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BOUNDARY CROSS THEOREM IN DIMENSION 1
PETER PFLUG AND VIET-ANH NGUYEN

ABSTRACT. Let X, Y be two complex manifolds of dimension 1 which are count-
able at infinity, let D C X, G C Y be two open sets, let A (resp. B) be a subset
of D (resp. 9G), and let W be the 2-fold cross (DU A) x B)U (A x (BUQ)).
Suppose in addition that D (resp. G) is Jordan-curve-like on A (resp. B) and
t/llat A and B are of positive length. We determine the “envelope of holomorphy”
W of W in the sense that any function locally bounded on W, measurable on
A x B, and separately holomorphic on (A x G) U (D x B) “extends” to a function
holomorphic on the interior of w.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider a boundary version of the cross theorem in the spirit
of the pioneer work of Malgrange—Zerner [16]. Epstein’s survey article [B] gives a
historical discussion and motivation for this kind of theorems.

The first results in this direction are obtained by Komatsu [§] and Druzkowski [2,
but only for some special cases. Recently, Gonchar [5, 6] has proved a more general
result for the one-dimensional case. In recent works [I0, [TT], the authors are able to
generalize Gonchar’s result to the higher dimensional case.

However, in all cases considered so far in the literature the hypotheses on the
function to extend and its domain of definition are, in some sense, rather restrictive.
Therefore, the main goal of this work is to establish some boundary cross theorems
in more general (one-dimensional) cases with more optimal hypotheses. Perhaps,
this will be a first step towards understanding the higher dimensional case in its full
generality.

Our approach here is based on the previous work [I0], the Gonchar—Carleman
operator developed in [B 6], a new result of Zeriahi [I5] and a thorough geometric
study of harmonic measures.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In order to recall the classical versions of the boundary cross theorem and to
discuss in more detail our motivation, we need to introduce some notation and
terminology. In fact, we keep the main notation from the previous work [10)]. Here E
denotes the open unit disc in C and mes the linear measure (i.e. the one-dimensional
Hausdorff measure). Throughout the paper, for a topological space M, C(M) denotes
the space of all continuous functions f : M — C equipped with the sup-norm
| f|ar := supy, | f|- Moreover, a function f: M — C is said to be locally bounded
on M if, for any point z € M, there are an open neighborhood U of z and a positive
number K = K, such that |f|y < K. Finally, for a complex manifold Q, SH(2)
(resp. O(R2)) denotes the set of all subharmonic (resp. holomorphic) functions on
Q.

In this work all complex manifolds are supposed to be countable at infinity.

2.1. Open set with partly Jordan-curve-like boundary. Let X be a complex
manifold of dimension 1. A Jordan curve in X is the image C := {y(t) : t € [a, b]}
of a continuous one-to-one map v : [a,b] — X, where a,b € R, a < b. The set
{7(t): t € (a,b)} is said to be the interior of the Jordan curve. A Jordan domain
is the image {I'(t), t € E} of a one-to-one continuous map I' : E — X. A closed
Jordan curve is the boundary of a Jordan domain.

Consider an open set D C X. Then D is said to be Jordan-curve-like at a point
¢ € 0D if there is a Jordan domain U C X such that ¢ € U and U N 9D is the
interior of a Jordan curve. Then ( is said to be of type 1 if there is a neighborhood
V of ¢ such that V N D is a Jordan domain. Otherwise, ( is said to be of type 2.
We see easily that if ( is of type 2, then there are an open neighborhood V' of ¢ and
two Jordan domains Vj, V5 such that VN D = V; U V5. Moreover, D is said to be
Jordan-curve-like on a subset A of 0D if D is Jordan-curve-like at all points of A.

Now let D C X be an open set which is Jordan-curve-like on a set A C dD. In
the remaining part of this subsection we will introduce various notions. We like to
point out that these notions are intrinsic, i.e., they do not depend on any choice
(of open neighborhoods, Jordan domains, conformal mappings ...) we made in their
definitions.

A is said to be Jordan-measurable if for every ¢ € A the following condition is
fulfilled:

Case 1: ( is of type 1. There are an open neighborhood U = U of ¢ such that
UND is a Jordan domain and a conformal mapping ® = &, from UND onto the unit
disc E which extends homeomorphically from U N D onto E such that ®(U N DNA)
is Lebesgue measurable on 0F.

Case 2: ( is of type 2. There are an open neighborhood U = U, of ¢ such that
UND = U,UU, with Jordan domains Uy = U, ¢, Uy = Uy, and conformal mappings
;= d;¢ (j =1,2) from U; onto E which extend homeomorphically from U, onto
E such that ®;(U; N A) is Lebesgue measurable (on OF).

A Jordan-measurable set A C 0D is said to be of zero length if for all { € A,
if one takes U;, ®; when ( is of type 1 (resp. U;, ®;. when ( is of type 2) as
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in the previous definition and notation, then mes ((I)C(UC NDnN A)) = 0 (resp.

mes (q)j,c(mﬂ A)) =0,j=1,2).

A Jordan-measurable set A C dD is said to be of positive length if it is not of zero
length.

Suppose that D is Jordan-curve-like at a point ( € 0D. We define the concept
of angular approach regions at ( as follows. We keep the previous notation applied
to the case where A = 9D. Then, for any 0 < a < 7, the Stolz region or angular

approach region A, () is given by:
Case 1: ( is of type 1.
() — t) ‘ }
arg | ——— || < ay,
( ®(¢)
where arg : C — (—m, 7] is as usual the argument function.
Case 2: ( is of type 2.
®;(¢) — t) }
arg | ——— || < a,.
( ®;(¢)

A Q) == U ot {t €eE:
j=1,2
Geometrically, A, (() is the intersection of D with one or two “cones” of aperture
2a and vertex ( according to the type of (.

Let ( € 9D a point at which D is Jordan-curve-like and let U be an open neigh-
borhood of (. We say that a function f defined on U N D admits the angular limit
Aat (if

A Q) =71 {t ck:

zEAal(lg,l z—¢ f(Z) )\’
for all 0 < a < 3.
We conclude this subsection with a simple example which may clarify the above
definitions. Let G be the open square in C whose four vertices are 1 + i, —1 + 4,
—1 — 1, and 1 — 7. Define the domain

11
D:=G\ |——=,=]|.
33
Then D is Jordan-curve-like on 0G U (—%, %) . Every point of 0G is of type 1 and
11

—) is of type 2.

every point of (—5, 5

2.2. Harmonic measure. Let X be a complex manifold of dimension 1, let D be
an open subset of X and let A C dD. Consider the characteristic function

1 oD\ A
Lap\a(€) := {O’ EEA A

Then the harmonic measure of the set 9D \ A (denoted by w(-, A, D)) is the Perron
solution of the generalized Dirichlet problem with boundary data 1sp\4. In other
words, one has

w(-, A, D) :=supu,

uel
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where U = U(A, D) denotes the family of all subharmonic functions v on D such

that limsupu(z) < 1pp\a(() for each ¢ € 9D.
D3z—(

It is well-known (see, for example, the book of Ransford [I3] for the case X := C)
that w(-, A, D) is harmonic on D.

For a point ( € 9D at which D is a Jordan-curve-like, we say that it is locally
reqular point relative to A if

lim  w(z,ANU,DNU)=0
z2—¢, z€A4(C)

for any 0 < av < 7 and any open neighborhood U of ¢. Obviously, ¢ € A. If, moreover,
¢ € A, then ( is said to be a locally regular point of A. The set of all locally regular
points relative to A is denoted by A*. Observe that, in general, A* ¢ A, A ¢ A*.
However, if A is open in 0D and D is Jordan-curve-like on A, then A C A*.

As an immediate consequence of the Subordination Principle for the harmonic
measure (see Corollary 4.3.9 in [I3]), one gets

Vs
2.1 li A D)=0 A O<a< —.
(2.1) 25C, genAa(C)W(z’ D) ’ ced 43

We extend the function w(-, A, D) to D U A* by simply setting
w(z,A,D) =0, z e A"

Geometric properties of the harmonic measure will be discussed in Section 4 below.
By Theorem below, if either A is a Borel set or D C C, then w(-, A, D) =
w(-, A*, D).

2.3. Cross and separate holomorphicity. Let X, Y be two complex manifolds
of dimension 1, let D C X, G C Y be two open sets, let A (resp. B) be a subset of
0D (resp. OG) such that D (resp. G) is Jordan-curve-like on A (resp. B) and that
A and B are of positive length. We define a 2-fold cross W, its reqular part W*, its
interior W°, as

W = X(A,B;D,G):=((DUA)x B)U (A x (BUG)),
w* = X(A*, B*;D,G),
wWe = X°A,B;D,G):=(AxG)U(D x B).
Moreover, put
w(z,w) :=w(z, A", D)+ w(w, B*,G), (z,w) € (DUA") x (GU B").

It is clear that w|px¢ is harmonic.
For a 2-fold cross W := X(A, B; D, ) define its wedge

W :=X(A,B;D,G) :={(z,w) € (DUA") x (GUB*) : w(z,w)<1}.
Then the set of all interior points of the wedge Wis given by
We:=X°(A,B;D,G) :={(z,w) € DX G : w(zw)<1}.
In particular, if A (resp. B) is an open set of D (resp. 0G), one has Ax B C A*x B*

—

and W CW*CW.
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We say that a function f : W — C is separately holomorphic on W° and write
f € Os(We), if for any a € A (resp. b € B) the function f(a,-)|g (resp. f(-,0)|p )
is holomorphic on G (resp. on D).

We say that a function f : W — C (resp. f : A x B — C) is separately
continuous on W (resp. on A x B) and write f € C,(W) (resp. f € Cs(A x B)), if
it is continuous with respect to any variable when the remaining variable is fixed.

In the remaining part of this subsection we introduce two notions. As in Subsec-
tion 2.1 we like to point out that these notions are intrinsic, i.e., they do not depend
on any choice we made in their definitions.

We say that a function f : Ax B — Cis Jordan-measurable on A X B, if for every
point ¢ € A with type n (resp. n € B with type m) there is an open neighborhood
U of ( (resp. V of n) such that UND = |J U; (resp. VNG = U Vi)

1<5<n 1<k<m
with Jordan domains U;, Vi, and conformal mappings ®; (resp. W) from U; (resp.
Vi) onto E which extends homeomorphically from U; (resp Vi) onto E such that
S, 9 () - @;(U; NA) x ¥ (Vi N B) — C is Lebesgue measurable.
Two Jordan-measurable functions f,g : A x B — C are said to be equal a.e.
on A x B, if for every point ( € A with type n (resp. n € B with type m), the

functions
PO, W (), 0@ (0, W () + B5(T5 0 A) x Wy(Tin B) — €

j j
are equal a.e. (we keep the previous notation).
We say that a function f : W° — C admits an angular limit A € C at (a,b) € W

if the following limit holds:
Case 1: ae D and be G :

lim  f(z,w) =X

z—a,w—b
Case 2: € A*and be G :
T
li =\ I<a< —;
z—a, zej\{ﬁa), w—)bf(z’ w) ’ @ 2’
Case 3: a € D and b € B*:
T
li = O<a< —;
z—a, w—)llinwE.Aa(b) f(Z7 w) ’ @ 2’
Case 4: a € A* and b € B*:
T
li ,W) = A, D<a<—.
z—a, zeAa(a)}Ig—w, wWEAn (b) 1z, w) @ 2

2.4. Motivations for our work. We are now able to formulate what, in the sequel,
we quote as the classical version of the boundary cross theorem.

Theorem 1. (Gonchar [, 6]) Let D, G C C be Jordan domains and A (resp.
B) a nonempty open set of the boundary oD (resp 8G) Then, for any functwn
feCW)NOLW?), there is a unique function f € C(W)HO(W") such that f = f
on W. Moreover, if | f|lw < oo then

—

1f(zow)| < [FIee) ple=) (2 w) e W,
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where W, W°, and W denote the 2-fold cross, its interior and its wedge, respectively,
associated to A, B, D, G.

