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AN EXTENSION THEOREM FOR
SEPARATELY HOLOMORPHIC FUNCTIONS
WITH PLURIPOLAR SINGULARITIES

MAREK JARNICKI (KrRAKOW) () PETER PFLUG (OLDENBURG) ()

ABSTRACT. Let Dj C C™ be a pseudoconvex domain and let A; C D; be a locally
pluriregular set, j = 1,..., N. Put

N
X::UA1><-~~><AJ-,1><Dj><Aj+1><-~~><ANC(C"1 X oo x C"N = C".
j=1

Let U C C™ be an open neighborhood of X and let M C U be a relatively closed
subset of U. For j € {1,..., N} let £; be the set of all (2/,2") € (A1 XX Aj_1) X
(Aj+1 x -+ x An) for which the fiber M(,: . .y = {z; € C"9: (2',2;,2") € M} is

not pluripolar. Assume that 31,...,Xy are pluripolar. Put
N

X' = J{(#,2,2") € (A1 x - x Aj 1) x Dy x (Aj41 x - x AN): (2/,2") € 5}
j=1

Then there exists a relatively closed pluripolar subset M C X of the ‘envelope of
holomorphy’ X C C™ of X such that:

e MNX' CcM ,

e for every function f separately holomorphic on X \ M there exists exactly one
function f holomorphic on X \ M with ]?: fon X'\ M, and

o Mis singular with respect to the family of all functions ]?
Some special cases were previously studied in [Jar-Pfl 2001c].

1. Introduction. Main Theorem. Let N € N, N > 2, and let
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where D; is a domain, j =1,...,N. We define an N —fold cross
X:X(Al,...,AN;Dl,...,DN)

N
= UAl X e ><Aj_1 ><Dj XAj+1 X e XAN CC”1+W+nN =C".
j=1
Observe that X is connected.

Let Q C C™ be an open set and let A C Q2. Put
haq:=sup{u: v € PSH(Q), u<1lon N, u<0on A},
where PSH(£2) denotes the set of all functions plurisubharmonic on 2. Define
wAQ = kg?&o Pana,
where (Qx)%2 ; is a sequence of relatively compact open sets 0y, C Q11 CC Q with
Uiz, Q& = Q (h* denotes the upper semicontinuous regularization of k). Observe

that the definition is independent of the exhausting sequence ()22 ;. Moreover,
wa,0 € PSH(Q). Recall that if Q is bounded, then wa o = P o

For an N—fold cross X = X(A1,...,An;D1,...,Dn) put

N
X = {(Zl,...,ZN) €Dy x---x Dpn: ZwAij(Zj) < 1}
j=1
Observe that if Dy, ..., Dy are pseudoconvex, then Xisa pseudoconvex open set

in C".

We say that a subset & # A C C" is locally pluriregular if hjq g(a) = 0
for any a € A and for any open neighborhood Q of a (in particular, A N Q is
non-pluripolar).

Note that if Ay, ..., Ay are locally pluriregular, then X C X and X is connected
([Jar-Pfl 2001c], Lemma 4).

Let U be an open neighborhood of X and let M C U be a relatively closed
set. We say that a function f: X \ M — C is separately holomorphic (f €
Os(X \ M)) if for any (a1,...,an) € A1 x -~ x Ay and j € {1,...,N} the

function f(as,...,aj-1,,a;+1,...,an) is holomorphic in the open set
Dj \M(al »»»»» Aj_1,,0541,..,QN)?
where
M(al,»»»-,ajfl-,'-,aj+1,»»»-,aN) = {Zj e C%: (al, ey Q515 25, A1y - - ,CLN) S M}



Suppose that S; C Ay x---x A1 xAjp1 %X~ XAy, j=1,...,N, and define
the generalized N —fold cross

T:T(Al,...,AN;Dl,...,DN;Sl,...,SN)

N
= U{(ZI,ZJ',ZH) S (Al XKoo XAjfl) X Dj X (AjJrl X X AN)I (Z/,Z”) ¢ SJ}
j=1

It is clear that T' C X. Observe that
X(Al,...,AN;Dl,...,DN) :T(Al,...,AN;Dl,...,DN;Q,...,@).

Moreover, if N = 2, then T(Al,Ag; Dl, Dg; Sl, Sg) = X(Al \ SQ, A2 \ Sl;Dl, Dg)
Consequently, any generalized 2—fold cross is a 2—fold cross.

Let S C Q be a relatively closed pluripolar subset of an open set 2 C C”.
Let F C O(Q2\ S). We say that S is singular with respect to F if for any point
a € M there exists a function f, € F which is not holomorphically extendible to
a neighborhood of a (cf. [Jar-Pfl 2000], § 3.4). Equivalently: the set .S is minimal
in the sense that there is no relatively closed set S’ & S such that any function
from F extends holomorphically to Q\ S’. It is clear that for any relatively closed
pluripolar set S C € and for any family F C O(Q2\ S) there exists a relatively
closed set S’ C S such that any function f € F extends to an f' € O(Q\ S’) and
S’ is singular with respect to the family {f’: f € F}.

The main result of our paper is the following extension theorem for separately
holomorphic functions.

Main Theorem. Let D; C C% be a pseudoconvexr domain, let A; C Dj; be a
locally plurireqular set, j = 1,...,N, and let U be an open neighborhood of the
N —fold cross

X = X(Al,...,AN;Dl,...,DN).

Let M C U be a relatively closed subset of U such that for each j € {1,..., N} the
set

Ej = Ej(Al,.. 714]\[,]\4)
={(z,2") € (A1 x - xAj_1)x (Ajp1 x -~ x ANn): M. .y is mot pluripolar}

is pluripolar. Put
XI = T(Al,...,AN;Dl,...,DN;El,...,EN).

Then there exists a relatively closed pluripolar set M c X such that:
e MNX' C M,
o for every f € O (X \ M) there exists exactly one fe O(X \ ]/\4\) with f = f
on X'\ M,
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o M is singular with respect to the family {f fe0s(X\ M)}, and
o X\ M is pseudoconver.

In particular, )A(\]/\Z is the envelope of holomorphy of X \ M with respect to the
space of separately holomorphic functions.

Notice that if M C U is a pluripolar set, then ¥,..., Xy are always pluripolar
(cf. Lemma 8(a)).

The case where N = 2, ny = ng = 1, D1 = Dy = C was studied in [Jar-Pfl
2001b], Th. 2.

