,, such that

12 = / Py < oo,

Here v denotes the normalized Lebesgue measure, ie., v(B,) = 1. For ¢ = 1,--- n, the
coordinate functions z; acts on L?(B,,) by multiplication:

Msz - Zi.fa f € LZ(]Bn)

The n-tuple of operators (M,,, - - - , M, ) are commuting and thus induces a Hilbert C[zy, - - -, z,]-
module structure on L?(B,):

(C[Zla te 7Zn] X Li(]Bn> - Li(]Bn)v (p, f) = p(Mz17 U 7Mzn>f = pf
Foranyi,j=1,---,n, it is well known that the commutator [M,,, ij] belongs to the Schatten
class Cp, Vp > n.

A closed subspace P C L%(B,,) that is invariant under M,,, i = 1,--- ,n, is called a (Hilbert)
submodule of L?(B,). The commuting tuple (Ry,---,R,), where R, = M, |p, defines the
module action on P. Its orthogonal complement Q := P+ is called a quotient module of
L%(B,). The module action on Q is defined by the tuple (Si,---,S,), where S; = QM,,|o.
Here ) denotes the projection operator onto Q. For p > 1, we say P (Q) is p-essentially normal
if [RZ, R;] c Cp ([SZ, S]*] c Cp)

For an ideal I in C[zy,- -, 2,], let P; denote its closure in LZ(B,). Then it is easy to see
that P; is a submodule of L2(B,,). Therefore Q; := P; is a quotient module.

Arveson-Douglas Conjecture: Suppose [ is a homogeneous ideal in C[zy, - - - , z,]. Then the
quotient module Q; is p-essentially normal for all p > dim¢ Z(I).

Key words and phrases. essential normality, Arveson-Douglas Conjecture, Bergman space, asymptotic stable
division.
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Remark 1.1. The Arveson-Douglas Conjecture was originally stated on the Drury-Arveson
space H?. Later it was shown that, for a homogeneous ideal I and any p > n, the p-essential
normalities for the closures of I in the Drury-Arveson space, the Bergman space and the Hardy
space, are equivalent. Closures of non-homogeneous ideals and non-polynomial generated sub-
modules are also considered . Submodules on other domains were also considered.

In this paper, we consider submodules in the Bergman module. We will consider p-essential
normality for p > n. For p > n, the p-essential normality of a submodule P is equivalent to
the p-essential normality of its quotient module Q.

The Arveson-Douglas Conjecture arises from Arveson’s study of row contractions in multi-
variable operator theory [I]-[5]. Later, Douglas [7] showed that, given an essentially normal
quotient module Q;, the short exact sequence

0—-K—=>C"{S},I)+K—-C(X;) =0

defines an element [Q;] in the odd K-homology group K;(X;) of a topological space X;. One
can show that B, N Z(I) N 0B, C X; C 0B, N Z(I). In the case I is homogeneous, X; =
Z(I) N 0B,,. The element [Q;] carries geometric information of Z(I). This gives a new kind of
index theorem. Moreover, a positive result of the Arveson-Douglas Conjecture will lead to an
analytic Grothendieck-Riemann-Roch theorem allowing singularities [10].

The existing results of the Arveson-Douglas Conjecture can be roughly categorized into three
types. The first type contains results concerning varieties of dimension 1, or codimension 1. In
[15], Kuo and Wang proved the cases of homogeneous ideals I when n < 3, or dim Z(I) < 1,
or [ is principal. Douglas and Wang [8] showed that for a principal ideal I, not necessarily
homogeneous, P; C L2(B,) is p-essentially normal for all p > n. Fang and Xia [13][14] extended
the results to polynomial-generated principal submodules of the Hardy space H?(B,), and,
under additional assumptions, the Drury-Arveson space H2. Douglas, Guo and the author [9]
showed that a principal submodule of L2(Q) generated by a function h € Hol(Q) is p-essentially
normal for all p > n. Here Q C C" is any bounded strongly pseudoconvex domain with smooth
boundary. The result was extended to the Hardy spaces H?(2) by the author and Xia [23].

The second type of results concern a geometric version of the Arveson-Douglas Conjecture.
The results involve varieties with geometric conditions such as smoothness and transversallity
on OB,. Englis and Eschmeier [12] showed that, if a variety V' is homogeneous and its only
possible singular point is the origin, then the radical ideal I of all polynomials vanishing on V'
defines a p-essentially normal quotient module for any p > dim V. Douglas, Tang and Yu [10]
showed that, if [ is radical and Z(I) is a complete intersection space that is smooth on 0B,
intersects transversely with 0B,,, then Q; is essentially normal. Douglas and the author [11]
showed that, if I is a radical ideal and Z(I) is smooth on dB,, and intersects transversely with
OB, then Q; is p-essentially normal for all p > 2dim Z(I). The result was then refined to all
p > dim Z(I) by the author and Xia [22].

The third type of results involve conditions that ensure decompositions of the submodules,
or quotient modules into nice parts [I7][20][21]. In particular, in [20], Shalit considered the
stable division property of a submodule in H? and showed that a graded submodule with the
stable division property is p-essentially normal for all p > n.

The aim of this paper is to provide a unified proof of most of the known Bergman-space
results above. We define the asymptotic stable division property (Definition B.1]) and show that
the asymptotic stable division property leads to essential normality. Our first main result is
the following.
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Theorem 1.2 (Theorem B.2)). Suppose P is a submodule of L?(B,) with the asymptotic stable
division property. If the generating functions h; are all defined in a neighborhood of B,,, and
the controlling constants C;, N;, determined by h; (as in Theorem[2.14), are uniformly bounded
for alli € A, then the submodule P is p-essentially normal for all p > n. In particular, if the
generating functions h; are polynomials of uniformly bounded degrees, then P is p-essentially
normal for all p > n.

The proof of Theorem involves an inequality of a new type (Theorem [2.16]) that first
appeared in [9]. Since principal submodules and graded submodules with the stable division
property have the asymptotic stable division property trivially, Theorem provides a unified
proof for the two types of results immediately.

We will also introduce technical hypotheses (Hypothesis 1) that lead to the asymptotic stable
division property (Theorem [3.4]). Then we will prove our second main result.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem[.T]). Suppose I is an ideal in Clzy, - - -, z,| with primary decomposition
I = ﬂleljmj, where I; are prime ideals. Assume the following.

(1) For each j =1,--- ,k, Z(I;) has no singular points on 0B, and intersects OB, trans-
versely.
(2) Any pair of the varieties {Z(1;)} does not intersect on OB,,.

Then the submodule P; has the asymptotic stable division property with generating elements
{hi} being polynomials of uniformly bounded degrees. As a consequence, P; is p-essentially
normal for all p > n.

In [10, 5.2, the authors mentioned a plan of studying non-radical ideals. Theorem
partially accomplishes this goal, with a different approach.

Theorem [£1] shows that, results of the second type also fit into this framework. The proof
of Theorem [£.1] combines several techniques. First, we construct a covering that satisfies the
bounded overlap condition for Bergman neighborhoods with large radius. The construction
involves a radial-spherical decomposition method in [24]. Then we construct a decomposition
formula for each covering set. The generating functions are modified from local canonical
defining functions of the variety. Combining these techniques, we show that the ideals in
Theorem (.1 satisfy Hypothesis 1, and therefore are p-essentially normal for all p > n.

In Section 2, we provide some tools that will be used in this paper. In Section 3 we introduce
the asymptotic stable division property, and give a proof of Theorem In Section 4 to
Section 6, we prove Theorem [l In the concluding remarks, we describe our future plans. In
the Appendix, we prove some results involving algebraic sets. These results will be used mainly
in Section [6l
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2. PRELIMINARIES

This section contains some basic tools that we are going to use in this paper. Besides the
classic tools in the study of operators on the Bergman space, we will also use the theory of
complex analytic sets substantively.

2.1. Arveson’s Lemma. The following lemma provides an approach to the Arveson-Douglas
Conjecture.

Lemma 2.1. [4] Suppose P C L2(B,,) is a submodule and Q is the corresponding quotient
module. Then for any p > n, the following are equivalent.

(1) P is p-essentially normal;
(2) Q is p-essentially normal;
(3) [M,,,Pl€Cy, Vi=1,--- ,n;
(4) [M.,,Q] € Cyp, YVi=1,--- n.

Here P,(Q are the projections onto P and Q, respectively.

Notice that
(M., Q" = @M, — MZQ = QM — QM:Q = QM_P.
Compared with the cross commutators [M,,, M ], the operators QM P are easier to work
with. We will use Lemma 2.1] in the proofs in Section [3l

2.2. Complex Analytic Sets. The definitions and results come from [6].
Definition 2.2. Let € be a complex manifold. A set A C  is called a (complez) analytic

subset of € if for each point a € ) there are a neighborhood U of a and functions fi,---, fx
holomorphic in U such that

A point a € A is called regular if there is a neighborhood V of a in 2 such that ANV is a
complex submanifold of 2. The (complex) dimension dim, A at a is naturally defined to be the
(complex) dimension of the manifold AN V.
A point a € A is called a singular point of A if it is not regular. One can show that the set
of regular points is dense in A. The dimension of A at a singular point is defined as
dim, A = limsup dim, A.

z—a
z€regA

A is said to be of pure dimension p if dim, A = p, Va € A.

In this paper, our main objects of study are algebraic sets in C", i.e., zero loci of polynomi-
als in n-variables. By Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz, there is a one-to-one correspondence between
algebraic sets and radical polynomial ideals, and irreducible algebraic sets correspond to prime
ideals. We will also consider powers of radical ideals. Thus it is convenient to use the language
of holomorphic chains.

Definition 2.3. A holomorphic chain on a complex manifold € is a formal, locally finite sum
> k;A;, where A; are pairwise distinct irreducible analytic subsets in Q and k; # 0 are integers.
For f € Hol(f2), we use the notation f[s2x,4, = 0 to indicate that f is, locally, a linear

combination of functions of the form Hijil fij, where f;; are holomorphic functions vanishing
on A]



5

Definition 2.4. A continuous map f : X — Y of topological spaces is called proper if the
pre-image of every compact set K C Y is a compact set in X. The spaces X and Y are assumed
to be Hausdorff and locally compact.

Proper maps are important tools in the study of analytic sets. The following results will be
used in the proofs.

Theorem 2.5. Let A be an analytic set in C", a € A, dim, A = p, 0 < p < n, U a neighborhood
ofa, andm: ANU = U CCP, z+— 2 := (21, -+ ,2,) a proper projection. Then there is an
analytic subset o C U’ of dimension less than p and a natural number k such that

(1) 7 : AnNU\r o) — U'\o is a locally biholomorphic k-sheeted cover, in particular,

#r 1 Z)YNANU =k forall 2 € U\o.

(2) 7 (o) is nowhere dense in Ay NU. Here Ay ={z € A:dim, A = p}.
In particular, if A is pure of dimension p, then 7=1(c) is nowhere dense in A. We say that w
defines a k-sheeted analytic cover. The set o is called the critical set of .

A proper projection on a complex analytic set A gives rise to a set of canonical defining
functions [6].

Definition 2.6. (1) Let aq,- -+, ax C C™, not necessarily distinct. We compose the polynomial
P(z,w) ={(z —aj,w) - (z — ap,w)

in the variable (z,w) € C*". One can show that P(z,w) =% 0 if and only if z is one of the
points ay, - -+, ai. Suppose
P(z,w) = Z P,(2)w®,
|a|=k
where « denotes a multi-index (aq, -+, ay,). Then the condition P(z,w) =" 0 is equivalent to
that P,(z) = 0, Va, |a] = k. The polynomials P,(z) are called the canonical defining functions
for the system a = {aq,- -+, ax}.

