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Abstract

This paper is a collection of fundamental results for the study of polynomial
rings P°(C") where the m-th degree polynomials have exponents restricted to
mS, where S C R’! is compact, convex and 0 € S. We study the relation-
ship between P°(C") and the class £5(C") of global plurisubharmonic functions
where the growth is determined by the logarithmic supporting function of S. We
present properties of their respective weighted extremal functions @f(’ q and Vfg’ q
in connection with properties of .S. Our ambition is to give detailed proofs with
minimal assumptions of all results, thus creating a self-contained exposition.
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1 Introduction

Approximation theory deals with problems of determining whether a given function in
some prescribed function space can be approximated by functions in a certain subspace.
The theorems of Runge and Mergelyan are prototypes of results from approximation
theory. The Runge theorem states that every function f holomorphic in some neigh-
borhood of a simply connected compact subset K of C can be approximated in the
uniform norm || - || on K by polynomials and the Mergelyan theorem states that it is
enough to assume that f is continuous on K and holomorphic in the interior of K.
Quantitative approximation theory deals with problems of relating properties of the
given function f to the error in approximation which is usually measured as the distance
from f to a certain finite dimensional subspaces of the approximating subspace. The
Bernstein-Walsh theorem is a prototype of a result from quantitative approximation
theory. It states that a holomorphic function f defined in some neighborhood of a
compact simply connected K C C extends as a holomorphic function to the sublevel
set {z € C; go\x(2,00) < log R} if and only if limy, o0 din(f, K)V/™ < 1/R, where
R > 1, go\k (-, 00) is the Green function of C\ K with logarithmic pole at oo, dy,(f, K)
is the distance from f to the space P,,(C) of all polynomials of degree < m with respect
to the uniform norm on K, and it is assumed that the domain C\ K is regular for the
Dirichlet problem in the sense that gc\x (-, 00) vanishes at the boundary of K.
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The Runge theorem is generalized to several variables where simple connectedness
of K generalizes as polynomial convexity. This generalization is usually called the
Oka-Weil theorem. There only exist fragmentary, but interesting, results generalizing
the Mergelyan theorem to several complex variables. See Levenberg [20].

The origin of the subject of the present paper is the generalization by Siciak [30]
of the Bernstein-Walsh theorem. There he introduced the extremal function & =
lim,, o0 @i m, Where ®p,, = sup{|p|"/™; p € Pn(C"),|pllx < 1} and P,,(C") is
the space of all polynomials of degree < m. In his work log ®x plays the role of
go\x (-, 00) and the regularity condition at 0K is that ®j(z) = lime,, Px(¢) < 1
for every z € OK. Siciak’s paper is a seminal work on the understanding of the
interrelation between quantitative approximation theory in several complex variables
and pluripotential theory. He studied this subject further in many of his works, for
example [3T], B2, [33] 34]. See also Bloom’s Appendix B in the monograph by Saff and
Totik [28].

We will systematically work with subspaces of the polynomial space P(C") in n
variables. For every non-empty bounded subset S of R} we let P3 (C™) denote the space
of all polynomials p which can be written on the form p(z) = Zae(mS)ﬁN" anz®, z € C",
and let P(C") = U, ,cn P (C™"). The standard simplex ¥ = ch{0, ey, ...,e,}, where
ch A denotes the convex hull of a set A and (ey,...,e,) is the standard basis in R",
yields the standard grading of polynomials of degree < m, that is P (C") = P,,(C"). If
S is a compact convex set in R with 0 € S then the space P*(C") forms a polynomial
ring where the degree of a polynomial p is the minimal m € N such that p € P2 (C").

The polynomial spaces P2 (C") appear in Shiffman-Zelditch [29] with S as an in-
tegral polytope and later in Bayraktar [4] as sparse polynomials. These polynomial
classes and their relation to pluripotential theory have been studied by Bloom, Leven-
berg and their collaborators |1, 2, 3, 4, (5] 6] [7, 8l 10, 11} 12, 13, 21], 25]. Unfortunately,
in some of these papers there are false results stated that we have not seen corrected.
We point them out and correct them as far as we can.

In Section 2 we define the Siciak function with respect to S, E, and g for every
function ¢: E — RU {400} on a subset E of C" by &%, , = limy, o %, ,,, where

(I)%,q,m = Sup{|p|1/m; pE Pi(@n)’ HpeiquE < 1}7 m=1,2,3,....

We drop S in the superscript if S = X and ¢ in the subscript if ¢ = 0. The grad-
ing of the polynomial classes P2 (C") implies that for every z € C" the sequence

(— log (@%gm(z))m)mew is subadditive and a lemma by Fekete implies that

S
E,qm

S

= sup @E,q’m

¢p = lim @

’ m—00 meN*
without any restriction on S or ¢. This was first proved by Siciak [30, Theorem 6.1]
for S = X. For the reader’s convenience we prove the Fekete Lemma [2.3] because
ingredients from the proof are needed in the proof of Proposition 2.2] where it is shown
that the convergence is uniform on a compact subset X, if ¢ is bounded below on E
and @%7 o 1s continuous on X. This statement on uniform convergence appears in many
arguments in pluripotential theory. See for example Bloom and Shiffman [12, Lemma
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3.2|, Bayraktar [T, 4, Theorem 2.10] and Bayraktar, Hussung, Levenberg and Perera
[8, Theorem 1.1]. The statements on uniform convergence in these papers all follow
directly from Proposition under the conditions that S is compact and convex with
0 € S and ¢ is bounded below.

In Section [] we introduce the logarithmic supporting function Hg of S and the
Lelong class with respect to S. The function Hg is defined on C*™ as the supporting
function ¢g of S, vg(§) = sup,eg (s,§), £ € R, in logarithmic coordinates extended
to C" \ C*™ as an upper semicontinuous function and the Lelong class £5(C") with
respect to S is defined as the set of all u € PSH(C") satistying u < ¢, + Hg, where ¢,
is a constant only depending on u and PSH(X) denotes the set of plurisubharmonic
functions on an open set X C C". We have Hyx(z) = log" ||2||cs, which implies that
L*(C") is equal to the Lelong class £(C").

What values Hg takes at points on the coordinate hyperplanes C™ \ C** is opaque
from its definition itself, but Proposition 3.3 provides an explicit formula. Additionally,
this formula shows that the zero set N'(Hg) of Hg may very well be unbounded. We
prove in Proposition B.4l that Hg extends from C*" as a continuous plurisubharmonic
function on C™.

The usual grading of the polynomials can be characterized by growth, and so is
also the case for P9(C"). It is clear that if p € P3(C") then |p| < Cpefls for some
constant C), > 0. In Theorem we prove a Liouville type theorem which states that
if f € O(Cn) satisfies a growth estimate |f(z)] < C(1 + |z])%™ 5 for some C' > 0
and some a > 0 strictly less than the distance from m.S to N" \ m.S in L'-norm, then
f € Pu(C).

In Section 4l we define the Siciak-Zakharyuta function

Vi, =sup{u;ue L(C"), ulp < q}

with respect to S and any ¢q: £ — RU {400} on a subset £ of C". We drop S in the
superscript if S = ¥ and ¢ in the subscript if ¢ = 0. By Klimek [19, Example 5.1.1]
Vic(z) = log™(||z — a|/r) for any norm || - || and K = {2 € C"; ||z —a| < 7}, r > 0,
the closed ball in || - || with center a and radius r. These classical examples can not be
generalized for V2 for the simple reason that the Lelong class £°(C") with respect to
S does not need to be translation invariant. We prove in Proposition that V5 = Hg
for any subset E of C" such that T* C E C N (Hg), where T denotes the unit circle
in C and N (Hg) the zero set of Hg. This is a generalization of Bayraktar [4, Example
2.3].

We introduce admissible weights in Definition [1.4] where we follow Bloom [28 Ap-
pendix B] with the natural generalization for the Lelong classes with respect to S given
in Bayraktar, Bloom, and Levenberg [6]. In Proposition we prove that for every
compact convex S C R?} with 0 € S and admissible weight ¢ on a closed subset F
the upper regularization Vg’; of ng is in £5(C"), the set of u € L£L5(C") such that
Hg — ¢, < u for some constant ¢,.

It is a fundamental problem to characterize those S and admissible weights ¢ for
which Vﬁ g = log (I)%q' The classical Siciak-Zakharyuta theorem states that Vi =



log @, for every compact subset K of C", see [19, Theorem 5.1.7|. It was first proved
by Zakharyuta [38] and generalized to Vi, = log @, for continuous ¢ on a compact
K by Siciak [31, Theorem 4.12|. Magnusson, Sigurdardottir, and Sigurdsson [22] prove
that for every compact and convex S C R’ with 0 € S and every admissible weight ¢
on a closed E C C", the equation Vg logCD holds on C*" if and only if S N Q"
is dense in S. In the case when VS is lower semlcontmuous equality holds on C". In
Proposition .7 we show that if S N Q" is not dense in S, then VS + log(IJ for any
admissible weight ¢ on a closed set £ C C". Magniisson, Slgurésson and Snorrason [23]
prove a generalization of the Bernstein-Walsh-Siciak theorem to the weighted setting
with approximation by polynomials from the polynomial ring P(C").

In Section Bl we study regularity of VE .- We introduce a regularization operator Rs
that preserves the class £5(C") and has the property that Rsu € C>®(C**) N L%(C")
for every u € £5(C") and Rsu N\, u as 6 N\, 0. This property enables us to prove
in Proposition [5.4] that Vliq is lower semicontinuous on C** for every S and every
admissible weight ¢ on a compact set K. It is crucial to know if the upper regularization
Vi of V3 |, satisfies V2% < g on K, for then Vg’; = V3, and Vg’q is continuous at every
pomt where it is lower semlcontmuous.