Theorem 1 admits various generalizations. The following result is announced by
Gonchar in [5)].

Theorem 2. Let D, G C C be Jordan domains and A (resp. B) a nonempty open
and rectifiable set of the boundary 0D (resp. 0G). Let f be a function defined on
the 2-fold cross W with the following properties:
(i) flwe € C(W?) N OL(W?);
(ii) f is locally bounded on W;
(iii) for any a € A (resp. b € B), the holomorphic function f(a,-)|c (resp.
f(-,0)|p) has the angular limit fi(a,b) at b for a.e. b € B (resp. fa(a,b) at
a for a.e. a € A) and f1 = fo = f a.e. on A X B.

1) Then there is a unique function f € O(W°) such that
lim flrw) = f(Cm. (Cmew”.

(zw)EW°, (2,w)—((n)

2) If, moreover, |f|lw < oo, then
Fewl <ILs™ I, (w) e

3) If, moreover, f is continuous at a point (a,b) € A x B, then
lim f(z,w) = f(a,b).
b)

(z,w)E/W", (z,w)—(a
On the other hand, the following result due to Druzkowski [2] gives a different
flavor.

Theorem 3. Let D, G C C be Jordan domains and A (resp. B) a nonempty open
connected set of the boundary 0D (resp. 0G). Let f be a function defined on W
with the following properties:
(i) f€C(W)NOJ(W?);
(ii) f is locally bounded on W;
(iii) flaxp is continuous on A X B.

Then all conclusions of Theorem 1 still hold.

Observe that all these theorems require the following very strong hypothesis: D
and G are Jordan domains in C and A x B is an open set of 9D x 0G. Moreover,
the assumptions on the boundedness and continuity of f are rather restrictive.

A natural question is whether Theorems 1-3 are still true if D, G are open sets in
complex manifolds of dimension 1 and the A (resp. B) is not necessarily an open set
of OD (resp. 0G). In addition, if one drops the hypothesis on the local boundedness
and the continuity of f, can one obtain a holomorphic extension of f and what are
its properties? These matters seem to be of interest, especially when one seeks to
generalize Theorems 1-3 to higher dimensions.

The present paper is motivated by these questions. Our first purpose is to gen-
eralize Gonchar’s theorems to a very general situation, where D, G are, in some
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sense, almost general open subsets of complex manifolds of dimension 1 and where
the boundary sets A, B are almost general subsets of 0D, 0G. Our second goal is to
establish, in this general context, an extension theorem analogous to Druzkowski’s
theorem with a minimum of hypotheses on f.

3. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS AND OUTLINE OF THE PROOFS

We are now ready to state our main result.

Theorem A. Let X, Y be two complex manifolds of dimension 1, let D C X,
G C Y be two open sets and A (resp. B) a subset of 0D (resp. OG) such that D
(resp. G) is Jordan-curve-like on A (resp. B) and that A and B are of positive
length. Let f: W — C be such that:

(i) f is locally bounded on W and f € Os(W?°);
(ii) flaxp is Jordan-measurable;
(iii) for any a € A (resp. b € B), the holomorphic function f(a,-)|c (resp.
f(-,0)|p) has the angular limit fi(a,b) at b for a.e. b € B (resp. fa(a,b) at
a for a.e. a € A) and fy = fo = f a.e. on A X B.

Then there exists a unique function f € (’)(/W") with the following property:
1) there are subsets A C AN A* and B C B N B* such that the sets A\ A and
B\ B are of zero length' and f admits the angular limit f(¢,n) at every point
(¢,n) € X°(A,B; D, Q).

In addition, f enjoys the following properties:
2) If | flw < oo, then

~

1—w(z,w w(z,w 1170
Fw) <1, (Gw) e W

3) For any (ap,wy) € A* x G (resp. (z20,b0) € D x B*) if

lim z,w)(=: A\) (resp. lim z,w)(=: N\)) emists,
(z,w)—)(Aao,wo)7 (z,w)GWf( )( ) ( P (z,w)—(z0,b0), (z,w)EWf( )( ))
then f admits the angular limit \ at (ag,wo) (resp. at (29,bo)).
4) For any (ag,by) € A* x B*, if lim fla,b)(=: \) exists, then f

(a,b)—(ao,bo) (a,b)eAxXB
admits the angular limit A at (ag, by).
5) If flaxp can be extended to a continuous function defined on A* x B*, then
f can be extended to a unique continuous function (still denoted by) f defined on
W+ .= X(A*, B*; D,G) and f admits the angular limit f(¢,n) at every (¢,n) € W*
and fi = fa = f on (AN A*) x (BN B*).

Theorem A has an immediate consequence.

Corollary A’. We keep the hypotheses and thAe notation of Theorem A. Suppose
in addition that f € C(W?). Then the function f € O(W?°) provided by Theorem A
admits the angular limit f(¢,n) at every point (¢,n) € ((ANA*)xG)U(D x(BNB*)).

1Under this condition it follows from Part 1) of Theorem B8 below that A ¢ A* and B ¢ B* .
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It is worthy to note that Theorem A and Corollary A’ generalize, in some sense,
Theorems 1-3.

Now we drop the hypothesis on local boundedness and continuity of f. Then
the examples of Druzkowski in [2] (see Section 10 below) show that, without these
conditions, the extended function f (if it does exist) is, in general, not continuous
on X. However, our second main result gives a partially positive answer to this
question.

Theorem B. Let X, Y be two complex manifolds of dimension 1, let D C X,
G C Y be two open sets, let A (resp. B) be a subset of 0D (resp. OG) such that
D (resp. G) is Jordan-curve-like on A (resp. B) and that A and B are of positive
length. Let f: W — C satisfy the following properties:

() flaxs € Cs(A x B) and f € O,(W°),

(ii) for any a € A (resp. b € B), the function f(a,-) (resp. f(-,b)) is locally
bounded on GU B (resp. DU A) and the (holomorphic) restriction function
f(a,)|a (resp. f(-,b)|p) has the angular limit f(a,b) at b for every b € B
(resp. at a for everya € A).

Then there are subsets A € AN A* and B C BN B*, and a unique function f €
O(W®) with the following properties:

1) the sets A\ A and B\ B are of zero length;

2) f admits the angular limit f(¢,n) at every point (C,n) € X(A, B; D, G).

Observe that if f € Cs(W) N Os(IW°), then conditions (i)—(ii) above are fulfilled.
Although our results have been stated only for the case of a 2-fold cross, they can
be formulated for the general case of an N-fold cross with N > 2 (see also [0, [10]).

Now we present some ideas how to prove Theorems A and B.

Our method consists of two steps. In the first step we suppose that D and G are
Jordan domains in C. In the second one we treat the general case. The key technique
here is to use level sets of the harmonic measure. More precisely, we exhaust D (resp.
G) by the level sets of the harmonic measure w(-, A, D) (resp. w(-, B,G)), i.e. by
Ds :={z€D: w(z,A,D) <1—6} (resp. G5 :=={weG: ww,B,G)<1-46})
for 0 <6 < 1.

In order to carry out the first step, we improve Gonchar’s method [B, 6] and make
intensive use of Carleman’s formula and of geometric properties of the level sets of
harmonic measures.

The main ingredient for the second step is a mixed cross type theorem (see also
[T0]) valid for measurable boundary sets in the context of complex manifolds of
dimension 1 countable at infinity. We prove that theorem using a recent work of
Zeriahi (see [I5]) and the classical method of doubly orthogonal bases of Bergman
type.

In the second step we apply this mixed cross type theorems in order to prove
Theorems A and B with D (resp. G) replaced by Ds (resp. Gs). Then we construct
the solution for the original open sets D and G by means of a gluing procedure (see
also [9]).
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4. PROPERTIES OF THE HARMONIC MEASURE AND ITS LEVEL SETS

In this section X is a complex manifold of dimension 1, D C X an open set, and
A a nonempty Jordan-measurable subset of dD. Observe that then 0D is non-polar.

Let Pp be the generalized Poisson integral of D. If, in addition, A is a Borel set,
then, by Theorem 4.3.3 of [I3], the harmonic measure of 0D \ A is given by

(41) w(~,A, D) :PD[L’)D\A]-
The following elementary lemma will be useful.

Lemma 4.1. Let E be the unit disc and A a measurable subset of OF.
1) Let u be a subharmonic function defined on E with w < 1 and let o € (0, 3) be
such that

limsup u(z) <0  forae. (€A
z—¢, z€A(C)

Then u < w(-, A, E) on E.
2) For all density points ¢ of A,

lim  w(z,AF) =0, 0<a<r.
2—(, 2z€A(C) 2

In particular, all density points of A are contained in A*.
3) For all interior points  of A,

limw(z, A, E) = 0.
z—(

Proof. Tt follows almost immediately from the explicit formula for Pg. O

Proposition 4.2. (Mazimum Principle) Let u € SH(D) be such that u is bounded
from the above and

limsupu(z) < 0, (€ 0D\ A,

z—(
limsup wu(z) < 0, (€A, 0<a<Z.
2—¢, 2€A(C) 2
Then v <0 on D.

Proof. Suppose that u < M for some M. Let (y be an arbitrary point of A. Fix
a Jordan domain U such that U C D and OU N 9D is a closed arc which is a
neighborhood of (5 in dD. Let B be an open arc in QU NdD which contains (y. Part
1) and Part 3) of Lemma Bl applied to u|y yield that

limsup u(z) < M - limsup w(z, B,U) =0, ( €B.

z—(, zeU z—(, zeU

Since (p € B and (j is an arbitrary point of A, we deduce that
limsup u(z) <0, ¢ e A

z—(, z€D

Combining this with the hypothesis, the desired conclusion follows from the classical
Maximum Principle (see Theorem 2.3.1 in [I3]). O
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In the sequel we formulate some important stability property of the harmonic
measure. Let ¢ : 0D —— R be a bounded function. The associated Perron
function Hp 4 : D — R is defined by

(4.2) Hp,al¢] :=supu,

ueU

where U = U (¢, A, D) denotes the family of all subharmonic functions u on D such
that

limsupu(z) < 6(C), €D\ A,

z—(

limsup u(z) < ¢((), (eA 0<ac< T
2, 2€Aa(C) 2
In the sequel, Q(A, D) will stand for LA{(laD\A, A, D).
Using the above proposition, the corresponding results in Sections 4.1 and 4.2
of [T3] with respect to Hp 4 (instead of Hp) are still valid making the obviously
necessary changes. In particular, we have the following (see Corollary 4.2.6 in [T3]):

Proposition 4.3. Let D be an open subset of X, A a nonempty Jordan-measurable
subset of 0D, and ¢ : 0D — R a bounded function which is continuous nearly
everywhere®* on OD. Then there exists a unique bounded harmonic function h on D

such that liné h(z) = ¢(C) for nearly everywhere ¢ € 0D. Moreover, h = Hplp] =
z—
HDvA[¢]'

In virtue of this result, Theorem 4.3.3 in [I3] is still valid in the context of Hp 4.
More precisely,

Proposition 4.4. Let D be an open subset of X, A a nonempty Jordan-measurable
subset of 0D, and ¢ : 0D — R a bounded Borel function. Then Hplp] =

Hp,a[¢] = Pple].
In the special case X := C we can say even more.

Proposition 4.5. Let D be a proper open subset of C. Let A be a nonempty Borel
subset of 0D such that D is Jordan-curve-like on A and A is of zero length. Then
Pplla] =0 on D.

Proof. Suppose without loss of generality that D is Jordan-curve-like on the interval
[0,1] C 9D and that A is a Borel subset of [0, 1] with mes(A) = 0. Since D C C\[0, 1],
it follows from the Subordination Principle that

Ppllal < Pevjo,ylal on D.
Therefore, it suffices to show that Pe\jo17[14] =0 on C\ [0,1]. To this end consider
the conformal mapping ®(z) := {/+ — 1 which maps C U {co} \ [0,1] onto H :=
{z€ C: Imz > 0}. It is not difficult to show that
Pevjo,y[1a]l = Pullaa) o @ =0.