(2) More generally, suppose A is an analytic subset of U = U’ x U” C C", where U’ C C?,
U C C™and let w: (2/,2") — 2/ € CP. Suppose 7|s : A — U’ is a k-sheeted analytic cover.
Let 0 C CP be the critical set of 7|4. For each 2’ € U'\o,

U NANU ={(¢,a1(?)), -, (¢, an(2')},
where a;(z") are holomorphic functions defined in a small neighborhood of 2’. Define
P, (zw) = (2" — a1 (), w) - (2" — a(¥),w), z € U\r (o), w € C™

and
P7T|A(Z’ w) = Z PW\A,a(Z)wa'
la|=k
Here we write a = (i1, -+ , @) to be consistant with the coordinates in C". The coefficients

of powers of 2" in the functions Py, o are locally bounded holomorphic functions on U"\o. Since
dimo < p, they can be uniquely extended to holomorphic functions on U’. Therefore Py, o
extend to holomorphic functions on U (in fact, on U’ x C™). They are called the canonical
defining functions for the projection 7.

(3) One can also define canonical defining functions for holomorphic chains. We will only
use the canonical defining functions for mA, where m is a positive integer. Then we set
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Proa(z,w) = Pr(z,w)™ and Py, (2, w) = szmk Py aa(z)w®. The functions Py, , ()
will be the canonical defining functions for the holomorphic chain mA.

Remark 2.7. We remark that in Definition[2.0, the functions Py, and Py, » are constructed
under a specific choice of basis. Qur estimates in this paper involve change of basis. It
is convenient to generalize Definition to the following “coordinate-free” form. Suppose

E = {e1, - ,e,} is an orthonormal basis of C" and 7 is the orthonormal projection onto
span{ey, - -, e,}. Suppose w|a is proper. Define

n
PW\A7E(Z>w) = HaEﬂfln(z)ﬂA<Z —-a, Z wiei>> KAS Cna weC P
i=p+1

Suppose l is a unitary transformation on C" and 7|y 4y is also proper. Let By = {7 ey, -+ 17 e, }.
Then

P7r|z(A),E'(l(Z)a w) = Ha€7r*17rl(z)ﬂl(A) <Z(Z) - a, Z wi6i> = Hbelflwflﬂl(z)ﬂA(Z - b> Z wil_l(ei)>‘

i=p+1 i=p+1
In other words,
Pryya),2((2), w) = Py, 5, (2, w).
We will use this fact in the proof of LemmalG1 In the subsequent discussions, we will omit
the subscript E where no confusion is caused.

2.3. Mobius Transform and Bergman Metric. For z € B,,, z # 0, let P, and @, be the
orthogonal projections from C” to Cz and z*, respectively.

Definition 2.8. The Mobius transform ¢, is defined by the formula

2= P.(w) — (1 - |2*)"2Q:(w)
1—(w,2) ’

Soz(w) = w e B,,.

The following lemma contains some basic properties of the Mdbius transform ¢,. One can
find a proof in Chapter 2 of [19].

Lemma 2.9. Ifa, z, w € B,, then
v (1 —(a,a))(1 = (z,w))
1—(a,a))(1 —(z,w
1- <(pa(z)a Qpa(w» = (1 — (z,a))(l _ <a7w>)'
(2) As a consequence of (1),

(1 —la*)(1 — |2%)
1=z a0

1~ [pa(2)[* =

(3) The Jacobian of the automorphism ¢, is

N et
(Jeoa(w)) = 7= Zypoo-

Definition 2.10. The pseudo-hyperbolic metric p is defined by
plz,w) = |p.(w)|, z,w € B,.



The hyperbolic metric § is defined by

1 14 p(z,w)
B(z,w) = 2 log m,

[ is also called the Bergman metric on B,,. For r > 0 and z € B,,, denote
D(z,r) ={w: B(z,w) < r}.

The two metrics p and § define the same topology on B,. In the estimations, we will use
whichever is more convenient. The following lemmas are straightforward to check. We omit
the proofs.

z,w € B,.

Lemma 2.11. For z,w € B,,, we have

(1) B2, w) € [~ log(1 — (2, w), log2 — Hog(1 — (2, ).
(2) 1 — p*(z,w) € [e728Gw) 4e=28(zw)),

Lemma 2.12. For z,w € B,,, the following hold.
(1)

1= (2w > 5 (1 |2P)

(2)

1— |z
1 —fw/?

L=l ()l € (0 = [2)(1 ~ Ju), 41— ).

2.4. Spherical Distance. The following definitions and lemmas will be used in Section

Definition 2.13. Let S = 0B,, be the unit sphere in C". For (,& € S, the spherical distance
d(¢,€) is defined by

d(¢,€) = 11— (¢~
Then d defines a metric on S (cf. [19]). For 6 > 0, denote

Q(¢,0) ={€ € 5:d(£¢) <o}

Let o denote the normalized surface measure on S, i.e., o(S) = 1. For z,w € B, we will
also write d(z,w) = |1 — (z,w)|*/2. Then d also satisfies the triangle inequality [19, Proposition
5.1.2).

Lemma 2.14. [19, Proposition 5.1.4] When n > 1, the ratio o(Qs)/6*" increases from 27" to
a finite limit Ay as & decreases from /2 to 0.

On the punctured unit ball B,\{0}, consider the projection
z
s : B, \{0} — S, z +— =k
z
For z,w € B,,, we will consider the spherical distance between their projections on S. Let us
denote

ds(z,w) = d(rs(2), ms(w)) = |1 - <ﬂ %W?

Lemma 2.15. For z,w € B,,, we have

(1) d*(z,w) < dg(z,w) + (1= [2]?) + (1 = |w]?).
(2) d?(z,w) > %d%(z,w).
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Proof. By definition,

V4 w
Therefore,
z w
d*(z,w) < (1= |z]jw]) + |2[Jw]|1 - <7‘, m>| < (1= 12" + (1 = [w]?) + d&(z, w).

This proves (1).
The proof of (2) relies on the fact that 2|1 —rc| > |1 —¢| for any r € (0,1) and c € C, |¢| < 1.

So
1 zZ W 1

2 =1 - Sl [ (i [

Pew) = [1 = ()| > 51— () =

This completes the proof. O

dz(z,w).

2.5. An Inequality. In [9], the following theorem was proved, and then used to obtain p-
essential normality of principal submodules.

Theorem 2.16. Suppose h is a holomorphic function defined in a neighborhood of B,,. Then
there exist a constant C > 0 and a positive integer N, such that for any z,w € B, and any
f € Hol(B,,), we have

11— (z,w)™
h(z)f(w)] < C(l Z w)En /D(w,l) (A F(N)[dv(A). (2.1)

The constants C' and N depend on the function h. In the case when h is a polynomial, the
constants depend only on the degree of h. We provide a direct proof here.

Theorem 2.17. Suppose p is a polynomial and N = degp. Then for any f € Hol(B,) and
z,w € B,
11— (z,w)|¥

2 fw)] <C / AN () |do( ). 2.2
The constant C' depends only on N.

Proof. For w € B,,, w # 0 and a,b > 0, denote
Qw(aa b) = {Z € Bn : |Pw(z) - ’LU| < a’(l - |w|2)> |Qw(z)| < b(l - |’LU|2)1/2}.

From [19] 2.2.7], there exist a, b such that D(w, 1) contains @, (a,b) for any w € B,,, w # 0.
For a polynomial p with degp = N and for w € B,,, choose an orthonormal basis {ej, - ,e,}
such that e; = 7%. Then w = (Jwl],0,---,0). In the case w = 0, choose any orthonormal basis.

For any multi-index oo = (ay, -+, ay,) such that |a| < N, applying [8, Lemma 3.2] to the one
variable polynomial 9% - - - 0% p(-, wg, - -+ ,w,), we get
|aap(|w|’ 0,--- ,0)f(|'LU|, 0,--- a0)|
1

—_— |0% - 0% p(A1,0, -+ ,0)f(A1,0,---,0)|dv(Ay).
(1 = |w[?)or+2 /|)\1—|w<a(1—|w2)
Applying [8 Lemma 3.2] again to 95% - - - 93" p(A1, -, w3, - -+, wy), we get
‘832 o agnp()‘la 07 T 7O>f()‘17 07 T 70)‘
1 o o9
5 (1_|w|2)a2/2+1 /)\2|< |8338n p(>\17>\2707”' 70)f(>\17>\2707”' 7O>|dv(>\2)

\/%(1_@‘2)1/2




Inductively, for any k =1,--- ,n —1,
|8]?.T_J£1 agnp<)‘17 7)\16707 7O>f()‘17 7)\16707 7O>|

1 / N
5 |8 ’“+2~-'8§”p(>\1,-~-,>\k+1,0,"',0)
(1= [wP) 0 s rampurype 7
f(>\17'” 7>\k+1707"' ) )|dv(>\k+1)
Combining the inequalities above, we get

1

o <

0P W) S e T oy et oy POVl
IN[<b(1—|w|?)1/2

1
< e | POFOl0)

Since p(2) = >, j<n Ca0*p(w)(z — w)?, where ¢, are the Taylor coefficients, we have

21 = Jwl]* 2ol -]
OIS 30 S up e fy,, PN

la|<N

Notice that

ool 2 2
7: w < 1.
TE |2+Z ey~ el
We have
11— (z,w)] .
|21 — |wl]| < 1= (2,w)], |zj|<W,]:2’...,n‘
Therefore

(s b [aatlel 12
el £ % e [ L T

lal<N
11—z w) ™

S G | PO

From the previous argument, we know that the controlling constant depends only on N. This
completes the proof. O

2.6. Some Useful Computations. The following inequality will be useful in subsequent es-
timates. Its proof is a direct application of the Holder’s inequality.

Lemma 2.18. For a positive integer M and ay,--- ,ap > 0,
(ay+ag+-+ay)? < M(a+a3+--+ai).
We will use the following version of Schur’s test.

Lemma 2.19. Let (X, du) and (X dv) be measure spaces and T be an integral operator with
non-negative integral kernel K(z,y),

/f K(z,y)duly), =,yecX.
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Suppose there exist a p-measurable positive function h and a v-measurable positive function g
on X such that

[ b K pduts) < Agto), aelo)
and
[ @K pvta) < Briw). ol
then T defines a bounded operator from L*(X,du) to L*(X,dv) and ||T| < AV2B/2,

We want to apply Schur’s test to operators determined by the following integral kernels. For
any r > 0 and non-negative integers [ > 0, 0 < d < n, define

1) = [ o) e ),
Td,lf(z) = B f(w) ‘1 —(1<Z_/, LUUJ/,)‘|2+1+I dv(w),
() = [ o) o)

w2}
1) = [ g g ),
w2}
R f(z) = /D( )cf(w)\l £1<Z L}>|‘n)+l+ldv(w)
— | 2\1
Ry . f(2) = /D((ZQOW f(w) g —(1<z’,‘w/)||2+1+ldv(w>.

Here w' = (wy, -+ ,wy).

Lemma 2.20. For the operators defined above, the following hold.

(1) For any positive integer | and 0 < d < n, T}, Ty, define bounded operators on L*(B,,).
If1 > 1, then Ty also defines a bounded operator on L*(B,, (1 — |2[*)dv(z)).

(2) Forl >0, T; defines a bounded operator from L*(B,, (1 — |z|?)dv(z)) to L*(B,).