Corollary 1. Let D;, A;, 5 =1,...,N, X, and U be as in the Main Theorem.
Assume that M C U s a relatively closed set such that for any (ai,...,an) €
Arx---xAn andj € {1,...,N} the fiber M, ax) 8 pluripolar (V).
Then there exists a relatively closed pluripolar set M c X such that:

e MNXCM,

o for every f € Os(X \ M) there exists exactly one fe O()A( \ M\) with f = f
on X\ M, and

o the domain X \ M s pseudoconvex.

The case where N = 2, Dy = C"2, and A, is open was studied in [Chi-Sad
1988] (for ng = 1) and [Kaz 1988] (for arbitrary ns).

The proof of the Main Theorem will be presented in Sections 3 (for N = 2) and
4 (for arbitrary N).

yeey @155 415y

The following two examples illustrate the role played by the sets ¥; and show
that the assertion of the Main Theorem is in some sense optimal.
Example 2. Let ny = ngy =1, Dy = Dy = C, Ay = Ay = E := the unit disc,
X =X(E,E;C,C)=(ExC)U(Cx E).

(a) Let M := {0} x E. Then ¥; = &, 3o = {0}, X' = X(E \ {0}, E;C,C),
M = {0} x C.

Put fo(z,w) := 1/2z, z # 0. Then fy € Os(X \ M) and M is singular with
respect to fo.

(b) Let M := {0} x {Jw| = r} for some 0 < r < 1. Then ¥; = &, ¥o = {0},
X' =X(E\ {0}, E;C,C), M = .

Put

w if z#£0or (z=0 and |w| > r)
folz,w) := {

, (z,w) e X\ M.
0 if z=0and |w| <r (2, w) \

Then fy € Os(X \ M), ﬁ)(z,w) = w, and ﬁ)((),w) # f(0,w), 0 < |w| <.

2. Auxiliary results.

In the case M = @ the problem of extension of separately holomorphic functions
was studied by many authors (under various assumptions on (Dj, 4;)}.,), e.g. [Sic
1969], [Zah 1976], [Sic 1981], [Shi 1989], [Ngu-Zer 1991], [Ngu 1997], [Ale-Zer 2001]
(for N = 2), and [Sic 1981], [Ngu-Zer 1995], [Jar-Pfl 2001c] (for arbitrary N).

(!) That is £y =+ =Sy = @.



Theorem 3 ([Ngu-Zer 1995], [Ale-Zer 2001]). Let (Dj, A;)_; and X be as in the
Main Theorem. Then any function from Og4(X) extends holomorphically to the
pseudoconvex domain X .

The case where M is analytic was studied in [Okt 1998], [Okt 1999], [Sic 2000],
[Jar-Pfl 2001a]. The problem was completely solved in [Jar-Pfl 2001¢].

Theorem 4 ([Jar-Pfl 2001b]). Let (D;, A; )J 1 and X be as in the Main Theorem.
Let M & U be an analytic subset of an open connected neighborhood U of X. Then
there exists an analytic set M C X such that:

o« MnN Uo C M for an open neighborhood Uy of X, Uy C U,

o for every f € Oy(X \ M) there exists exactly one fe O(X \ ]/\4\) with f = f
on X\ M, and

o the domain X \ M s pseudoconvex.

Remark 5. It is an natural idea to try to obtain Theorem 4 from the Main
Theorem. More precisely, let (D, A; ) X, U, and M be as in Theorem 4.
Then, by the Main Theorem, there exists a relatively closed pluripolar set McX
which has all the properties listed in the Main Theorem. We would like to know
whether there is a direct argument showing that M must be analytic.

Jj=1

The following two results will play the fundamental role in the sequel.

Theorem 6 ([Chi 1993]). Let D C C" be a domain and let D be the envelope of
holomorphy of D. Assume that S is relatively closed pluripolar subset of D. Then
there_exists a relatively closed pluripolar subset S ofD such that SN D C S and
D \ S is the envelope of holomorphy of D \ S.

Theorem 7 ([Jar-Pfl 2001b]). Let A C E"~1 be locally plurireqular, let
=X(A,E;E"1,0)

(notice that X = En ! x C), and let U C EN=1 x C be an open neighborhood
of X. Let M C U be a relatively closed set such that M N E™ = & and for any
a € A the fiber M,y is polar. Then there exists a relatively closed pluripolar set
S C E" ! x C such that

e SNX CM,

e any function from Os(X \ M) extends holomorphically to E"~! x C\ S, and

e Ent x C\ S (%) is pseudoconves.

Notice that the above result is a special case of our Main Theorem with N = 2,
nlzn—LDl:E"*l,A1:A7n2:1,D2:(C7A2:E, Y1 =30=0

(2) Here and in the sequel to simplify notation we write Py X - -+ X P \ Q instead of (P; X
X Pp)\ Q.
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Proof. 1t is known (cf. [Chi-Sad 1988]) that each function f € Os(X \ M) has the
univalent domain of existence Gy C E"* x C (?). Let G denote the connected
component of int (). (x\ar) Gy that contains E™ and let S := E" 1 xC\G. It
remains to show that S is pluripolar.

Take (a,b) € Ax C\ M. Since M(,,. is polar, there exists a curve v: [0,1] —
C\ M, such that v(0) = 0, y(1) = b. Take an € > 0 so small that

Aa(e) x (v([0,1]) + Ao(e)) C U\ M,

where A, (r) = A% (r) C C* denotes the polydisc with center zo € C* and radius
r > 0. Put V, := EU(y([0,1]) + Ao(e)) and consider the cross

Y = X(AN Ag(e), E; Au(), Vi).

Then f € O4(Y) for any f € O4(X \ M). Consequently, by Theorem 3, we
get ¥ C Gy, [ € Oy(X \ M). Hence Y C G. In particular, we conclude that
{a} ((C \ M(a )) cG.

Thus S(,,.) C M, for all a € A. Consequently, by Lemma 5 from [Chi-Sad
1988], S is plurlpolar O

Lemma 8. (a) Let S C CP x C? be pluripolar. Then the set
A:={2e€CP: S, is not pluripolar}

is pluripolar.

(b) Let M C CP x C7 be such that for each a € CP the fiber M, . is pluripolar.
Let C C CP x C? be such that the set {z € CP: C(, .y is not pluripolar} is not
pluripolar (e.g. C = C' x C", where C' C CP, C"" C C? are non-pluripolar). Then
C'\ M is non-pluripolar.

