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AN EXTENSION THEOREM FOR SEPARATELY
MEROMORPHIC FUNCTIONS WITH PLURIPOLAR
SINGULARITIES

MAREK JARNICKI AND PETER PFLUG

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

N
X = UA1><...><A]-,1 X Dj x Ajp1x...xAN.
j=1

Let M C X be relatively closed. For any j € {1,..., N} let X; be the set
of all (2/,2") € (A1 x...xAj_1) X (Aj41X...X AN) such that the fiber
M. my = {z; € C" : (¢, 25,2") € M} is not pluripolar. Assume that
¥1,...,2N are pluripolar. Put

N
X' = U {(ZI,Z]‘,Z”) c (A1><...><Aj,1) X Dj X (Aj+1><...><AN) :
=1

(',2") ¢ 55}

Then (Theorem B) there exists a relatively closed pluripolar subset McX
of the ‘envelope of holomorphy’ X of X such that:

e MNX' CM,

e cvery function f separately meromorphic on X \ M (Definition E)
extends to a (uniquely determined) function f meromorphic on X \ M,

o if f is separately holomorphic on X \ M, then fis holomorphic on )2\1\77
and .

e M is singular with respect to the family of all functions 2
The case of separately holomorphic functions was solved in }
In the case where N = 2, M = &, the above result will be strengthened in
Theorem .

1. INTRODUCTION. MAIN RESULTS.

We keep the main notation from [Jar-Pfl 2002h]:

1991 Mathematics Subject Classification. 32D15, 32D10.

The first author was supported in part by the KBN grant No. 5 PO3A 033 21. The pa-
per was finished during the RiP stay of both authors at Mathematisches Forschungsinstitut in
Oberwolfach. We like to thank these institutions.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0209207v1

2 MAREK JARNICKI AND PETER PFLUG

elet Ne N, N >2 andlet @ # A; C D; C C%, where D; is a domain,
j=1,...,N. We define an N —fold cross

X :X(Al,...,AN;Dl,...,DN)
N
= U A1><...><Aj_1 X Dj X Aj+1><...><AN C Cnl+'”+nN =C".
j=1

e For an open set 2 C C™ and A C 2 let
haq:=sup{u: u€ PSH(2), u<lon 2, u<0on A},
where PSH(£2) is the set of all functions plurisubharmonic on 2. Put
wa,0 = kglfoo Wane,. o

where (£2)72, is a sequence of relatively compact open sets {2, C 211 € (2 with
Uy 2% = 2 (h* denotes the upper semicontinuous regularization of h).
e For an N—fold cross X = X(A4,...,An;D1,...,Dn) put
R N
X :={(z1,...,2v) € D1x...XxDn: ZwAﬁDi(zj) <1}
j=1
o We say that a subset @ # A C C" is locally pluriregular if hjmnﬂ(a) =0 for
any a € A and for any open neighborhood {2 of a.
e Suppose that S; C (A1 x...xA,;_1) x (Aj+1%x...xANn), j=1,...,N. Define
the generalized N —fold cross

N
T=T(A,...,An;D1,...,Dn;S1,...,5Nn) := U{(z’,zj,z”)
j=1

S (A1><...><Aj_1) X Dj X (Aj+1><...><AN) : (ZI,ZH) ¢ Sj}

e Let M C T be a relatively closed set. We say that a function f: T\ M — C
is separately holomorphic (f € Os(T'\ M)) if for any j € {1,...,N} and (a’,ad") €
(A1 x...xAj_1) X (Ajy1x...xAn) \ S; the function f(d’,-,a”) is holomorphic
in the open set D; \ My . o), where M. oy = {z; € C" : (d/,25,a") € M}
Km Notice that the definition applies to the case where T' = X is an N—fold cross
(51:-'-251\[:@).

The following general extension theorem for separately holomorphic functions
with singularities was proved in [Jar-Pfl 2002a] and [Jar-Pfl 2002H].