(3) For any positive integer I and for any f € Hol(B,,),

T/ f(2) = craf (2),

where ¢y = [pg,(1— |22) dv(2).

(4) For any 0 < d < n, any positive integer | and any v > 0, the operators R and Rj,
define bounded operators on L?(B,,). Moreover,

max{[|B{ ||, | R4l } < €,
where we have €,; — 0 as r — oo, for fized l.

Proof. We will only prove the statements for 7}, T, 1] and Rj ;. We will use the Rudin-Forelli
estimates |19, Proposition 1.4.10].
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Let h(z) = (1 |/~ Then
(1 _ |w/|2)l
/Bn 11— <z’,w/>|n+1+zh(w)dv(w)

(1 - |w/|2)l_1/2 / " /
= 1dvy,—g(w")dvg(w')
/w’eIB%d [T — (2, w)[r+iH! w2 <1—|w’ |2
1 — |/ |2)+n—d—1/2
PRl
B

. ‘1 _ <Z/,w/>|n+1+l
S (=P = h(2).

Here v, denotes the Lebesgue measure on CF. Similarly, we have

/]B 1 —(1<z_’, ‘$/>|\3+1+zh(z)dv(2) S h(w).

This proves (1).
To prove (2), take h(z) = (1 —|2|?>)7*/2? and g(w) = (1 — |w|?)~*. We omit the calculations.
For any f € Hol(B,,) and any z € B,

_ / f o @z(A> (1 B |§0z()‘)|2)l (1 B |Z|2)n+1 dU()\)
D(0,r) (

L— (2, 0:(0)))HH L — (2, A) [P0+
- SNl Vi Y
— /D (Om)f %(A)(l_ (A’Zwﬂﬂd (A)
= Cr,lf(z).

This proves (3).
Let E = {(z,w) : B(w,(2',0)) > r}. Denote f; the Bergman metric on B,. If (z,w) € E,
then 1 — [p(.0)(w)[* < 4e7?". Since

(-1~ Jwp)
1= (w2
1 — |w]”

= (1 o)D)

1- |§0(z’,0) ('LU)|2

either 1 — |p.(w')]?> < 2e™" or 11__“;”,“22 < 2¢7". Let By = {(z,w) : Ba(z/,w’) > ir} and
Ey ={(z,w) : 1olul® 2¢7"}. Then F C Ey U Es. It is easy to show that the integral kernels

1=[w'[?
X&% and XE2% define bounded operators with norms tending to 0 as
r — oo. This proves (4). O

We will also use the weighted Bergman norm. For [ a positive integer and f € Hol(B,,),

191z, = [ P |2 o).

The following lemma is well known (cf. [13]).
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Lemma 2.21. Let T be a bounded linear operator on L2(B,,). If there exists a constant C' > 0
such that
ITAIP < CIFIZ . Vf € L2(BL),

then T € C, for all p > 2n.

3. ASYMPTOTIC STABLE DIVISION PROPERTY AND ESSENTIAL NORMALITY

By Lemma 2.1}, in order to show that a submodule P is p-essentially normal, Vp > n, one
needs to show that QM P is in C, for any p > 2n. That means, for f € P, one needs to
find an element in P that is close enough to M} f. In the case when P is principal with
generator h, the set of functions {hf : f € C[z1,---,2,]} is dense in P. For a function hf, a
reasonable approximation of M7 (hf) will be hM} f (cf. [9][8][13][14][15]). In general, suppose
P is generated by {hy,---,hi}, it may happen that Z?:l h;f; equals 0 while Zle h; M f;
does not. Thus the distance between M;(Z?Zl h;f;) and Z§:1 h; M f; may not be small

(compared to || 5, hifillsz ).

One can avoid such problems by putting restrictions on the decomposition of f. In [20],
Shalit considered submodules of the Drury-Arveson module, with the stable division property.
For a submodule with the stable division property, one can always find a decomposition f =

25:1 h; f; with
k
> lhfsll < ClAl, (3.1)
j=1

where C'is a constant depending only on P. Shalit showed that graded submodules with stable
division property are essentially normal.
We propose the following definition of asymptotic stable division property.

Definition 3.1. Suppose P is a submodule of the Bergman module L?(B,,). P is said to have
the asymptotic stable division property if there exist an invertible operator 7" on P, a subset
{hi}ien C P, finite or countably infinite, and constants Cy, Cy, such that for any f € P, there
exists {g;}ien C Hol(B,,) with the following properties.

(1) Tf =3,ca higi, where the convergence is pointwise if A is countably infinite.

)
Lz 'hf<z>9f<2>|)2dv<z> < CillfI;-

ieA
(3)
2
[ (Shtaae) @ - 1ynts) < Call i,
B\ jea ’
Similar to the case of stable division property, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose P is a submodule of L2(B,,) with the asymptotic stable division property.
If the generating functions h; are all defined in neighborhoods of B,, and the sets of constants
{C;}ien, {Ni}iea, determined by h; (as in Theorem[2.16), are bounded, then the submodule P is
p-essentially normal for all p > n. In particular, if the generating functions h; are polynomials
of bounded degrees, then P is p-essentially normal for all p > n.
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Proof. Denote P the projection operator onto P and @) the projection operator onto P+. By
Lemma .11 it suffices to show that [M} , P] = QM} P is in C,, Vp > 2n. Let N = max{N; :
i € A}. Since C; are uniformly bounded, by Lemma (1), there is a constant C' such that
inequality (Z.I)) holds for all h; with constants C' and N. Choose a positive integer [ > N.
Define

MO f(2) = ¢t / B () KO (2) (1 — w2 do (),

where Kg)(z) =
For f € L(B,),

M2 f(2) = MY f(2)]

2k

/ (e — 2) f (w) K (2)dv(w) — ¢! / (i = 2) f (W) K (2) (1 = [w]?) dv(w)

n n

W is the weighted reproducing kernel, and ¢; = [; (1 — |w[?)'dv(w).

-+
= Gou)
1
> O g

< : | f(w)] dv(w)

dv(w).

By Lemma and Lemma 22T, M} — MY is in C, for any p > 2n.
For f € P, by assumption, T'f = >"._, hig;. Define

Sif(2) = Z hi(2)Gi(2),

where

w

Gi(z) = ¢! /wkgi(w)K(l)(z)(l — Jw|) dv(w), i€ A.
For each 7 € A, applying Theorem 210, we get

hi(2)Gi2)] = ¢! hi(Z)/wkgi(w)Kif’(Z)(l - IWIQ)ldv(W)‘

- 1— (z,w)|¥ / (1 - |w]?)!
< 1 | 9 ' '
- Ccl /Bn (1 _ |w|2)n+N+1 D(w.1) |h1()\)gz()\)|dv()\) |1 _ <Z, w>|n+l+1dv(w)
1
_ -1 , '
= Cq /Bn |hi(A)gi( V)] b (1 — Jw[2)n I+ N1 — (2, w>|n+1+l—Nd“(w)dU()\)

(L= AP
< ) .
~ C B, |h’l(>\)gl(>\)‘ |1 _ <Z, )\>|n+1+l_N

By Lemma 220 and our assumption, h;G; belongs to L2(B,,). By [9, Proposition 5.5], h;G; is
in the principal submodule generated by h;, which is contained in P. Moreover,

S 6 E S0 [ (S mmao) B,

1€EA €A

dv()).

By condition (2) in Definition B.1], the series ) .., h;G; converges weakly. Therefore Sif =
Y ien hiGi € P.
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Next, we show that QMZ(,?*P is in C, for any p > 2n. Once this is done, we will have
QM; P = Q(M; — MIP 4+ QMY P e C,, which is exactly what we need.
For any f € P,

|MID*Tf(2) — S f(2)]
i Y| [ i)t KO~ ol do(w

IS

- [ @Gt KOG - |w|2>ldv<w>\

IN

[ = 2w w) KO~ 0P do(w)

—/(wk = zi)hi(2)gi(w) K (2)(1 ~ |w|2)ldv(w)'

(1 — wp)’
S Z/|h |1 e w>|n+1/2+ldv(w)
1EA
(1 — wp)’
+Z/ o e )
1€
Again,
/|h | (1 — |w|2)l dv(w)
11— (2, w)|r /2
S ) ARy Jpg IO )
(L= AP
S /|h “1 (2 7)\>‘n+1/2+l—NdU()\)’
Thus -~
s (1 —Jw[*)™
|Mz(k) Tf(z) = Skf(= /(Z [Foi (w0 )|1 e w>|n+1/2+l—NdU(w)'
€A ’
Applying Lemma (2) on the right-hand side, we obtain
2
QMY TP < YT = P S [ (Tt ) (@~ luPhdot) 1712,
1EA

By Lemma 2211 QMZ(,?*TP is in C, for any p > 2n. Since T is invertible on P, we have
QM;E,?*P = QMZ(,?*TPT_lP € Cp, Vp > 2n. Thus QM P is in C, for any p > 2n. By Lemma
211 P is p-essentially normal for all p > n. This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.3. As indicated in the title, the aim of this paper is to find a unified proof that works
for most known results of the Arveson-Douglas Conjecture. First, suppose h is a holomorphic
function defined in a neighborhood of B, and Py is the principal submodule generated by h.
Then Py, has the asymptotic stable division property trivially. Second, Theorem[3.2 generalizes
Shalit’s result in that we do not require the generators to be polynomials and we do not require
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the submodule to be graded. In fact, by Theorem and Theorem [3.3, any finite set of
generators {h;}¥_,, defined in a neighborhood of B,, satisfying inequality [B1) for relevant
norms, generate an essentially normal submodule. Finally, we will show in Theorem [{.1] that
most of the submodules in [10][11][12] have the asymptotic stable division property.
Before proving Theorem [4.1], let us discuss the matter with some generality. Consider the

following technical hypotheses.
Hypothesis 1: Suppose I C Clzy, -, 2,] is an ideal, N, M are positive integers, C' > 0. For
any € > 0 sufficiently small, there exists Ry > 0 with the following property. For R > Ry, there
exist constants 0 < § < 1, C" > 0, open covers {F;}ica, {F;}ica, finite or countably infinite,
of Bs := {#z € B,, : |2] > ¢}, and for each i € A, a subset {p;;};er, C I, finite or countably
infinite, such that the following hold.

(2) For k € N, denote

Then E;3 C F;. Moreover, any z € B,, belongs to at most M of the sets {F}}ien.
(3) Forany i € A,j € I';, degp;; < N.
(4) For any i« € A and any f € Py, there exist {f;;}jer, € Hol(E;3) such that

()
| I niO0A0) = FFae) < € [ 1FO0PaN),

(i) o
/Eig (Z 1Dij (A) fij (A )2dv(>\) <C ; |FON)[2du(N).

JE;

/E (Z [P (A) fi5 (A )2(1 — AP)dv(N)

/|f 21— AR)du(N).

(iv) The maps f — fi; are linear.
Theorem 3.4. Under Hypothesis 1, P; has the asymptotic stable division property with gen-
erating functions consisting of polynomials of bounded degrees.
Combining Theorem and Theorem [3.4] we have the following corollary.
Corollary 3.5. Assume Hypothesis 1. Then the submodule P; is p-essentially normal for all
p>n.

Proof of Theorem [3.4). Let I, N,M,C be as in Hypothesis 1. Let € > 0, R > r > 0 be
determined later. We will always assume that R > Ry, where R is determined by €, as in
Hypothesis 1. For i € A, define

0, otherwise.