(c) Let M C CP x C9 be such that for each a € CP the fiber M, . is pluripolar.
Let A C CP be locally pluriregular. Let C := {(a,b') € AxCI™': Mgy .y is polar}
Then C' is locally plurireqular.

Proof. (a) Let v € PSH(CPT4), v # —o0, be such that S C v~!(—00). Define
u(z) == sup{v(z,w): we E'}, zeCP,

Then A C u=1(—00). Moreover, u € PSH(CP) and u # —o0.

(b) Suppose that C'\ M is pluripolar. Then, by (a), there exists a pluripolar set
A C CP such that the fiber (C'\ M)(q,.) is pluripolar, a € C? \ A. Consequently,
the fiber C(,..y is pluripolar, a € C?\ A; contradiction.

(c) Fix a point (ag,by) € C' and a neighborhood U := A4, 4 (). We have to
show that h (a0, by) = 0.

(3) We like to thank Professor Evgeni Chirka for explaining us some details of the proof of
Theorem 1 in [Chi-Sad 1988].
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Let u := hiqpy € PSH(U). Then for any a € AN A, (r) the function u(a, )
is plurisubharmonic on Ay, () and u(a,-) < 0 on the set

(CNU)(a) ={b" € Ay (r): (M(a,.y) @, is polar}.

By (a) (applied to the set M(q,.)), the set Ay (r) \ (C' N Agy(7))(q,.) is pluripolar.
Hence u(a,-) < 0 on Ay (r). In particular, u(-,b5) < 0 on AN Ay (r), which
implies that

honu,u (a0, by) = ulao, bg) < hina,, (1), a4, (r)(@0) = 0.

|
Lemma 9. Let Dj, A;, j=1,...,N, and X be as in the Main Theorem. Let

SjCA1><"'><Aj,1 XAjJrl XX AN
be pluripolar, 3 =1,...,N. Put
TIZT(Al,...,AN;Dl,...,DN;Sl,...,SN).

Then any function f € Os(T)NC(T) (*) extends holomorphically to X.

If N = 2, then the result is true for any function f € O4(T) (see the proof).
In the case where N > 3 we do not know whether the result is true for arbitrary

f e o).

Proof. We apply induction on N. The case N = 2 follows from Theorem 3 and
the fact that X =T (recall that if N =2, then T is a 2—fold cross). Moreover, if
N =2, then the result is true for any f € O,(T).

Assume that the result is true for N — 1 > 2. Take an f € O4(T)NC(T). Let
Q@ denote the set of all zy € Ay for which there exists a j € {1,..., N — 1} such
that the fiber (S;). .,) is not pluripolar. Then, by Lemma 8(a), @ is pluripolar.
Take a zy € Ay \ @ and define

TzN = T(Al, . ,ANfl; Dl, ceey DNfl; (Sl)(-,zN)a ey (SNfl)(,JN)).

Then f(-,zn) € Os(T,y) NC(T.y). By the inductive assumption, the function

f(, zn) extends to an f,,, € O(Y), where Y = X(Ay,...,Any—1;D1,...,Dn_1).
Let A’ := Ay x --- x Ay_1. Consider the 2—fold cross

Z:=T(A", AN;Y,Dn; Sn, Q) = ((A"\ Sn) x Dn) U (Y x (An \ @)
Let g: Z — C be given by the formulae:
(4) We say that a function f: T — C is separately holomorphic if for any j € {1,...,N}
and (a/,a”) € (A1 X -+ X Aj_1) X (Aj41 x--- x Ax)\ S the function f(a’,-,a’) is holomorphic

in Dj.
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g(z',zN) —f(z zn), (2, 2Nn) A(A'\S’N) x Dy,

9, 2n) 1= foy (), (', 28) € K7 % (Ax \ Q).

Observe that g is well-defined.

Indeed, let (2/,zx) € (A’ \ Sn) x Dy) N (Y x (Ax \ Q)). If 2/ € T.,, then
obviously f., (z ’) = f(2/,zn). Suppose that z/ ¢ T,,. Then 2/ € P,, :=
ﬂ;vz_ll(SJ)( ,zx)i Pey is pluripolar. Take a sequence A’ \ (Sy U P.) 2 2/ — 2.
Then 2"V € T,,. Thus f.,(z"") = f(z"*,zxn). Hence, by continuity, f.,(z') =
f(Z',2n) (5)

Moreover, g € O4(Z). Put V := X(A, Ay;Y,Dy) D Z. Since the result is
true for N = 2 (without the contmulty) we get a holomorphic extension of g to

V. It remains to observe that V = X cf. [Jar-Pfl 2001c], the proof of Step 3. O

Lemma 10. Let D C CP, G C C? be pseudoconver domains, let AC D, B C G
be locally pluriregular, and let M C U be a relatively closed subset of an open
neighborhood U of the cross X := X(A, B; D,G). Let A’ C A, B’ C B be such that
A\ A", B\ B’ are pluripolar and for any (a,b) € A" x B’ the fibers M(q,.y, M. ;) are
pluripolar. Let (D;)32,, (G})52, be sequences of pseudoconver domains, D; € D,
Gj € G, with D; /D, Gj G, such that A; = AlﬁDj #+ g, B; = B/ﬂGj #+ g,
J € N. We assume that for each j € N, a € A, and b € B, there ewist:

e polydiscs Aq(ra;) C Dj, Ap(sp,;) C G and

e relatively closed pluripolar sets S, j C Ay(ra,;) X Gy, S®I C Dj x Ap(sp,5)
such that: N

° (Aa(Taﬁj) )U(D XAb(SbJ))CUﬁX,

o ((A'NA, (rw)) Gj)NSa; C M, (Dj x (B'NAy(sp;)))NS» C M,

o for any f € O4(X \ M) there exist functions fo ; € O(Au(rq,;) X G4\ Saj),
fb’j S O(Dj X Ab(sb,j) \ Sb’j) with

fa,j =f on (AI n Aa(ra,j)) X Gj \ M,

P9 = f on Dj x (B'NAy(sp;) \ M,

o Su; is singular with respect to the family {fa;j: f € Os(X \ M)}, S is
singular with respect to the family {f*7: f € Os(X \ M)}.