Theorem 1.1. Let D; C C™ be a pseudoconvex domain, let A; C Dj be a locally
pluriregular set, j = 1,..., N, and let M C X be a relatively closed subset of the N —
fold cross X :=X(A1,...,An; D1,...,Dy). Assume that for each j € {1,...,N}

(1) Observe that X(Al,...,AN;Dl,...,DN) = T(Al,...,AN;Dl,...,DN;@,...,@).
Moreover, if N =2, then T(A1, A2; D1, D2; S1,S2) = X(A1 \ S2, A2\ S1; D1, D2).
(2) Observe that the above condition is empty if M4/ . o) = Dj.
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the set ¥; = X;(M) of all points (2',2") € (A1 x...xAj_1) x (Ajy1 X...XAN)
such that the fiber M./ . iy is not pluripolar is pluripolar. Put

X' =X'(M):=T(A,...,Ax;D1,...,Dni31,..., SN).

Then there exists a relatively closed pluripolar set M c X such that:

e MNX CcM ,

o for every f € Oys(X \ M) there exists exactly one fE (9()? \ ]/\4\) with f: f
on X' \ M,

o M is singular with respect to the family {(F:fe0 X\ M)}

In particular, X\M is the envelope of holomorphy of X \ M with respect to the
space of separately holomorphic functions.

Moreover:

(a) if M is pluripolar, then ¥q,...,X N are pluripolar

(b)if M =Xn M where M is an analytic subset of an open connected neigh-
borhood of X, then M is analytic,

() if M =Xn M where M is an analytic subset ofX then M is the union
of all pure (n — 1)-dimensional irreducible components ofM -

Some special cases of the above theorem were studied by many authors — see

the references in [Jar-Pfl 2002H].

It is known that the envelope of holomorphy (of any Riemann domain over C™)
coincides with the envelope of meromorphy (cf. m Th. 3.6. 6) Thus it
is natural to conjecture that in the above situation the domain X \ M is also the
envelope of meromorphy of X\ M with respect to separate meromorphic functions.

The case M = @ was studied in [Bak 1957, [Kaz 1976], [Kaz 1979], [Kaz 1984,
i 1934, and [Bhi 1939).

Definition 1.2. Let T'=T(A1,...,An;D1,...,Dn; 51, .., SN) be a generalized
N—fold cross. Let M C T, S C T'\ M be relatively closed. We say that a function
f:(T\ M)\ S — C is separately meromorphic on T\ M (f € M (T \ M)) if for
any j € {1,,N} and (a’,a”) S (A1><...><Aj_1) X (Aj+1 X...XAN)\Sj with
(MUS)(ar,..ay # Dj, there exists a function f(a’,-,a”) € M(D;\ M, . qy) such
that f(a’/v '70’”) = f(a’/a '50‘”) on D] \ (M U S)

Observe that f € Os(T\ (M US)) Eﬂ

(@ a”)-

The main results of the paper are the following two theorems.

Theorem 1.3. Let (A;,D; )J 1, X, M, and M be as in Theorem IE Let S C
X\ M be relatively closed and let f: (X \ M)\ S — C be a separate meromorphic
function on X \ M such that

(*) the sets £1(S),...,Zn(S) are pluripolar.

(3) And, consequently, the assumption of the theorem is always satisfied for pluripolar sets.
(4) In particular, M = @ — M=o
(5) Note that M U S is relatively closed in T'.
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Put Qp:= M US. Then there exists exactly one feM(X\ J\/Z) such that:
o f € O(X\Qy), where the set Q is constructed via Theorem (in the same

wayas]\//fforM)
o f=fon X\ Qy, where

X;c = T(Al,...,AN;Dl,...,DN;El(Qf),...,EN(Qf)).

Consequently, the envelope of X \ M with respect to separately meromorphic
functions satisfying (*) coincides with its envelope of separate holomorphy.

In the case where N = 2, M = &, the above result may be strengthened as
follows.

Theorem 1.4. Let D C CP, G C C? be pseudoconver domains, let @ #* A C D,
@ # B C G be locally pluriregular sets, and let

X :=X(A,B;D,G) = (Ax G)U (D x B).

Let S C X be a relatively closed set. Assume that:

(1.4.1) for every (a,b) € A x B we have intca S(q,.) = @, intcr S 3y = I,

(142) AxBc (AxB)\S[]

there exist exhaustions (D;)32, and (G;)32; of D and G, respectively, such that:

(1.4.3) D;, G; are relatively closed pseudoconver subdomains of D and G, re-
spectively,

(144) Aj = Aﬁ Dj }é @, Bj = BN Gj }é @,

(1.4.5) for every (a,b) € Aj x B;j we have Bj \ Sq,.) # @, Aj \ S(.p) # D,
i=12,....