It is easy to see that
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(1) 0< ¢ <1
(2) {z:pi(2) #0} = Ea.
(3) lpi(2) — @i(w)] < 2,

Fix a positive integer [ > N. Define the linear operator

T:1— Pr, [ Tf(z) = Z pij(2)gij(2),

1EN,jET;

where
9ij(2) = / pi(w) fij (W) KD (2)(1 = Jw]*) dv(w).

First, we show that T is well-defined and extends to a bounded operator on P;. For each pair
1,7 and any z € B,

|pZ]( gz;
S |p2] |/(p2 |fZJ (1<; ,|;U>||n)+1+ldv(w>
1w AN (e
S S O /D< R e e I
S [ s L§'|n’+l+l_Ndv<A>. (3.2)

Here the second inequality comes from Theorem 2.17 Hence

Ipisgisl2 < / IpisfisPdv < CIL 1%

Ei2

Therefore the map f — p;;gi;; extends to a bounded linear operator from P; to the principal
submodule generated by p;;. By [9, Proposition 5.5], the image for any f € P; equals p;;g;; for
some g;; € Hol(B,,).

Next, we show that T itself extends to a bounded linear operator. From inequality (3.2]), we
see that

EICIEDY [ s s S )

= /B (ZXE leu ) fis (A >|1£1<;|;>||211_Ndvu).

By Lemma 2.20] (1),

TSI < 1) Ipsgsll?
1,J

/IB%(ZXE Z\Pw ) fii (A )2 v(N).

AN
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By our hypotheses, for each A, there are at most M functions xg,, with xg,,(A) # 0. By Lemma
2.18

2 2
(Z XEzz Z ‘pw fz] ) < M Z XE7,2 (Z |p2] flj ) .
Therefore
2
< Z ‘pw fzy ) ()\)
Ein ,
< CM Z /F | £ (V) Pdu(N)

< CM?||f|".

1A < 1S pgsllP < MZ /
,J

Hence T' defines a bounded operator.
Arguments similar to those in the proof of Theorem [3.2 show that T fePrtorall fel
To sum it up, T extends to a bounded linear operator on P; and for each f € Py, T f has
the form Z% ;Dij9i5. Moreover,

1> il IF S OMP| 1% (3.3)

i7j

Since [ > N, by Lemma [2.20] the estimates above will also give us the following;:
2
[ (Ziratelastal) 0= aPants) £ sy, (3.4)
.3

Next, we want to show that inequality (1) in Definition B.] holds. We will obtain this by
showing that a finite rank perturbation of 7" is invertible on P;. For any z € B,, and the chosen
r<R,

756 = L) [ el KO @) = wP)do(w)

D(z,r)

(1~ Jwf?)
< Dij( / Jij(w dv(w
20N [y T @)

1 — (z,w) [V (1= w]?)!
S i (A) fii (A)|do(A d
- ;j/Eil\D(zm) (1 = Jw[2)n 1N /D(w,l) |p]( )fj( o >|1 — (z,w) |1+ v(w)
(1 _ |>\‘2)l—N
s>/ o PO S )

2

-/ (Zx% s 50 ) B
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Also,
St / PO o)
-l /D BRI~ ol o)
< Tl sl
ROW e Ui [ sl e
. (1= AR

EZ PN W s e )

o /(ZXES s 5001 ) =

Finally, notice that if ;(z) # 0, then z € E;;. By Lemma 220 (3),

S pi(2)el2) /D oy FAOELE = o) = s 3 G
i,j ZT
By Lemma 2.20] and the previous arguments
177 = e D0 D pifiall S (i + I D xmalpisFil | S (ermrime + )M
i J

]

On the other hand, by Hypothesis 1,

L, a0 = SOV < ¢ 17D,
So

/}B|ZS01 Zpu fw ZQOZ 2d’U )
My / \pr )N = FPdu(A)
< EMZ/F.|f M) [2do(

< eM?|f]*.

IA

Combining the above estimates, we get

. r
1Tf = 0if | S [(er-10-n + E)(CM)”2 +e2M| 1.
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Let Ty~ ,, be the Toeplitz operator with symbol » . ;. Then the above implies
. r
ITf = eraTs, i f | S [(er—10-n + E)(CM)”2 +e2M]|| £ (3.5)
Since C, [, N and M are fixed, we can choose ¢, r, and then R > Ry so that

%)(CM)W +V2M < 1/2¢,,.

(€r—11-n +
For a positive integer k, denote
I ={q € I,degq < k}.

Since ) ¢; > xBs, we can choose k large enough so that the compression of 75~ ,, on P; S I} is

invertible on P; © I}, and the norm of its inverse is less than 2. Then the compression of T on
P; © I, is invertible. By a block matrix argument, it is easy to see that T := T(P —Pr)+ Py,
is invertible on P;. Here P denotes the orthogonal projection onto P;. Choose an orthonormal
basis {h;} for I under the Bergman norm. For any f € Py,

Tf= Zpijgij + P f = Zpijgij + Z cili.
1,J i,j i
Then by inequalities (3.3) and (3.4]),
2
[ (S lpagsl)’av 1P = POSI? < 111
.3

Since I}, is finitely dimensional, we also have

/ (3 Jeshl)do S IS eahal < 11

)

It is also easy to see that P, extends to a bounded operator on the closure of I in L§,1(]Bn)-

Therefore
2
[ (S lemi1 = =Pydo < 11
and
2
(g0~ 3o S 15 = Puf I, S 171y,
i,
This completes the proof. O

4. A DISTANCE ESTIMATE

As promised in Remark [3.3] we are going to show that most submodules in the known results
of the Geometric Arveson-Douglas Conjecture has the asymptotic stable division property. In
fact, we will prove the following more general result.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose I is an ideal in Clzy, - -, z,| with primary decomposition I = ﬂleljmj,
where I; are prime ideals. Assume the following.
(1) Forany j = 1,--- .k, Z(1;) has no singular points on 0B, and intersects OB,, trans-

versely.
(2) Any pair of the varieties {Z(1;)} does not intersect on 0B,,.
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Then I satisfies Hypothesis 1. Consequently, the submodule P; has the asymptotic stable di-
viston property with generating functions being polynomials of uniformly bounded degrees, and
P is p-essentially normal for all p > n.

We will prove Theorem [£.]in the remaining sections.

Notations: For the remainder of this paper, we reserve the notations I, m; and I; for the ones
mentioned in Theorem Bl Denote Z = Z(I), Z; = Z(1;), Z = ZNB, and Z; = Z; N B,.
As a preparation, we will prove a distance estimate for Z(I) in this section.

Proposition 4.2. For fited R > 0,

sup  B(w,T.Z+z2)—0, |2|—>1z€2Z. (4.1)
weD(z,R)NZ

Here T, Z 1is the complex tangent space of Z at z, viewed as a linear subspace of C™.

Proof. Since Z intersects 0B,, transversely, there exists C; > 0 such that, for any z € Z close
enough to JB,,, there exists a non-zero vector v, € T,Z such that

|Qz(vz>| < Cl|<U27 Z>‘

It is also easy to see that there exists C'y > 0 such that for » > 0 sufficiently small and any
z € Z close enough to 0B,

sup  dist(w,T,Z + 2) < Cor?.
weZNB(z,r)

Here we use “dist” to denote the Euclidean distance. Also, since R > 0 is fixed, there exists
C3 > 0 such that for any z,w € B, and §(z,w) < R,

|Pz(w - Z)| < C3(1 - |Z‘2)7 ‘w - Z|2 < C3(1 - |Z‘2)'
For any z € Z and w € D(z, R) N Z, let A € T,Z be such that
dist(w, A + z) = dist(w, T.Z + z).

Then
lw— (A + 2)| < Cylw — 2|* < CoCs(1 — |2)?).
Let X = A — &82=%3,,  Then N € T.Z. We need to estimate 3(X + z,w). Noticing that

(vz,2)
(N + 2,2) = (w, 2), we have

(L= [2)"21Q:(w = N)| _ |Q:(w —N)]

|¢Z(A, + Z) - sz(w)| =

T N R F O N
Since
Quw=X)] < Q=N+ T Em0 0,
— Q.o (v )]+ P 0. )
< (1+C)|w— (A +2)|
S (1 + Cl)CQCg(l — |Z|2),
we have

(N + 2) = @a(w)| S (1= |2
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Since w € D(z, R), from the above inequality, for z close enough to dB,,, ¢.(w), p.(N + z) fall
into a compact subset of B,,. Hence

BN + z,w) = Blp-(N + 2), 02 () = [ (N + 2) = pa(w)]| S (1 =[]}/
This completes the proof. O

It is convenient to consider the following modified version of tangent space, because it is
invariant under the Md&bius transform ..

Definition 4.3. For z € Z, let us define the normal tangent cone NT,Z to be
NT,Z =T, ZNz" + Cz.
Note that z € NT,Z.

Lemma 4.4. For any R > 0, we have

sup Bw,NT.Z) =0, z€Z |z — 1.
we(T.Z+2)ND(z,R)

Proof. For z € Z close enough to 0B,,, let zg = Pr_zz. Since Z intersects 0B,, transversely, we
can assume that |zg| > € for some 0 < € < 1.

Suppose w € T,Z and f(w+ z,z) < R. Let A = Pw+w — (w, 2)
(w, z) = (A, 2). So @,(A+ z) is well defined. Therefore

(1- ‘z|2)1/2MQz(Z()) _ 1—|z]

|zZTO\2' Then A € NT,Z and

i _ 2| = |20[? |20] < e M1 — 22 0
-z 10) = s+ V)| = || S i < Y 0
where the first inequality follows from the fact that |[(w, 2)| = |(w + z — z,2)| S 1 — |2|?. This
completes the prove. O

Combining Proposition [.2] Lemma 4] we have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. For any R > 0, we have
sup P(w,NT,Z) =0, z€2Z |z =1

weZND(z,R)
5. A COVERING LEMMA

As a first step to proving Theorem 4.1, for arbitrarily large R > 0, we will construct covers
{E;}ien and {F;};ea. In [24], Xia constructed covers of B,, with the bounded overlap condition
(2) in Hypothesis 1. Our construction will follow the general framework of [24], but with
additional requirements. First, our covers need to take the variety Z into account. For this
reason, we will construct the covers in two steps, first on Z and then on B,,. Second, to
construct the decompositions on each cover set, we need the sets to be rotation invariant in
certain directions. This property will be used in the proof of Lemma

For an arbitrarily large R > 0, choose s’ so that

(s —1)log2 < 16R < s'log 2,
and then take s = 10s’. For a positive integer k, define
re=\1—2"2k . =/1—2"2k

Write 2, = rpSN Z, where 1.5 = {rpx : © € S}. Let L, C Z; be maximal with respect to the
following property: if u;, u; € Ly and u; # u;, then dg(u;,u;) > s275F=2,
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For u € Ly, set
1— |2
1= (z,u)]?

Fom (e By 1 |of2 > 270 |1 — (50| > 2572, L1
u n - M ) 2 ’|1_<Z’u>‘2

Byu={s€By:1-|:>27 |1 - (z,u)| > 572 <oy,

<27°}

and
Ey=¢u(By), F,=eu(F).
Let
O={weB,:fw,Z)>5slog2}.
Take Sy = r.S N O. Let £, C S, be maximal with respect to the following property: if
v;,v; € Sy and v; # vj, then dg(vi,v;) > s'275%=2. For v € L}, let

1— |z

E = eB,:1- 25 97% |1 — >5 — 0
=1 4 M= ()] > 8

<27

and
E, = ¢,(E)).
Set
F;:E:)?av FézEz/Bv
where for any set A C B,, and j € N, we denote A; = {w € B, : f(w,A) < jR}. Let K be a
positive integer determined later, and £ = Up>g Ly, L = Ug>10x L)

Let us establish some basic properties of the sets.
Lemma 5.1. For k, s’ large enough and u € Ly, v € L, the following hold.
(1)

By ={weB,: 1—|uf € 27249 272009 gy ) < 527, 1 — [, (w)]? > 275},
By ={w e By, : 1 —Juwl* € 2720 27200 o, w) < 2781 — Jp, (w)* > 277},
F,={weB,:1—|w?e (272" 972ks=5) gy w) < /252751 — |, (w)]? > 27},
(2)

E, € D(u,3slog2), E. C D(v,3s'log2), F, C D(u,4slog?2).
(3)
s
{weB,: pB(w,E,) < ilogQ} C F,.
Thus E,. C F,.