Then there exists a relatively closed pluripolar set M c X such that:
e MNX' C M, where X' :==X(A",B"; D,G),
o for any f € Os(X \ M) there exists exactly one f € O(X \ M) with f = f on
X\M,
o the set M is singular with respect to the family {f: f € Os(X \ M)}.
Proof. Fix a j € N. Put
U= |J  (Qalray) x G) U(D; x Ay(s,5)),
aGA;, bGB;
Xj:=((ANDj;) x G;) U(D; x (BNGj)),
(5) Here is the only place where the continuity of f is used.
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Note that X} C U;. Take an f € Oy(X \ M). We like to glue the sets (Sa,j)acar,

(S’b’j)b@g; and the functions (fa)j)aeA;, (fb“j)beB; to obtain a global holomorphic

function f; == U,ear. pepr fa iU on Ui\ Sj where Sj := Uycar pepr Sa,jUS™ .
Letae A%, be B]; Ol;serve that ’ ’

fa,j = f on (AI M Aa('ra,j)) X Gj \M,
P =f on D; x (B'N Ap(sp)) \ M.

Thus f,; = f* on the non-pluripolar set (A’ N A, (rq,;)) % (B N Ap(sp;)) \ M
(cf. Lemma 8(b)). Hence

fag = F" on Ag(ra;) x Ap(sp) \ (Sa,j US™).
Using the minimality of S, ; and S*7, we conclude that
Saj N (Aa(raj) X Ap(sp,3)) = S N (Aa(ra) x Ab(se,5))-

Now let ', a” € A be such that C' := Ay (rer ;)N A (rar ;) # @. Fixab € Bj.
We know that fa’,j = fb’j e fa”,j on C' X Ab(’l”bﬁj) \ (Salyj U Sty Sa//ﬁj). Hence,
by the identity principle, we conclude that fo/ ; = for; on C x G\ (Sqr,; U Sar ;)
and, moreover,

Sa’,j N (C X G]) = Sa//)j n (C X GJ)
The same argument works for ¥',0” € B' N G;.

Let U; be the connected component of U; N )A(J’ with X} C U;. We have con-
structed a relatively closed pluripolar set S; C U; such that:

S;NX; C M and

for any f € Os(X \ M) there exists (exactly one) f; € O(U; \ S;) with f; = f
on X7\ M.

Recall that X ]' cU; C X ]' Hence the envelope of holomorphy ﬁj coincides
with )A(J’ (cf. [Jar-Pfl 2001b], the proof of Step 4).

Applying the Chirka theorem (Theorem 6), we find a relatively closed pluripolar
set ]\/ZJ C X]' such that:

]/\Zj N Uj C Sj,

for any f € Os(X \ M) there exists (exactly one) function f] € (’)(X]' \]\//IJ)
with fAJ = f; on U; \ S; (in particular, fAJ = fon X\ M),

the set ]\/ZJ is singular with respect to the family {fj feO(X\ M)}

Since A\ A’, B\ B’ are pluripolar, we get

X;={(z,w) € Dj x Gj: Wynp, p,(2) + ping, a,(w) < 1}
=

Z7
(Z7w) € D] X G]' hszj,D]‘ (Z) + h*BmGj,Gj (w) < 1} = 'X]'
9



So, in fact, f] € O()A(j \ M). Observe that U2, X; = X, Xj C )A(j“, and
U;il X; = X. Using again the minimality of the M;’s (and gluing the f;’s),

we get a relatively closed pluripolar set M C X which satisfies all the required
conditions. O

Lemma 11. Let A C E"! be locally pluriregular, let G C C be a domain with
EeG,let X :=X(A, E;E"1,Q), and let U C E"~' x G be an open neighborhood
of X. Let M C U be a relatively closed set such that M N E™ = & and for any
a € A the fiber M, .y is polar. Then there erists a relatively closed pluripolar set
M C/)E such that:

e MNXCM,

o for any f € O4(X \ M) there exists exactly one fe (’)(X\]T/[\) with f = f on
X\ M,

o the set M is singular with respect to the family {f feO(X\ M)}

Notice that the above result is a special case of our Main Theorem with N = 2,
nlzn—l,Dlenfl,A1:A,n2:1,D2:G, AQZE, Y1 =29 =0.

Proof. By Lemma 10, it suffices to show that for any ap € A and for any domain
G' € G with E € G’ there exist r > 0 and a relatively closed pluripolar set
S C Ay (r) x G C U such that:

e SNX CM and

e any function from Os(X \ M) extends holomorphically to A, (r) x G"\ S.

Fix ap and G'. For b € G, let p = p, > 0 be such that Ay(p) € G and
M4,y N 0A(p) = @ (cf. [Arm-Gar 2001], Th. 7.3.9). Take p~ = p, > 0,
pT = pi >0 such that p~ < p < pT, Ay(p") € G, and M(,,.) NP = @, where

P=P:={weC:p <|w<pt}

Let v: [0,1] — G\ M(q4,,.) be a curve such that v(0) = 0, y(1) € 0A(p). There
exists an € = g, > 0 such that

Boo(€) X ((1([0,1]) + Ao()) UP) C U\ M.
Put V =V, := E U (v([0,1]) + Ag(e)) U P and consider the cross

Y =Y, :=X(AN A, (e), E; Ay (), V).
Then f € O4(Y) for any f € Os(X \ M). Consequently, by Theorem 3, any
function from O4(X \ M) extends holomorphically to Y D {ao} x V. Shrinking &
and V, we may assume that any function f € Os(X \ M) extends to a function

f=he O(Aq, () x W), where

W =Wy := Ag(1 — &) U (7([0,1]) + Ag(e)) U P,
10



In particular, fis holomorphic in A, (€) x P, and therefore may be represented
by the Hartogs—Laurent series

Fzw) =" Fal2)w —b)F + 3 For(2)(w — ) 7F = f*(z,w) + [ (2,0),
k=0 k=1

(z,w) € Ay () X P,

where fT € O(Aq, (e) x Ap(pT)) and f~ € O(Aq, () x (C\ Ay(p~))). Recall that
for any a € AN A,y (¢) the function f(a, -) extends holomorphically to G'\ M, .).
Consequently, for any a € ANA,, (g) the function ff (a, -) extends holomorphically
to C\ (M) N Ay(p~)). Now, by Theorem 7, there exists a relatively closed
pluripolar set S = S, C A,,(g) x Ap(p~) such that:

SN((ANA(e) x Ap(p~)) € M and

any function f~ extends holomorphically to a function ?’ € O(Ag, (g) xC\ S).