2A property is said to hold nearly everywhere on 9D if it holds everywhere on dD \ AV for some
Borel polar set .
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This concludes the proof. O
Now we arrive at one of the main results of the section

Theorem 4.6. Let D be an open subset of X, A a nonempty Jordan-measurable
subset of 0D, and N a Jordan-measurable subset of 0D which is of zero length.

1) Then A* is a Borel set and (A*)* = A* and (A\N)* = A* and A\ A* is of zero
length.

2) If A is a Borel set then w(z, A, D) = Hp a[lpp\a] for z € D. In particular,

w(z, A*, D) = Hp a-[1op\a+] = Hp (ana-pw [Lopyj(ana-pa] = w(z, 4, D), z€D.
3) If X = C then w(z,A, D) =w(z, A\N,D) = w(z, A*, D).

Proof. Part 1) can be checked using the definition and Lemma BTl

Part 2) is an immediate consequence of Proposition EE4l and Part 1).

Now we turn to Part 3). Choose two Borel sets A;, Ay so that A; ¢ A\ N and
A C Ay C OD and Ay \ A; is of zero length. Then we conclude by the Subordination
Principle and Proposition that

W(Z,AQ,D) SM(Z,A,D) Sw(sz\NuD) SW(Z,Al,D):W(Z,AQ,D), zeD.

This proves the first identity.
Since A* is, by Part 1), a Borel set, Part 2) gives that

CU(Z, A*, D) = HD,A* [laD\A*]-

Consequently, w(z, A, D) < w(z, A*, D),z € D. On the other hand, let B be a Borel
set such that B C AN A* and A\ B is of zero length. Then

OJ(', A, D) = CU(', B, D) = HD,B[]-()D\B] 2 HD,A*[]-()D\A*] = CU(', A*, D) on D.
Combining the above estimates, the proof of the last identity in Part 3) follows. [

Proposition 4.7. Let D be an open subset of X and A a nonempty Jordan-
measurable subset of OD. Let (Dy),—, be a sequence of open subsets Dy of D and
(Ag)rey a sequence of Jordan-measurable subset of 0D which are also subsets of A
such that
(1) D, C Dk—i—l and UZOZ1 D, = D;
(ii) Ax C Agy1 and Axy C 0D N ODy and Dy is Jordan-curve-like on Ay and
Uic: Ak = 4;
(iii) for any point ¢ € A there is an open neighborhood V- = V; of ¢ in C such
that V- N D =V N Dy for some k.

Then
w(z, A", D) = lim w(z, A}, Dy), zeD.

k—o00
Proof. Using the Subordination Principle it is easy to see that the sequence
(w(-, A}, Dg)),e, is decreasing and the following limit

w = lim w(-, A}, D)
k—00
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exists and defines a subharmonic function in D. By the Subordination Principle
again, we have u > w(-, A*, D). Therefore, it remains to establish the converse
inequality. In virtue of (i)—(iii), we conclude that

(4.3) sup limsup u =0, ( e B,
0<a<f z2=¢, z€A4(C)

where B := J,—, 4.
On the other hand, since (AN A*)\ B C | (Ax \ 4;), Part 1) of Theorem E0l
k=1

implies that (A N A*) \ B is of zero length. _Consequently, we deduce from (B3
and Part 2) of Theorem that u(z) < w(z,A*, D), z € D. This completes the
proof. O

Next, we introduce a notion which will be relevant for our further study.

Definition 4.8. Let D,G C X be two open sets such that G C D and let ( be a
point in 0D such that D is Jordan-curve-like at (. Then the point ( is said to be an
end-point of G in D if, for every 0 < o < 3, there is an open neighborhood U = U,
of ¢ such that UNA(C) C G. The set of all end-points of G in D is denoted by GP.

It is worthy to remark that the above definition is intrinsic.
The remaining part of this section is devoted to the study of level sets of the
harmonic measure. We begin with the following important properties of these sets.

Theorem 4.9. Let D C X be an open set and A a Jordan-measurable set of 0D
such that A is of positive length. Then, for any 0 < € < 1, the “e-level set”

D.:={z€D: w(z,A",D)<1—¢€}

enjoys the following properties:

(i) Let Gy, Gy be arbitrary distinct connected components of D., then GPNGE =
.
(ii) For any point ¢ € A*, there is exactly one connected component G of D, such
that ¢ € GP.
(iii) GP N A is Jordan-measurable (on OD) and of positive length for every con-
nected component G of D..

Proof. To prove (i), suppose, in order to reach a contradiction, that GP N GP # &.
Fix a point {, € GPNGY. Then, for every 0 < a < Z, there is an open neighborhood
U, of {p such that A,(¢) N U, C G; N Gy. This implies that G; N Gy # &. Hence,
G1 = Go, which contradicts the hypothesis that G; # G. The proof of (i) is
complete.

Next, we turn to the proof of (ii). Fix a (5 € A*. In virtue of assertion (i), it
suffices to show the existence of a connected component G of D, such that (, € GP.

Since ¢ € A*, for every 0 < a < 7, there is an open neighborhood U, of {y such
that

(4.4) Au(G)NU. C D..
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Fix an arbitrary 0 < ap < 5, and let G be the connected component of D, containing
Ao, (Co) N Uy, Since
(AOJO(CO) N Uao) N (Aa(CO) N Ua) 7é ®> 0<ac< ga
we deduce from ({4 that G also contains A, (o) N U, for every 0 < o < 7. Hence
Co € GP. The proof of (ii) is finished.
Finally, we prove (iii). First, we may find a sequence (Uy)%2, of open sets of X such
that U, N D is either a Jordan domain or the disjoint union of two Jordan domains

and A C |J 0(UxN D). Since A is Jordan-measurable, we see that in order to prove
k=1

the Jordan-measurability of GP N A, it is sufficient to check that GP Nd(D NU,) is
Jordan-measurable for every k£ > 1. To prove the latter assertion, fix an ky > 1 and
let U := Uy,. Let ® be a conformal mapping from D N U onto E which extends to
a homeomorphic mapping (still denoted by) ® from D N U onto E. It is clear that
for any ¢ € 9(DNU), ¢ € GP if and only if ®(¢) € [®(G NU)]E. We shall prove, in
the sequel, that [®(G N U)]¥ is a Borel subset of JE. Taking this for granted, then
GP Na(DNU) is also a Borel set. Consequently, G” N A is Jordan-measurable.
To check that [®(G N U)]F is a Borel set, put

(4.5)  Apm(n) = {w ckbn A(l—})

n
v/ 2

1
(n) : \w—n\<a},n,m21,neaE.
For any n,m,p > 1, let
(4.6) Ty = {neaE Apm(n) € B(GNU) and

(@ (w), A, D) <1 —e— %’Vw € Anin(1)

We observe the following geometric fact:
Let o € OF and (ny)52, C OF such that lim n, = no. Then
q—00

nm 770 UAnm 77q

The proof of this fact follows immediately from the geometric shape of the cone

A,.m(n) given in (EH).
Let (1g);2; C Thmp such that lim n, = ny € OF. Using the above geometric fact,
q—00
we see that A, () C ®(G NU). This, combined with ([H) and the continuity of
w(®71(+), A, D)|g, implies that 19 € Ty,n,. Hence, the set T}, is closed. Clearly, we
have

oo oo X

@) = (U UTom

n=1m=1 p=1

It follows immediately from this identity that [®(G N U)]¥ is a Borel set. Conse-
quently, as was already discussed before, G” N A is Jordan-measurable.
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To finish assertion (iii), it remains to prove that G¥ N A is of positive length.
Suppose, in order to reach a contradiction, that G¥ N A is of zero length. Consider
the following function

u(z) = {w(z,A*,D), z € D\G'

1—ce¢, ze@G

Then clearly u € SH(D) and v < 1. In virtue of assertions (i) and (ii) and the
definition of locally regular points, we have that

sup  limsup wu(z)= sup limsup w(z, A", E)=0, ¢ € (ANAM\(GPNA).
0<a<% z—(, z€Aa(C) 0<a<f z—(, z€Aa(C)

Consequently, using the notation in ([f2), we conclude that
uel (AN A"\ N, D),

where N := GP N A. Since, by our above assumption, A is of zero length, it
follows from Theorem E@ that v < w(-, A*, D). But on the other hand, one has
w(z, A*, D) < 1 —€ = u(z) for z € G. This leads to the desired contradiction.
Hence, the proof of (iii) is finished. O

Theorem 4.10. Let D C X be an open set and A a Jordan-measurable set
of 0D such that A is of positive length. For any 0 < e < 1, let D, :=
{z€D: w(z,A*,D) <1—¢€}.

1) For any Jordan-measurable subset N C 9D of zero length, let

U(A,N, D) =

{u ESH(D,): u<1land sup limsup wu(z) <0, (€ (AﬂA*)\N}.

0<a<f z=¢, z€A4(C)

Then U.(A,N,D) =U.(A, D, D).
2) Define the “harmonic measure of the e-level set” w.(-, A, D) as

sup  u(z), z€ D,

WE(Z,A,D) = uEue(A,Q,D) .
0, z € A*
Then
A* D
we(z, A, D) = %, z€ D, UA"
—€

Proof. Clearly, by definition, U.(A, &, D) C U(A,N,D). To prove the converse
inclusion, fix an arbitrary u € U.(A, N, D). Consider the following function

a(z) = {max{(l —eu(z),w(z,A*, D)}, z¢€ D,
- |w(z, A%, D), ze D\ D,
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Then @ € SH(D) and u < 1. Moreover, in virtue of (ii) of Theorem EZ9, we have
that A* C (D,)P. Consequently, for every ¢ € (AN A*)\ N,

(4.7)  sup limsup a(z)
0<a< g z—(, 2€Aa(C)

<max4q sup limsup wu(z), sup limsup w(z, A, D).
0<a<t z—¢, z€Aa(() 0<a<i z—¢, z€Aa(C)

Observe that the first term in the latter line of () is equal to 0 because u €
U (A, N, D). In addition, the second term in the latter line of @) is also equal to
0. Hence, 1 € U (AN A*)\ N, D). Consequently, by Theorem EE8, @ < w(-, A*, D).
In particular, one has

A*, D
(4.8) u(z) < W(Z?e) 2€D, ueU(AN,D).
On the other hand, it is clear that AfﬁD € U(A,&,D) C U(A,N,D). This,
combined with (L8, implies the desired conclusions of Part 1) and Part 2). O

An immediate consequence of Theorem ELT0 is the following Two-Constant The-
orem for level sets.

Corollary 4.11. Let D C X be an open set and A, N two Jordan-measurable
subsets of D such that A is of positive length and N is of zero length. Let 0 < e < 1
and put D, :={z € D: w(z, A"\ D) <1—¢€}. If u € SH(D,) satisfies u < M on
D. and sup limsup u(z) <m, € (ANA*)\N, then

0<a<Z z—(, z€A4a(Q)

u(z) <m(l —we(z, A, D))+ M- wz, A, D).

5. BOUNDARY BEHAVIOUR OF THE GONCHAR—CARLEMAN OPERATOR

Before recalling the Gonchar—Carleman operator and investigating its boundary
behavior, we first introduce the following notion and study its properties.

5.1. Angular Jordan domains. Let F be the unit disc. We begin with the

Definition 5.1. For every closed subset F of OF and any real number h such that

mes(F) > 0 and sup, ep |z —y| <h <1-— Y2 the open set
Q= Q(F,h) U{zeA D |z) > 1—h}
CEF

1s called the angular Jordan domain with base F' and height h.
Now we give a list of properties of such angular Jordan domains.