(4)

E,D{weB,:1—|w?e 272k 272k+Ds) gy, w) < 527771}

E D{weB,:1—|w?e [272k+D" 97240y oy w) < s'27F 1],

(5) There exists a constant M > 0, depending only on n, such that any z € B,, belongs to
at most M of the sets {Fy}uer U{F }oer-
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Proof. First, we prove (1). Suppose u € L. By definition, w € E, if and only if ¢,(w) € E,,

o _ 2 —5s . w 52 1- “Pu(w)‘z
1 “pu(w)‘ > 2 ) |1 <<:OU( )7u>‘ > ) |1 _ <(Pu(w),u>|2

and by Lemma (1), the conditions above are equivalent to
1—Jou(w)? >27% |1 = (w,u)| < 2272k 1 — |w|* < 272+,
Also, by Lemma, (2),

< 2—28

Since 1 — |u|? = 272+

1 1
1= ol = 1= lpupu(@) P > 301 = [u?)(1 = [pu()) > 727575 > 37209

Thus we have

E,={weB, :1—|wf?e (272k+s 9=20+1s) d(y w) < 5275 1 — |@,(w)[* > 275},

The proof of (1) for £/ and F, is similar.

The proof of (2) is a straightforward application of Lemma 2.IT]to the estimate of 1— |, (w)|?

above.

To prove (3), suppose w € B, and f(w, £,) < §log2. Choose z € E, such that (w,z) <

B(w, Ey) 4 log2 < {log2 +log2. Then by Lemma 2.1T]
1 — |pu(2)]? > e 2PEw) > g—5log2-2log2 _ 9—5-2,

By Lemma (2) and part (1) proved above,

1 1 s
L= Jul > S [P)(1 — fpu(2)?) > 7 - 2720890 g2 5 po2iksds

1
and 2 2(k+1)
1 9-2(k+1)s
1—|wf? < 4 Ay A
1 — [y (2)[2 2727
Also,

o (1—1]2[H)A = |wf?)  27k+Ds. g=2ks=s

_ < 2—4ks—2s'
1 — |puw(2)]? 27272

d'(z,w) = |1 = (z,w)|

Therefore d(z,w) < 27%*~2. Hence
d(u, w) < d(u, z) + d(z,w) < s27F 42773 < /25275,
Finally, by Lemma 2.1T],
B(z,u) < log2 — %log(l — Jpu(2)?) < log2 — %log 275 = (gs + 1) log 2.
Therefore
Blw,u) < B(w, z) + B(z,u) < ZlogQ +log2 + (gs +1)log2 < 3slog?2

and
1— ‘(pu(w)P > e—2-3slog2 — 2—65.

From inequalities (5.10)(5.2) (5.3]) (5.4]), we have
{weB,: Bw,E,) < Zlog 2} C F,.
This proves (3).

(5.1)

(5.2)
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Suppose 1 — |z|? € [272k+2s 9=2(k+1)s) and dg(u, 2) < s27%~!. By Lemma 215
d*(u,2) < dglu,z) + (1= [2*) + (1 = [uf’)
< 822—2ks—2 + 2—2(k+1)s 4 2—2ks

< 822—2]68—1.

We have
(1 _ |u|2)(1 _ |Z|2) 2—2ks2—2(k+2)s
|1 _ <u’ Z>|2 S42—4ks—2

By (1), we have z € E,. This proves (4).

Finally, we prove (5). Suppose z € B,,. Let k be the positive integer such that 272(*+1s <
1— 212 <272 If 2 € F, and u € L;, then by (1), 2720+9s < 1 — |z < 272575 Thus
k—3 <1<k Since z € F, and by Lemma 215 (2), ds(z,u) < v2d(z,u) < 2s27"*. By our
construction, if uy # uy, uy, us € Ly, then dg(uy, us) > s27572. By Lemma 214, the number

2n

— S—42—4S+2 > 2—58.

1= Jpu(2)* =

s —ls s9—sl—2 .
of u € L, such that z € F, does not exceed C %) < C2'%" where C' > 0 is a
2
constant. Thus the number of u € £ such that z € F, does not exceed C2!9"*2, Replacing s
with s’ in the proof of (3) will give us that the set {w € B, : B(w, E}) < 5 log2} is contained
in

{we B, 1—[uf* € 720 278 =) v, w) < V252 1~ [, (w) > 277},
Thus E!; is contained in the right hand side of the above. Thus similar proof will show that

v

z belongs to at most C2!°" of the sets F! = E!,. Altogether, the total number of u € £ and
v € L' such that z € F, or z € F! does not exceed M := C2'9""3. This completes the proof. [

Lemma 5.2. Fork large enough and z € Z with 1 —|z|? € [272*+3)s 272k3] there exists u € Ly,
such that

ds(u, z) < %2_Sk.

Proof. By assumption, Z intersects dB,, transversely and has no singular points on JB,. It
is easy to see that for z € Z close enough to 0B, the orthogonal projection onto NT,Z,
when restricted to Z, is a one-sheeted analytic cover in an Euclidean neighborhood U of z.
Consider such a specific z. Choose an orthonormal basis {eq, - ,e,} of C" such that e; = |—§|

and NT,Z = span{ey,--- ,eq}, where d is the dimension of Z at z. There is a vector-valued
holomorphic function a such that ¢ € Z N U if and only if ( = (¢’,a({’)) under the new basis,
where (' = ({1, -, (4), under the new basis.
We have |Z—Z,| = (1,0,---,0) € C? and a(2') = 0 under the new basis. Consider the paths
Z/
v :00,1] = C4t s (1 —1)2 —I—t-rk_lm,

I'(t) = (v(1),0) € NT.Z,
and

A(t) = ((t),a(~(1))) € 2.
Note that A(0) = T'(0) = z, so 1 — |[A(0)]* < 272%*_ On the other hand, by the standard inverse
function theorem, there is a constant C' > 0 such that for z € Z close enough to dB,, and X, w’
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in a sufficiently small Euclidean neighborhood of 2/, we have
la(\) —a(w')] < CIN —w'|.

So when £ is large enough,

L= AP = 1=y = la(v(1)
> 1= (D) = C*y(1) =7 (0)
> 2—2s(k—1) o 022—45k
; 2—2sk.

By the intermediate value theorem, there exists ¢ € [0, 1] such that
1 —|A(te)]* = 27,

Denote zy = A(ty). Then zy € Z;. From our construction of Ly, there exists a u € Ly, such
that
ds(u, z9) < 52772,

: =z _ I'(to)
Also, since 2] = TT(to)]’
d3(z,20) = d5(T(to), Alto))

< 2d2(F(t0),A to))

= 2(1 - y(to)?)

< 2(1— [A(to)?) + 2la(y(to)]?

< 227K 4 o0k

< 2—28k‘+2‘
Thus

dg(z, z9) < 275K+,
So 5
ds(z,u) < dg(z, 20) + ds(zp,u) < 27T 4 5275F72 < 52_“.

This completes the proof. O

Lemma 5.3. For s and K large enough,

{weB,: 1—|w® <2720 g(w,2) < (s—1)log2} C | J | ] Eu
k=K ueLy
Proof. Suppose w & U2 Uyer, Bu, and 1 — |w|* € [2720F2) 2725+ for some k > K. For

any z € Z, we want to show that 5(z,w) > (s — 1)log2.
If 1 — |2 ¢ (2724+3) 2725F) then

o =22 1= |w)?
1— | (w)]? < 4 ,

}< 2—284‘2‘
Therefore 1
Bz,w) > =5 log(1 — [ (w)[?) > (s — 1) log 2.
If 1 — |2 € (27%K+3) 2-2k) by Lemma [5.2] there exists u € £y, such that

ds(u, z) < 22_Sk.
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Since w ¢ E,, by Lemma [B5.1] (4),
ds(w,u) > 27571,
S0

ds(w, z) > dg(w,u) — dg(z,u) > s275F71 — %2_8’“ = 22_8’“.
Hence
d*(w, z) > 1d2 (w, z) > 8—22_28k
’ 2 5 1007

Therefore we have
(1= 2[*)(1 = |[w]?)

< 10%s712728 < 9725,
1= (2, w)2 ’

L= lps(w)]* =

So
1
Bz, w) > =5 log(1 = |p=(w)[*) > slog2.
This completes the proof. O

Lemma shows that, close to the boundary, the sets F, cover a Bergman neighborhood of
the variety Z. In fact, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. For s’ and K large enough, the following are true.
(1) For any k > 10K and v € L],

{fweB,: fw,E) <slog2}nNZ=40.
(2) N _
(U U=)U(UUE)>E
k=10K veL], k=K ueLy,
where 1 — §2 = 27 2s(K+1),
Proof. For k > 10K and v € £}, by Lemma [5.1] (2),
{weB,: B(w,E) < s'log2} C D(v,4s 1og?2).
If {fw € B, : B(w,E)) < s'log2} N Z # 0, then f(v, Z) < 4s'log2, which contradicts the
definition of £). This proves (1).
Suppose w € Bs. Then 1 — |w|? < 272E+D If w ¢ |72, Uwer,
B(w, Z) > (s —1)log2 > 95" log 2.

Suppose 1 — |w|? € [2725'(k+2) 2=2'(k+1))  Then k > 10K. Let wy = ‘%'w. Then

(1= [wP)( = wol?) 11— _ 2720+
11— (w, wp)|? 41— |we|> = 4-2-2F

By Lemma 2Tl B(w,wy) < log2 — %log 2745'-2 3¢/ log 2. Therefore

Bwo, 2) > B(w, z) — B(w, wy) > 65’ log2.

Thus wy € O N7, S. By construction, there exists v € L}, such that dg(wg,v) < 2752,
Therefore dg(w,v) = dg(wg,v) < 5’2752 By Lemma 5.1l (4), w € E'. This completes the
proof. O

E,, then by Lemma [5.3]

1 — [ipu(wo)|* = S
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6. LocAL DECOMPOSITION FORMULAS

To show that the I in Theorem [4.I]satisfies Hypothesis 1, we need to construct decompositions
> pi;fij onthesets Eys(or E!,), for f € I. It is more convenient to construct the decompositions
on their images under a Md6bius transform.

Lemma 6.1. There exist a positive integer N and a constant C' > 0, depending on I, such
that the following hold. For any R > 0 sufficiently large, let {Ey}uer, {Fu}tuer, {F,}ver and
{F!}verr be as in the beginning of Section[d Then there exists a positive integer K such that
the following hold.
(1) For each uw € Ly, k > K, there is a finite set of polynomials {p;} C I, sup,degp; < N,
cmd linear maps I — Hol( 3), [ — fi satisfying the following mequalztzes

fEu3 ‘ Yupifi— f‘ dv < CgR fFu \f|2dv.

(i) S, (2 pufil) *dv < C [p, |fIPdv.
Here ep = €gy is defined in Lemma [Z20.