It is a natural question to ask under which conditions on S the class £%(C") is
preserved under the standard method for regularization of plurisubharmonic functions,
that is convolution u +— wu * 1, where ¢ € C§°(C") with ¢ > 0, and an YdA =1. In
Theorem (.8 we prove that £5(C") is preserved under convolution if and only if S is
a lower set, which says that the cube C5 = [0, s1] X -+ x [0, s,,] is contained in S for
every s € S. This is a complete answer to a question raised by Bayraktar, Hussung,
Levenberg, and Perera [8, Section 2].

In Section B we consider an equilibrium measure pf = (ddCng;)n for Vigr. We
prove in Theorem that its support is located where V[‘?Z > ¢ and in Theorem we
prove that its total mass is pi3, ,(C") = (2m)"n! vol(S) where vol denotes the euclidean
volume. See also Bayraktar [4, Proposition 2.7] and Rashkovskii [26, Section 3].

In Section [1 we return to the problem of characterizing the classes P2 (C") by
growth properties we started in Theorem Our main result, Theorem [[.2] is that
every entire function f in the weighted L*-space L?(C™, 1)) consisting of all measurable
functions which are square integrable with respect to the Lebesgue measure A on C"
with weight e”¥ and ¢ = 2mHs + alog(1 + | - [*) is a polynomial in P (C"), where
Sr is the I-hull of S defined by Sp = {z € R™ 5 (x,€) < ¢s(§),V€ € T'} for a certain
cone I' C R™. Bayraktar, Hussung, Levenberg, and Perera [8, Proposition 4.3 claim
that f € P3(C") for any polytope S and a sufficiently small. Example [7.4 shows that
their claim is false even if S is a polytope containing a neighborhood of 0 in R’}. The
Siciak-Zakharyuta type theorem [8, Theorem 1.1] does not have a sound proof as it is
based on their Proposition 4.3. As far as we can see the proof is only valid if S is a
lower set.

In Section [8 we continue the discussion in Perera [25] and show that for any poly-
nomial map f: C* — C* and any compact convex 0 € S C C", there is a canonical
minimal choice of S” such that f*: P3(C") — P5'(C*) is well-defined for all m € N
and f*: L5(C") — £%(C') is well-defined. In the case when ¢ = n we show when such



pullbacks are bijective.

Snorrason [36] generalized the Siciak product formula, Siciak [30, B1] and Klimek
[19, Theorem 5.1.8]. He shows in Corollary 1.3, that the generalization of Bos and
Levenberg [13] of Siciak’s product formula only holds for lower sets. This shows that
both Levenberg and Perera [21, Proposition 1.3], and Nguyen Quang Dieu and Tang
Van Long [24, Theorem 1.3] do not hold. The error in both the papers is the same,
the authors implicitly assume that pg(§) = ¢s(¢7) holds for every & € R™, where
f;r = max{0,&,}, but in Theorem [£.§ we prove that this identity holds if and only
if S is a lower set. In [36, Section 5| Snorrason shows that the sublevel sets of V2
are not convex in general. This contradicts Nguyen Quang Dieu and Tang Van Long
[24, Theorem 1.2| where they claim that for every convex body S and every compact
convex K C C" the sublevel sets of V2 are convex. All these mistakes showed us
the importance of a careful study of the values of Hg near points on the union of the
coordinate hyperplanes as we have done in Propositions [3.3] and 3.4l
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2 Weighted polynomial classes and Siciak functions

Let S be a bounded subset of R} = {# € R"z; > 0forall j = 1,...,n}. For every
m € N we associate to S the space P2 (C") of all polynomials in n complex variables
of the form

(2.1) p(z) = Z an 2", z e C",

ac(mS)NN?

with the standard multi-index notation and let P*(C") = J,,cy Poy(C™). If S is the
standard simplex ¥ = ch{0,ey,...,e,}, then the space P=(C") consists of all poly-
nomials of degree < m, which we denote by P,,(C"). We let P(C") = |J,,cn Pm(C")
denote the space of all polynomials in n complex variables.

Assume now that S is a compact convex subset of R with 0 € S. If a € j5 and
B € kS for some j, k € N*, say a = ja and § = kb with a,b € S, then convexity of S
gives a4+ 8= (j + k)((1L — N)a+ Ab) € (j + k)S, where A = k/(j + k) € [0,1]. Thus,
2228 € 73]5 " :(C") and by taking linear combinations of products of monomials we get

(2.2) P;(CMP(C) € Py(Ch).

J
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This tells us that P5(C") is a subring of P(C"). For every p € P°(C") we define the
S-degree deg®(p) of p as the infimum over m for which p € PS5 (C"). We have

(2.3) degs(lh +po) < max{degs(pl), degs(pz)},
(2.4) deg®(p1p2) < deg®(p1) + deg®(p).

Equality does not hold in general in either of these inequalities.

Definition 2.1 Let S C R be a compact convex set, 0 € S, and ¢: E — R U {+00}
be a function on £ C C". Form € N* = {1,2,3,...} the m-th Siciak extremal function
with respect to S, E, and q is defined by

O gm(2) = sup{|p(2)|V™; p € PR(C"), llpe ™|z <1},  zeC",

the Siciak extremal function with respect to S, E, and q is defined by

dp (2) = lim ®% . (2), z e C".

m—00 B.qm
We drop S in the superscripts if S = X and ¢ in the subscripts if ¢ = 0. Note that the
family {p € P3(C"); ||pe ™|z < 1} is never empty since it always contains the zero
polynomial. Furthermore, we define CD%,%O =1.

Observe that our definition of @%qum deviates from the original definition of Siciak
[30], which is (%

E7q7m)m in our notation. We have that @%m @%ﬂ,m are lower semicon-
tinuous on C™ for m = 1,2,3,..., for all these functions are suprema of continuous
functions.

If ¢ is bounded below, say by the real number ¢y, then the constant polynomial
p(z) = ™ is in PS(C") and |[pe ™| = ||e7™®)||5 < 1. Hence, it follows that
DF 4 m(2) = e® for every z € C" and m € N*.

Proposition 2.2 Let S C R’ be a compact convex set with 0 € S, £ C C", and
q: B — RU {40} be a function. Then for j, k =1,2,3,...

| . - )
(2.5) (2545(2) (Phga(2)” < (Ppggun(2)”,  2€C
and

(2:6) Ppo(2) = lim @p, () = sup By, (), 2 € C™

If q is bounded below and @%7(1 is continuous on some compact subset X of C", then
the convergence is uniform on X.

We need ingredients from the proof from Tsuji [37, Lemma after Theorem I11.25 on
page 73|

Lemma 2.3 (Fekete lemma) Let (a,,)men+ be a subadditive real sequence, that is

ajrr < a;+ay for j,k=1,2,3,.... Then lim a,,/m = irif1 Ay [T
m—00 m>
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Proof: Denote the infimum of a,,/m by « and take 8 € R such that —co < a < .
Then there exists j € N* such that a;/j < . Every m > j can be written as
m = sj + r for some s, € N with s > 1 and 0 < r < j. By assumption, we have
am < ag; + a, < sa; + a,, SO

maXy<; Ay

Om sa; + ay B
m = m 6(1 r/m) + m

(2.7)
which implies lim a,,/m < . Since 3 is arbitrary we have
m—0o0

lim a,,/m < 1nf am/m < lim a,,/m.
m=—r00 M—00

Hence, the limit (possibly —oo) exists and the equality holds. U

Proof of Proposition Take p; € P7(C") with |[pje™||g < 1 and p, € P (C)
with ||pre ||z < 1. Then |p;pre=U+*9||p < 1 and [22) implies p;py € P+k(C")
Hence, |p;(2)pi(z)] < (CD%,q,ijk(z))ﬁk. By taking supremum over p; and p; (2.3)
follows. By (23] the sequence defined by a,, = — log (@% am(Z z))"™ is subadditive for
every z, so (2.6)) follows from Lemma 2.3

Assume now that ¢ > ¢y for some ¢y € R and that ®%, 4 1s continuous on X. By
the discussion after Definition 2T] we have ®% = > e®. Since ®% , = sup,,>; P,
it follows by a simple compactness argument that it is sufficient to show that for every
20 € X and every € > 0 there exists 6 > 0 and k € N* both depending on 2, and ¢
such that
(2.8) D3 (2) = PF ,m(2) <, 2 € B(z,0)NX, m>k.