Proposition 5.2. Let Q = Q(F,h) be an angular Jordan domain.
1) Then there exist exactly two points (1, (o € F such that (1 —(a| = sup, yep [7—y|
and F C [C1, (o), where [C1, (o] is the (small) closed arc of OF which is oriented in
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the positive sense and which starts from (i and ends at (5.
2) Write the open set [(1, (o] \ F' as the union of disjoint open arcs

(G G\ F' = U(ajvbj)7
jeJ
where (aj,b;) is the (small) open arc of OE which goes from a; to b; and which is
oritented in the positive sense, and the index set J is finite or countable.
For j € J, we construct the isosceles triangle with the three vertices aj, b; and c;
such that the base of the isosceles triangle is the segment connecting a; to bj, and c;

satisfies
cj — a; 3 c; —b; —37
e ( a; ) g e ( b; ) 4

Let [aj,c;] (resp. [cj,bj]) denote the segment connecting a; to c; (resp. the segment
connecting ¢; to b;). Put

Fy = F U J(aje) Ulesby)).
jet
Then Fy is a rectifiable Jordan curve starting from (4 and ending at (.
3) Let i (resp. 1) be the unique point in the circle OB(0,1 — h) such that

ar (771 —Cl) 3w (res ar (ﬁz—C2) B 3_7T)
& G 4 P & G 4

and that |ny — 1| (resp. |na — (a|) is minimal. Let Fy (resp. Fy) denote the segment
connecting 1y to (; (resp. the segment connecting (s to ny). Let F3 be the (small)
closed arc of the circle 9B(0,1 — h) which starts from ny and ends at n; and which
is oriented in the negative sense.

Then €2 is a rectifiable Jordan domain and its boundary I' consists of the rectifiable
Jordan curve Fy, two segments Iy, Fy and the closed arc F3.
4) For every e € (0, %) define the dilatation 7.: E — E as follows

7(2) == (1 —€)z, z€E.

Put

Qe :=7(D\B(0,(1+€)(1—h)).
Then Q. is a rectifiable Jordan domain and its boundary I'. consists of the rectifiable
Jordan curve Fy. := 1.(Fy), a sub-segment Fy. of T.(F1), a sub-segment Fy. of T.(Fy),
and a closed arc F3. of OB (0, (1+¢)(1 —h)).
5) Consider the projection T : E\ {0} — OE given by 7(z) := mzekl \ {0}.
For every e € (0, %) notice that Fo. U Fic U Fo. = T\ OB (0,(1+€)(1 —h)). Then
the two maps
FOe U Fle UFQE > C — T(C) € 8E,
FgEBC — T(C)E&E,

are one-to-one. In addition, for any linearly measurable subset A of T,
mes(A) <10 - mes(7(A)).
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6) Qe 7 Q as e 0.
7) For any closed Jordan curve C contained in ) there is an € > 0 such that C C Q..
8) mes(F\ QF) = 0.

Proof. All assertions are quite simple using an elementary geometric argument.
Therefore, we leave the details of their proofs to the reader. However, we will
give the proof that ) is a domain. This proof will clarify Definition Bl

In virtue of the condition on F and h given in Definition B, we see that
{z € Ax(C): [2] >1— h}, ¢ € OE, is connected, and that

{zeAz(Q): |2l >1-h}n{ze Az(n): 2| >1-h} # o,

2
V(¢,n € OF : \g—n|<h<1—§.

Hence, € is a domain. O

Theorem 5.3. Let X be a complex manifold of dimension 1, D C X an open set and
A a Jordan-measurable subset of 0D such that A is of positive length. Then, for any
0 < e <1 and any connected component G of D, :=={z € D : w(z, A*,D) <1—¢€},
there are an open set U C X, a conformal mapping ® : E — X, and an angular
Jordan domain 2 = Q(F, h) such that

(i) UND is either a Jordan domain or the disjoint union of two Jordan domains;
(ii) ® maps E conformally onto one connected component of UN D (notice that,
in virtue of (1), UN D has at most two connected components);

(iii) ®(F) Cc ANA*NGP and ®(Q) C G.

Proof. We have already shown in the proof of (iii) of Theorem that there is a
sequence (Uy)%2, of open sets of X such that Uy N D is either a Jordan domain or

the disjoint union of two Jordan domains, and A C |J d(Uy N D), and AN A*NGP
k=1
is of positive length. Consequently, there is an index kg such that

(5.1) <A NA*NGPna(bn U)) is of positive length,

where U := Uy,. Suppose without loss of generality that U N D is a Jordan domain.
The remaining case where U N D is the disjoint union of two Jordan domains may
be proved in the same way. Let ® be a conformal mapping from E onto D N U. By
Carathéodory Theorem (see []), ® extends to a homeomorphic map (still denoted
by) ® from E onto D NU. Hence, (i) and (ii) are satisfied.

On the other hand, it follows from (BJ]) that

(5.2) mes (CI)_l (ANA*NG”Nna(DNU)) ) > 0.
For any m > 1, let

(5.3) Ap={n€dE: Ayun) Cc oG},

where A ,,,(n) is given by formula ().



18 PETER PFLUG AND VIET-ANH NGUYEN

Using the Geometric fact just after (L0]), we see that A,, is closed. On the other
hand, it is clear that

o (ANA NGPnaDNU)) C | An
m=1

Therefore, in virtue of (22), there is an index mg such that
mes (Amo Ne ' (ANA*NGPNADNU)) ) > 0.

Put h := ﬁ By the latter estimate one may find a closed set F' contained in

Ao N (AN A*NGP NA(DNU)) such that mes(F) > 0 and sup |z — y| < h.
zyel

Since h = ﬁ, a geometric argument shows that

{zEAg(C): 2] > 1—h} C As e (Q), ¢ € OF.

This together with (B3)) implies that Q = Q(F,h) C ®~(G). Hence, (iii) is verified.
This completes the proof. O

In the sequel, the following uniqueness theorem will play a vital role.

Theorem 5.4. Let X be a complex manifold of dimension 1, D C X an open
set, and A, N two Jordan-measurable subsets of OD such that A is of positive
length and N is of zero length. Let 0 < ¢ < 1 and G a connected component of
D.:={z€D: w(z,A*,D)<1—¢€}. If f € O(G) admits the angular limit 0 at
every point of (AN A*NGP)\ N, then f = 0.

Proof. Applying Theorem we obtain an open set U in X, a conformal mapping
® from E onto DNU which extends homeomorphically to E, and an angular Jordan
domain 2 := Q(F, h) satisfying assertions (i)—(iii) listed in that theorem.

Consider the function fo® : Q — C. By the hypothesis, fo® € O(Q) admits the
angular limit 0 at a.e point in F. Since mes(F’) > 0, Privalov’s Uniqueness Theorem
(see M) gives that fo® =0 on Q. Hence, f = 0 on the subdomain ®(2) of G. This
proves f = 0. U

5.2. Main result of the section. Let D, G C C be open discs and let A (resp.
B) be a measurable subset of 0D (resp. 0G) with mes(A) > 0 (resp. mes(B) > 0).
Let f be a function defined on W := X(A, B; D, G) with the following properties:

(1) flaxp is measurable and there is a finite constant C' with |f|w < C;
(ii) f € O, (W°);
(iii) there exist two functions fi, fo : A x B — C such that for any a € A
(resp. b € B), f(a,-) (resp. f(-,b)) has the angular limit f;(a,b) at b for a.e.
b € B (resp. fo(a,b) at a for a.e. a € A), and f; = fo = f a.e. on A x B.
Let @(-, A, D) (resp. @(-, B,)) be the conjugate harmonic function of w(-, A, D)
(resp. w(+, B,G) ) such that @w(z, A, D) = 0 (resp. @(wp, B,G) = 0) for a certain
fixed point zy € D (resp. wy € G). Thus we define the holomorphic functions
91(2) :=w(z, A, D) +iw(z, A, D), go(w) := w(w, B,G) + i&(w, B,G), and

g(z,w) = g1(2) + ga(w), (z,w) € D x G.
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Each function e 9" (resp. e 9) is bounded on D (resp. on G). Therefore, in
virtue of A, p. 439], we may define e79(¥ (resp. e ") for a.e. a € A (resp.
b € B) to be the angular boundary limit of e™9' at a (resp. e 92 at b).

In virtue of (i), for each positive integer N, we define the Gonchar—Carleman
operator as follows
(5.4)
Kn(z,w) = Kn|[f](z,w) = ! / e_N(g(“’b)_g(z’w))( fa, b)dadb (z,w) € DxG.

(27rz')2AXB a—2z)(b—w)’

We recall from Gonchar’s work in [6] that the following limit
(5.5) K(z,w) = K[f](z,w) := A}im Kn(z,w)
—00

exists for all (z,w) € e, and its limit is uniform on compact subsets of W°.

The boundary behavior of Gonchar-Carleman operator is described below.

Theorem 5.5. We keep the above hypothesis and notation. Let 0 < d < 1, w € G

be such that w(w, B,G) < 9§, and let U be any connected component of
Ds:={z€D: w(z,A,D)<1-6}.

Then there is an angular Jordan domain Q = Q(F,h) such that Q@ C U, F C

AN A*NUP, and the Gonchar—Carleman operator K[f] (see formula ({5.4)-([(Z3)

above) satisfies

T
li K = I<a<—
o f1(z,w) = f(a,w), a<g,

for a.e. a € F.
The proof of this theorem will be given in Subsection 5.4 below.

5.3. Preparatory results. For the proof of Theorem BEH we need the following
results.
In the sequel, for every function f € L'(OF,|d(|), let C[f] denote the Cauchy

integral
1 AQd
2 ) z—C’
OF
For a function F' : E — C, the radial maximal function M,,qF : OE — [0, 00] is
defined by

Clf](2) == zeE.

(Mraa F')(C) := sup |F(rQ)], (€ OE.

0<r<1

Now we are able to state the following classical result (see Theorem 6.3.1 in Rudin’s
book [14])

Theorem 5.6. (Kordnyi-Vagi type theorem) There is a constant C' > 0 such that

/ MeaaCLA()PIC] < C / FOPRIC
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for every f € L*(OF, |d(]).

We recall the definition of the Smirnov class EP, p > 0, on rectifiable Jordan
domains.

Definition 5.7. Let p > 0 and Q a rectifiable Jordan domain. A function f € O(Q)
is said to belong to the Smirnov class EP()) if there exists a sequence of rectifiable
closed Jordan curves (C,)2, in Q, tending to the boundary in the sense that C,
eventually surrounds each compact subdomain of (), such that

/If(Z)Ipldzl <M < o0, n>1.
C’!L

Next, we rephrase some facts concerning the Smirnov class EP, p > 0 on rectifiable
Jordan domains in the context of angular Jordan domains Q(F,h).

Theorem 5.8. 1) Let Q2 be a rectifiable Jordan domain. Then every f € EP(Q)

(p > 0) admits the angular limit f* a.e. on OS).

2) Let Q2 := Q(F, h) be an angular Jordan domain and let I :== 02, For any 0 < € <

b let T be the rectifiable closed Jordan curve defined in Part 4) of Proposition 52

Then f € EP(Q) if sup [|f(2)|P|dz] < occ. In addition, for an f € EP(Q), p > 0,
0<e<tTe

it holds that '

0<5<%

/ F(2)Pldz < sup / FEPldz]
T Te

3) Every f € EY(E) has a Cauchy representation f := C[f*]. Conversely, if g €
LY(OF,|dz|) and

/z”g(z)dz:O, n=0,1,2,...,
OF
then f :=Clg] € E'(E) and g coincides with f* a.e. on OF.

Proof. For the proof of Parts 1) and 3), see [, p. 438-441]. Taking into account
Parts 6) and 7) of Proposition B2 Part 2) also follows from the results in [4, p.
438-441]. Hence, the proof is complete. O

5.4. Proof of Theorem We fix wg € G and 0 < §p < 0 with w(wy, B, G) < dg
and an arbitrary connected component U of Ds := {z € D: w(z, A, D) <1—4}.
Applying Theorem B3 we may find an angular Jordan domain Q := Q(F,h) C U
such that ¥ C AN A*NUP. In the course of the proof, the letter C' will denote a
positive constant that is not necessarily the same at each step.