Then for every function f : X \ S — C which is separately meromorphic on
X there eists a function f € M()A() such that f = f on X \ S.

2. AUXILIARY RESULTS.

Remark 2.1. (a) ([Kli 1991], Corollary 4.8.4) If A, B C C™ are plurithin at a
point a € C™ [®)] then AU B is plurithin at a.
(b) ([Arm-Gar 200]], Th. 7.2.2) Every polar set P C C is thin at any point

a € C.
(c) If A C C is not thin at a point a € A, then for any polar set P C C, the set
A\ P is not thin at a ((c) follows directly from (a) and (b)).

(d) If A C C" is locally pluriregular at a point a € A, then A is not plurithin
at a. If A C C is not thin at a point a € A, then A is locally regular at a.

(6) Note that M C @f.

(") In particular, for every (a,b) € A x B and for every neighborhood U C CP x C4 of (a,b)
the set (A x B)NU \ S is not pluripolar.

(8) We say that a set A C C™ is plurithin at a point a € C™ if either a ¢ A or a € A and
limsup 4\ {a}52—q U(2) < u(a) for a function u plurisubharmonic in a neighborhood of a.
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Indeed, suppose that A C C" is locally pluriregular at a and

limsup u(z) < ¢ < u(a)
A\{a}3z—a
for some u € PSH(V), where V is an open neighborhood of a. We may assume
that v < 0 on V. Take an open neighborhood U C V of a such that © < ¢ on
(A\{a})nU. Put v:= % 4+ 1. Thenv <1lon U and v <0 on (A\ {a})NU.
Hence v < hi,\ (oo = Manp,w on U. In particular, 0 = v(a) = %‘? +1<0;
contradiction.

Now, suppose that A C C is not thin at @ and b’ ;(a) > 0 for some neigh-
borhood U of a. Let P C U be a polar set such that hijyU = hanvw on U\ P
(cf. [Jar-P 200] Th. 2.1.41). In particular, h% ;= 0 on A\ P. By (c), the set
A\ P is not thin at a. Hence 0 < hijy (@) = limsup g\ ps.—q Pianpu(2) = 0;
contradiction.

(e) ([Arm-Gar 2001], Th. 7.3.9) If A C C is not thin at a point a € A, then
there is a sequence r; \ O such that {z€ A: |z —a|=r,} =0, k=1,2,....

(f) ([Bed-Tay 1989, Corollary 10.5) For a non-pluripolar set A C C™ let A*
denote the set of all @ € A such that A is locally pluriregular at a. Then A\ A*
is pluripolar.

3. COROLLARIES FROM THEOREM 1.4.

Let E denote the unit disc. For a € C*, r > 0, let A,(r) = A¥(r) be the
polydisc with center at a and the radius r.

Corollary 3.1 (Cf. [Sak 1957). Let S C E x E be a relatively closed set such
that:

e intS =0,

e for every domain U C E x E the set U\ S is connected

Let A (resp. B) denote the set of all a € E (resp. b € E) such that intc S(,,.) =
@ (resp. intc S(.p) = ). Put X :=X(A,B;E,FE) = (Ax E)U(E x B).

Then for every function f : X \ S — C which is separately meromorphic on
X, there exists an [ € M(E x E) such that f=fonX \ S.

Remark 3.2. Notice that the original proof of the above result is not correct: the
proof of Theorem 1 in [ contains an essential gap. Namely, on p. 78 the
author claims that for any domain U C F x E the set (A x B)NU \ S contains
an open polydisc. The following example shows that this is in general impossible.

Let (Q+iQ)NE = {q,q2...-}, S := Upei{ar} x Ai_1/x(1/k*) C E x E.
Then S satisfies all the assumptions of Corollary but in this case the interior
of A=E\ (Q+1Q) is empty.

Proof. First we check that the sets A and B are not thin at any point of F (in
particular, they are dense in E).