7qm

Let ¢ = supy (ID% and Choose v > 0 such that ¢(1 —e™7) < 6 and 7 € N* so large
that ®% (z0) — (P%qj(zo) < e. Since @}, is continuous on X and ®F . is lower
semlcontlnuous on C", there ex1sts 0 > 0 such that for all z € B(zp,) N X we have

@%7(1(2') — @%vq(zo) < ie and CIDqu( 29) — <I>§E7q7j(z) < ie.
The three estimates imply

(2.9) CID%q(z) — ®p,i(2) < 3¢, z € B(z0,0) N X,

and (2.8)) follows from (2.9)) if we can prove that there exists k£ > j such that

(2.10) 7 (2) — @%qm( ) < CID%q(z) — @y, i(2) + 1, ze€ X, m>k.
For every z € C" the sequence a,, = —log (9% ,,(2))" is subadditive. By (Z7) we

have for every m > j written as m = sj +r with s € N* and r € N with 0 <r < 7 that

—sjlog ® rlog ®©
logq)Eqm( )S j g Eq_]( ) g Eqr( )7 ZE(Cn
m




We have sj/m = 1 —r/m, —log®% (2) > —logc for every z € X, and that
log @, .(2) > qo for every z € C", so

_Tlogq)Eq]( )+Tlogq)Eqr< )

l0g @ g m(2) > log O 5(2) +

m
jlog(c/e®)
> log® — X.
og qu( z) — — , z €
We choose k > j so large that jlog(c/e®)/k <~. Then ®%, () > @3 .(z)e”” and

(I)%q( ) (I)S ( )<(I>%q( ) (I)%q]( )+(I)Eq]( )(1_677)

E.qm
for every z € X and m > k. Since @3, ;(2) < ¢ for every z € X and ¢(1 —e™7) < 3¢
the estimate (2.10) holds. O

3 The Lelong class with respect to a convex set

Let us begin by setting some notation for the sequel. We denote by H(X), SH(X),
PSH(X), O(X), LSC(X), and USC(X) the classes of harmonic and subharmonic
functions on a domain X in C, plurisubharmonic and holomorphic functions on a com-
plex manifold X, and lower and upper semicontinuous functions on a topological space
X, respectively. We define the coordinate-wise logarithm of the modulus, exponential
function, and positive part, by

Log: C™" — R", Log(z) = (log|z1],...,log|zal), zeC™m,
Exp: R" = R?, Exp(¢) =" = (e,...,¢"), £ e R,
TR RE, = (E L6, & =max{g;, 00 (ER™

We let D denote the unit disc and T the unit circle in C. The Lelong class £(C") is
the set of all u € PSH(C") such that for some constant ¢, depending on u we have

u(z) < ¢y +1og™ [12]| 0o, zeC"

It is clear that log™ || - || can be replaced by log™ || - || or log(1 + || - ||) for any norm

| - || on C™.

Definition 3.1 For every compact subset of R? with 0 € S we define the supporting
function of S as

() = sup(s, x), r € R",
seS

and the logarithmic supporting function of S as the function Hg: C* — R, defined on
C*" by

Hs(z) = (ps o Log)(z) = max (s1log|z1| + -+ - + sn1og |zn]), zeC™,
and extended to C™\ C** by
Hs(z) = lim Hs(w), ze(C" \ c™.

C*now—z

The real number og = ¢g(1), where 1 = (1,...,1) € R%, is called the logarithmic type
of Hs.



Since g is positively homogeneous of degree 1 and convex, that is pg(t) = teg(§)
and ps(€ + 1) < ws(€) + ps(n) for every t € R, and &, € R™, we have

(31) HS(Z) = %HS(|21|)\7---7|271|>\)’ )‘GR*-H ZGC*na

(3.2) Hs(zywy, ..., zow,) < Hg(z) + Hg(w), z,w e C™.

Observe that pg(—1) = 0 and that for z € C**, A € C*

(3.3) Hs(\z) < Hs(2) + Hs(JA\|1) = Hg(2) + aglog™ |A|.

If we write z = ||z||w With ||w|| = 1, then this formula implies Hg/og € L(C"),
(3.4) Hs(2) < oslog™ ||2]los z e C".

Directly from the definition we see that Hg € PSH(C*) N C(C*™). Since C™ \ C*" is
pluripolar and Hg is locally bounded above we have Hg € PSH(C").

Proposition 3.2 Let S C R! be compact convex and with 0 € S. Then for every
z € C™ and w € C" we have

Hg(z +w) < Hg(2) + ps(fwil/]z1], -, [wal/|2a]),
and in particular, for every w € D" and § €]0, 1[ we have
Hs(1+ dw) < dos.
Furthermore,
Hs(z +w) < Hs(2) + ps(log™ (Jwi|/[z1]), ... log™ (Jwal/|2a])) + (log 2)os.

Proof: By plurisubharmonicity of Hg and convexity of the functions given by w

ws(lwil/|z1]; - ., Jwnl|/|2n]) we may assume that w,z +w € C*. For some t € S we
have
Hs(z +w) = log(|z +wi[ -+ |z +wn|") < (t,Log ) + Y t;log (1+ %)
Z.
=1 !

Since log(1 + z) < z, for ¥ > 0 the first estimate follows. Since 1 + dw € C™ for
we D", §€0,1], and Hg(1) = 0, the second estimate follows. For the third estimate
we use the fact that log(1 + ) < log?2 + logt z for x > 0. OJ

The zero set N (Hg) of Hg can be understood in terms of the zero set of pg which
is a cone. Since N(Hg) N C™ = Log (N (ps)) and R C N(ps), the closed unit
polydisc D" is contained in N (Hs). Furthermore, N'(Hyg) is equal to D" if and only
if RS = R?%. We have a complete description of the values of Hg at every point in
C™\ C*, the union of the coordinate hyperplanes.



Proposition 3.3 Let S be a compact convex subset of R} with 0 € S. For every
a # 0 in some coordinate hyperplane we have

HS(a) = HSJ(ajN .- '7aje)v

where J C {1,...,n} consists of the indices j; < --- < j; of the non-zero coordinates
aj,- .. a5, of a and S; C R consists of all t € R® such that if s € R? is defined by
s, =ty for jp, € J and s; =0 for j € J, then s € S.

Proof: After renumbering the variables we may assume that J = {1,...,¢} and
a1 =+ =a, =0. We write z = (2/,2") € C", where 2’ € C* and 2" € C"*. Then
a' € C*, so Hg, is continuous at a’ and we have
Hs, (/)= lim Hg,(w')= lim sup (¢, Logw’)
. (C*eaw’ﬁa’ - C*moyw’ —a’ tESJ

= lim sup (s, (Logw',0,...,0))

< lim sup (s, Logw) = Hg(a).
C*"3w—a 48
In order to prove the converse inequality we take a convergent sequence in C*"*, w; =
(wj1,...,wj,) — asuch that lim; ,., Hg(w;) = Hg(a). There exists s; € S such that
Hg(wj) = (sj,Logw;) for every j. Since Hg > 0 and log|w;,| — —o0 as j — o0
for k = £+ 1,...,n, it follows that s;, —+ 0 as j — oo for xk = ¢+ 1,...,n. By
compactness of S there exists a subsequence s;, converging to (¢,0) € S. We have
t € S; and conclude that
Hg(a) = lim Hg(w;,) = klim (sj,, Logw;, ) = (t,Loga’) < Hg,(d').
—00

k—o0

0

With a proof similar to Rashkovskii [27, Proposition 2.2] we are able to show that
HqeC (Cn)

Proposition 3.4 Let S be a compact convex subset of R, with 0 € S. Then Hg is
plurisubharmonic and continuous on C".

Proof: Let 0 # a € C*\ C*™. Since Hg € PSH(C™) N C(C*"), it suffices to prove
that Hg is lower semicontinuous at a. After renumbering the variables we may assume
a1 =+ =a, =0anda; # 0for j < ¢. We also write z = (2/,2") € C", where 2’ € C*
and 2 € C"“. Let z; € C" be such that z; — a. Since Hg is rotationally invariant in
each variable it takes the constant value Hg(z;) on the distinguished boundary of the
n —{ dimensional polydisc {(2',¢"); |¢/| < [2],|, k= 1,...,n—{}, so by the maximum
principle Hg(2},0) < Hg(z;). By Proposition we have that Hs(2},0) = Hs,(2}),
for J ={1,...,¢}. By the continuity of Hg, at a’ we have

lim Hg(z;) > lim Hg(2},0) = lim Hg,(z}) = Hs,(a’) = Hs(a).

Jj—o0 Jj—o0 Jj—00

This proves the lower semicontinuity of Hg at a. 0
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Definition 3.5 For every compact convex subset S of R} with 0 € S we define the
S-Lelong class £5(C") as the set of all u € PSH(C") such that

u(z) < e+ Holz), zeC™,

for some constant ¢, depending on u, and define £5(C") as the subclass of functions
u, that have the same asymptotic behavior at infinity as the function Hg, that is

(3.5) —cu + Hs(2) <u(z) <, + Hg(z2), zeC".

The Liouville theorem tells us that an entire function f € O(C™) which satisfies a
growth estimate |f(z)] < C(1+ |z])**™, z € C™, for some m € N and a € [0,1], is
a polynomial of degree < m, that is f € P,,(C"). The following is a Liouville type
theorem for the polynomial classes P35 (C"):

Theorem 3.6 Let d,,, denote the distance between mS and N \ mS in the L'-norm.
Then for every f € O(C™) the following are equivalent:

() e Py,
(i) log |f]"/" € £5(C").
(iii) there exists a € [0, dy,[ such that | f|e-mHs—aloe" Ille e [o0(Cn),
(iv) there exists a € [0, d,,| and a constant C' > 0 such that
1£(2)] < O+ |2])emHs®), z e C".

Proof: (i)=(ii): If a € mS, then [z¢] < e™Hs() g0 for f € PI(C), f(2) =
> ac(ms)nnn @az®, We have log |f(2)]Y™ < ¢p/m+ Hg(2) with ¢; = log > ac(ms)nn dal-
(ii)= (iii): We have |f|e-mHsalog" Il < | fle=mHs ¢ [>°(C™).