Since f = f* + f*, the function f extends holomorphically to a function
F=Fr € O(Aq(€) x Ap(p™)\ S). We may assume that the set S is singular with
respect to the family {f: f € Oy(X \ M)}.

Using the identity principle and the minimality of the Sp’s, one can easily show
that for V', 0" € G, if B := Ay (p;;) N Ay (p) # @, then

Sy N (Aao(n) X B) = Spr N (Aao(n) X B)v ﬁ’ = .ﬁ” on Aao(n) x B,

where 1 := min{ey,epr}. Thus the functions ﬁ,/, fbu and sets Sy, Spr may be
glued together.
Now, select by, ... by € G so that G’ C U;?:l Ay, (p;;_). Put

ri:=min{ey;: j =1,...,k}.

Then S := (A, (r) x G')N U;?:l Sy, gives the required relatively closed pluripolar
subset of Ag,(r) x G’ such that SN X C M and for any f € O4(X \ M), the
function f := U§:1 fv, extends holomorphically f to Ag,(r) x G"\ S. O

Lemma 12. Let A C EP be locally pluriregular, let R > 1, let
X 1= X(A, BY; B, AY(R)),

and let U C EP x AJ(R) be an open neighborhood of X. Let M C U be a relatively
closed set such that M N EP*9 = & and for any a € A the fiber M, .y is pluripolar.
Then there exists a relatively closed pluripolar set M c X such that:
e MNXCM,
o for any [ € O4,(X \ M) there exists exactly one fe O()?\]/W\) with f: foon
X\ M,
11



o the set M is singular with respect to the family {f feO(X\ M)}

Notice that the above result is a special case of our Main Theorem with N = 2,
ny =p, D1 = E?, Ay = A, ny = q, Dy = Aj(R), Ay = E%, %) =%y = @.

Proof. The case ¢ = 1 follows from Lemma 11. Thus assume that ¢ > 2. By
Lemma 10, it suffices to show that for any ag € A and for any R’ € (1, R) there exist
r =rg > 0 and a relatively closed pluripolar set S = Sg C Ay (1) X AY(R') C U
such that

e SNX CM,

e any function from O, (X \ M) extends holomorphically to A, () x AZ(R")\ S.

Fix an ag € A and let R, be the supremum of all R’ € (0, R) such that rr and
Sr exist. Note that 1 < R < R. It suffices to show that R = R.

Suppose that R < R. Fix R < R” < R and choose R" € (0, R{)) such that
\/q R/q_lR” > R6 Let r := TR, S = SR/.

Write w = (w',w,;) € C? = CI7! x C. Let C denote the set of all (a,t’) €
(AN Ay (1)) x AT (R') such that the fiber (M U S)(ap,.) is polar. By Lemma
8(a,c), C' is pluriregular. Now, by Lemma 11 applied to the cross

Yy = X(C, Ag(R'); Ay (r) x A5 (R'), Ao(R))

and the set M, := M U S, we conclude that there exists a closed pluripolar set
Sq C SA/q such that S; NY, C M, and any function f € O (X \ M) extends
holomorphically to }qu \ Sq. Using the product property of the relative extremal
function (cf. [Ngu-Sic 1991]), we get

~

Y, = {(z,w,w,) € Auy(r) x ATH(R') x Ag(R):
NG Ay (1 201 () (3 W) Pag(rry, a0(r) (We) <1}

= {(z,w',wy) € Aay(r) x ALTTHR') x Ag(R):
h?AﬁAao(r))xAg’l(R’),Aao(r)xAg’l(R’)(Z’w/) Mg (rr), 20(r) (W) <1}

= {(z,w',wy) € Agy(r) x ATHR') x Ag(R):
max{hyna, (r),Au, (r)(2); th—l(R/)Ag—l(R/)(w/)} + hag(rr), 20(r) (Wg) <1}

= {(z,w',wy) € Agy(r) x ATH(R') x Ag(R):
WAA Ay (1), Aug (1) (2) F Pag(rr), 20 () (Wg) < 1}

Since R” < R, we find a 4 € (0, r] such that any function f € Oy(X \ M) extends
holomorphically to a function f; on A, (rq) x AZ™ (R') x Ag(R")\ S,;. We may

assume that Sy is singular with respect to the family {f, : f € O4(X \ M)}.

Repeating the above argument for the coordinates w,, v = 1,...,¢ — 1, and
gluing the obtained sets, we find an ry € (0,7] and a relatively closed pluripolar
12



set S := [Jj_, Sj such that any function f € O4(X \ M) extends holomorphically
to a function fo := (- f] holomorphic in A, (rg) X \ So, where

Q _UAJ Y(R') x Ag(R") x AL (R).

Let Q denote the envelope of holomorphy of (. Applymg the Chirka theorem
(Theorem 6), we find a relatively closed pluripolar subset So of Ag, (o) X Q such
that any function f € O4(X\ M) extends to a function J holomorphic on Agy (1o)X
Q\ So. Let R” := VR“"IR". Observe that Ag(R") C Q. Recall that R"” > R).
We may assume that M is singular with respect to the family {f feO0(X\M)}.
To get a contradiction it suffices to show that MNXc M. We argue as in the
proof of Lemma 11:

Take (a,b) € (AN Agy(ro)) x AG(R™)\ M. Since M, . is pluripolar, there
exists a curve y: [0,1] — Ag(R") \ M(q,.) such that v(0) =0, y(1) = b. Take an
€ > 0 so small that

Aa(e) x (V([0,1]) + Af(e)) C Aay(r) x AG(R™)\ M.
Put V3 := E1U (v([0,1]) + Af(e)) and consider the cross
Y =X(AN Ay(e), B9 Aule), V).

Then f € O,(Y) for r any f € O, (X\ M) Consequently, by Theorem 3, ¥ C
Agy (r) x AL(R™)\ M, which implies that M yNAGR") C M. O

3. Proof of the Main Theorem for N = 2. To simplify notation put: p := nq,
D .= Dl,A Al,A/ A\Eg,q —nz,G D2,B AQ, B/ B\El

It suffices to verify the assumptions of Lemma 10. Let (D;)32;, (G;)32; be
approximation sequences: D; € D11 € D, G; € Gj1 € G, D; /' D, G; /G,
A'ND; #@,and B'NG; ;é@,jeN.