(2) For each v € L), k > 10K, there is a p € I such that p is non-vanishing on F) and
degp < N.

Some preparations are needed for the proof of Lemma .11

Lemma 6.2. For any positive integer m,k, and v,y € C, x,y # 0, there are constants
{e; 3t {d; }] —o, such that

1 m—1 j k—
zk ;_ :0 J k—i—] ZO :L'k gym-i-]

Proof. We prove by induction on m. For m = 1 and any k,

11 1 1,1 Ayt 1
% E—E)—E—jzow@—y)——k

Suppose the equation holds for m — 1 and any k. Then

m—2 : _
1 C/,(x_y)]jLZd/,(x_y)ml
Ik pr J yk+j = J xk—jym—l—l—j
m—2 Nkl (x—y)mt 1 k—j—1 (x— )
S PAC ) A Gl Pt U
pr J yk-i-] ]go J ym—l-i-] (yk—] ; xk—]—zyl—i-z)
m—1 k—1
(z —y) (z —y)™
= c; + > dq
— J yk-i-] ; xk—lym-‘rl
This completes the proof. O

The following lemma is elementary.

Lemma 6.3. Suppose 0 < a < b and d is a positive integer. Write B2 = {z € C? : a < |2| < b}.
Then for any f € Hol(bBy) we have
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(1)

/ fPdv< 2 / Pdv.
bB, b—a B

(2) For any multi-index o = (v, -+, ),
b fw)wedv(w) = ¢,,0% f(0).
Ba

Here cqpo = 5 fBg |w®|*dv(w).

Lemma 6.4. Let d,m be positive integers, 0 < d < n. For R > 0 and a positive integer k
that are large enough, the following hold. Let s = 10s’, where s’ is the unique integer satisfying
(s —1)log2 < 16R < s'log2. Write r = /1 — 22k 4 = (r,0,---,0), and define E := E,,,
F := F, as in the beginning of Section[d, i.e.,

2
E= B,:1—|z]*>27% |1— >—2i<2—23
{Ze |Z‘ 7| <Z,U>‘ S 7‘1—<Z,U/>|2 }7
and
2 —6s I 1_|Z|2 —s
F={zeB,: 1—|z|">27" |1 = (z,u)| > =s <27°}

20 T = {zu)?

Write U' = 7(F), where 7 is the projection w: C* — C% 2+ 2/ := (21, ,24). Then there
exist 6 > 0, depending only on d,m, R, and C' > 0, depending only on d, m, with the following
properties.

Suppose a : U — C"=? is holomorphic and |a(2')] < §, V2’ € U'. Write A = {(¢,a(%)) :
2 e U}, Let {Py, = Py, .} be the set of canonical defining functions with respect to |-
Here o = (qgy1,- - , ), || = m. Then there exist linear maps f — f,, where f € Hol(B,),
flma =0, and f, € Hol(Es), with the following properties.

(1)
|f 3 Pfa2dv<CeR/ | f[2dv.

laj=m

) For any 5, o = 8] =
Pafalio < C [ |1Fd.
FE3 F

Here e = €p is the constant defined in Lemma[2.20.

Proof. To simplify notations, we write m(z) = (2/,0) and p(z) = (', a(2)).
We will construct the functions f, by decomposing the reproducing kernel K, (z). For z € F
and w € B,,, applying Lemma 6.2 for x = 1 — (z,w), y = 1 — (p(z), w), we get
<a(2/) _ Z w (Z/> _ Z//’w//>m
K, = . d; . .
© = Xono50 e Z 0= (o w) ™ 71— (p(a), w))
= I(z,w)+ [I(z,w).

Notice that {(a(z) — 2", w")™ = Py, (2, w") = 32, = Palz yw”*. Write

m—1

1
R R (= T RTIe)
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Then I1(z,w) =3, G(z,w)w"™Py(2). Let

fol2) =ci' | f(w)G(z,w)w"dv(w).
Fy
Here cgr = cpy is the constant in Lemma Then
(Psfa)(2) = cg' | F(w)G(z,w)yw™Ps(z)dv(w). (6.1)
Fy

We will show that the functions satisfy inequalities (1) and (2).
First, we prove inequality (2). Notice that by definition, 1—|z|*> > 27% Vz € F. If § < 27652
and |a(¢)] < 6, V& € U’, then for any z € E3, w € F, we have

1
[1=(p(2), )| = [1=(2', w)=(a(2), w")| > [1=(2, w)|=la(z)| > [1=(z", w)[=27"7" > S[1=(/, w)].
Here the last inequality holds because
1
1= () 21 =] = 5(1 = w?) > 277

Thus

1
<
|G(2,w)| Z 11— (z,w) |1 — (2 w/>|m+j'
‘7:0 ) Y

For each pair «, 3, |a| = || = m and z € E5,w € F, since
W] < Jw|™? < (1= W)™ S 1= (&, w') ™,
and
[Ps(2)] < la(z) = 2"["? S |1 = &/, w')[™2,
we have

— - 1 1 1
G wfT= P 3 1
j=0

<
)1 — (7w~ T () L ([

By (6.) and Lemma [220] we obtain inequality (2).
Next, we prove (1). For any z € Es, by Lemma 5.1 (2), (3), D(z, R) C F. By Lemma 2.20

(3),
/f(w)Kw(Z)dv(W)—ch(Z)Z/ fw) Ky (2)dv(w). (6.2)
F F\D(z,R)

Thus

f(2) = Pafa
- ( [ K. - [ o SV w) / f(w)lf(z,w)dv(w))
- ( [ ) - [ - f(w)Kw(Z)dv(w))- (6.3)

(a(z)==") W™

Each term of I has the form 7=~ —~=55r, where 0 < j <m — 1 and la| = j. We want to
prove that their integrals with f are small. First, since E3 C F, E3 C {z € B, : 1—|z]* > 275},
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which is contained in a compact subset of B,,, we can find C; > 0, depending only on m, R,
such that

(o) = 2)WT ()

‘(1 — (p(z),w)) 1+ (1= (7(2),w)) 1+

Therefore

<—z”,w”>j
‘/Ff(w) z,w)dv(w /f <Zl’w,>)n+1+jdv(w)}5015/F|f(w)|dv(w). (6.4)

Notice that for each w’ € U’, we have \1 — <w u')| > £s72, and therefore
a M w)NF ={(w,w"):1— =251 - (u ,u>|2 < |w')? <1—|w*—27%}

Each fiber is either a spherical shell or a ball in C*~%. From this and Lemma (2), it is easy
to see that for 2/ € w(Es),

‘ / Fw gcj — w)>n+1+]dv(w) (6.5)

< Cyla(z")| < C, Vze E3,weF.

1
< dv(w' sup o“f(,0 6.6
Z U |1 _ <Z w’)|“+1+ﬁ ( )Z’EW(Eg),|a\§m—1| ( )| ( )
< 265(n+m) sup |aa (Z : O)| (67)

z'en(Ez),|al<m—1
It remains to show that sup,ic,(z,) ja1<m_1 10 f (2, 0)| is sufficiently small. Obtain Fy by filling
the “holes” in F, i.e.,
F={(w, v eB,:w el |uw)?<1—|uw*-275}

By Lemma 51 F3 C D(0,4slog2) and F' O E,. Thus for § small enough, the set of points
{m(z) : z € Es} U{p(z) : z € E3} has a positive Euclidean distance (independent of k) to
the boundary of Fj. So there exists a constant Cy > 0 (depending only on d,m, R) such that
Vz € E5,Vg € Hol(Fy) and Vo, |a] <m — 1,

(0%9)(p(2)) = (07g)(w())* < Cilp(z) — 7 (2)]* [ |g(w)[*dv(w) < C56% [ [g(w)[*duv(w).

Fy I
Since f|mna = 0, we have (0%f)(p(z)) =0 for all z € F3 and o = (g1, , ), |af <m —1.
Thus
sup (7)), 0)* < C36% | |f(w)Pdv(w), Vz € Bs. (6.8)
Z'en(E3),|a|<m—1 Fy

We need to compare the L2-norms on Fy and F. For any w’ € U’, if 1 —|w'|>*—27%|1—(w', u/)|* >
0, then for s large enough, we have
1— |,w/|2 _ 2—63
T e ) e e T e ] e AT
‘2 _ 2—65

1—|u

2—25‘1 _ <’UJ/, u/>‘2 _ 2—63
1

2—25—28—4 92— 6s —

223-1—3 4

IA
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Then by Lemma and a simple double integral argument, we have

lg|2dv < 22s+3s4/ lg|?dv, Vg € Hol(F}). (6.9)
F

Fy

Combining inequalities (6.5]) (6.8) ([6.9)), we get

m—1 "no,omNG 1/2
(=2", w")’ < 96s(n+m) +2 .2 / 2
X i 2 s\nt+m .25 .
|/Ff(w) ]Ezo C](l— (z’,w’))"“ﬂdv(w” < Cy0 s F|f| dv

Then by inequality (€.4]) and Holder’s inequality, we get

1/2
| / fw)I(z,w)dv(w)| < (C16 + 20s(tm) 23+232)</ \f|2dv) :
F F

If we choose § small enough, we can make (Cy6 + 265"+ (o5 - 257252) < €. Then inequality
(1) follows from inequality (63]), Lemma 2.20] and our estimates above. This completes the
proof. O

The following Lemma is a simplified version of Lemma (1).

Lemma 6.5. Suppose J is a prime ideal in Clzy,--- , z,]. Write A= Z(J). Suppose A has no
singular point in OB,, and intersects OB,, transversely. Then for a positive integer m there exist
a positive integer N and constant C' > 0 with the following property. For R > 0 sufficiently
large, there exists a positive integer K such that the following hold. Let s be the positive integer
such that (s — 1)log2 < 16R < §'log 2 and s = 104/,
(1) For each uw € A, 1 — |u|*> = 27%% k > K, define E, and F, as in the beginning of
Section [A. Then there is a finite set of polynomials {p;} C J™, sup,degp, < N, and
linear maps J — Hol(Ey3), f — fi satisfying the following inequalities.

(i) So, | 2Xipufi— f‘2dv < Céh [ |fPPdv.

(i) [, (Silpifil) dv < C [, [fPdv.

(2) For each v € B, B(v, A) > 55'log2, 1 — |[v]*> = 272'F k > 10K, define F! as in the
beginning of Section [J. Then there exists a polynomial p € J™ such that p is non-
vanishing on F, and degp < N.

Proof. We want to apply Lemma A Moébius transform ¢, will allow us to transfer between
decompositions on E,3 and E,3. Also, we need to make adjustments so that the generating
functions p; are polynomials in J™.

Denote d = dim A. For any ( € 0B, N A, since A intersects 0B,, transversely at (, A is not
contained in ¢+ + ¢. By Theorem B.6 the set

U ={leU¢): (o D)(NT.A) NA—C¢ =0}

is dense in U(¢*). Here we denote L+ the orthogonal complement of a linear space L in the
complex projective space P, (cf. Appendix) and U(¢*) the space of all unitary transforms on
¢t = C" L. We consider [ @ 1 as acting on the ¢(* by [ and acting on C( as identity.

Let 6 > 0 be the constant in Lemma determined by d,m, R. If NTCAl NA—C =0,

then take Lo = NT;A. Otherwise, choose [ € Z;{C close enough to the identity /.. so that the
Hausdorff distance

disty (L N By, NTLANB,) < §/4,



32

where Ly = (I @ 1)(NT;A). In either case we have ¢ € L, L_Cl NA—-(=10,and
diStH(LC N Bn, NTCA N Bn) S 5/4

Choose a new basis {e,--,e,} such that L, = span{ey,---,eq}. Denote m; the projection
from C" onto L.