(iii)=-(i): Observe first that mes(&) + alléT |leo = @mstan(§) for every £ € R™. Let
f(2) = X penm @az® be the power series expansion of f at 0. We need to show that
ao, = 0 for all & € N\ mS. Since a < d,, we have (mS + a>) N N" = (mS) NN", so
a € N*\ (mS + aX). Hence, there exists £ € R” such that (a, &) > ©msian(§). We let
C; denote the polycircle with center 0 and polyradius (e, ..., e®*") and observe that
by the Cauchy formula for derivatives we have

1 f(Q) dGy - - - dG,
(27T’L)n Ct CO‘ §1 o Cn
For ¢ = (et elentifn) on O} we have

1F(O)|/1¢%] < Cem @) =emstas(@)

Ay =

so the right-hand side tends to 0 as t — +o00, and we conclude that a, = 0.
(iii)«<(iv): Follows from the equivalence of the euclidean norm |- | and || - ||eo- O

Recall from Klimek [19, p. 87| that a real valued u € PSH(X) on an open subset
X of C" is said to be maximal, if for every relatively compact open subset G of X and

every v € USC(G) N PSH(G) satisfying v < u on 9G we have v < u on G. For the
reader’s convenience we prove the following well known result.
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Lemma 3.7 Let X be an open subset of C" and u € PSH(X) be real valued. Assume
that for every relatively compact open subset G of X there exists a family (g,).cq of
holomorphic maps g,: D, — C" defined on open subsets D, of C, such that K, =
9-4(@G) is compact, z = g.(1.) for some 7, € K., and u o g, is harmonic on D,. Then
u is maximal on X.

Proof: By Klimek [19, Proposition 3.1.1] we may take v € PSH(X) in the definition
of maximality. We assume that v < w on 0G and need to prove that v(z) < u(z) for
every z € G. The set K, = g !(G) is compact, the function s, = vo g, € SH(D,) is
less than or equal to h, = uo g, € H(D,) on the boundary of K,. By the maximum

principle for harmonic functions v(z) = s,(7,) < h,(7,) = u(2). 0
For every z € C™ we define a parametric curve f.: C — C", f., = (fo1,---, fen)s
by
—itlog |zl ( » . ) ] 0
(3.6) foi(T) = ‘ "/l 70 T e C.
07 Zj = O,

We have f,(i) = z and || f,(7)||oc = 1 for every 7 € R. If ||z||oc > 1, then for j with
|2;| = ||2]|loc We have

(3.7) fi(r) = —ie" T log |5]) (/1)) #£0. T E€C.

Hence f, parametrizes an open Riemann surface in C" through the point z. Further-
more, we have Hg(f.(7)) = Im7 Hg(2) for Im7 > 0. The function C 5 7 — Hg(f.(7))
is subharmonic, harmonic in the upper half plane, equal to 0 on the real axis, and takes
the value Hg(z) at i. By Lemma 3.7 with f, in the role of g, and Hg in the role of u
we get:

Proposition 3.8 Let S be a compact convex subset of R", with 0 € S. Then Hg is
maximal on C" \ ON (Hg), where N'(Hg) is the zero set of Hg.

4 Weighted Siciak-Zakharyuta functions

Definition 4.1 Let S C R" be a compact convex set, 0 € S, and ¢: E — R U {+o00}
be a function on £ C C". The Siciak-Zakharyuta function with respect to S, E, and q
is defined by

ng(z) = sup{u(2); u € L5(C"), u|lp < ¢}, zeC".
We drop S in superscripts if S = ¥ and ¢ in subscripts if ¢ = 0.

From Theorem it follows that log (I)}Siq < V57 , for every compact convex S C R}
and every q: F — RU{+oc0} on E C C". We will need a variant of the Phragmén-
Lindel6f principle, see [I8, Lemma 2.1].
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Lemma 4.2 Let v be subharmonic in the upper half plane C, = {z € C; Imz > 0}
such that for some real constants C' and A we have v(z) < C + Alz| for all z € Cy,
and lim wv(z) <0 for all x € R. Then v(z) < Almz for all z € Cy.

Cioz—x

By Klimek [19, Example 5.1.1] Vi (z) = log™(||z — a||/r) if || - || is any norm and
K ={z¢€C";||z—al| <7}, r>0,is the closed ball in this norm with center a and
radius 7. The polynomial classes P25 (C") are in general not translation invariant, so
we can not expect to have a generalization of this example. The following is proved in
special cases by Bos and Levenberg [13]:

Proposition 4.3 Let S be a compact convex subset of R} with 0 € S and let E be a
subset of C" such that T" C E C N'(Hg). Then Vi = Hg.

Proof: Since Hg € £5(C") and Hg|p = 0 we have Hg < V3, so it is sufficient to
prove that if u € £5(C") with u|g < 0 we have u(z) < Hg(z) for every z € C*" such
that Hg(z) > 0. Define f, by ([3.6) and v € SH(C) by v(1) = u(f.(r)), 7 € C. Since
u € L5(C") we have v(7) = u(f.(7)) < cy + Hs(f.(7)) = ¢y + Im7 Hg(2), ImT > 0,
and since f,(R) C D" we have v < 0 on R. Lemma @2 gives u(z) = v(i) < Hg(z). O

Since T" C N(Hg) for every S the maximum principle implies that D" c N (Hy),
where D denotes the unit disc in C.

Definition 4.4 Let 0 € S C R"} be compact and convex and ¢: £ — R U {+o00} be a
function on £ C C". We say that ¢ is an admissible weight with respect to S on E if

(i) ¢ is lower semicontinuous,
(ii) the set {z € E'; q(2) < +o0} is non-pluripolar, and
(iii) if £ is unbounded, then lim (Hg(2) —¢(z)) = —oc.

E>z,|z|—00

This definition is taken from Bloom [28, Appendix B: Definition 2.1|. Some authors
use the term admissible external field for ¢ rather than weight in this situation and then
they refer to e™? as a weight. Observe that if ¢ is an admissible weight, then F is non-
pluripolar and that if £ is unbounded then ¢ = 0 is not an admissible weight.

Proposition 4.5 Let S be a compact convex subset of R with 0 € S and q be an
admissible weight with respect to S on a compact subset K of C". Then Vlﬁ*q € Ei(C").

Proof: The upper regularization Vg”; of Vg 4 18 plurisubharmonic in C" if ¢ is an
admissible weight with respect to S on F. Since Vfgq < q on K, q is admissible on
K and {z € K; q(z) < 400} C {z € C"; Vi () < 400}, the set on the right is
non-pluripolar. By Klimek |19, Proposition 5.2.1| it follows that the family & = {u €
L5(C"); u|lg < q} C ogL(C") is locally uniformly bounded above, where o5 = g(1)
is the logarithmic type of Hg. Let ¢ > 0 be such that u|gr < ¢ for all u € Y. Then
by Proposition E3], we have ViZ < Vﬁfn + ¢ = Hg + c¢. Hence, Vg’; e L(CM). 1If
¢ = maxyex Hg(w) — minyex g(w) then Hg — ¢ < Vi so Vg% € L5(C"). O
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Admissible weights on unbounded closed sets yield the same Siciak and Siciak-
Zakharyuta functions as some compact subsets. Admissible weights do not obstruct
the growth of Siciak-Zakharyuta functions. See Bloom [28, Appendix B].

Proposition 4.6 Let S be a compact convex subset of R with 0 € S and ¢ an
admissible weight on a closed subset E of C", and set Er = E N B(0, R) for every
R > 0. Then ng = Vngq and (P%’q = (P%R’q for R sufficiently large. Furthermore,
Vit e L3(Cn).

Proof: Since Fr C F for every R > 0 we have @%H < @%mq and ng < ngq, SO
we need to prove the reverse inequalities. By Definition [£4] F is non-pluripolar and
by [19, Corollary 4.7.7] a countable union of pluripolar sets is pluripolar. It follows
that Eg, is non-pluripolar for some Ry > 0 and consequently E'y is pluripolar for every
R > Ry. By Proposition I3, Vi5* € £5(C") and it follows that for some constant

c>0
(4.1) VEr (2) < e+ Hs(2), z e C".

Er,q
Condition (iii) in Definition [4.4] implies that we can choose Ry > Ry such that

(4.2) q(z) — Hs(2) > ¢, z € E\ Eg,.

Now we take u € £5(C") and assume that u < g on Eg,. By (&I we have u < c+Hg(z)
for all z € C" and by [@2) we have u < ¢ on E \ Eg,. Hence, u < V7 .

Let p € P5(C") for some m € N be such that [[pe~™||g, < 1. By Theorem
we have u = log [p|"/™ € L%(C") and u < q on Eg,. Again by (@&I) and (&2) we have
u<qon E\ Eg, as well. Then |[pe™™||z < 1 and [p|"/™ < & . The last statement
follows directly from Proposition .5l O

For a general compact convex S with 0 € S, let S = S Q" be the closure of the set
of rational points in S. Then P3(C") = P (C") for every m € N* and consequently
log (P%’q = log (P%/’q < Vg’; < ng. Observe that S = S if S is a convex body but
S # S’ for example if S is a line segment in R? with irrational slope.

Proposition 4.7 Let S C R’ be compact and convex with 0 € S. If SN Q" is
not dense in S, then for every admissible weight q¢ on a closed E C C" we have
log %, , # Vi3 o-

Proof: Since S’ = SNQ" C S, there exists a £ € R™ with ¢ (&) < ps(€). By
Proposition there exist constants ¢ and ¢ such that
Hs(z) —c<Vg, and Vi, (2) < He(2)+C.
For r > 0 sufficiently large we have pg/(r€) +¢ < pg(ré) —c, so for z = (€1, ... e™n)
log 3 ,(2) =log @3 (2) < Vi (2) < He(2) + ¢ < Hg(z) — ¢ < V5 (2).