Fix aj € N, a € AN D; and let ©; be the set of all b € G4 such that
there exist a polydisc A, p)(rs) C Dj x Gj11 and a relatively closed pluripolar set
Sy C Aa,p) (rs) such that:

Sy N ((AI N Aa(Tb)) X Ab(Tb)) Cc M,

any function f € O4(X \ M) extends to a function f, € O(A(ap) (1) \ Sp) with
fo=fon (A/ n Aa(’l”b)) X Ab(Tb) \ M, B

and Sy is singular with respect to the family {f,: f € O (X \ M)}.

It is clear that €2; is open. Observe that Q; # @. Indeed, since BN Gj \
M,y # @, we find a point b € BN G; \ M(,.). Therefore there is a polydisc
A(a)b)(T) C Dj X Gj \M Put

Y :=X(ANA.(r), BN Ay(r); Ag(r), Ap(r)).
13



By Theorem 3, we find an , € (0,7) such that any function f € Oy(X\ M) extends
to fb € O(A ab)(Tb)) with fb = f on A(a,b (’I”b) ny o (A N A, (’I”b)) X Ab(Tb)
Consequently, b € €2;.

Moreover, §2; is relatively closed in G;41. Indeed, let ¢ be an accumulation
point of ; in G 41 and let A.(3R) C Gj41. Take a point b € Q; NAL(R)\ M,
and let 7 € (0,7rp], r < 2R, be such that A (r) N M = @. Observe that
fo € O(Aap)(r)) and fo(z,-) = f(z,-) € O(Ap(2R)\M(...)) for any z € A'NA,(r).
Hence, by Lemma 12 (with R’ := R), there exists a relatively closed pluripolar
set S C Aq(p) x Ap(R) with p' € (0,r) such that any f has an extension f, €
O(Au(p') x Ap(R) \ S) Take an r, > ( 0 so small that A, ¢)(1e) C Aa(p’) x Ab( )

and put Se := SN A(g,e)(7re), fC = fb on Age)(re) \ Se. Obviously fc fb f
on (A’ NAy(re)) x Ac(re) \ M. Hence ¢ € Q.
Thus ©; = Gj4+1. There exists a finite set T C G such that

éj C U Ab(Tb).

Define rq,; := min{ry: b € T'}. Take b',0" € T with C':= Ay (ry ) N Ay (1) # 2.
Then fb/ =f=fpon(ANA a(Ta,j)) X (A (1) N Ay (ry)) \ M. Consequently,
fy = for on A, (ra,;) X C'\ (Spr U Spr). In particular, using the minimality of the
sets Sy and Sy, we conclude that they coincide on Ag(rq ;) x C and that the
functions fpr and fp glue together. Thus we get a relatively closed pluripolar set
Sa,j C Aa(ra;) x G such that S jN((A'NAL(rq,5)) x Gj) C M and any function
f € Os(X \ M) extends holomorphically to an fq ; € O(Ay(rq,;) X G5\ Sa,;) with
fa,j = f on (A/ n Aa(Ta)j)) X Gj \M

Changing the role of 2z and w, we get S/ and f*J, b€ B'NG;. O

The above proof of the Main Theorem for N = 2 shows that the following
generalization of Lemma 12 is true.

Theorem 13. Let D C CP, G C C? be pseudoconvex domains, let A C D be
locally pluriregular, let B C G be open and non-empty, and let M C U be a
relatively closed subset of an open neighborhood U of the cross X := X(A, B; D, Q)
such that M N (D x B) = & and for any a € A the ﬁber M(q,.) is pluripolar. Then
there e:msts a relatively closed pluripolar set M C X such that:

eMNXCM ,

o for any [ € O4(X \ M) there exists exactly one fe (9()?\]/\4\) with f = f on
X\ M,

o the set M is singular with respect to the family {F: f € 04X\ M)}.

Observe that if G = C?, then X = DxC4. Consequently, Theorem 6 generalizes
also Theorem 7.

Proof. We apply Lemma 10 (as in the proof of the Main Theorem for N = 2).
The functions f, ; are constructed exactly as in that proof (with A’ = A). The
14



functions f%7 are simply given as f%7 := FlD;xAy(se.,) With Ap(sp;) € BN D;
(8% = @). O

4. Proof of the Main Theorem. First observe that, by Lemma 8(b), the set
X'\ M is not pluripolar. Consequently, the function fis uniquely determined.
We proceed by induction on N. The case N = 2 is proved.
Let D, / Dj, D € Djiy1 € Dj, where Dj ) are pseudoconvex domains
with Ajyk = Aj NDj g #+@,j=1,....,N. Put

X = X(Alﬁk, Ce ,AN,MDl,k, e ,DN,k) C X,
Ejyk = (Al,k X oo X Ajflyk X AjJrLk X oo X AN,k) ﬂEj, ]: 1,...,N,
X, o =T(A1 ks AN Digs oo s DNk St ks - - s BN k) C X

It suffices to show that for each k € N the following condition (*) holds.

(*)  There exists a domain Uy, X}, C U C Xy and a relatively closed pluripolar
set M}, C Uy, such that:

M N X;C C M and

for any f € O4(X \ M) there exists an f, € O(Uy, \ My) with fr = f on X\ M.

Indeed, fix a £ € N and observe that, by Lemma 9, )A(k is the envelope of
holomorphy of Uy. Hence, in virtue of the Chirka theorem (Theorem 6), there
exists a relatively closed pluripolar set ]\/Zk of )?k, ]\/ZkﬂUk C Mj,, such that )?k\]\//fk
is the envelope of holomorphy of Uy \ Mk In particular, for each f € O, (X \ M)
there exists an fk € O(Xk \Mk) with fk|Uk\Mk = fk We may assume that Mk is
singular with respect to the family {f: f € O5(X \ M)}.

In partlcular Mk+1 N Xk = Mk Consequently:

M= Uk 1 Mk is a relatively closed plumpolar subset of X with M N X' C M,

for each f € O4(X \ M), the function fi= U, i is holomorphic on X \ M
w1thf fon X'\ M, and

M is singular with respect to the family {F: f € 0(X\ M)}

It remains to prove (*). Fix a k € N. For any
a:(al,...,aN)GAka-u XANyk\M

let 7 = 7 (a) be such that Ay(7) C D1y X -+ x Dy \ M. Consider the N—fold
Cross
Yo =X(A1NAL(T), ..., AN N Auy (7); Ag (7)., Aay (7))

Observe that any function from O, (X \ M) belongs to O4(Y,). Consequently, by
Theorem 3, any function from Os(X \ M) extends holomorphically to Y,. Let
p = pr(a) € (0,7] be such that Ag(p) C Y.