By Lemma B4 7¢|4_¢ is proper. Since ¢ is a regular point of A and A intersects 0B,
transversely, 7. defines a one-sheeted analytic cover of A — ¢ in a small neighborhood of 0.
Apply Theorem to A—( and L. Let Uy, U and W be as in Theorem 8.5l Thus for any
w € W and | € U, the function

Pﬂc\l(A—O(z’ w)

PWCII(A*C)FWUI (2,w)
is non-vanishing and holomorphic in U;.

Start with an open neighborhood U of ¢. For u € ANU, let L, = L Nu* + Cu and denote
m, the projection from C" onto it. Since ( € L, the definition is consistent at ¢, and the
spaces L, vary continuously with u. Thus for u close enough to (, we can find [, € U such that
I.Y(L¢) = Ly. So m, =l 'mel,. For any w € W,

Pﬂc\zu(A—O (z,w)
Priliaone (7 0)

is non-vanishing in U;. Equivalently, for any w € W,

Prduin (1) (6.10)

Priliu iy oy (55 0)
is non-vanishing in U; 4+ 1,(¢). Note that the definition of canonical defining functions depend
on the choice of a basis. Let e, ; = I '(e;). By Remark 27, under the new basis {e,1,"* , €un},

we have (2, w)

P7r | Z,w
¢w(2) = ulA
7Tu| (Z7 w)

An(ig tuy+¢)
is non-vanishing for z € [;1U; + ¢ and w € W. Tt is easy to see that I, }(U;) + ¢ D Us,Vu € U,
for some open neighborhood U; of (. Let us use P with appropriate subscripts to denote the
locally defined canonical defining functions depending on a one-sheeted analytic cover on the
piece of manifold ANU, or its image under a Mdbius transform. Then we have shown that for
any u € U and w € W,

P ula (Z ) w)

pulz) = Prpa(z,w)

is non-vanishing on Us,.
On the other hand, both L, and the normal tangent spaces NT, A vary continuously. By
shrinking the neighborhood U we can also assume that

disty (Ly N By, NT,LANB,) <6/2, YueUnNA.
By Lemma and [0.1] (2),again, by shrinking U, we also have for any u € U,
dist(z, NT,A) < §/2, Yz € o (A)NE,.
Thus

dist(z, Ly,) <0, Vz € p, (A)NE,.
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For any f € J™, define U,f(z) = f o ¢u(2) - ku(2), where k,(z) = % Then
Ui fmpa(a)y = 0. Applying Lemma to F = F, and vu(A), we can find F, such that
/ Uuf = ) PaFu|’dv < Cegf U, f|*dv
Bus jal=m; P
and
R 2
/ ( > |PaFa|) dv < C/ U, f|?dv.
EuS |(X‘:m Fy
J
Here P, = JSM‘MM(A),Q, e, D ajmm P (z)u® = JS;Z‘M(A)(Z, w). Therefore
/E FE) = 3 o gu()Fa o pu(2)k(2)du(2)
u3 |a|=m
_ / Uf— Y PuFPdo(2)
Eug |a|=m
< Ce%[ |U.f|?dv(2)
Fy
= Cei | |f(z)]dv(2).
Fu
Similarly, for each pair «, 3, |a| = |B] = m,
/ |53 0 pu(2)Fa 0 pul2)ku(2)Pdo(z) < C [ |f(2)[Pdv(2).
Eus Fy
Using the formula for ¢,, it is easy to verify that
. 1— lul?)/2 .
PM‘%(A)(gpu(z),w) = —¢Pﬂu|A(z,w). (6.11)

1—(z,u)

Let I' = {a = (agq1, -+, ) @ |a] = m} and let K = #I". By Lemma B2 we can choose
K distinct points {w;}X, C W (independent of u) such that the vectors {(w®)aer}E, form a
basis of C¥. Let W be the K x K matrix [wf] aclizt,.. - Lhen W is invertible. Suppose
w1t = (Ci,a)~

Denote p;(z) = P;Z‘A(z,wi) and ¢; = ¥, i = 1,--- K. Since J is prime, by Theorem
[R.3l and Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz, each p; is a polynomial in J™. Denote Ny the upper bound
of the degrees of the canonical defining functions of A, as in Theorem 8.3 Then we have
degp; < mNy. Set N = mN,. Let

)2,
72 = 3 (= Gy et ™ Fuo puIh),

«
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then
PO = (= G e b o) E o ()
= > aall L (pul2), wi) Fa 0 u(2)ku(z)
- Z Z Ci,aw_fpﬁ 0 u(2)Fo 0 u(2)ku(2).
and "

S nfi(2) = 3NN caw! Dy 0 pu(2)Fa o pu(2)hu(2)
i a B i
= Z Z 5a,ﬁpﬁ 0 0u(2)Fa 0 pu(2)ku(z)
a B

= Z ]5,1 0 pu(2)Fy 0 wu(2)ky(2).

From this it is easy to see that the functions p; and f; satisfy inequalities (i) and (ii).

For each ( € AN 0B, we have found a neighborhood U; := U such that for any u € U, we
have a decomposition with the stated properties. By compactness, we can cover A N JB,, by
finitely many such neighborhoods. This proves (1).

Next we prove (2). Suppose v € B,, and (v, A) > 5s'log2. By Lemma 5.1l (2), F) = E!; C
D(v,4s" log?2). Let £ € A be a point such that 5(v,£) = 5(v, A). Since

B(¢5(U)70> = ﬁ(v,g) = B(U,A) > 5 log 2.
by Lemma 2.17] (2)’
1 o ‘805(’1)”2 S 46_26(5’U) < 2—103’4_2.

By [19, 2.2.7], the Euclidean diameter of D(p¢(v),4s' log?2) do not exceed 27%. Since ¢ (F!) C
we(D(v,45'10g2)) = D(pe(v), 4s'log 2), the Euclidean diameter of ¢ (F’) do not exceed 2.

Also, we can assume that v is close enough to 0B,, (equivalently, k is large enough) so that
¢ is a regular point of A. A simple computation (cf. [21] Lemma 3.12) shows that pg(v) is
perpendicular to Tope(A) = @e(Te A+ &) (cf. [19, Proposition 2.4.2]).

Let 6 > 0 be a sufficiently small constant to be determined later. Suppose ( € AN JB,,. In
the proof of (1), we have constructed an open neighborhood U of ¢ and an open subset W in
C"~4 such that for any v € U N A and any w € W,

ww(z) — Pi“’“'A(Z’w)
PWu|A (Zv w)
is non-vanishing on Us, where Us is another open neighborhood of (. Here the canonical defining
functions are constructed based on the basis {€, 1, - , €y} as in the proof of (1). For v close
enough to ¢ we can assume that v € U and F] C Uy. Thus by shrinking U we will have that
1 (z) is non-vanishing on F; for any v € U.

Notice that although W depends on our choice of §, from the proof of Theorem (which

is used in the proof of (1)), by shrinking the set U, we can always ensure that the volume of

II(W) is greater than half of the volume of P,_; ;. Here I denotes the canonical map from
C*N\{0} to Pp_g1.
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On the other hand, from the previous argument, we know that the Euclidean diameter of
@e(F") is less than 27| ¢¢(v) is perpendicular to @e (T A+€), and that 1—|pe(v)]? < de™28EY) <
210542 By Lemmas @.4] and our construction in (1), for v close enough to 9B, we will
have

dist 7 (pe(A) N D(0,5slog2), Le N D(0,5slog2)) < 20.

Denote W) = {w € C"~% ; pwé‘%w(z, w) is non-vanishing on ¢ (F))}. For s’ large enough and
0 small enough, we will have that the volume of II(W)) is greater than half of the volume of
P,_4_1. Choose such a 4. Then W N W), is non-empty. Choose a wg € W NW,;. Let U be
the open neighborhood of ¢ determined by ¢. Then for any v € U, by (6.11]) and the fact that

Pr.| 4 (z,w0)
) Pﬂ;A(z,wo)
on Fy. Thus Pr,ja(z,wp) is non-vanishing on F,. By Theorem and Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz,
Pr,14(2,w0) is a polynomial of degree less than N in J. Thus p = P (2,wg) € J™ is non-

Tela
vanishing on F) and degp < N. This proves (2).

wo € Wh, Pr 4 (z,wp) is non-vanishing on F. Since wy € W is also non-vanishing

O
We are ready to prove Lemma [6.1]

Proof of Lemma [6.1]. Notice that the varieties Z; are disjoint in a neighborhood of dB,,. If
¢ € Z; N 0B, then for each i # j, there exists p; € I]"™ such that p;({) # 0. Thus for each
¢ € Z; N 0B, we can find a neighborhood V; and k — 1 polynomials p; € I, i # j such that
p; are non-vanishing on V.. Choose finitely many open sets V; that cover Z N 0B,,. Suppose
F, C V¢, where ( € Z; N 0OB,,. For f € I, let P, f; be the functions constructed in Lemma [6.5]
for I ]m ?. Then we can simply replace P, with pIl,;p; and f; with HZ;Z . This proves (1). The
proof for (2) is similar. O

We are ready to prove Theorem [4.1]

Proof of Theorem [{.1]. For any ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, let C' be the constant in Lemma
Choose Ry > 0 so that Ce}, 5 < e. Let {E,}uer, {E }verr, {Futuer, {Fi}ver be
determined by R as in Section Bl Let K, N be the positive integers in Lemma Let
6 = V1 —272mE+D Finally, let {E;} = {Eutuetis ey U {E’I/)}UEUk>10K£;€' The polynomials p;;
will be the corresponding polynomials in Lemma .1l The conditions (1) and (2) in Hypothesis
1 follow from Lemma [5.1], where we take M = 213 The conditions (3) and (4)(i)(ii)(iv)
follow from Lemma Bl By Lemma 511 (2), (1 — |A|?) is comparable to (1 — |u|?) for A € F,
and (1 — |\|?) is comparable to (1 — |[v]|*) for A € F!. From this, condition (4)(iii) follows
immediately.

Therefore I satisfies Hypothesis 1. The rest of the theorem follow from Theorem [3.4l This
completes the proof. O

7. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we have provided a unified proof for most known results of the Arveson-
Douglas Conjecture. In fact, we have proved the stronger result that the submodules under our
consideration have the asymptotic stable division property. We raise the following question.

Question: Suppose [ is an ideal in C|zy,---,z,]. Find sufficient conditions for I to have
the asymptotic stable division property. Find sufficient conditions for I to have the asymptotic
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stable division property with generating elements {h;} being polynomials of uniformly bounded
degrees.

By Theorem [3.2] a positive result on this question will lead to a positive result of the Arveson-
Douglas Conjecture. We would also like to explore other applications of the asymptotic stable
division property, for example, in index theory.

The techniques we have developed in this paper are aimed at getting more general results.
For the next step, we plan to consider the following examples.

(1) Arbitrary union of smooth, transversal varieties.
(2) Varieties with certain type of singular points on dB,. For example, singular points ¢
with tangent cones being linear subspaces. This will cover the classic example of singular
point, 27 = 23 at 0.
Tools, for example, from [6] and [I8] can be useful.
We will also use the techniques to study the Arveson-Douglas Conjecture in connection
with the L?-extension problem [25]. The covering constructed in Section [l can be useful in
constructing a holomorphic extension.

8. APPENDIX

For an algebraic set A C C" with pure dimension, we can show that the functions P, and
P, o in Definition are polynomials in z and @ := (Wp41,--- ,W,). Let us first consider a
simple case.