OJ
The next result regards the Siciak-Zakharyuta functions with respect to S, E and
g when we have decreasing sequences of sets S; \, S or increasing sequences of weights

G q.
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Proposition 4.8 Let S;, j € N and S be compact convex subsets of R with 0 € S
and S; \( S, ¢ be an admissible weight on a compact subset K of C" ( j)jen be a

decreasmg sequence of compact sets with (), ; ;= K, and (¢;)jen be a sequence in
LSC(Kj;) such that ¢; /* q. Then:

(i) L5(C") = e £5(C).
(ii) IfVK < q on K for some j, then VKq\(VKq as j — oo.

(iii) Every ¢; is an admissible weight on K, Vlf @ 7 Vi, and (IDf( @ 7 Pf, as
J — 0.

Proof: (i) Obviously £%(C") C (), £%(C"). Let u E N, £5%(C") and set ¢, =
supgr u. Then by Proposition [4.3] we have v — ¢, < =i = Hg, for every j. We have
Hg, \(Hg,s0u <c,+ Hgand u € L£5(C").

(ii) We have Vliq < Vlijq and since Vlffq* < ¢ the equation Vlffq* = Vlffq holds. By
Proposition .5 we have Vsjq € L£5(C"). Since the sequence is decreasing we have

V =lim; Iqu* € ; £%(C") = L5(C") and V < g on K. Hence,

VKq <]1L1r010V fq <V< VKq
(iii) Since F = {z € K; q(2) < +oo} C F; = {z € K;; gj(2) < +oo} for every j and
F'is non-pluripolar, the set F} in non-pluripolar and every g; is an admissible weight
on K. Since the sequence (Vf?j,qj )jen is increasing and bounded above by Vfgq we need
to show that Vi{ <V = lim; Vf?j,qj. For that purpose we take u € £5(C") with
u<gqon K and € > 0. For every z, € K there exists j. such that u(zy) — e < g;.(20).
Since v € USC(C™) and ¢;. € LSC(K;) it follows that we have u(z) —e < ¢;.(2)
for all z € K; N Uy for some neighborhood Uj of 2, in C". A simple compactness
argument gives that there exists an open neighborhood U of K such that u —¢ < g;
on K; C U for j > j., possibly with j. replaced by a larger number. Hence, u—¢ <V,
and since ¢ is arbitrary we conclude that uv < V. By taking supremum over u we get
Vil , < V. The same argument for log [p|'/™, p € P5(C"), in the role of u implies that
q)f(’q <limj_ (I)fg,qj by Proposition 2.2] ]

5 Regularity of Siciak-Zakharyuta functions

In this section we study regularity of the functions ®% , and Vg , where we assume
that S is a convex subset of R with 0 € S and that ¢: £ — RU {+oo} is a function
on a subset E of C". Since the Siciak function ®  is the supremum of a subclass of
C(C™) we have @%q € LSC(C™). If ¢ is an admissible weight on a closed set E, then
by Proposition B we have V% € ES(C”)

If VS* < qon FE then VES = Vg , and we conclude that %] 7, s continuous at every
point Where it is lower semlcontmuous In this section we prove that V€ LSC(C*™)
for every admissible weight on a compact set K. For that purpose we need to discuss
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regularization of plurisubharmonic functions, but we begin with local L-regularity of
sets.

Definition 5.1 A subset E of C" is said to be L-regular at a point a € E if Vg is
continuous at a and F is said to be locally L-regular at a if ENU is L-regular at a for
every open neighborhood U of a. We say that E is (locally) L-regular if E is (locally)
L-regular at every a € E.

The function Vg is continuous at every interior point of . Moreover, Vj is contin-
uous at a € F if and only if Vji(a) = 0. Thus, it is sufficient to check the condition for
local L-regularity at boundary points only.

Lemma 5.2 Let E be a closed subset of C", a € F and assume that there exists a norm
with closed unit ball B such that for some § > 0 andb € E we havea € B = b+0B C E.
Then E is locally L-regular at a.

Proof: Let || - || denote the norm and U be open with a € U. Choose 7 > 0 so small
that C' = ¢+ 76B C U, where ¢ = (1 — 7)a + 7b. We have C C B C E, so

0 < Vi(a) < Vi(a) =log"(|la — cl|/79) = log" (|l — b]|/0) = 0.

O

Observe that the lemma implies that every set of the form E = A + §B is locally

L-regular, where A C C" is closed and B is the closed unit ball with respect to some
norm. The following result is a generalization of Siciak [31, Proposition 2.16].

Proposition 5.3 For every continuous function q on a locally L-regular closed subset
E of C" we have Vg”; < q and consequently ng = Vg”;.

Proof: Let a € E and take ¢ > 0. Since ¢ is continuous on FE there exists an open
neighborhood U of a such that ¢(z) < q(a) + ¢ for every z € ENU. Since F is locally
L-regular we have V-, (a) = 0 and

Vie(a) < Vidugaye(@) < 0sVip(a) +qla) +e = gla) +e.

Since a and ¢ are arbitrary the inequality holds. O

Convolution is a standard tool for approximating functions u € PSH(C™). We
define a convolution operator LL (C") — Ll (C"), u — u * u, for a given positive
Borel measure p with compact support,

(5.1) u* p(z) = /n u(z —w) du(w), z e C".

If u e PSH(C™) then uxp € PSH(C™) and if i is a probability measure then u — usk
preserves £(C™). In the case that p is presented by a C* function, p = ¥ d\, then
wx p o= ux*is a C® function. If we define 5 € C°(C") by vs(z) = §2p(z/0),
d > 0, with ¢ € C§°(C") radially symmetric, ¢» > 0, and f(C” YdX\ =1, then u* s \, u
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as 0 N\, 0. See Klimek [19] or Hérmander [I5, [16]. Siciak [31, Proposition 2.12] used
convolution to prove that Vg, € LSC(C") for compact £ and ¢ € LSC(E). In general,
the class £°(C") is not preserved under convolution (cf. Theorem [5.8).

In order to preserve a particular subclass of PSH(C") under regularization, special
methods are sometimes needed. For example homogeneity is preserved under

(5.2) Rsu(z) = /G wW(A)gs(A) du(4),  zeC

where G is some group of n X n matrices with real or complex entries and p is a positive
measure on the matrix space R"*™ or C"*". The smoothing kernel 15 is chosen so that
it converges to the Dirac measure ; at the identity I as 6 — 0. This method only
gives a C* function on C™\ {0} when we integrate over the group of complex invertible
matrices, and it gives a C* function on C" \ CR", where CR" = {\z; A € C,z € R"},
when we integrate over the group of real invertible matrices. See Sigurdsson [35] and
Hoérmander and Sigurdsson [18].

In order to preserve the classes £5(C") for a compact convex S C R? with 0 € S
it is natural to choose G as the group of invertible diagonal matrices. This group can
be identified with C** with coordinate wise multiplication, so it is natural to choose
as the Lebesgue measure A on C".

In the following text we allow us a slight abuse of notation by identifying a vector
denoted by a lower case letter with a diagonal matrix denoted by the corresponding
upper case letter. Thus, we identify the vector a € C™ with the diagonal matrix A
with diagonal a and in particular the vector 1 with the identity matrix I. We define

(5.3) Rsu(z) = /n u(Az)s(A) dN\(A) = /n u((I +90B)z)Y(B) d\(B)
= /n u((1 4 dwy)z1, ..., (14 dwy)z,) Y (w) dA(w), ze(C",

where we choose a function 0 < ¢ € C°(C"), rotationally symmetric in each variable
with [, ¥ dX = 1, and set ¥5(z) = 67>"((z — 1)/0). By the Fubini-Tonelli theorem
Rs: L. (C") — L} .(C") and Rsu — u in the L{,_ topology as § — 0 and with local
uniform convergence for u € C(C"). Furthermore, Rs: PSH(C") — PSH(C™). This
implies that if u € £5(C") then Rsu € L%(C"), more precisely, if u < ¢, + Hg,

Proposition implies

Rsu(z) < /n (cu + Hs(1+ 0w) + Hg(2))y(w) dA\(w)
<c,+Cogd + Hg(z), zeC",

where C' = sup,cquppy [|W[/oo- The linear map C* — C", A + Az, has the Jacobi
determinant |z; - - - 2,|?, so for every z € C*" and corresponding matrix Z with z on
the diagonal we have

Rsu(z) = /n w(w)s(Z 7 w) |2y - - - 2| 72 dA(w)
_ / W) s(wn /21, -2 |21 -+ - 22 AA(w).
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By applying the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we may differentiate with
respect to z; under the integral sign infinitely often, so this shows that for every u €

10c<(cn) we have RJU eC™ (C*n)

Proposition 5.4 Let S be a compact convex subset of R with 0 € S and q be an
admissible weight on a compact subset K of C". Then

(i) V£, € LSC(C™), and if L5(C") is preserved under convolution (see Theorem
[B.8) then V¢, € LSC(C™).

(ii) If V& < q on K then Vi _ € L5(C") NC(C*™) and if log ®%, = Vi then
Vi, €C(C).

Proof: (i) It is sufficient to show that there exists an increasing sequence (u;) ey in
L5(C")NC(C*™) such that u; < g on K for every j and such that lim;_. u;(2) = V2 (2)
for every z € C*". (See Klimek [19, Section 2.3].) We take u € £5(C"), & > 0, and let
Rs be the regularization operator (5.3). Since Rsu N\, v and ¢ € LSC(K) there exists
0. such that u — e < Rsu — e < g on K for every 6 < d.. These estimates tell us that
there exists a family F C £5(C") NC>(C*™) such that V¢ , = sup F. By the Choquet
lemma V2 4 = sup§ for some countable subfamily G. By arranging the elements of G
into a sequence (v;);en and then setting u; = maxy<; vy, we have u; Vf? as j — 00.
Hence, V¢, € LSC(C*™). This is a modification of the proof of [31] Proposmon 2.12]
where the regularization operator is given by (5.1), and that is the second statement.