15



If N > 4, then we additionally define (N — 2)—fold crosses

Yk,u, - X(Al Ky« 7Au—l,k7 A;,L-i—l,lm ey AV—I,]{H AV—‘rl,lm ey AN,]C;

Dl,ka B ,D‘ufl,k,D;kkl,k; s aDl’*lykaDlI+11ka e '7DN1k)7
1<pu<v <N,

and we assume that p is so small that

A(ah-n,au—l7au+17~~-,au—17au+17-~-7GN)(p) - Yknu'vl” I<pu<v<N.

For j € {1,..., N}, define the 2—fold crosses:

Zlosaj = {(z 2j,2"): (A1 N Aay (p) X -+ X (Ajo1 N Aa; 1 (p))) X Dy

X ((AJ'H N Aa;+1( )) X X (AN n AGN (p))) (2/72//) ¢ Ej} U Aa([)),

Zy,a,j = ((Al NAg(p) X - x (A1 N Ag; () X Djks1

X (Ag11 0 Ay (p)) % -+ % (AN 0 Ay () ) U Aa(p).

Now, we apply Theorem 13 to the 2—fold cross Zk a; and the set M. We find a
relatively closed pluripolar set S 4,; C 7} kg Zk,a,j such that:

Sk)a)] n Zk,a,g Cc M,

for any function f € Os(X \ M) there exists an frq,; € O(Zk,a,; \ Sk,a,;) sSuch
that }V‘kaj =fonZ, ..\ M,

Sk.a,; 18 singular with respect to the space {fk aj: f € Os (X \ M)}

Observe that {(a1,...,aj-1)} x Djx x{(aji1,...,an)} € Zkﬁw Consequently,
we find r = r4(a) € (0, p] such that

Vk,a,j = A(al,...,aj,l)(r) X Djﬁk X A(aj+1,...,aN)(T) C Zk,a,j, j = 1, .. .,N.

Let
Vi = U Viea-
a€A| X XAN K\ M
Jje{l,...N}

Note that X; C V4. Let Uy be the connected component of Vj N X r that contains
X

It remains to glue the sets Si ,; and functions fk,a,j- Then

Sk = U Skya,j Nk, fro = U fk»a»j|Vk,a,jﬁUk\Sk
a€A| X XAN K\ M a€AL kX XAN K\ M
Jj€{1,...,N} j€{1,...,N}
16



will satisfy (*).

To check that the gluing process is possible, let a,b € Ay x -+ X An i \ M,
i, € {1,..., N} be such that Vj 4, N View,j # @. We have the following two cases:

(a) i # j: We may assume that 1 = N — 1, 7 = N. Write w = (v',w”) €
CratHnN-z y Cov-1+t78 - Observe that

Va1 0 Viay = (A (@) 0 Ay (re(8)) % Apy_, (1(6)) x Au (@),

We consider the following three subcases:

N = 2 (cf. the proof of Lemma 10): Then Vie1 N Vipa = Ay, (rk(d)) X
Ag, (r(a)). We know that frq1 = frp2 on the non-pluripolar set

(A1 N A, (r (b)) \ B2) x (A2 N A, (1r(a)) \ X1) \ M;

cf. Lemma 8(b). Hence, by the identity principle, fk)a,l = ]7;“1,,2 on Via1 NVip2\
(Sk,a,1USkp2). Consequently, the sets Sk 4.1, Sk.p,2 and the functions fr o1, fib.2
glue together.

N = 3: Then Vk,a,Q ﬂVk1b73 = (Aal (’I”k (a))ﬂAbl (’I”k (b)) X Ab2 (’I”k (b)) X Aag (Tk (a))
Let
C" = (A N Ay, (rr (D)) x (A3 N Ag, (1(a))) \ Z1.

Recall that for any ¢ € C” the fiber M. . is pluripolar. We have ﬁg)a)g(', ) =

Fe") = Frpa(, ") on Aq, (re(a)) N Ay, (re(b)) \ M..o).

Now, let C’ denote the set of all ¢ € A, (ri(a)) N Ay, (1 (b)) such that the fiber
(Sk,a,2 U Sk,p,3)(c,.) is pluripolar. Recall that the complement of C” is pluripolar
(Lemma 8(a)). If ¢ € ', then fi,a2(c',) = frp3(¢s ) on C”"\ (Ska,2USkb.3) (-
Consequently, by the identity principle, fra2(c',+) = feps(cs) on Ay, (rp (b)) x
Auy (11(a)) \ (Skya,2 U Skp,3)(er,), ¢ € C'. Finally, fra2 = frp,3 on Via20 Vk,Nb,B\
(Sk,a,2USkp.3). Consequently, the sets Sk 4.2, Sk.p,3 and the functions fi 4.2, fi,b.3
glue together.

If N € {2,3}, then we jump directly to (b) and we conclude that the Main
Theorem is true for N € {2,3}.

N > 4: Here is the only place where the induction over NN is used. We assume
that the Main Theorem is true for N — 1 > 3.
Let

C" = {" € (An—1 1 Apy_, (r6(0))) X (Ax ) Ay (r1())):
(3s)(.,evy is pluripolar, s =1,..., N —2};

note that, by Lemma 8(a), C” is non-pluripolar. For any ¢’ € C” the function
fer := f(-,c") is separately holomorphic on Yz x_1,n5 \ M(. cv). Moreover, the set
17



M.,y satisfies all the assumptions of the Main Theorem. Indeed,
Es(Al,lm ceey AN,QJC; M(,7c//)) = (Zs(Al,k; e ;AN,M M))(,7c//) C (ZS)(,7C//),
s=1,...,N —2.
By the inductive assumption, the function f.» extends to a function

fer € O(Wi 1.5 \ M(c")),

where M (¢") is relatively closed pluripolar subset of }A/k ~N—1,~ such that M )N
Y,;N_LN C M. cry. Recall that

