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INVARIANT METRICS AND DISTANCES ON
GENERALIZED NEIL PARABOLAS

NIKOLAI NIKOLOV AND PETER PFLUG

ABSTRACT. We present the Carathéodory-Reiffen metric and the
inner Carathéodory distance on generalized parabolas. It turns out
that on such parabolas the Carathéodory distance is not inner.

1. INTRODUCTION AND RESULTS

In the survey paper [3] the authors had asked for an effective formula
for the Carathéodory distance cy4,, on the Neil parabola A3 (in the
bidisc). In a recent paper, such a formula was presented by G. Knese.
To repeat the main result of [4] recall that the Neil parabola is given
by Asz = {(z,w) € D? : 22 = w®}, where D denotes the open unit
disc in the complex plane. Then there is the natural parametrization
P23 i D — Ags, pas(A) = (A3 A%). Moreover, let p denote the

Poincaré distance of the unit disc. Recall that p(, 1) := £ log %,
where mp(\, p) := |1’\_;/\“ﬁ|, Apel.
Let A\, € D. Then Knese’s result is the following one:
p(N?, 11?) if |ao = 1

A pu—
CA2,3(p2,3( ),p273(,u)) {p ()\2 ap—A 2 ao—u> if |a0| <1 ’

1—ap)\’ ’LL 1—aop

where ag := ag(A, p1) :== (A + % +u+ %) In the case when Ay = 0 the
formula should be read as in the case |ag| > 1.

Observe that if A and p have a non-obtuse angle, i.e., Re(Am) > 0,
then |ag(A, p)| > 1 (compare with Corollary B2).
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Moreover, in [] the formula for the Carathéodory-Reiffen pseudo-
metric 74, , 1S given as:

[Xo|  ifa=0b=0[X5]>2]X;]
Va5((a,0); X) = ¢[Xa]  ifa=b=0,]Xs] <2]X)] :

2o if (a,0) # (0,0), X = A\(3a,2b), A€ C

where (a,b) € Ay 3 and X € T(4p) Az := the tangent space in (a,b) at
A273.

We point out that these are the first effective formulas for the Cara-
théodory distance and the Carathéodory-Reiffen pseudodistance of a
non-trivial complex space.

In this paper we will discuss more general Neil parabolas, namely
the spaces

Apn = {(z,0) €D?: 2™ = w"}, m,n € N, m < n, relatively prime.

For short, we will call A,,, the (m,n)-parabola. As in the case of the
classical Neil parabola we have the following globally bijective holo-
morphic parametrization of A,, ,, namely

Pmn i D — Ay Pmn(A) = (A, A™), X € D.

Observe that g, , = p;n}n : A, — D is given outside of the origin
bY Gm.n(z,w) = 2*w! where k,1 € Z are such that kn + Im = 1; more-
over, ¢mn(0,0) = 0. It is clear that g, is continuous on A,,, and
holomorphic outside of the origin.

We will study the Carathéodory and the Kobayashi distances and
also the Carathéodory-Reiffen and the Kobayashi-Royden pseudomet-
rics of A,, . So let us recall the objects we will deal with in this paper:

May . (€ 1) = sup{mn(f(C), f(n)) : f € O(Amn, D)}, (1 € A,

where O(A,,.n, D) denotes the family of holomorphic functions on A,, ,,,
i.e., the family of those functions on A,,, that are locally restriction
of holomorphic functions on an open set in C?.

Observe that the Carathéodory distance cy,, , is given by c4,,,. (¢, n)
= tanh™" ma,, . (¢, n); moreover, cp = p.

So, we have to study holomorphic function on the (m,n)-parabola.
Recall that there is the following bijection of O(A,,,,D) and a part
Omn(D) of O(D,D)), where

Opmn(D) = {h € OD,D) : h(0) = 0,5 € S}

and S,,, = {s € N:s ¢ Zym+ Zyn} (recall that S;,, = 0 and if
m > 2, then max s =nm —m —n). To be precise, if f € O(A,,, D)

Sesm,n
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then fopmn € Onn(D), and conversely, if h € Oy, (D) then hog,,, €
O(Ayn, D).