(11) We have Vig* > V2 and by the definition of Vf? we have Vi&* < V2 . Hence,
V2, =Vis e LISC(C”) and from (i) it follows that VKq e Cc(Cm). The last statement
follows from the fact that ®3 € LSC(C). O

Our next task is to characterize the £5(C") classes that are invariant under the
convolution operator u +— wu * ¢ given by (B.I]). For that purpose we need to review a
few facts from convexity theory and define the hull of a convex set in R"} with respect
to a cone. Recall that a point x in a convex set S is said to be an extreme point of S
if the only representation of x as a convex combination x = (1 — t)a + tb with a,b € S
and t €]0, 1] is the case x = a = b. We let ext S denote the set of all extreme points
in the convex set S. Note that by the Minkowski theorem [I7, Theorem 2.1.9]| every
non-empty compact convex set S is the closed convex hull of its extreme points and

(5.4) vs(§) = max (z,§), £ eR"™

r€ext S

Every affine hyperplane {z € R™; (z,&) = ps(£)} with £ € R™ is called a supporting
hyperplane of the set S. For every s € S the set N° = {£ € R"; (s,£) = pg(€)} is a
convex cone which is called the normal cone of S at the point s. For every £ the upper
bound in (5.4) is attained at some s € ext S, s0 R" = J, o g V2.

Every normal cone N¥ is an intersection of closed half spaces in R" with the origin
in the boundary hyperplanes, that is NY = [,co5{ € R"; (s —t,£) > 0}. Observe
that 0S5 can be replaced by the set of extreme points ext S. In the case S is a convex

18



polytope and s is an extreme point, then N7 is an intersection of finitely many half
spaces in R™ with boundary hyperplanes containing the origin. See Figure 2(b).

If £ € R™ and & € R, then |(z,&) + &|/|¢| is the distance from the point x € R™
to the hyperplane {y € R"™; (y,&) 4+ & = 0}. For supporting hyperplanes with normal
¢ we have & = —pg(€). Hence, |¢ps(&)|/|€] is the euclidean distance from the origin in
R™ to the supporting hyperplane {x € R"; (z,&) = ¢g5(£)}.

Recall that a subset I' of R" is said to be a cone if t£ € IT" for every £ € I' and
t € Ry. The dual cone I'° = {x € R™; (x,&) > 0V € T'} of I is a closed convex cone
and if I" # R" is closed and convex, then I'*° =T.

Definition 5.5 For every cone I' C (R™\ R™) U {0} with I" # {0} and every subset S
of R} we define the I'-hull of S by

St ={z € RY; (1,€) < ps(€) VE €T},
and we say that S is ['-conver if S = Sr.

Note that if I'y € I'y then §p2 - §p1. For every compact and convex S we have
S ={zx e R"; (z,§) < ps(§) V¢ € R"} = Sgn, which implies that S C Sr for every
cone I' C R".

Proposition 5.6 Let S be a compact convex subset of R with 0 € S and I' be a
proper closed convex cone containing at least one point in R7*. Then

Sr=(S—T°)NRY,

and g (§) = ps(§) holds for every § € T'. If for every § € R" and every extreme

point z of Sy there exists n € I' such that (x,£) < (z,n) and ps(n) = ps(&), then S is
I'-convex.

Proof: Takea =s—t € S = (S —I°)NR} with s € Sand ¢t € I'°. For every { € T
we have (t,€) > 0 which implies (a, &) = (s,&) — (t,€) < ps(¢) and a € Sp.

Conversely, we take a € S’ and prove that a ¢ Sr. Without restriction, we may
assume that a € R’}. Since S —TI'° is convex the Hahn-Banach theorem implies that {a}
and S —I'° can be separated by an affine hyperplane. Hence, there exists £ € R™\ {0}
and ¢ € R such that (a,&) > ¢ and (z,£) < ¢ for every € S —I'°. By replacing
¢ by sup,cg_ro (z,&) we may assume that there exists s € S and ¢ € I'° such that
(s —t,&) = ¢. Now we need to prove that £ € I' = I'*° by showing that (y,&) > 0
for every y € I'°. Since I'° is a convex cone, we have t + y € I'° and ¢ — (y,§) =
(s —t—y,&) < c. Hence, (y,£) > 0. This implies that (a,&) > ¢ > pg(£) and we
conclude that a ¢ Sr. R

Let § € I' and take a = s —t € Sp, such that s € S, t € I'°, and ¢g (§) = (s — 1, ).
Since (s,&) < 9s(§) < pg.(§) = (s,€) — (t,§) and (t,§) > 0, we conclude that t = 0

and pg(&) = Pz, (&). If for every £ € R™ and every extreme point = of §p there exists
n € I such that (x,&) < (x,n) and pg(n) = @s(£), then Sp = Sgn = S. O
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Definition 5.7 We say that a subset S of R} is a lower set if for every s € S the cube
Cs=10,81] x -+ x [0, s,] is a subset of S and we call

Sen = JCo=(S—RY)NRY
ses

the lower hull of S.

We have a characterization of lower sets:

Theorem 5.8 Let S C R} be compact and convex with 0 € S and set 0s = pg(1).
Then the following are equivalent:

(i) S C R is a lower set,
(if) S = Sgr,
(iil) ps(£) = ps(£T) for every £ € R™,
(iv) Hs(z —w) < og||w||eo + Hs(z) for every z,w € C",
(v) L£3(C") is translation invariant, and

(vi) if u € £5(C") then u * ¢ € L5(C") for every ¢ € C®(C") with ¢ > 0 and
et dX = 1.

Proof: (i)<(ii)<(iii): Observe that the extreme points of Cy are t = (t1,...,1,)
with £; = 0 or t; = 55, 50 @, (§) = SUPseeys o, (t,§) = (5,&T) for every £ € R™. Hence,
for every lower set S we have ¢g(§) = sup,eg (s,§T) = pg(€T) for £ € R™. This
equivalence follows from Proposition with n = ¢t

(iii)=(iv): Let w € C", z € C* and assume that z —w € C*. Since ¢g5(§) — ps(n) <
0s(&€ —n) and p(€) < 0gl|¢]|s for every £,m € R™ and |log™ 2 — log™ y| < |x — y| for
every z,y € R, (iii) implies that

Hs(z —w) — Hs(z) = ps(Log™ (2 — w)) — ps(Log™ (2))
< o5 max| log™ [2j — wy| —log™ |2]| < o5 max [z — wj| — |5 < osfwll.

By continuity of the function Hg the inequality follows.
(iv)=(v): f u < ¢, + Hg, then u(- — w) < ¢, + os||w||e + Hg for every w € C".
(v)=(vi): It is sufficient to show that Hg % ¢ € L5(C"). We observe that for every

7 €]0,1[ the Riemann sum A, = >~ ., ¥(ya)y ™" tends to 1 = [, ¥ dX as v — 0.
This implies that the function u,: C" — R defined by the Riemann sum

uy(2) = > Hg(z — ya)(ya)y >"/A,

a€Z2n

tends to Hg * ¢ as v — 0. By (v) the function u, is in £5(C") for it is a convex
combination of functions in £%(C") and we have u, — ¢, < V5, = Hg, where ¢, =
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suppr u,. Furthermore, since Hg € C(C") the convergence is locally uniform, so by
Proposition 1.3 we have Hg * ¢(2) < supgr Hg * ¢ + Hg(2) for z € C" and conclude
that Hg * 1 € L(C").
(vi)=-(iii): We begin by taking (()
rotationally invariant, supp y C D, and
of  we have (f % )(2) = 377, (f; )
form (=) = -1, f5(%).

Let n € R™ have at least one strictly negative coordinate, enumerate the coordi-
nates so that n; < 0 for j =1,...,fand n; >0for j =¢+1,...,n, and take s € S
such that ¢g(n) = (s,n). Then for every t > 0 we have

Hs x 0(e) = Ho(e) = [ ps(Log(e = ) 0(¢) dAO) — (s, 1)

X(G1) -+ x(Gn), where 0 < x € C5°(C) is
X d\ = 1 and observe that with this choice
;) for any locally integrable function of the

aas |

> [ (s Log(e®” = ¢) — ) ¥(C) dA(O)

=375 [ (logle™ — ¢ = 1) x(&) NG
=1 /P
V4
Haf) + 3 [ o8l = (&) NG)

> sy [ o]l = G IG) NG,

Jj=0+1
We let v =log| - | € SH(C) N H(C*). Then for j =1,...,¢

/Dlog e — ¢ x (&) dA(E) = (v x)(e™) — v x x(0), t — +o0.