Applying Carleman Theorem (see, for example, [Il, p.2]), we have

f(z,0) = lim 1 e—Mm(cu)—m@))M »eD. beB
’ N—c0 2776 a—z ' ’ ’
A
f(a,b) = lim f(ra,b), a€dD, be B.

r—1—
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Consequently, f|apxp is measurable. In addition, by (iii) this function is bounded.
Therefore, for every N € N we are able to define the function Ko y(-, wo) : 0D —
C,
1 o f(a,b)db

. K = N(g2(wo)—g2(b)) J \™» ¥/

(56) (a;wo) omi ) © b — wy
B

Since, in virtue of (ii)—(iii), f(a,-) € O(G) and |f(a,-)|¢ < C for a € A, it follows
from Carleman Theorem that
(5.7) lim Ko n(a,wy) = f(a,wy), a€ A,

N—o0

, a€dD.

and the above convergence is uniform with respect to a € A.
On the other hand, by (B8] we see that K (-, wp) is measurable and bounded.

In addition, for any n = 0,1,2,..., taking (ii) into account, we have that
eN(92(wo)—g2(b)) gp
/KooNawoada—— /fab"da =0,
271 b — wy
B

where the first equality follows from an application of Fubini’s Theorem and the
second one from an application of Part 3) of Theorem to f(-,b), b € B. Con-
sequently, in virtue of Part 3) of Theorem B8 we can extend K y(-, wp) to D by
setting

K.
(58)  Kaw(z,w0) = Cloe( w0))(2) = 5 / o woda = ¢ p,
i

a—z
Then the following identity holds

T
(5.9) lim  Keon(z,w) = Ko n(a,w), 0<a<—,
z—a, z€Aq(a) 2
for a.e. a € OD.
Now we come back to the angular Jordan domain 2. We keep the notation
introduced in Proposition For any 0 < € < 2 and any z € T\, applying the

1
Cauchy integral formula, we obtain

(510) KooN(Z w() KN Z w()

N(g1(2)—g1(a))+N(g2(wo)—g2(b)) f(a,b)dadb
(a—2)(b—wp)
8D\A B
— N ()=(1-9)) / pn(a)da
a—z
oD

Using the choice of U and the hypothesis on ¢ and dy, it can be checked that
(5.11) NGO-0=0)| <1 palop < Ce= NG00,
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Therefore, recalling the projection 7 : E \ {0} — OF (see Part 5) of Proposition
B2), we estimate

(5.12) /|KM,N(z,w0) — Kn(z,wo)|?|dz| < C’/‘MradC[pN](T(z))r\dz\

< 100 / ’MradC[pN](a)‘2|da|+1OC / ‘MradC[pN](a)’2|da|

T(FOEUFRUFQE) T(Fge)

2
<200 [ [MClpr(@[‘1da) < € [ Ipw(a)Plda] < Cem¥0-5)
oFE B0

Here the first estimate follows from (BLI0)—(EI1) and the definition of the radial
maximal function, the second and the third one are consequences of Part 5) of
Proposition B2, the fourth estimate holds by an application of Theorem B8, and
the last one follows from (&ITI).

On the other hand, for any 0 < € < %,

(5.13) / K (2, w0) — Kz, wo) 2| d2]
Fe

< 2/|AN(Z,wo)|2|dz| +2/|BN(Z,wo)|2|dz| < CeNE—d)
r. 7

where Ay and By are given by formula (6) in [6] and the latter estimate follows
from the same argument as in the proof of (BI0)—(12). We recall from (5) that

lim Ky(z,wy) = K(z,wp), zel..
N—o00

This, combined with (B12)-(E13)), implies that

h
(5.14) /|K007N(z,wo) — K(z,wo)|}|dz| < C - e NO=%0) 0<e< 1
Te

Since we have already shown that |Ko n(-,wo)|p < oo, in virtue of Part 2) of
Theorem B8, we deduce from (BI4)) that K (-, wg)|o € E*(Q). For every a € 9D, let
K (a,wq) denote the angular limit of K (-, wp)|q at a (if the limit exists). It follows
from (BI4l) and Part 2) of Theorem 0§ that

N—oo

lim /|Kw,N(a,wo) — K(a,wo)|*|dal
I

< sup /|KOO,N(z,w0) — K(z,w)|?|dz| < lim C-e N0 =
0<e<% N—e0
Te
This, combined with (7)) and Part 8) of Proposition B2, implies finally that

K(a,wy) = f(a,wy), for a.e. a € F.
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Hence, Theorem has been proved. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM A FOR THE CASE WHERE D AND (G ARE JORDAN
DOMAINS

Using an exhaustion argument, a compactness argument and conformal mappings,
the case where D and G are Jordan domains can be reduced to the following case:

We assume that D = G = E, and | flw < 1. (%)

Using hypotheses (i)—(iii) and (x), we may apply Theorem and obtain a func-
tion K| f]A € O(WO). Consequently, we are able to define the desired extension
function f as follows

f = KIf]
In this section we will use repeatedly Part 3) of Theorem
w(-, A Q) =w(-, A", Q),

where 2 C C is an open set and A is a Jordan measurable subset of 0f).

The remaining part of the proof is divided into several steps.
Step 1: Proof of the estimate A

|flire < | flw.

Proof of Step 1. Let (zp,wg) be an arbitrary point of W°. Then we may find an

0 € (0,1) such that 0 < w(wy, B,G) < § <1 —w(zp, A, D). Let U be the connected

component of Ds := {z € D: w(z,A, D) <1—0} that contains z;. By Theorem

we may find an angular Jordan domain 2 := Q(F, h) contained in U such that

F Cc AN A*NUP. In addition, for every N € N, applying Theorem to the

function f, we obtain the function K[f] € O(W°®) with the following property
lim  K[fY(z,wo) = f(a,wo)™

z—a, 2€Aq(a)

T
— K N 0<a< =
2—sa, irenAa(a) (KLf](z wo))™, @ 2’

for a.e. a € F.
Consequently, an application of Theorem B4 gives that

K[fN](Z(Jv wO) = (K[f](z()v w0>>N ) N € Nv
Since (zg, wp) € We is arbitrarily chosen, it follows from the latter identity that
(6.1) K[fN)(zw) = (K[f)(zw))", N €N, (z,w) € W*,

Now we are able to conclude the proof in the same way as in [6, p. 23]. More
precisely, taking into account (BI), one gets that

C|fly
(1 - |Z‘)(1 - |w‘)(1 — e—(l—w(z,w))>
Extracting the Nth roots of both sides and letting /N tend to oo, the desired estimate
of Step 1 follows. L

Y (2 w)] < IK[fN](z0)] < , (z,w) € WO
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Step 2: We shall prove that f is the unique function (’)(I//V\O) which verifies Property
1).
Proof of Step 2. First we show that the function f satisfies Property 1). Without
loss of generality, it suffices to prove that there is a subset B of B N B* such that
mes(B) = mes(B) and f admits the angular limit f at every point of D x B.

For any a € A put

B,:={b€ B: f(a,-) has an angular limit at b} .
By hypothesis (iii), we have mes(B,) = mes(B), a € A. Consequently, applying

Fubini’s Theorem, we obtain that

/mes(Ba)|da| = mes(A) mes(B) = /mes ({ac A: be B,})|db).

Hence,
(6.2) mes ({a € A: be B,}) =mes(A) for a.e. b € B.
The same reasoning also gives that
(6.3) mes ({a € A: f(a,b) = fi(a,b)}) = mes(A) for a.e. b € B.
Set
(6.4) B:={be BNB*: mes({ac A: be B,}) =mes(A)
and mes ({a € A: f(a,b) = fi(a,b)}) = mes(A)}.
We deduce from (E2)—(E4) that
(6.5) mes(B) = mes(B).

Fix an arbitrary point by € B and let (w,)>, be an arbitrary sequence of G

such that lim w, = by and w, € As(by) for some fixed number 0 < o < 7. Fix
n—o0

an arbitrary point zy of D and let (z,)22, be an arbitrary sequence of D such that
lim z, = 2.

n—o0
Clearly, we may find 0 < 9; < 1 such that
(6.6) supw(zn, 4, D) < 1 — 6.

neN

Fix an d, such that 0 < 0, < d;. Since by is locally regular relative to B and

lim w, = by and w,, € A,(by), there is a sufficiently large number Ny with
n—oo

(67) w(wn,B, G) < 0, n > Np.
Let U be that connected component of the following open set
Ds, :={z€D: w(z,A,D)<1—-4}

which contains zy (see (E8)). Applying Theorem b3, we may find an angular Jordan
domain © := Q(F, h) contained in U such that F' C ANA*NUP. Let V be a rectifiable
Jordan domain with Q C V C U, wy € V, and VNU = QNU for some neighborhood
U of the base F' of ().
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In virtue of (6X) and of the fact that V' C U C Dj, we obtain that

(6.8) Vx{w,} cW°,  n> N,
Consequently, Theorem B0 yields that for any n > Nj,

: ; T
(6.9) fla,w,) = Z_m’lirenAa(a) f(z,wy), 0<ac< BL

for a.e. a € F.
Next, for any n > Ny let

F, = {a € F: b€ B, and f(a,w,) = lim f(z,wn)} )

z—a, z€Aq(a)
0o
(N Fu
n=Np+1

It follows from (B4, B3) and the fact that by € B that mes(F,) = mes(F), n > Nj.
Hence

(6.10) mes(Fp) = mes(F) > 0.
In virtue of (B.8), consider the following holomorphic functions on V'
(6.11) ho(t) = f(t,w,) and  ho(t) == f(t, b)), teV, n>N,.

Since we have already shown in Step I that |h,|y < |f|x < 0o, n > Ny or n = 0,
applying Part 1) of Theorem B8, we may find a subset A of Fj with mes(A) =
mes(Fp) > 0 such that h,, n > Ny (resp. hg) admits the angular limit f (¢,w,)
(resp. fi1(t,bp)) at t € A. Observe that by (2] and the fact that by € B we have
that

lim f; (t,w,) = f1(t,b0) = f (t,bo) for a.e. t € A.

n—oo

Using this and (GI]), we are able to apply Khinchin—-Ostrowski Theorem (see [,
Theorem 4, p. 397]) to the sequence (h,)32,. Consequently, one gets
lim f(zn,wn) = £(20, bo).

This shows that f admits the angular limit f at every point of D x B. Hence, f
satisfies Property 1).
In order to complete Step 2 we need to show the uniqueness of f. To do this let

f € (’)(WO) be a function with the following property: There is a subset A (resp.
B) of AN A* (resp. bN B*) such that mes(A \ A) = mes(B '\ B) =0 and f admits

the angular limit f at every point of (A x G) U (D x B). Fix an arbitrary point
(z0,wo) € W°. Let U be the connected component containing z, of the following
open set

{zeD: w(zA, D) 1 —w(wy, B,G)}.
We deduce from the property of f and f that both holomorphic functions f ( wo) |
and f( wo)|y admit the angular limit f(-,wy) at every point of A N A N UP.
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Consequently, applying Theorem B4 yields that f (-, wo) = f (+,wp) on U. Hence,

f (20, w0) = f(z0, wo). Since (2o, wp) € W is arbitrary, the uniqueness of f is estab-
lished. This completes Step 2. O

Step 3: Proof of Part 2).
Proof of Step 3. Fix (zg,wp) € We. For every b € B we have
[f(a,0)] <|flaxs, a€ A, and  [f(z,0)] < [flw, z € D.
Therefore, the Two-Constant Theorem (see Theorem 2.2 in [I0)]) implies that
(6.12) FEO <l I, 2eD be B
Let 0 := w(z9, A, D) and consider the J-level set
Gs ={we G :ww,B,G)<1-6}.
Clearly, wg € Gs.
Recall from Step 2 that B C BN B*, mes <(B N B*)\ B) =0, and

(6.13) Fl0,b) = lim  f(zo,w), 0<a<Eb€B
w—sb, wEAq(b)

Consider the following function h : G5 U B — C defined by
' | f(z0,t), t€B

Clearly, h‘G(; S O(G5)
On the other hand, in virtue of (I4]) and the result of Step 1, we have

(6.15) |hley < | flio < [ flw < oo

In addition, applying Corollary ELTT and taking (E13)—(EI4) into account yields
[h(t)] < [hl P REEAD e Gy,

where, by Theorem ELI(,

w(t, B,G)
t,B,G) = L :
ws(t, B,G) = 1= A D)
This, combined with (&12)—(ETI5), implies that
¢ 1—w(z0,A,D)—w(wo,B,G w(z0,A,D)+w(wo,B,G
o wo)| = [(wo)| < [fLpo P70 PO pie b B,
Hence Part 2) for the point (zg, wyg) is proved. O

Step 4: Proof of Part 3).
Proof of Step 4. Let (ag, wy) € A* x G be such that the following limit exists

A= lim f(a,w).