From this consideration it follows that there is the following descrip-
tion of the Caratheddory distance on A, ,:

M Ay, (P (A)s P (1)) = max{mp(h(A), h(p)) : b € Opp(D)}
= max{mp(h(A), h(n)) : h € Op, (D), h(0) = 0}
= max{mp(A"h()\), u™h(p)) : h € O(D, D),
h9D(0)=0,5+m € Spn}, N pucD.
We like to mention that the calculation of the Carathéodory distance
of a generalized Neil parabola may be read as the following interpola-

tion problem for holomorphic functions on the unit disc. Let A, u be
as above and let (,n € D. Then there exists an h € O,,,(D) with

h’(>\) = Cv h’(ru’) =" lf and Only lf mD(Cvn) S mAm,n (pm,n(k)vpm,n(/t))
Note that ma, ,, (P1,n(A), Pra(i)) = mp(X, ).

From the case of domains in C" it is well known that the Carathéo-
dory distance need not to be an inner distance (see [2]). In the case of a
generalized Neil parabola it turns out that the Carathéodory distance
is an inner distance if and only if m = 1.

Recall that the associated inner distance is given by

cfgmyn((’, n) = inf{LcAn’m (o) s ais a || - || — rectifiable curve in

Apn connecting ¢, 1}, ¢, 1 € Amp,

where L., denotes the cy,, ,-length. Obviously, ca,,, < ¢4 . Then
we have the following result for the inner distance.

Theorem 1. Let \,u € D. Then

< Pmn(N), Pn (1))
_ fentm ) if Re(¥f) 2 cos(/m) v
cp(A™,0) + ep(0, ™) if otherwise '

Moreover, there is the following comparison result between the Cara-
théodory distance and its associated inner one.

Corollary 2. Let A\, u € D.
(a) If Re(Nim) > cos(m/m)|Au|, then

Cfaxm,n (P (A)s P (1)) = CApn (P (A); P (1))
(b) If Re(Am) < cos(mw/m)|Aul|, then
Uy P (N)s P (1)) = €y (P (N)s P (1)) i (AR)™ < 0.
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Thus, the following conditions are equivalent.

i sz,n (P (A)s P (1)) = € (Prin(A)s P (1)) 5
i Cf47n,n (pmvn()‘%pm,n(,u)) = CD()‘ma :um)f
e Re(A\i) > cos(m/m)|Ap| or (Am)™ < 0.

In particular, ca,, . is not inner if m > 1.

Observe that the condition Re(Az) > cos(m/m)|Ap| in these results
means geometrically that p lies inside an angular sector around A of
opening angle equal 7/m (compare with Knese’s result from above).
Moreover, opposite to the A 3-case the new area (Af1)™ < 0 (i.e., the
“rays” on which the angle between A and p equals to %, ] =
2,...,m — 1) appears for A,,, with m > 2.

In order to prove Theorem [l we have to calculate the Carathéodory-
Reiffen metric 74,, , outside of the origin.

First, let us recall its definition

Vi (2, w); X) := max{[ f(z, w) X[ : f € O(Apn, D)},
where (z,w) € Ay, and X a tangent vector in (z,w) at A,,,. Recall
that if (z,w) = ¢ = pma(A), A € D\ {0}, then the tangent space
T¢(Amn) at ¢ is spanned by the vector p;, () whereas the tangent
space at the origin equals C? if m > 2.
Using the above description of O(A,,,, D) we may reformulate this

definition for A € D, A # 0, in the following appropriate form which
will be used here:

LGN
g € Onn(D):

’}/Am,n (pm7n()\)7p;n,n()\)) = Sup{
Then we have the following result.
Theorem 3. Let A € D, A # 0. Then
m|>\‘m—l
mn AL (A) = ————.
Vi BN V) = {4
On the other hand, note that
Vi (0 X) = max{| f'(z,w)X| : f € O(Apn, D), f(0) = 0}.

Then for such f we have f o p,,.(¢) = ("h((),( € D, where h €
— of h("=m)(0) of
D, D). hat —(0) = ———= —(0) = . Th
O(D, D). Observe that o (0) =) and 8w(0) h(0) us,
if m>2and X = (X, Xy) € C?, then

A= (0)
(n—m)!
he OD,D),h9(0) = 0,5 +m € Spaki

V(03 X) = max{[ X, + X5h(0)] :
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in particular, v4,,,(0; X) = || X if X, X, = 0.