Since v € H(C*), x is rotationally invariant, and supp xy C D, the mean value property
gives for j =0+1,...,n

/D log |1 — e~ ;| x(¢;) dA(G;) = log1 = 0,

Hence,
¢

(5.5 Hs s () — Hs(e) > —t{s' 1) + 3 5,0 ¢ ) (™).

j=1
Assume that (iii) does not hold and take & € R" such that ¢5(&) < ¢s(&7). Then at
least one coordinate of & is strictly negative. By continuity we can choose &, € R*",
and we can renumber the coordinates so that & ; < 0 for j =1,...,¢ and & ; > 0 for
j=1{+1,...,n. By continuity there exists an open neighborhood U of & such that
ws(&) < @s(n) for every n € U. We fix n = (1, ¢§)) € U with n; <0 for j =1,... ¢
There exists a point s = (¢, s”) € 95, such that (s,n) = (s, 1) + (5", n") = ps(n). We
have (s',n') < 0. Equality is excluded for it would imply s’ = 0" and pg(n) = (s", &) =
((0,8"), &) = (s,&) < ps(&), contradicting the choice of . Hence, (s',n') < 0 and
the estimate (B.5) implies that Hg * ¢ — Hg is unbounded, contradicting (vi). O
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6 Monge-Ampére masses

The equilibrium measure for a bounded non-pluripolar set £ C C" is the Monge-
Ampére operator of Vi, defined as jup = (dd°V)" where d° = i(0 — 0) and (dd°V)" =
ddVEN---Ndd°VE is defined in terms of currents. Similarly denote the Monge-Ampére
measure of Vg w by

Mg = (ddViE)"

Theorem 6.1 Let S C R’} be compact and convex with 0 € S, E C C" be closed,
and q be an admissible weight on E. Then

(i) supp i, € {z € E; V() = q(2)}, and
(i) {z € E; V§i(2) > q(2)} is pluripolar.

Proof: (i) We need to prove that V2% is maximal in U = (C"\ E)U{z € E; V2%(2) <
q(2)}, which is open. Take a € U. If a € C"\ FE then we take r > 0 such that

B(a,r) € C"\ E. If on the other hand ¢ € E and V2%(a) < ¢(a) then by upper

semicontinuity of Vg’; and lower semicontinuity of ¢ there exists r > 0 such that

sup VS* < inf )
CEB(BT) 7.4(C) CeEw(w)Q(C)

We need to prove that the restriction of u%q to some B(a,r) is the zero measure. We
let V € PSH(C™) be the function given by

= Vg’;(z), z € C"\ B(a,r),
V() {u(z), z € Bl(a,r),

where u is the Perron-Bremermann function on B(a,r) with boundary values ng, ie.,
u(z) = sup{v(z); v € PSH(B(a,r)), v* < V5% on dB(a,r)}.

Then Vg’; < V and since V only deviates from Vg*; on a compact set we have V €
L5(C™) by Proposition EL6l Furthermore, in the case Vi%(a) < g(a) the maximum
principle implies

V(z) < sup Vgu(Q)< inf ¢(¢) <ql2), z¢€Bar),
¢eB(ayr) (eB(a,r)

and it implies that V' < g on E. Hence, V = ng; and by Klimek [I9] Theorem 4.4.1],
13, = (dd°Vg:)" =0 on B(a,r).

(ii) Since V3, < ¢ on E we have {z € E; q(2) < +oo} C {z € C"; V2 < +oo}
Since q is admissible, the left-hand side is non-pluripolar, and then so is the right-hand
side. Since £%(C")/ps(1) C L(C") it follows from Klimek [19, Proposition 5.2.1 and
Theorems 5.2.4 and 4.7.6] the set {z € E; ¢ < V5i(2)} C{z € C"; Vj (2) < V5i(2)}
is pluripolar. O
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The complex Monge-Ampére mass of Hg can be described in terms of the real
Monge-Ampére mass of pg. Let U, = Hg * 15, \, Hg, where 0 < §, ~\, 0 and
V5,(C) = 6,7"(C /), W(C) = x(&1)---x(Cn), where 0 < x € C(C) is rotationally

invariant, supp x C D, and [ x dA = 1. Then U, € C>°(C") N PSH(C") and Uy(z) =
U(|z1], - - -, |2n]) holds. We set v,(€) = Uy(e, ..., e%). Since

PUlz) 1 Pué)
82’]‘62]9 n 4Zj§k 8€]a§k7

?U(2)\ 1 Pe(§)
det < 6zj8§k ) N 4"|Zl te Zn|2 det (85]8&9 )

With z; = 5% 0, € [0, 27] we have

zeC™,

it follows that

¢=Log z

()" dzs Adzy A Ndzg AdZ, = |21 - 2, [2dEdD

and on C** we have

32”@(5))
az.oc, ) et

The real Monge-Ampére measure of v, denoted MAg(v), is defined for C? function by

(dd°Uy)"™ = n! det (

_ 02@(&))
MAR(’U) = det (afjafk df,

and extended to convex functions by locally uniform limits. This is done in Figalli [14]
Proposition 2.6].
Letting ¢ — oo, we have for every Borel set £ C R"

| sy

Log™(E)

= nl (MAg(ps) ® df)(E x [0,27]") = (27)"n! MAg(ps)(E).

In particular

(6.1) / (dd H)" = (2m)"nl M A (i5) ({0))

This will be useful for our next result. Its proof is borrowed from Rashkovskii [27,
Theorem 3.4].

Theorem 6.2 Let S C R’} be compact and convex with 0 € S, E C C" be closed,
and q be an admissible weight on E. Then

15,,(C") = (2m)"nlvol(S),

where vol denotes the euclidean volume.
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Proof: By Proposition [4.5] Vlgq — Hg is bounded. The comparison principle, Klimek
[19, Theorem 3.7.1|, then implies that

us (C) = / (dd°H)" = 1. o(C™).

n

By Theorem B.1] (i), g o(C") = [1.(dd°Hg)™. We already established in (G.I) that

[ (@te = mu M Az (os) (o)
By Blocki [9], see also Figalli [I4], we have
MAz(ps)({0}) = vol({s € R"; (s,£) < ps(§), V€ € R"}) = vol(S).

7 Characterization of polynomials by L?-estimates

In this section we study characterization of the polynomial spaces P35 (C") with weighted
L?-norms of entire functions. Recall that the Liouville type Theorem states that
if f € O(C") and |fle-™Hs—alog" 'l ¢ [>(C™) for some a € [0,d,,[, where d,, is the
distance between mS and N" \ mS in the L'-norm, then f € P3J(C"). We take a
measurable function ¢: C* — R and let L?(C", 1) denote the space of all measurable
f: C" — C such that

(7.1) I = [ 16 ah < +oc.

Proposition 7.1 Let f € L*(C",v) N O(C") for some measurable ¢): C* — R with
power series expansion f(z) = Y G2 at the origin. Then for every polyannulus
Ao ={C e Cr;e% < (| < €7} in C*, where o,7 € R", 0; < 7; for j = 1,...,n,
with volume v(A, ;) = 7" []]_, (€’ — €77), we have

||f||w< e )”2
(72) ol < 25 ( o)

Furthermore, if v is rotationally invariant in each variable ;, then for K, , = [[_,[0}, 7j] C

j=1
R"™ and x (&) = 2(e®, ..., e*) we have

1/2
(7.3) lag| < 11l e~ (L) / 2O ) () .
N L1 = e 2ee) Koo

J=1

Proof: By the Cauchy formula for derivatives

1 [ Q) dG--d,
CT ) e GG

1 f(,rleiﬁ’ o 7rn€i6n)
: (271')” /[—W,ﬂ]" raegi(a,t) do - - d‘gna
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where C, = {z € C"; |z;| = r;}, is any polycircle with center 0 and polyradius
r € Ri". We parametrize C, by [—m, 7" 3 0 — (rie, ... r,e), multiply the
integral by ry---r,dr;---dr,, integrate with respect to r; over [e%,e™], note that
Jiews iy i dry = 1(e* — €*9), set Ly, =17, ([e7, €] x [=m,7]), and get

7=1
1 flrie®, .. r,etn)
o = v(Asr) Ji, . ragi(a,) (ry dridby) - - - (ry, drpdby,)
1 f(©) / €V
- dA(¢ (¢ d(C).
U(AO',T) Agr Ca 0 T Agr ga ( )

Now (.2)) follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (Z3]) by integrating over
the angular variables and also using the fact that v(A,,) = 7" [[}_,(e*7 —¢*%). O

Theorem 7.2 Let S be a compact convex subset of R} with 0 € S, m € N*, and
dy, = d(mS,N" \ mS) denote the euclidean distance between mS and N" \ mS. If
f € O(C") and for some a € [0, d,,|

(7.4) \fl (14 [¢[") e dA < +oo,

then f € PSr(C"), where §1" is the T'-hull of S and I' =T, consists of all { such that
the angle between the vectors 1 = (1,...,1) and  is < arccos(—(d,, — a)/y/n).

Figure 1: The cone I" has opening angle 6 = arccos(—(d,, — a)/+/n)

Observe that the largest possible d,, is 1 and smallest possible a is 0, which implies that
the largest possible opening angle of the cone T is arccos(—1/y/n) in the case d,, =
and I' = R" \ R™. If qq is the infimum of a such that (Z.4)) holds, then 'y, = (J,- 4, La-

Therefore f is a polynomial with exponents in mSp (a0) = ﬂa>a0 mSp

We are interested in conditions on cones A C I' which guarantee that S =S
Corollary 7.3 The function f in Theorem [Z2 is in P2 (C") in the cases:

(i S= Sy for some cone A contained in {£eR™; (1,€) > 0}.
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(ii) S is a lower set, that is S = :SY\M.
(iii) (mS)NN" = (mSp) NN~

Proof of Theorem Let f(2) = > cnn @a2® be the Taylor expansion of f at the

origin. We need to show that a, = 0 for every a € N*\ mgp. Since a ¢ mgp, there
exists 7 € I' such that |7| = 1 and (a, 7) > meg(7). By rotating 7 we may assume that
7 is an interior point of T'. Since the angle between 7 and 1 is < arccos(—(d,, —a)/+/n)
we have —(1,7) < d,,, —a. We choose € > 0 such that d,, —a —e >0, and —(1,7) <
d,—a—e. Recall that (a, 7) —mepg(7) is the euclidean distance from « to the supporting
hyperplane {z; (z,7) = mps(7)}, so by assumption mps(7) — (a, 7) < —d,,,. Hence

—(1,7) + mps(1) — (o, 7) < —a —¢.