Ay (Tk(a)) U Ay (’I”k(b)) C i}k,Nfl,N-

Since .}Fk,a,Nfl('aC”) = fC” on Ay (Tk(a)) N Yk/,Nfl,N \M(v,c”) and }V‘k,b,N('aC”) =
ferr on Ay (r(b)) N Y,C’)N_l)N \ M.y, we conclude that fyx.n_1(,c") = for =

fk,b,N('; C”) on Aa/ (’I”k (a)) n Ab/ (’I”k (b)) \M(,7c//).
Let ¢ € Ay (’I”k (CL)) NAy (’I”k (b)) be such that the fiber (Sk,a,Nfl USk,b,N)(c’,») is

pluripolar. Then ﬁ7a7N71(0/, )= fk,byN(c’, ) on C"\ (Sk,a,N—1USk,p,N)(.,e)- Con-
sequently, by the identity principle, fi o, n—1(¢,) = fep.n (¢, ) on (Apy_, (ri(b))x

Aay (1:(a))) \ (Sk,a,n—1 U Skp,N)e and, finally, fran—1 = fepn on (Vian—1N
Vieo,N) \ (Sk,a,N—1U Sk.p,n). Consequently, the sets Sk, n—1, Sk,p,n and the func-

tions fr.q,n—1, frp,n glue together.

(b) i = j: We may assume that ¢ = j = N. Observe that

Viaw 0 Vioy = (Dar,an 0 (0(0) 01 A, oy ) (7%(8))) X D
By (a) we know that:
f;C,a,N = ﬁc,a,N—l on ViaNn N Vian—1\ (Sk,a,N USka,N-1),
ka,a,N—l = fk,b,N on Vian—1NVipn \ (Ska,N—1 U SkpN)-
Hence (we write w = (w',wy) € C™1HHnN-1 5 CV):
ﬁc,a,N = ﬁc,b,N on Via N NV VieaN—1 N Vio.N \ (Ska,N—1U Sk.a,n U SkbN)
= (Aur (@) N Ay (1(6))) X Ay (@) \ (Skia¥—1 U Siay U S,
and finally, by the identity principle,
Fran = fewon o0 Vian N Vion \ (Skan USksn)-

Consequently, the sets Sk o, v, Sk.», v and the functions fk,a,N; fk,b,N glue together.

The proof of the Main Theorem is completed. O
18



REFERENCES

[Ale-Zer 2001] O. Alehyane, A. Zeriahi, Une nouvelle version du théoréme d’extension de Har-
togs pour les applications séparément holomorphes entre espaces analytiques,
Ann. Polon. Math. 76 (2001), 245-278.

[Arm-Gar 2001] D. H. Armitage, S. J. Gardiner, Classicial Potential Theory, Springer Verlag,
2001.

[Chi 1993] E. M. Chirka, The extension of pluripolar singularity sets, Proc. Steklov Inst.
Math. 200 (1993), 369-373.

[Chi-Sad 1988] E. M. Chirka, A. Sadullaev, On continuation of functions with polar singular-
ities, Math. USSR-Sb. 60 (1988), 377-384.

[Jar-Pfl 2000] M. Jarnicki, P. Pflug, Extension of Holomorphic Functions, de Gruyter Expo-
sitions in Mathematics 34, Walter de Gruyter, 2000.

[Jar-Pfl 2001a] M. Jarnicki, P. Pflug, Cross theorem, IMUJ Preprint 2001/08 (to appear in
Ann. Polon. Math. 77 (2001)).

[Jar-Pfl 2001b] M. Jarnicki, P. Pflug, An extension theorem for separately holomorphic func-
tions with singularities, IMUJ Preprint 2001/27 (2001).

[Jar-Pfl 2001c] M. Jarnicki, P. Pflug, An extension theorem for separately holomorphic func-
tions with analytic singularities (to appear).

[Kaz 1988] M. V. Kazaryan, On holomorphic continuation of functions with pluripolar
singularities, Dokl. Akad. Nauk Arm. SSR 87 (1988), 106-110.
[Ngu 1997] Nguyen Thanh Van, Separate analyticity and related subjects, Vietnam J.

Math. 25 (1997), 81-90.

[Ngu-Sic 1991]  Nguyen Thanh Van, J. Siciak Fonctions plurisousharmoniques extrémales et
systemes doublement orthogonaux de fonctions analytiques, Bull. Sc. Math.
115 (1991), 235-244.

[Ngu-Zer 1991] Nguyen Thanh Van, A. Zeriahi, Une extension du théoréme de Hartogs sur les
fonctions séparément analytiques, Analyse Complexe Multivariables, Récents
Developements, A. Meril (ed.), EditEl, Rende, 1991, pp. 183-194.

[Ngu-Zer 1995] Nguyen Thanh Van, A. Zeriahi, Systémes doublement othogonauz de fontions
holomorphes et applications, Banach Center Publ. 31 (1995), 281-297.

[Okt 1998] 0. Oktem, Extension of separately analytic functions and applications to range
characterization of exponential Radon transform, Ann. Polon. Math. 70 (1998),
195-213.

[ékt 1999] 0. Oktem, Extending separately analytic functions in C*t™ with singularities,

Extension of separately analytic functions and applications to mathematical
tomography (Thesis), Dep. Math. Stockholm Univ., 1999.

[Shi 1989] B. Shiffman, On separate analyticity and Hartogs theorem, Indiana Univ.
Math. J. 38 (1989), 943-957.

[Sic 1969] J. Siciak, Separately analytic functions and envelopes of holomorphy of some
lower dimensional subsets of C", Ann. Polon. Math. 22 (1969-1970), 147-171.

[Sic 1981] J. Siciak, Extremal plurisubharmonic functions in CV, Ann. Polon. Math. 39
(1981), 175-211.

[Sic 2000] J. Siciak, Holomorphic functions with singularities on algebraic sets, IMUJ
Preprint 2000/21 (to appear in Univ. Iag. Acta Math. 75 (2001)).

[Zah 1976] V. P. Zahariuta, Separately analytic functions, generalizations of Hartogs the-

orem, and envelopes of holomorphy, Math. USSR-Sb. 30 (1976), 51-67.

CARL VON OSSIETZKY UNIVERSITAT OLDENBURG

UNIWERSYTET JAGIELLONSKI FACHBEREICH MATHEMATIK

INSTYTUT MATEMATYKI PosTracH 2503

30-059 KRAKOW, REYMONTA 4, POLAND D-26111 OLDENBURG, GERMANY

E-mail: jarnicki@im.uj.edu.pl E-mail: pflug@mathematik.uni-oldenburg.de

19