(a,w)—(ap,wo), (a,w)EAXG

We like to show that f admits the angular limit A at (aq, wp).
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For any 0 < € < %, we may find an open neighborhood A,, of ay in A and a

positive number r > 0 such that B(wy,r) € G and

(616) \f(a,w)—)\| <€27 aEAaov ‘w_w0| ST-
Put
(6.17) d:= sup w(w,B,G).

weB(wo,r)

Since ag € A*, it is clear that mes(A,,) > 0. Next, consider the level set
Ds:={z€D: w(z, Ay, D) <1—-6}.
In virtue of (GI7), we can define

(6.18) h(t,w) == f(t,w) — X,  te Dy, weB(wy,r).
Clearly,
(6.19) |Blps < 2| flgpo = 2| flw = 2.

By (6I8) and using the result of Step 2, we know that for every w € B(wy,r)
the holomorphic function h(-,w)|p, admits the angular limit f(a,w) — X\ at a for

a € AN A,,, where A is given in Step 2. Consequently, applying Corollary EETT and
taking (EI6) and (6I9) into account, we see that
|h(t,w)| < 62(1—w5(t,Aa0,D))Qw(g(t,Aao,D)’ t € Dy.
Let 0 < a < 7. In virtue of Theorem BT and the hypothesis that ay € A*, we
deduce that lim ws(t, Agy, D) = 0. Consequently, there is an r, > 0 such
t—ag, t€Aq(ao) 0
that

|f(z,w) = Al = |h(z,w)| <€, z € An(ag) N{]z —ao| < 7o}, w € B(wy,r).
This completes the above assertion.

Similarly, we can prove that f admits the angular limit

lim f(z,0)

(z,b)—=(20,b0), (2,b)eDxB

at any point (zo, by), if the latter limit exists. Hence the proof of Step 4 (i.e. Part
3)) is finished. O

Step 5: Proof of Part 4).
Proof of Step 5. Let (ag, by) € A* x B* be such that the following limit exists

A= lim f(a,b).

B (a,b)—(ao,bo), (a,b)eAxB

We like to show that f admits the angular limit A at (aq, by).
Recall that |f|x < 1, and fix an arbitrary 0 < € < 1. Since (ao, by) € A* x B*, we

may find an open neighborhood A,, of ag in A (resp. an open neighborhood By, of
bo in B) such that

(6.20) |f(a,b) — \| < €, a € Ay, b E By,
It is clear that mes(A,,) > 0 and mes(By,) > 0.
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Counsider the function

(6.21) h(z,w) = f(z,w) — A, (z,w) € X(Agy, Bry; D, G).
Clearly,

(6.22) |h(z,w)| <2, (z,w) € X(Auys Bpy; D, G).
Applying the results of Steps 1-3 to h, we obtain the function
(6.23) h:=K[h] on X°(Ay,By:D,G).

so that h admits the angular limit & on (A, x G) U (D X By,), where Ay, By, are
given by Step 2. Clearly,

X(Aay, Boy; D, G) C X(A, B; D, G).

Consequently, arguing as in Step 1 and taking into account the above mentioned
angular limit of h, we conclude that

h=f—-X  onX(Ay,By:D,G).

Consequently, applying Step 3 and taking into account (G20)-([EZ3) and the in-
equality |f|x < 1, we see that

)f 2, w >\‘ Z w)‘ < ‘h‘za:}xZBf o0-D)—w(w,By, .G (2‘f| )w(z,Aao,D)+w(w,Bbo,G)

_ 62(1—w(z,AaO,D)—w(w,BbO,G)> (2, Aags D) +i0(w, B G)
Therefore, for all (z,w) € X(Aao, By,; D, G) satisfying
(6.24) (2 Ay D) + 0w, By, G) <
we deduce from the latter estimate that

(6.25)

F(z,w) — )\‘ < e

Since ag (resp. by ) is locally regular relative to A,, (resp. By,), there is an r, > 0
such that (E24) is fulfilled for

(z,w) € (Axlag) N{]z — ag| < ra}) X (Au(bo) N{|w —bo| < ra}).
This, combined with (E2Z0), completes the proof. Hence Step 5 (i.e. Part 4)) is
finished. O
Step 6: Proof of Part 5).

Proof of Step 6. In virtue of Step 5, we only need to show that f admits the angular
limit f on (A* x G) U (D x B*). To do this let (ag,wo) € A* x G and choose an
arbitrary 0 < € < 1. Fix a compact subset K of B N B* such that mes(K) > 0 and
a sufficiently large N such that

(626) EN(I_w(wO’K’G))(2‘f|X)w(w0’K’G) < %
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Using the hypothesis that f can be extended to a continuous function on A* x B*,
we may find an open neighborhood A,, of ay in A* such that

(6.27) |f(a,b) — f(ao,b)| < €V, a€ A,NA,,, be K.
On the other hand,
(6.28) |f(a,w) — f(ao,wo)| < 2|f|x < 2, a€ A, NA,, wed.

For a € A,, N A} , applying the Two-Constant Theorem to the function f(a,-) —

ag’

f(ap,+) € O(G) and taking (626)-(E2]) into account, we deduce that

(620)  1f(a o) — Flag,wg)] < 00K g el < &
Since f(a,-)|q is a bounded holomorphic function for a € A, there is an open neigh-
borhood V of wg such that

|f(a,w)—f(a,w0)|<§, ac A welV.
This, combined with (E29), implies that
|fla,w) = flao,wo)| < |f(a,wo) = f(ao, wo)| + | f(a,w) — f(a, wo)]

€ €
< §+§:€, a€ A, weV

Therefore, f is continuous at (ag,wp). Consequently, we conclude, by Step 4, that
f admits the angular limit f(ag, wo) at (ag, wp). Similarly, we may also show that f

admits the angular limit f(zo,by) at every point (2g,by) € D x B*. This completes
the proof of the last step. O

7. PREPARATORY RESULTS

We first develop some auxiliary results. This preparation will enable us to gener-
alize the results of section 6 to the general case considered in Theorem A.

Definition 7.1. Let Q be a complex manifold of dimension 1 and A C ). Define
w(-A,Q) :=sup{u: ue SH(N), ulon, u0onA}.
The function w(-, A,Q) is called the the harmonic measure of A relative to . A

point ( € ANQ is said to be a locally reqular point relative to A if
limw(z, ANU,QNU) =0
z—(C

for any open neighborhood U of (. If, moreover, ( € A, then ( is said to be a locally
reqular point of A. The set of all locally reqular points relative to A is denoted by
A*. A s said to be locally regqular if A = A*.

Proposition 7.2. Let X be a complex manifold of dimension 1, D C X an open set
and A C 0D a Jordan measurable subset of positive length. Let {a;};c; be a finite
or countable subset of A with the following properties:

(i) For any j € J, there is an open neighborhood U; of a; such that D NUj is
either a Jordan domain or the disjoint union of two Jordan domains;
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(i) Ac U U;.

jeJ

For any 0 < § < %, define
Us:={zeDnNU;: w(z,A*"NU;,DNU;) <6}, JjEJ,
A(g = U Ujﬁ,

jeJ

Ds:={z€D: w(z,A",D) <1—-46}.

Then:

1) AN A* C AP and A; C D,_s C Ds;
2) w(z,A*,D) —§ <w(z,As,D) <w(z,A*, D), z € D.

Proof. To prove Part 1), let a € AN A* and fix an j € J such that a € U;. Then
T
li A* D ) = —.
. LrenAa(a)w(z, NU;,DNU;) =0, 0<a< 5

Consequently, for every 0 < a < 7, there is an open neighborhood V,, C U; of a
such that

w(z,A*ﬂUj,DﬂUj) < 0, zEAa(a)ﬂVa.
This proves AN A* C AP.

To prove the second assertion of Part 1), one applies the Subordination Principle
and obtains for z € Uj 5,

(7.1) w(z, A", D) <w(z,A*NU;,DNU;) <d <1—0.
Hence, z € D;_s. This implies that As; C D;_s. In addition, since 0 < § < %, it
follows that D;_s C Ds. Hence, Part 1) is proved.

We turn to Part 2). Since As is an open set and, by Part 1), AN A* C AP it
follows from Definitions EE] [Tl that

w(z, A5, D) <w(z, AN A", D), zeD.
Hence, in virtue of Theorem LG it follows that
w(z, As, D) < w(z, A", D), zeD,

which proves the second estimate of Part 2).
To complete Part 2), let z € As. Choose j € J such that z € U;s5. We deduce
from (IZT)) that w(z, A*, D) — 6 < 0. Hence,

w(z, A", D) - <0, z € As.

On the other hand, w(z, A*, D) — § < 1, z € D. Consequently, the first estimate of
Part 2) follows. The proof of the lemma is finished. U

The main ingredient in the proof of Theorem A is the following mixed cross
theorem.
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Theorem 7.3. Let X and Y be complex manifolds of dimension 1, D C X and
Q C Y open subsets, and A C D and B C 0. Assume that A = |J Ay with

k=1

Ay locally reqular compact subsets of D, Ay, C Agi1, K > 1. In addition, B C
0 is a Jordan measurable subset of positive length. For 0 < § < 1 put G :=
{we: ww,B,Q) <1=05}. Let W = X(A,B; D,G), W° = XA, B; D,G),
and (using the notation ws(-, B, Q) of Theorem [J.10)

W°=X°4,B;D,G) :={(z,w) € Dx G: w(z A*,D)+ws(w,B,Q) < 1}.
Let f: W — C be such that

(i) f € O(W?);

(i) f is Jordan measurable and locally bounded on W;

(iii) for any z € A,

lim f(z,w) = f(z,1n), n e B, 0<a< ..
w—n, WEAx(N) 2

Then there is a unique function f € (9(/1/[7") such that f = f on A x G and

~

lim f(z,w) = f(z0,m0), 0<a< E,
z—2z0, w—no, wEAa(n0) 2

for every zo € D and ng € BN B*. Moreover, |f|W < I|flw-

Proof. First one proves the existence and uniqueness of f .Fixan f: W — C
which satisfies (i)—(iii) above.

Step I: Reduction to the case where D @ X is an open hyperconvex set> and A is a
locally regular compact subset of D and | f|lw < oo.

Since X is countable at infinity, we may find an exhaustion sequence (Dy)%2 ; of rel-
atively compact, hyperconvex open subsets Dy of D with Ay C Dy ' D (for exam-
ple, we can choose open subsets Dy of D with smooth boundary which contains Ay).
Similarly, since Y is countable at infinity, we may find a sequence (€2;)52, of open
subsets of (2 and a sequence (By)2 , of Jordan measurable subsets of B which sat-
isfy the hypothesis of Proposition Il Let Gy := {w € Qx : w(w, Bg, Q) <1 —4d}.
Using a compactness argument, we see that |f|x(a,,B.:0,,c) < 00

By reduction assumption, for each k there exists an fk e0 <§A§°(Ak, By; Dy, Gk)>
such that f, admit the angular limit flx(a,.BinBr DGy 00 X(Ak, By N By; Dy, Gy).
We claim that ka = fk on XO(Ak, By; Dy, Gi). Indeed, fix an arbitrary kg > 1

and an arbitrary point (2o, wo) € X°(Ag,, Bry: Digs Gro )- Let k € N such that k > k.
Let D be the connected component containing zy of the following open set

{z€D: w(z, Ay, Dr,) <1 —ws(wo, Be, )} -
Observe that both functions fy, (-, wo)|p and fi(-, wo)|p are holomorphic and

Fu(z,w0) = fr(z,w0) = fao (2, w0), 2 € A, ND.