(9) We shortly say that S does not separate domains.
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Indeed, suppose that A is thin at a point a € E. By Remark @(e), there
exist a circle C C E such that C N A = @. Using a Baire category argument, we
conclude that there exist a non-empty open arc I' C C and an open disc A C E
such that the 3—dimensional real surface I x A is contained in S. Hence, since S
is nowhere dense and does not separate domains, we get a contradiction.

Consequently, by Remark @(d), the sets A and B are locally regular and
Wy g = hp g =0. In particular, X=ExE.

Now, using the fact that A and B are dense in F, one can easily check that
all the assumptions of Theorem L4 (D = G = E) are satisfied with arbitrary
exhaustions D; := Ay(r;), G; = Ao(rj), 0 < r; A 1, which satisfy condition
(1.4.3). O

Remark 3.3. (a) E. Sakai claims in [ that also the following n—dimensio-
nal version of Corollary @ is true. We do not know how to prove it.

Let S C E™ be relatively closed such that int S = @ and S does not separate
domains. Let f: E"\ S — C be such that for any j € {1,...,n} and for any
(a',a") € BI=1 x End for which intc Sy . a1y = 9, the functwn fiar,..ar) extends
meromorphically to E Then f extends memmorphzcally to E™.

In particular, we would like to ask whether for any set A C E* which is plurithin
at 0 € E* there exists a non-empty relatively open subset I" of a real hypersurface
such that I" C E* \ A (cf. the proof of Corollary B.1)).

(b) We also do not know whether the following generalization of Corollary @
is true.

Let D C CP, G C C? be pseudoconver domains and let S C D x G be a
relatively closed set such that int S = @ and S does not separate domains. Let A
(resp. B) denote the set of all a € D (resp. b € G) such that intce Sq,.) # @
(resp. intcr S(.p) # D). Put X :=X(A,B;D,G) = (Ax G)U (D x B). Then for
every function f : X \\S — C which is separately meromorphic on X, there exists
an fe M(D x G) such that f: fonX\S.

Corollary 3.4 (Cf. ], Th. 2). Let D,G, A, B, X be as in Theorem .
Assume that S C X is a relatively closed set such that

o the set D\ A is of zero Lebesgue measure,

o for every a € A the fiber S,y is pluripolar,

o for every b € B the fiber S(. ) is of zero Lebesgue measure.

Then for every functzon f: X\S — C which is separately meromorphic on
X, there exists an [ € M(D x G) such that f=fonX \ S.

Proof. One can easily check that all the assumptions of Theorem @ are satis-
fied (with arbitrary exhaustions satisfying (1.4.3-4)). It remains to observe that
h% p =0 (because )y , = 0 on A and the set D \ A is of zero measure). Hence

X =DxG. 0

(10) That is, f is separately meromorphic on the n—fold generalized cross T :=
T(E,...,E;E,...,E;S1,...,5y), where S; denote the set of all (a’,a”) € EI=! x En~J for
which intc S(ar,. a7y # &, j = 1,...,n; cf. Definition
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4. ROTHSTEIN THEOREM.

Theorem 4.1 (Cf. [Rot 1950]). Let f € M(EP x E1). Assume that A C EP be a
locally pluriregular set such that for any a € EP we have (Pf)(a,.) # E9, where Py
denote the polar set of f, i.e. Py is the union of the set of all poles of f and the set
of all indeterminancy points of f Let G C CP be a domain such that E1 C G.
Assume that for every a € A the function f(a,-) extends meromorphically to G.
Then there exists an open neighborhood 2 of (EP x E9)U (A x G) and a function

f e M(R) such that f = f on EP x E1.

We present a sketch of the proof.

(1) The case where A = EP [**)] ¢ = 1, G = Ap(R) (R > 1), and [ €
O(E? x E):

The proof may be found for instance in .

(2) The case where A = E?, ¢ = 1, and G = A}(R):

Recall that (Py)(,,.) # £ for any a € EP, and therefore, for any a € E? there
exists a b € E7 such that f is holomorphic in a neighborhood of (a, b). By applying
locally (1), we get the required result.

(3) The case where A = EP and G = A}(R):

Let Ry denote the radius of the maximal polydisc Af(Ro) such that f extends
meromorphically to E? x Af(Ry). We only need to show that Ry > R. Obviously
Ry > 1. Suppose that Ry < R.