It turns out that the general calculation of the Carathéodory-Reiffen
metric at the origin becomes much more difficult. The next theorem
may give some flavor of the nature of this formulas.

Proposition 4. Let X = (X, X,) € C?. Then

| X1 if | X1] > 2| X5
7A3,4(O;X) = |X2| ) if |X2| > \/§|X1|
B_18c+(c2? 3/2 .
X, 18 +1(08+24) ifl<ci= 2% < 2/2

It seems rather difficult to calculate an effective formula of the Cara-
théodory distance of A,,,. However, we have its value at pairs of
“opposite” points; to be more precise the following is true.

Proposition 5. Let A\ € D, A\ # 0. Then
2| \[2E+1
1+ | )\|4k+2'
Observe that now, opposite to the cases before, the number n =
2k 4+ 1 appears in the formula.

Finally, the discussion of the Kobayashi distance and the Kobayashi-
Royden metric on A,, ,, becomes comparably much simpler. Let us first

mn> the Kobayashi
and the Kobayashi-Royden metric kg4, ,,.

M A, o141 (p2,2k+1 ()\) » P2,2k4+1 (—)\))

recall the definitions of the Lempert function k4
distance k4

m,n

® ka,.(C,n) = inf{p(A\ p) : A p € D Fpeoman. @ PA) =
¢, olw)=n}, ¢(n€E Any; N
® ky,,, = the largest distance on A,,,, below of k4, ,;
® r4,,(¢;X) =inf{a € Ry : Jpcoma.,) @ ©(0) = ¢, ay'(0) =
X}, C€dnn, XeT(Ann).
We set ka,, ., ((,n) =00 or ka,,,((; X) := oo if there are no respec-
tive discs .
Since O(D, An) = {pmm o : ¥ € O(D,D)}, then we have the
following formulas (see also [3], 4]).

Proposition 6. Let \,u € D. Then
kv (D (N): P (1)) = Koty (D (V) P (1)) = P (A, ).

1
IFA# 0, then ., (Pmn(N); Pinn(N) = 77— e

Let m > 2 and X € C*\ {0}. Then ka,,,(0; X) = oo.

At the end of the paper a simple reducible variety is also discussed.
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2. PROOFS AND ADDITIONAL REMARKS

We start with the proof of Theorem Bl which will serve as the basic
information for Theorem [

Proof of Theorem[3. Recall that

Yt (N8 n() = (2 € 0, (D)).

Observe that if @ € D and @4(¢) = 1= _C’ then hy = @, 0 h € O,,,(D)
(use, for example, the Faa di Bruno formula) and

e )]
L—=lhaNPF 1= [A(N)*

Then

Tt o (Ni8n() = (T € 0,,,0(D).0) = 0)

BN .7 oD D). 50(0) — 0. 1 4.
max{ e € O@B)A0) = 0.5+ m € S}

{Imh( )+ AN

="
PERVIE

P

heOM,D),h0)=0,j+m€ Spnt = e

The last equality is a consequence of the fact that the unimodular
constants are the only extremal functions for

Imh(X) + AR (N)]

ax{ ESFCIARNE :heOD,D)}.

To prove this fact, observe that (h(\),h'(N)) varies on all pairs (a, b)

2
satisfying |b| < . ||§L\||2. Thus, we have to show that if 0 < ¢,5 < 1
1— 2
and 0 < t < ¢, = ﬁ’ then F(s,t) < F(1,0), where F(s,t) =
—c
t
f@sij;cz' Since F(s,t) < F(s,ts), the problem may be reduced to
—c*Ms

the inequality

m(l —c*)s+c(l—35%)  m(l—-c?) c(1—c*) 14 c*ms
< < .
1 —¢?ms? 1—cm m(1 — c?) 1+s
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1+ 14 A™ms

Using the inequality < , one has to see that
2 1+s
m—1
c(l—cm) 1+m 0 )
< — 2 T <m(1 ).
(= &) 5 C]Z:;C m(1+ ™)

Finally, by summing up the inequalities 1 — ¢! > 2m=271(] — 2+l
for j =0,...,m — 1, the last inequality follows. U

Now, we are in the position to prove Theorem [

Proof of Theorem[l Set Ay,, = {¢ € D : Re(\) > cos(m/m)|\|},
A € D, m € N. Recall again that A, ,, is an angular sector around .
In a first step we shall prove that if A € D and p € Ay ,,, then