Lemma 8.1. Suppose A C C" is an algebraic set of pure dimension n — 1, and suppose
T A=C" e 2 = (2,0, 20m)
is proper. Then Pr(z,w) and Py (2) are polynomials in z and w.

Proof. In this case, there is only one canonical defining function. If 7 is k-sheeted, then o = k,
and

P.(z,w,) = Pmk(z)u_)k.

It suffices to show that P ; is a polynomial. By definition, Py is the Weierstrass polynomial
determined by 7.

The algebraic set A decomposes into finitely many irreducible algebraic sets. It is easy to see
that Py is just the product of the canonical defining functions of the irreducible components.
Without loss of generality, we can assume A is itself irreducible.

By [16, Proposition 1.13], there is an irreducible polynomial Q(z) such that A = Z(Q).
Clearly deg, @ > k. Write [ = deg, @ and write () as a polynomial in 2, with coefficients in
Clzr, -+ 2n1l,

Q(2) = @(2)z, + -+
Consider the set
B={z€eA:q(2)=0, or 9,Q(z) = 0}.
7(B) is the set of points 2/ € C"~! such that Q(2,-) do not have [ distinct simple roots. Since

@) is irreducible, B is an analytic subset of dimension < n — 2. By [6l Proposition 3.3.2],
7(B) € C"! is an analytic subset of dimension < n — 2. Thus C" P\ (B) is dense in C"~1.
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If | > k, for any 2/ € C"'\n(B), 7~'(2/) contains [ > k distinct points, a contradiction. Thus
deg, Q = k. Also, if deg g, > 0, then for 2’ ¢ o, comparing the two polynomials in z,,

Q' 20) = qu(2) 2y + -+
and
Pri(?,20) = (20 — a1(2')) -+ (20 — an(?))
we get Q(2, 2n) = qu(2)Pri(?',2,), 2/ ¢ 0,2, € C. Since o is nowhere dense, ) = qxPr .
But then if gz(2') = 0 at some 2/, we will have infinitely many points on the fiber 771(2), a

contradiction. Thus ¢, is a constant. Without loss of generality, we assume ¢, = 1. Then
P = @ is a polynomial. This completes the proof. 0

Lemma 8.2. For any open set U C B,, and any finite collection of indezes
Fc{a=(ay, - ,a,):a; € N}

let K = #F. Then there exists K distinct points {w;}*_, in U such that the vectors {(w®)aer } <,
in CX are linearly independent.

Proof. Let
L = span{(w)aer : w € U}.

It suffices to show that L = CX. Otherwise, choose a non-zero vector (a,)acr that is perpen-
dicular with L. Define
flw) = Z Aqw®.

acF
Then f is a analytic polynomial that vanishes on the open set U. Therefore f is identically
zero. So a, = 0,Va € I, a contradiction. This completes the proof. O

Theorem 8.3. Suppose A C C" is an algebraic set of pure dimension p. Suppose the projection
T:A=Clz 2 = (21, ,2)

is proper. Then the functions Pr(z,w) and P, ,(z) are polynomials in z and w. Moreover,
there exists a positive integer N, depending only on A, such that for any choice of basis and
any proper projection , the degrees of P(z,w) (in z) and Py, are less than N.

Proof. Let o C CP be the critical set of w. Suppose 7 is k-sheeted. Fix any 2z’ ¢ o, we have
712 ={(Z,a1()), -, (2, ar(2")}, where {a;(2'), - ,ax(2’)} are k distinct points in C* 7.
The set

W= {w e C"?:(a(¢),w), -, {ap(2'),w) are distinct at least for one 2’ € U'},
is open in C"7?. Fix any w € W. Consider the projections
Tw: A — CPT 2 (7, (2", w))
and
7 me(A) C CPT— CP, (2, (2" w)) — 2.
Then 7 = n, o m,. By [6, 3.1 (2)], both 7, and «/, are proper maps. By [0, Theorem 3.2,
Proposition 3.3.2], m,(A) is a pure algebraic set in C?™! of dimension p, and 7/, is a k-sheeted

analytic cover. By Lemma Bl Py ((2/,\),€) is a polynomial in 2/, A and . Also, from the
proofs of [6, Theorem 3.2, Proposition 3.3.2], the degree (in (2, X)) of Py ((2',A),£) has a upper
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bound determined by any set of generators of the ideal {p € Clzy,- -, 2,] : p|a = 0}, which we
denote by N. Checking by definition, we have the equation

Pr(z,w) = Pu ((Z, (", w)),1).

w

Thus for any w € W, P,(z,w) is a polynomial in z and deg, Py(z,w) < N. Fix an order of the
set I' = {& = (pt1,- -+ ,an) @ |a| =k}, and let K = #['. By Lemma B.2] we can choose K
distinct points {w; 1<, C W such that the K x K matrix W = (w? )aer"] 1.k 18 invertible.
From the equations
(2, w;) ZPWQ ¢ Jj=1--,K,
acl

we can solve Pr, as linear combinations of {P,(z,w,) le. Thus Py, are polynomials in z,
and then P, (z,w) is a polynomial in z and w. Moreover, deg, Pr(z,w) < N, deg Py (z) < N.
This completes the proof. O

Let PP, denote the n-dimensional complex projective space. Then C" can be viewed as a
subset of P, via the natural embedding

Cn_)Pna (Zla"'azn)’_)[lazla'”azn]'

For any algebraic set A C C", its closure Ain P, is an analytic subset of P,,. For a p-dimensional
linear space L. C C", L is a p-dimensional linear space in P,,. Its orthogonal complement in P,
is of dimension n —p — 1.

T ={lz0,- 2l (20,5 20) L (1Lw),we L},
We have the following lemma [6], 7.3].

Lemma 8.4. Let A be a pure p-dimensional projective algebraic set in P, and let L C P, be
a complex n — p — 1-dimensional plane not intersecting A. Then the projection m: A — L+ is
proper.

The following theorem will be used in the proof of Theorem (4.1

Theorem 8.5. Suppose A C C"™ is an algebraic set of pure dimension p < n and 0 € A.
Assume the following.

(1) Denote L = {(2/,0) : 2/ € C*} C C" and suppose I NA=0. Therefore if we denote
7:C" = CP, 2 2 := (21, -+ ,2), then w|4 is proper.
(2) U =U" xU", where 0 € U' C C? and 0 € U" C C"P are open sets. m|any is also
proper. Moreover, m=1(0) N ANU = {0}.
Then there ezist open sets 0 € U] C U', 0 € Uy C U”, an open neighborhood U of the n x n
identity matrix I, in U(n), and an open set W C C"™P with the following properties. Denote
Uy = U xU'. For anyl € U, the projections |yay and |y, are proper. Moreover, for
any w € W, the function
P

Pr

\z(A)(z’ w)

ww(z> =

s non-vanishing and holomorphic in Uy.

licaynu, (Z> w)

Proof. Since 7|4 is proper, we know that 7=1(0) N A consists of finitely many points. Suppose

(71 (0) N AN{(0,0)} = {(0, 1), -+, (0,ax)},
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where a; € C"P. Take an open set W C C" P whose closure is contained in the open set
{w € C"?: (a;,w) # 0}. We can find open neighborhoods a; € V; C C" 7, 0 € U/ C C"P
such that

AN=2"w)y#£0, Vi,V\eV, V" e U YweW.
We claim that there exist an open neighborhood U of I,,x,, in U(n) and an open set 0 € U; C U’
with the following property. Denote Uy = U] x Uy. Then 7|4y and 7|y, are proper.
Moreover,

LU NI(A) c U U (UU1 X V)

By assumption, T nA= (). Therefore we can find an open neighborhood U of I,,«,, in U(n) such

that VI € U, l—l(L)L N A = . Thus the projection from A onto [=*(L) is proper. Equivalently,
7|ycay is proper. Also, by the proof of [6, Theorem 7.4.2], A is contained in the union of a ball
B:={z: |z] < R} and a cone K := {z: |2"| < C|#|}.

On the other hand, by [6, Corollary 4.2], we can take U} small enough so that

HUHNAC (UyxUY) (Uszv)

If we shrink U, we can ensure that Vi € U, [7'7~'(U})\B is outside the cone K. Then
[7'7=Y(Us) N A C B. Then if we shrink U again, we can find 0 € U] C U} so that VI € U,
[7'7z=Y(U}) N B C #~'(U}). Thus

T (U)nA=1""7"U)NBNnACa  (Uy)NAC (Uyx U (U Uj x V)
If we replace the right hand side with a compact neighborhood N of AN 7~(U]) contained in
(Us x U}) U (Uf:1 Ul x Vi), then the same method will give us ["'7=1(U]) N A € N. Then

we can shrink U again to ensure [((N) C (U} x U}') U (Ule Ul x Vi). Then we have VI € U,

U NIA) C (Uyx Uy U (UU’ m)
Then obviously,
k
U AUA) € (U] x U (U i),

This proves our claim.
The open sets Uy and V; can be chosen to be disjoint. By [6, 3.1 (3)], 7|;a)n0,
Let 2" € U] be outside the critical sets of both projections. Then

71-_1(2/) N Z(A) = {(2,7 bl(zl))> T (2/7 bl(zl)); (Z,> al(zl))> T (ZI? ak(zl))}
Here b;(2") € UY, a;(2') € U;V;. By definition, for z € U; and w € W,
PW|1(A)(Z7 w) = Hé’:l <Z// - bj(z/)v w) X H?zl <Z// - aj(zl>7 w) = P7T|l(A)nU1 (Zv w) X ww(z>v

is also proper.



40

where

Yu(2) = TG (2" = a;(2), w).
From our construction, it is straightforward that 1, is non-vanishing on U;. This completes
the proof. O

Theorem 8.6. Suppose A is a p-dimensional irreducible affine algebraic set in C* and 0 € A.
Assume that A € er. Let

={L e G(p,n):e, € L}
and L

={LegG,: L NnA=10}.
Here G(p,n) is the Grassmannian. Then G, is a dense open set in G,. Equivalently, let

U, ={leU(n—1):span{l(e)), - ,l(e,_1),en} € Gu}.

Then U, is dense in U(n —1).

Proof. The two statements are clearly equivalent. Let us prove the first statement. Consider
the canonical projection.

1T : C"H\{O} — Pu, (20,21, 5 2n) 7 [20, 215000 5 20

For L € G(p,n), denote L = IT"'(L )U{O} and A =TI"1(4 )U{O} Then I~ NA = 0 if and
only if LN A = {0}. Since A is irreducible and has dimension p, A is a homogeneous irreducible
algebraic set of dimension p + 1. L is a linear subspace of dimension n — p. The condition that
e, € Lis equlvalent to that L C L,, := =el C C"L Let A, = ANL,. Then L € G, if and only
if L C L, and LN A, = {0}.

We claim that dim A, < p. Otherwise, dim A, = p + 1. Since A is irreducible, it cannot
properly contain any algebraic set of the same dimension. So A = A,, and therefore A C L,.
However, this implies that A = AN C" ¢ I(A\{0})NnC* C T(L,\{0})NC" = ¢-. A
contradiction. Thus dim A <np.

Assume L C L,. Both L and A,, are homogeneous varieties in L,, = C". Thus LN A, = {0}
if and only if their preimages in ,_; do not intersect. The preimages of the two varieties have
dimension n — p — 1, < p — 1, respectively. Thus the set of L C L,, not intersecting A form a
dense open sent in G(n — p,n). From this it is easy to see that G, is a dense open set in G,,.

This completes our proof.
O
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