We take 0 € R™ \ {0} with o; < 7; for j =1,...,n such that

_<177-> + mgps(ﬁ) - <&7£> < _(a’ + 8)‘&‘7 g € KJ,T = H[UJ7TJ]'
j=1
By homogeneity we get
_t<177—> + mwS(g) - <a7€> < —((l + E)|§|’ t> 07 5 S tKa,T~

Let & = log|¢;| and observe that (1 + [¢]*)* < (n + 1)*max{1,[|¢||**}. From this
inequality and (Z.4) it follows that f € L*(C", 1)), where

1p(¢) = alog ||¢]lec + mHs(C) = al[é]lo + meps(€).
We set x(&) = 29(e*,...,e*). Then
_t<177_> + X(g) - <a7€> < _€|€|7 t> Oa g € tKa;r-

The estimate (Z3]) with ¢tK, ; in the role of K, . gives

1/2
lag| < 11l e HLT) / 2O g () /
R | ECEE D o

j=1
-~ Hn (1 ﬂfe”ig(’rj_o.j)t) e_E‘U‘ttn/zv(Ka’T)l/Q — O, PN +OO’
j=1
and we conclude that a, = 0. -

The I-hull Sp can not be replaced by S in Theorem [7.2}

Example 7.4 Let m > 4 and S C R? be the quadrilateral

S = ch{(0,0), (a,0), (b, 1 — b), (0,1)}.
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msS
(0,1)
mb,m(1—b
o (b (1)
(1,0) (m;0)

Figure 2: (a) The set S. (b) The normal cones N2 of the extreme points of S.

where0 <a <1/m,0<a<b<1,m(1-b) <1,and (b—a)/(1-b) > m—2—am. Then
(1,0),(2,0),...,(m—3,0) ¢ mS, but the calculations below show that ||pg||amms < +00
for pp(2) = 200 = 2F with k =1,...,m — 3.

Since the map (Rx] —m, 7[)2 — C2, (&1, 0y, &, 0) > (517901 e82Fi0%2) hag the Jacobi
determinant e21+%2_ we have

”pngmHS :/ |Z1|2k€f2mHs(Z) d)\(z) :47T2/ e2(k+1)€1+282—2meps (€) dédés,
C2 ]R2

0, ¢ € Nooy

a&, f € N?z )

vs(§) = max (x,&) = (&"0)
ceext(S) b&i + (L =0)&, €€ NG 1y

527 6 € N(%,l)'

We split the integral over R? into the sum of the integrals over the normal cones at the
extreme points of S, which we calculate as

0 0
1
Abtet2e ge — [ 20408 g / % ge,
/N( : /_of LT T ey

00 —&1(b—a)/(1-0)
/ o2 (k161428 —2maky d¢ = / e2(k+1-ma)éy / ! o262 dé, dé,
NS 0 -

(a,0) ©

1
W(b—a)/(I=b+ma—1—k)

/ (2416 +26 - 2m0061 +(1-DE) ¢
N,

S
(b,1-b)
S &1
:/ 62(k+1—mb)§1/ e2(1=m(1-b))&2 déy dé,
0 —&1(b—a)/(1-b)

B 1 1 1
_4(1—m(1—b))<m—2—k+(b—a)/(l—b)+ma—1—k))’
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00 3
p2(k+1)é1+262—2més dé = / p2(1=m)&2 / 2 2161 dé; dé,
0 —0oQ

1
T Ak+)(m—2—k)

J

s
(0,1)

This shows that (7.4)) is satisfied with pj, in the role of f, but p, € P2 (C").

8 Pullbacks of polynomial classes by polynomial maps

Let S C R” be compact and convex with 0 € S and f = (f1,..., fn): C* = C" be a
polynomial map. If f;(z) = > e @5.02%, I; = {a € N*; a;, # 0}, and S; C RY be
the convex hull of I;. Then f; € P (C*) and for every p(w) = D Be(mS)nNn bpw? in
P2 (C") we have

(f'p)2) = D behi() - ful2)™

Be(mS)NNn

By Theorem B8 we have | f;(z)] < e” ™5 which implies that for every z € C*

(PRI S S |bgleled hits @t tntls, (2
BE€(mS)NNT

S( Z ‘b5|€<0,5>)emvs(vsl(Lng) ~~~~~ psy (Log2))
Be(mS)NN™

We have for every ¢ € R’ that

@S(wsl (g)a cee @Sn(g))
= Sup{<$181 ++xnsn7§>7 VS Su Sj € 5]7 .7 = 1,...,77/}

= SUD 00,5405, (&) = psr (&),
xe

where 5" = J,cg 7151 + - - + 2,5,. The set S’ C Rﬂ is compact and convex.

Proposition 8.1 Assume that SN Q" = S. Then with the notation above S’ is the
smallest compact convex subset T' of R, with 0 € T' for which f*(Pg(C")) C PL(C)
for all m € N.

Proof: Assume that 7' C S such that f*(P5(C")) C PL(C’) for every m € N. Then
there exists £ € R? such that ¢o7(¢) < pg(€) and since S N Q" is dense in S we can
choose r € SN Q" such that

(8.1) er(§) <rifa, &) + -+ raf{an, §) < s (§).
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Now we fix m € N such that v = mr € N", define p € P5(C") by p(w) = w”. By
Theorem [3.6] there exists a constant ¢, such that

(8.2) |fp(2)| < ertmir) 5 e CF

. . . ¢ n rSj . . ¢
Since S; is a convex polytope in R, the set ) i1 Uaeextsj N’ is dense in R®, where

N3’ is the interior of Nj’. Hence ¢ may be chosen from Ni] where o; € extS; and
©s,(€) = (0, &) > (a, &) for every o € I;\{a;}. All the o; are from N by the definition
of S;. We define the sequence (Cx)ren in C* by (p = (e, .., ") and we will show
that (BI) implies that the sequence (f*p((x)e ™Hr(¢r)) ren 18 unbounded, contradicting

the estimate (8.2). First we observe that (,’ = €€ and then that (81 implies

(8.3) ( ,?1, o l?n)"/e_mHT(Ck) — ekmri(aa &)t trnlanE)—er(©)) _y 4 5o

when k& — +o00. Next we observe that
(8.4) fj(Ck)/Cs] = a0, + Z aj@e—k((ozjé)—(a,f)) — Q) £ 0
ael;j\{a;}

when k — 400, and

(8.5) o) /(G- ) = (AlGr) /G )™ - (falGe) /G )

By combining (83), (84]), and (BH), we see that (f*p(Ck)e_mHT(C’f))keN is unbounded.
0

Assume now that f is a proper map and that ¢ is a given admissible weight function
on a compact set K C C". Then f*q is lower semicontinuous and

{ze [TU(K); ffa(z) < +oo} = [ ({w € K ; q(w) < +00}).

Since inverse images of non-pluripolar sets by proper maps are non-pluripolar it follows
that f*q is an admissible weight on f~!(K). Furthermore, we have

|fpem"a
From Proposition 8.1l we conclude that f* (@f(’q’m) < @?LI(K) Frqm for every m € N*,
consequently f*(®% ) < CID?I_I(K) f+q and equality holds if f*: PS(C") — PI(CY) is
surjective.

Next we look at the pullback of Lelong classes. Let u € £5(C"), say u < ¢, + Hs.
Then for every z € C* with Logf(z) € C*™ we have

(fu)(2) < cu + Hs(f(2)) = cu + ps(log|fi(z)[, . . log | f1(2)])
< ¢+ @S(Cl + ¥s; (LOgZ), N a2 (Logz))

< ¢y +s(c) + ps(ps, (Logz), ..., ps, (Logz))
=c, + vs(c) + Hg(2)

k) = |lpe™™ ||k

and conclude that f*u € £5(C%). If u < ¢ on K, then f*u < f*q on f~'(K), we have
f* (Vfiq) < Vﬁl(K)J*q and that equality holds if f*: £5(C") — £5(C') is surjective.

When ¢ = n we have the following weighted transformation rule, which generalizes
Klimek [19, Theorem 5.3.1] and Perera |25, Theorem 1]:
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Proposition 8.2 If f: C* — C" is proper, the following are equivalent:
(i) The difference f*Hg — Hg is bounded, that is f*Hg € L5 (C").

(ii) For every compact set K C C™ and every admissible weight ¢ on K we have

178 _ /98
f Vqu_fol(

K), f*q

Proof: (i)=-(ii): Let u € £5(C") with u[;-1s) < f*q. By Klimek [19, Theorem
2.9.26] the function v(z) = max{u(w): w € f~'(z)} is plurisubharmonic on C". Let ¢
be a constant such that f*Hg — Hg > —c. Then v|x < ¢ and

v(2) < max Hg(w)+c, < max f*Hg(w)+c+c, = Hg(z)+c+cy.
wef~1(2) wef~1(z)

It follows that u < f*v < f*Vng.

(ii)=(i): Let ¢ = max, ;1 @) Hs(w) and ¢ = max, ;g Hs(w). Then

HS’ — C S stzl(ﬁ") e f*Vifn — f*HS

and
_ 9 S’ xS *
(86) HS/ =V > fol(f(ﬁn)) = f Vf(ﬁn) > f HS — C/.
O
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