Let S, be the set of all (z,w') € EP x AL '(Rp) such that (Pf)zur,y) = E.
It is well known that S, is an analytic subset of E? x AZ"'(Ry). Moreover,
our assumptions imply that S, # E? x Ag_l(Ro). Applying locally the Rothstein
theorem to (EP x AL (Ro)\Sy) x Ao (R) C CPT9=1xC, we conclude that f extends
meromorphically to ((EP x A3 (Ro) \ Sy) x Ag(R)) U (EP x Ad(Rp)). Observe
that, by the Levi extension theorem ([, Prop. 3.4.5), the envelope of
holomorphy of ((EP x AJ™ (Ro) x Ao(R))\ (Sy x Ao(R))) U (EP x AY(Ry)) equals
EP x Ag_l(Ro) x Ag(R). Consequently, the function f extends meromorphically
to EP x ALY (Ry) x Ag(R). Repeating the same argument with respect to other
variables in C¢, we conclude that f extends meromorphically to the domain EP x H,
where

q
H = A (Ro) x Ao(R) x AL (Ry).
j=1

The envelope of holomorphy of EP x H has the form EP x H , where H contains a
polydisc A(R{)) with R, > Ro. Thus f extends meromorphically to E? x A(Ry);

contradiction — cf. the proof of Lemma 12 in [[Jar-Pfl 2002}).

1) Note that Py is analytic and f € O(EP x E?\ Py).
2) Observe that if A = EP, then we have to prove that f extends meromorphically to
G

(1
(1

EP x
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(4) The case where A C EP? is locally pluriregular and G = A{(R):

For every z € EP, let ps(z) denote the radius of the maximal polydisc Ag(r)
such that f(z,-) extends meromorphically to Ad(r). Obviously, py > 1 on E? and
pr > Ron A

Using (3), one can easily conclude that f extends meromorphically to the Har-
togs domain

D :={(z,w) € EP x C?: |w| < (ps)«(2)}.

Let ]76 M(D) be the meromorphic extension of f.

Moreover, —log(ps). € PSH(EP).

Indeed, let D denote the envelope of holomorphy of D. It is known that Dc
EP x(C1 is a Hartogs domain with complete g—circled fibers (, Remark
3.1.2(h)). Moreover, f extends meromorphically to D ([Jar-Pfl 200d], Th. 3.6.6).

In particular,

(pf)«(2) =nf{dp ¢ (2,0): £ € CY €] =1}, z € EP,
where
55)(075)(2,0) =sup{r > 0: (2,0) + Ap(r)(0,¢&) C 13}
Consequently, —log(ps). € PSH(EP) (Par-P 200(], Th. 2.2.9(iv)).

Thus —log(ps)« € PSH(EP). Recall that py > R on A. Hence, using the local
pluriregularity of A, we conclude that (pf). > R on A[(%)] Thus Ax A{(R) C D,
and therefore D is the required neighborhood.

(5) The general case where A C EP is locally pluriregular and G is arbitrary:
Fix an a € A. Let Gy denote the set of all b € G such that there exist r, > 0
and fb S M(A(a,b) (’I”b)), A(a,b) (Tb) C EP x (G, such that:

——

Vacana,(m) © fola,-) = fla,-) on Ay(ry) [(12)]

Obviously Gy is open, Gy # & (E? C Gy). Using the Rothstein theorem with
G = A{(R), one can prove that Gy is closed in G. Thus Gy = G.

Moreover, one can also prove that if Ay (ry) N A (ryn) # &, then for = fir
on Aq ) (1) N Aaprry (1yr). This gives a meromorphic extension of f to an open
neighborhood of {a} x G. Since a was arbitrary, we get the required neighborhood
0.

The proof of the Rothstein theorem is completed.

(13) Suppose that h:j\yEp = ha,gr on EP\ P, where P is pluripolar. Put u := %(7{)* + 1.
Then u <1 and u <0 on A\ P. Consequently, u < hZ\P gp = M pp- In particular, v < 0 on

A, ie. (pf)« > Ron A.

(14) As before, f(c,-) denotes the meromorphic extension of f(a, -).
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5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3.

Fix a function f € M4 (X \ M) N O4(X \ Qf). By Theorem there exists
exactly one f € (’)()/(: \ @f) with f = f on X3\ Q. It remains to prove that
FeM(X\ M).