3An open set D C X is said to be hyperconvez if it admits an exhaustion function which is
bounded subharmonic.



32 PETER PFLUG AND VIET-ANH NGUYEN

Since Ay N D is non-polar, we deduce that fi,(-,wo)lp = fu(-,wo)|p. Hence,
Fro (20, wo) = fi(20, wo), which proves the above assertion.

On the other hand, by Proposition EE7 one gets XO(Ak,Bk;Dk,Gk) Ve We as
k " co. Therefore, we may glue fk together to obtain a function f € (’)()A( ©) such
that f admits the angular limit f on W and f = f on AXxG. The uniqueness of such

an extension f can be proved using the argument given in the previous paragraph.
This completes Step 1.

Step II: The case where D € X is an open hyperconvex set, A is a locally reqular
compact subset of D, and | f|w < 0.

Suppose without loss of generality that |f|y < 1. We will apply Théoreme 3.3 in
the work of Zeriahi [T5] to the pair of condenser (A, D). In the sequel, we will use
the notation from this work.

Let po := pap and p; a B-admissible Lebesgue measure of D. Let H; :=
Ly (D, ), Hy = the closure of Hi|a in L*(A, o), let (b;)32, C Hi be a sys-
tem of doubly orthogonal bases in H; and Hy. Recall that ||bj||n, = 1. Putting
v; = |1bjllm,, j €N, we have that

(7.2) Z%—E < 00, e > 0.
For any w € B, we have f(-,w) € Hy and f(-,w)|s € Hy. Hence
(73) f(aw) = Cj(w)bja

where

(74) o —i]z/fzw

dulz—/fzw Do), jEN.

Taking the hypotheses (i)—(iii) into account and applying Lebesgue’s Dominated
Convergence Theorem, we see that the formula

(7.5) /fzw 2)dpg(z), weGUB, jeN;

defines a bounded function which is holomorphic in G. Moreover, by (iii) and ([ZZ])-
[Z3) it follows that

(7.6) lim Gw) =) =),  neB 0<a<.

w—n, weAq(n)

Using ([Z4)—([Zd), we obtain the following estimates
log G ()| _ log v/jua(A)
logy; = logy;
log |¢; 1 D
lim sup ogle(m| _ logvm(D) 3

w—n, wEAq(n) lOg Vi - IOg Vi

, weG, N,

neRO<a<gjeN
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This shows that for any € > 0, there is a sufficiently large N such that for all
J =N,
log |5
og |¢] <
log~;
Take a compact set K € D and let 1 > a = a(K) > m[?xw(-,A,D). Choose an

(7.7) ws(-, B,Q) +e—1 on G.

e = ¢(K) > 0 so small that « 4+ 2¢ < 1. Consider the open set
Gk ={weG: ws(-,B,Q) <1—a—2}.
By (Z) there is a constant C'(K) such that

(7.8) Glo, < C(KW POt < (K)o, =1

Now we wish to show that

(7.9) > G(w)bs()

j=1
converges locally uniformly in W°. Indeed, by [Z2) and ([ZF), we have that
(7.10)

D 1Glelbli < D C(K)y*C I, a)yy < CUK)C(K ) Y 77 < oo,
Jj=1 J=1 J=1
which gives the normal convergence on K x G. Since the compact set K arl(i e>0
are arbitrary, the series in (L) converges uniformly on compact subsets of WW°. Let
f denote this limit function in [Z3).

Fix zp € D and ny € B N B*. We choose a compact Ky € D so that Kj is a
neighborhood of zy. Let ¢y > 0.

In virtue of (ZI0), there is an Ny such that

(711) Z ‘Cj|GKO|bj|K0 < 9
Jj=No+1

On the other hand, in virtue of (Z3)-([ZH), we may find, for any 0 < a < 7, an
open neighborhood V,, of 7y such that

No No
~ €
D Gw)bi(2) = > ci(no)bi(2)] < 50 ze Ko, we Ay(n) NV,
j=1 Jj=1
This, combined with ([Z3) and ([ZIT), implies that
lim sup f(z,w)—f(zo,no)‘ < €g, 0<a< g

z—20, w—10, WEAa(n0)

Since €y > 0 and (zg,10) € D x (BN B*) can be arbitrarily chosen, we conclude that

~

lim fzw) = f(z0.m),  (20,m0) €D x (BNB*), 0<a< g.

z2—z0, w—n0, WEA (M0

To complete Step II, it remains to show that f = fon A x G. To do this, fix an
arbitrary (zg,wp) € A X G. Let G be the connected component of G containing w.
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Recall that G = {w € Q: w(w, B,Q) <1—¢§}. Then observe that both functions
f(20,)lg and f(z0,-)|g admit the same angular limit f on B N G2. Consequently,
applying Theorem Bl yields that f(zo, )¢ = f(z0,-)|g. Hence, f(zo,wo) = f(z0,wo),
which proves the above assertion.

This completes the proof of Step II.

It remains to prove the estimate |f |70 < |flw. In order to reach a contradiction
assume that there is a point z° € W° such that 17(z2)] > |flw. Put a := f(z°) and
consider the function

(7.12) 1

9(z) = ————,

f(z) —a
Using the above assumption, it can be checked that g satisfies hypotheses (i)—(iii) of
Theorem [L3 Hence applying the first assertion of the theorem, there is exactly one

function § € O(W°) with § = g on A x G. Therefore, by (LT2) we have on A x G :
g(f —a)=1. Thus §(f —a) =1 on We. In particular,

0=g(z")(f(z") — ) = 1;

a contradiction. Hence the inequality | f li7o < | flw is proved. O

zeW.

Finally, we conclude this section with two uniqueness results.

Proposition 7.4. Let X, Y be two complex manifolds of dimension 1, D C X,
G C Y two open sets and A C 9D, B C 9G two Jordan measurable subsets of
positive length. Let D C X be an open set, DN D # &, and let A C D be a Jordan
measurable subset of positive measure. Put

we .= X‘(A,B;D,G),
W = XO(Z,B;E,G)

Let f € O(W?), f € OOW ), and 2 € DN D be such that both f and | admit
the same angular limit at (z,b) for a.e. b € B. Then f(z,w) = f(z,w) for every

(z,w) € Wenw .
Proof. Fix an arbitrary wy € G such that (zp, wp) € WenW . Choose 0 < € < 1 s0
that ~
(ZQ,'LUQ) € Dl e X G le e X Ge,
where we have used the notation of level sets introduced in Section 4. Applying

Theorem B4 to f(z,-)|q, and f(z0,~) ., it follows that f(zo,wo) = f (20, wp).
Hence, the proof is finished. U

Now we are able to prove the uniqueness stated in Theorem A.

Corollary 7.5. We keep the hypotheses and the notation of Theorem A. Then there
is at most one function f € O(W”) which satisfies Property 1) of Theorem A.

Proof. Tt follows immediately from Proposition [l O
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8. PROOF oF THEOREM A

Recall that by Corollary 7 the function f satisfying Part 1) is uniquely deter-
mined (if it exists). We only gives here the proof of Part 1). Using this part, we
conclude the proof of Parts 2)-5) of Theorem A in exactly the same way as we did in
Section 6 starting from Step 2 of that section. The proof is divided into two steps.

Step 1: Proof of Theorem A for the case where G is a Jordan domain.

Proof of Step 1. In virtue of Proposition [LZ, let {a;};ec; be a finite or countable
subset of A with the following properties:

e For any j € J, there is an open neighborhood U; of a; such that DNU; is ei-
ther a Jordan domain or the disjoint union of two Jordan domains (according
to the type of a;);

(] A C U Uj.

jeJ

For any 0 < § < %, define
UM::{ZGDﬂUj: w(z,A*ﬁUj,DﬂUj)<5}, jGJ,
As = Ujs,

jeJ
Gs ={weG: ww,B,G) <1-4}.
Moreover, for every j € J let
Wj :X(a(DﬁU])ﬁA,B,DﬁUJ,G),

—

(8.1) W, =X @(DNU;)NA B, DNU;,G),
fj = f|Wj-

Using the hypotheses on f, we conclude that f;, j € J, satisfies (i)-(iii) of Theorem
A. Moreover, since G is a Jordan domain and D NU;, j € J, is either a Jordan
domain or the disjoint union of two Jordan domains, we are able to apply the
result of Section 6 to f;. Consequently, we obtain, for j € J, a unique function

—~0

feo (Wj ) , asubset A; of (D NU)NA, asubset B; of B such that

Aj C A7,
(8.2) (0([) NU)N A) \ A; and B\ Bj is of zero length,
f; admits the angular limit f on ((A(DNU;) N A;) x G)U (D x B;).
Put
A= ﬂ A, and B:= m B;,
jeJ jeJ
(83) Wi =X (A5, B; D, Gs ),

M/Z;O = XO <A5,B; D, G5> .



36 PETER PFLUG AND VIET-ANH NGUYEN

In virtue of Proposition [4] we are able to collect the family ( fj|Uj sxG 5) in order
' JjeJ

to obtain a function f(; S (’)(A5~>< Gs).
Next, consider the function f5: W5 — C given by

(8.4) fs = s ondsxGs
1, on D x (BN B*)
In virtue of (BJl)-(84l), we deduce that
(8.5) A\ A and B\ B is of zero length,
and
(8.6)
L dm )ﬁ;(z,w) = f(z0,00), O<a< g weD, bpe BN B,
z—2z0, w—by, wWEAL(bo

lim fs(z,w) = f(ag, wp), 0<a< g, ap € A, wy € Gy.

z—ag, 2€Aq(an), w—wo

In virtue of (84— ([&H), f; satisfies the hypotheses (i)-(iii) of Theorem Applying

this theorem to f(s, we obtain, for every 0 < § < i, a function ﬁ; e O <VI/750) . In

29
virtue of (), we see that

(8.7)
fs=1s on As x Gy,
lim f(;(z,w):f(zo,bo), 0<a< E, 2 €D, by € BN B*,
z—20, w—bg, WEA(bo) 2
lim ﬁ;(z,w) = f(ag, wo), l<ac< E, ap € A, wy € Gs.
z—ag, 2€Aq(ap), w—rbg 2

We are now in a position to define the desired extension function f . Indeed, one
glues < ﬁ;) . together to obtain f in the following way
0<6<3

(8.8) fi= lim s onW°=X°(A4,B;D,G).
—

Now one has to check that the limit (BX) exists and possesses all the required
properties. This will be an immediate consequence of the following

Lemma 8.1. For any point (z,w) € We put

1—w(z,A*, D) — w(w, B*,G
(8.9) O(zw) i= ( )2 ( )

Then f(z,w) = fs(z,w) for all0 < § < Oz w)-



BOUNDARY CROSS THEOREM IN DIMENSION 1 37

Proof of Lemma [8. Fix an arbitrary point (zo,wg) € Xe (A, B; D,G) and let
00 = 6(z0,w0)- Let 0 < 6 < dg. Then, w(wy, B*,G) <1 — 4§y and

B*
w(z0, As, D) + ws, (wo, B,G) < w(z, A", D) + w(uio,—é,G)
— 0o
< w(zo, A*, D) + w(wo, B*, G) -1,
1—do
where the latter estimate follows from formula ([83). Consequently,
(8.10) (20, wp) € X° (As, B; D, Gy,) .
On the other hand, using Part 1) of Proposition [[Z, it is clear that
(8.11) X° (A5, B; D, Gs,) C X° (As, By D, Gs) N X° (Asy, B; D, G, ) .
Moreover, in virtue of (84l) and (81), we have
(812) f(g = ﬁ; = ﬁ;o on A(g X G50'

Next, let D be the connected component containing z, of the following open set
{z€D: w(z, A5, D) <1—uws,(wy, B,G)}

Observe that, in virtue of (BI0) (&), both functions f5|p and f5,|p are holomor-
phlc and DN As is a nonempty open set. Therefore, we deduce from (BIZ) that
f5 = fgo on D. Hence, f(;(zo,wo) = f(;o(zo,wo), which completes the proof of the
lemma. [

We complete the proof (of Part 1)) as follows. An immediate consequence of
Lemma R is that f € O (Wo) . Next, we apply Lemma and make use of (B4I)—

(B9) and of the fact that V[/Z;O — Weas s N\, 0. Consequently, we conclude that f
satisfies the conclusion of Part 1). Hence, the proof of Step 1 is finished. U

Step 2: Proof of Theorem A for the general case.

Proof of Step 2. We proceed using Step 1 in exactly the same way as we proved
Step 1 using the result of Section 6. Hence, Step 2 is finished. 0
This completes the proof of Theorem A. U

We conclude this section with the following remark. Using the above proof, one
can also derive Gonchar’s Theorem (Theorem 1) from Druzkowski’s Theorem (The-
orem 3). Indeed, in Step 1 above, let {a;};c; be finite or countable subset of A with
the following properties:

e For any j € J, there is an open neighborhood U; of a; such that DN U; is a
Jordan domain and A N U; is one open arc;
jet
Then we repeat Step 1 ( B is only one open arc) and Step 2 (the general case) above
using Druzkowski’s Theorem. Gonchar’s Theorem follows. 0
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9. PROOF OF THEOREM B

We will only give the proof of Theorem B for the case when D and G are the unit
disc E. Since the general case can be proved using the scheme of Section 6 and 8, it
is left to the interested reader. The proof is divided into the following two steps.

Step 1: Proof of Theorem B for the case when the slice functions f(a,-)|g and
f(-,b)|p are bounded for every a € A and b € B.

Proof of Step 1. For any N € N let

(9.1) Ay :={a€ A: |f(a,")l¢ <N} and By :={be B: |f(-,b)|p < N}.
Using the assumption of Step 1 and (@1]), we obtain

(9.2) Ay S Aand By ' B as N 7 oo.

Now we would like to show that for every N € N,

An is a closed subset of A and f|ayxc € C(Axy X G),

By is a closed subset of B and f|pxp, € C(D x By).

To do this fix an arbitrary N € N and let (a,)52; be a sequence in Ay such that
lim a, = ag € Ay. Consequently, by hypothesis (i),

(9.4) nh_)rrolo flan, t) = f(ao,t), teB.

On the other hand, it follows from the assumption (a, ), C Ax and the hypoth-
esis of Step 1 that

(9.3)

If(an, e <N  and  |f(ag,)|q < oo.

Combining this and (4]), we are able to apply Khinchin-Ostrowski Theorem (see
[, Theorem 4, p. 397]) to the sequence (f(an,-)|g) -, C O(G). Consequently, this
sequence converges uniformly on compact subsets of G to f(ao,+). This completes
the proof of (@3).

On the other hand, by hypothesis (ii), the holomorphic function f(a,-) admits
the angular limit f(a,b) at b € B. Hence, it follows that f|a, x5, is measurable.
Moreover, by (@), |f|xy,By:0,c) < N for every N € N. In addition, in virtue
of (@2), there exists a sufficiently large integer Ny such that mes(Ay) > 0 and
mes(By) > 0 for N > Nj. Consequently, we are in a position to apply Theorem A
to the function f restricted to the cross X(Ay, By; D,G) for N > Ny. Therefore,

we obtain a function fN e O <§A§° (An, By; D,G)) and a subset Ay (resp. BN) of
Ay (resp. By) for N > Ny, such that

mes(Ay \ Ay) = mes(By \ By) = 0,

(9:5) fN admits the angular limit f on </1N X G) U <D X BN).
Put
(96) A = U AN and B = U BN.

N=Np N=Np
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Applying (@2), ([@3), and Corollary [, we obtain
(9.7) fn = fnm on X° <AN>BN§ D, G) , N > Np.

Therefore, we may glue the fN together to obtain the desired extension function f
as

(9.8) f=lm fy  onW°:=X°(A,B;D,G).
Moreover, in virtue of ([.H)—(@.8), we get that

mes(A\ A) = mes(B\ B) =0,
©-9) f admits the angular limit f on <f1 X G) U (D X B)

Next, for every N > N, in virtue of (2)—(@3)) and ([@H), one may find a sequence
(Enn)eey (vesp. (Hy )02 ,) of compact subsets of 0D (resp. 0G) such that
Fnpn C Fynpy CA, Hy, C Hypnq1 C B,
mes(Fy,) >0, mes(Hy,) >0,

mes (AN\ UFNW) :O, mes (BN\ UHNW) =0.
n=1 n=1

Moreover, for any k£ € N, k£ > 1, and for any m € N, put
(9.11)

(9.10)

1 1
ANnmk = {CLGAN3 |f(aa<)_f(a'>77)| < 2—]{:27 C777€ HNJL: |<_77| < E}7

1 1
BNnmk::{beBN: |f(gvb)_f(nvb)‘§mv CuneFN,n: |C—U‘<E}

Since, by hypothesis (i), f € Cs(A x B), we deduce from (@I0) and (I11) that
Annmk (resp. Bypmi) is a closed subset of Ay (resp. By) and

(912) ANnmk /‘AN and BNnmk /‘BN as m/‘oo, k Z 1.

Consequently, there is an mg := mo(N,n, k) such that mes(Axpme N Finvn) > 0 and
mes(Bynmr VHy ) > 0 for any m > my. Now we are in a position to apply Theorem
A to the function f restricted on the cross X (Annmik N FN.ny BNnmk NV Hyni D, G).

Using (7)) and Corollary [, we obtain exactly the function f restricted to
X (ANnmk N FN,na BNnmk N HN,n; Da G) . Let4

ANnmk = (ANnmk N FM,n) N (ANnmk N F’N,n)>|< s

(9.13) i )
BNnmk = (BNnmk N HM,n) N (BNnmk N HN,n) ;

4Recall from Subsection 2.2 that for a boundary subset T', T* denotes as usual the set of locally
regular points relative to 7T
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Taking (@II)-(@I3)) into account and arguing as in Step 5 of Section 6, we may
show that

mes <[1Nnmk \ FNm) =0, mes <BNnmk \ HNm) =0,
(9.14)

—_

lim sup |f(z,w) = f(a,b)] < —, 0<oz<g,

(z;w)—(a,b) z€Aq(a), weA (D), (z,w)eX®

o

for every (a,b) € Anmi X Bammi. Now it suffices to put

ﬁ G O U Anpmi and B —ﬂ U U U BNvmk-

k=1 N=Ng n=1 m= mg Nnk‘ k=1 N=Ng n=1 m=my Nnk;)

Combining this and (@I4), (@12), (9) and (@2), we may check that all the con-
clusions of Theorem B are satisfied. Hence the proof is complete in this first step.
O

Step 2: The general case.
Proof of Step 2. We begin with the following

Definition 9.1. For a closed subset F' of OF and an n € N with n > 1, define the
following open set

A:A(F,n)::U{zEA ©) : |z\>1—l}UB<O,1—%).

(eF

The reader should compare this definition with Definition Bl Below we give a
list of properties of such open sets.

Proposition 9.2. Let F' be a closed subset of OF.
1) Let A(F,n) be as in Definition [ZD, then A(F,n) is a rectifiable Jordan domain
and F' C OA(F,n).
2) A(F,n) S E asn / oo.
3) Consider a locally bounded function f: EUF — C. Then |f|arn) < 00 for
every n € N with n > 1.
4) There holds the following equality
w(z, F,E) = lim w(z,F,A(F,n)), 2z € E.

Proof of Proposition[Z2. Part 1) may be done as in the proof of Proposition

Part 2) is an immediate consequence of Definition (@11

Part 3) follows immediately from the compactness of F.

The proof of Proposition B still works in the context of Part 4) making the
obviously necessary changes. This completes Part 4). U

Now we are in a position to complete Step 2. Indeed, first suppose that both A
and B are closed. Then consider the sequence of rectifiable Jordan domain (D,,)?2,
and (G,)22, given by

D, .= A(A,n) and G,, := A(B,n), neN, n>1.
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Forn € N, n > 1, let f, := flx,B.,G,)- In virtue of Proposition (L2, we are
able to apply the result of Step 1 to f,. Consequently, we obtain a function fn €
Xe (A, B; D,,, G,,). Therefore, we may glue f, together in order to obtain the desired
extension function f as

f=lim f, onW‘):XO(A,B;D,G).
n—o0

Using Proposition 2 we can show that f possesses all the assertions of Theorem
B.
The case when A and B are only measurable is similar. It suffices to find a

sequence (A,,)5°_; of subsets of A such that A,, is compact and mes (A \ U Am) =

m=1
0, and a similar sequence (B,,)>°_; for B. Then we may apply the previous discussion

to f|x(4m,B:D,¢) in order to obtain a function fm € XO(Am,Bm; D, G), and define

the desired extension function f by f = lim fm on W°. This completes the proof
m—0o0

in this last step. O

10. ExAMPLES AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

The following examples of Druzkowski [2] show the optimality of Theorem A and
B.

Consider D =G =FE, A=B={t€0E:Ret >0}, W :=X(A,B;D,G), and
T:=(DUA)x (GUB).
Example 1. Define a function h: T'— C as follows

exp(— [Log (1 — z) + Log (1 —w)]Log“%), z2#£ 1, w#1
h(z,w) := :
0, z=lorw=1
where Log is the principal branch of logarithm.
Put f := hlw. As in [2] observe that f is measurable, f € C (W) N O4(W°),
|flw < oo, but f|laxp is not continuous at (1,1). Since hlg., € O(W?), using the

uniqueness established in Theorem A, we conclude that the solution f provided by
Theorem A and B satisfies f = h|,. In addition, we see that, for 0 < a < 7, the

angular limit of f at (1,1) does not exist. Thus the condition in assertion 3) of
Theorem A is necessary. Moreover, the sets A, B given by Theorem B do depend

on f.
Example 2. Define a function h: T — C as follows

exp—z—)\Logng_r—g, w# 1

where (z,w) € T,0 < A < @

Define f := hly. Then f = h|g.. As in [2] observe that f|axp is continuous,
feC,(W)NnO4(We), but f is not locally bounded on W.
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In addition, for § < a < 7, consider the functions 24, w, : [0,1] — C given by

we(t) = 1+tei(“_91%),
5 3+ wy(t)
1 — wy(t)

We may prove that there is an ¢, » > 0 and a neighborhood U,  of A +i) in C such
that

-1
Zaa(t) = A+ (ReLog ) + i, t €[0,1].

(AQ(AHA) N Ua,x) X Aa(l)) AW, 0<t<tor A= @
Ua,)\X.Aa(1>)m/W70, 0<t<toy, 0<A<¥LZ

In addition, it can be checked that

(Za (1), walt)) €

lim (201(t), wa(t) = (A+iA,1)  and 15%‘f(za,A(t),wa(t)) = .

This shows that the assumption of the local boundedness on f is necessary in The-
orem A.

Finally, we conclude the article by some remarks and open questions.

1. It may be proved that we provided by Theorem A is the maximal domain of
holomorphic extension of the function f. We postpone the proof of this result to an
ongoing work (see [12]).

2. Does Theorem A still hold if we omit the assumption (ii) “f|axp is Jordan-
measurable”?

3. Does Theorem B still hold if we omit the assumption that f|axp € Cs(A x B)?
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