It is sufficient to prove that f € M(2\ ]\/Z), where 2 C X is an open neighbor-
hood of X7%.

Indeed, by virtue of Lemma 9 from [Jar-Pfl 2002H] and the Chirka theorem (cf.

[Chi 199]], see also [Jar-Pfl 2002H], Th. 6), the envelope of holomorphy of 2\ M

coincides with X \ M. Consequently, the function f extends meromorphically to

X\ M (cf. [Jar-Pf 2004], Th. 3.6.6).

Fixa j e {1,...,N} and a point
(a’,a”) € (Al ><...><Aj_1) X (Aj+1 X...XAN) \ EJ(Qf)

Take an a; € Dj\ (Qf)(ar,a) and let 7 > 0 be such that A,(r) C X\ Qy, where
a = (a’,a;,a"). Take a D} € Dj \ ]/\/[\(a/)au) with a; € Dj. We may assume that
Afar,any(r) x D} C X\ M and Ay (r) C Dj. By the Rothstein theorem (1] with
p:=n1+---+nj_1+nj41+- - +nn, q:=nj,

A= ((Al X. .. XAj_l) X (Aj+1 X. .. XAN)) n A(a’,a”)('r)u

we get an open set 2, D A x D} such that fextends meromorphically to §2,.
The proof of Theorem 1.3 is completed.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4.

It suffices to prove that for each j there exists an open neighborhood (2; of the
cross X; := X(4;, Bj; D;,G;) = (4; x G;) U (D; x Bj) such that there exists an
fj € M(£2;) with f; = f on X;\ S.

Indeed, we may assume that (2; C )?j. Observe that )?j Ve X. By Lemma
9 from [Jar-Pfl 20021 the envelope of holomorphy of £2; equals X ;. Hence, by

Theorem 3.6.6 from [Jar-Pfl 2000], the function f; extends to a function fj €
M(X;). Since X;\ S is not pluripolar (by (1.4.2)), we conclude that f; = f;;1 on
Xj. Finally, we glue up the functions (f;)32; and we get the required extension.

Fix (a,b) € A; x Bj \ S and let r > 0 be such that A (r) € D; x G\ S.
Define Y := X(A N A, (r), BN Ap(r); Au(r), Ap(r)). Then f € Os(Y) and hence,
by Theorem @, fly extends holomorphically on Y. In particular, f extends
holomorphically to an open neighborhood of (a, b).

By the Rothstein theorem @, we get an open set
Qj,a,b = (Aa(Ta,b) X Gj) @] (Dj X Ab(rmb)) C Dj X Gj
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for which there exists a function fj,a)b € M(82;,4) such that ijb =fonXnN
2500\ 5.

Now we show that if Qj,a,mej,a’,b’ #+ &, then ]/[;’,a,b = f;,a’,b’ on Qj,a,bﬁgj,u/,b’-
Observe that

250NV 20y = (Aa(rap) N Au(Tar ) X Gj
U Aa(rap) X Ay (rar i)
U A (rarp) X Ap(rap)
UD; % (Ay(ras) O Dy (rar ).

First observe that fjap = f = fjarp on (Aj x B;)N(Aa(rap) X A (rar))\ S.
Hence, by (1.4.2), fjab = fiary o0 Ag(rep) X Ap(re ). The same argument
works on Aa/ (Ta/,b/) X Ab(Ta,b)-

If Ay(rap) N Ag (e pr) # @, then for any 8 € B; we have f;,a,b(',ﬂ) = f(-8)
on AjNA4(rap)\ S ). Hence ﬁ7a7b(-,ﬁ) = f(-,8) on Ay(r4p), and, consequently,

f;‘,a,b(-,ﬁ) = f(7ﬁ) — ]/[;’,a’,b’(',/\ﬁ) on éa(Ta,b) N Aa’(ra’,b’) for any ﬁ c Bj- The
identity principle implies that fj o5 = fja 0 00 (Ag(rap) N A/ (rer 1)) X G. The
same argument works on D; X (Ap(ra,p) N Ay (rap))-

It remains to observe that, by (1.4.5), £2; := U, y)ea,x5;\5 2j.a,b 1S an open
neighborhood of X;.
The proof of Theorem 1.4 is completed.
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