Ci‘xm,n (pm,n()\)apm,n(,u)) = C]]])()\m, um)
Since
(1) Cixmyn (pm,n(A),pmm(,U/)) Z CAm,n(pm,n(A%pm,n(:u)) Z C]D)(Amwu’m%

we have only to prove the opposite inequality. After rotation, we may
assume that A € [0, 1). By continuity, we may also assume that A,y # 0
and arg(y) € (—w/m,7/m). Then the geodesic for ci(A™, ™) does not
intersect the segment (—1,0]. Denote by « this geodesic and by «, its
m-th root (¥/1=1). Observe that if (,n € A7, ,, := Ap, \ {0}, then

1
pnCom) =0 [ a0 ()t a2 0.1) 5 45,
0
is a C'-curve connecting ¢, n}

(see Theorem 4.2.7 in [A]).
It follows by Theorem Bl that

Cr DnN) Bn(1)) < / Y (B © (1) (Pone © )’ (£))

ml(a |m Wl )
/ 1—|a npm / T Ja@pE”
= C]D) (A" ™) = ep(A™, ™).

It remains to prove that if © & A, ,, then

e Prn(N)s P (1)) = €, (Prn(X), 0) + €y, (0, (1))
By the triangle inequality, we only have to prove that

(2) P (N), P () > €4, (Prmn(X),0) + €, (0, P (1)).
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Take an arbitrary C*-curve « : [0,1] — Ay, with a(0) = ppn(A) and
a(l) = ppn(p). Let to € (0,1) be the smallest numbers such that
Oé(t(]) S aAa,m- If Oé(t(]) = p()\()), then

/0 Vi (@(t); 0/ (1)) dt
= /Oto ’}/Am,n(a(t)§a/(t))dt —l—/ VAm,n(a(t);a’(t))dt

Am n (pm n( ) pm,n()\O)) + Cfaxm,n (pm,n()\o)apm,n(lu))
o (Pimn(A), Pmn(No)) + CApn (Pm.n(X0)s P (1))

2 CAp,

> cp(A 0)“‘011)()\6”’ w")

= cp(A™,0) + cp(0, A)") + ep(AGY, ™) (since AJ* € (—1,0)
> D()\m, 0) + ep(0, u™).

Now, (2) follows by taking the infimum over all curves under consider-
ation. 0

Next, the proof of Corollary Bl will be given.

Proof of Corollary[@. (a) Follows by Theorem [[l and the inequality (1).
(b) The inequalities

CAmn (Pm,n(A)s P (1)) < max{ep(A™ f(A), u™ (1)) : [ € O(Daﬁ)}
< max{ep(A"f(A), 0) + ep(0, ™ + f(u)) : f € O(D, D)}
< ep(A™,0) + ep(0, u™) = CAZAmyn (Pmn(A)s P ()
show that
CAn (Pmn(A)s P (1)) = Cilmm (P, (A)s Prn (12))
if and only if A™f(A) and p™f(u) lie on opposite rays and |f(\)| =
|f(p)] =1 for some f € O(D,D), i.e., f is a unimodular constant, and
(Am)™ < 0.

The remaining part of Corollary Bl follows by the fact that cp(z,0) +
cp(0, w) = ¢p(z, w) if and only if 2w < 0. O
Remarks. (a) For m € N, consider the following distance on D :

P (A, ) = max{pp(A"h(A), p"h(p)) : h € O(D,D)}.
Note that
AN+ €)

/
. {\mh( )+ A (V)|
e—0,e#£0 |E|

[ATA(N) 2
= Yamn P (N); D n (V)

= A""'m :h e OD,D)}
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by the proof of Theorem So it follows that the associated inner
distance of p™ equals <y (Pmin (), Pmn(+)). Then

Ci&mm (pm,n()\)apm,n(,u)) > p(m)()\,,u)
> CApn (pm,n()\)apm,n(,u)) > p()\m, um)

Moreover, the proof of Corollary [ shows that the following condi-
tions are equivalent:

Cltp (P (N) P (1) = U™ (A, o);
Ciﬁlm,n(pm,n( ) Pm, n( )) = CApmn (pm n()‘)apm,n(:u))§
C%m,n(pm,n( )s Pn()) = p(A™, ™)
Re(A\@) > cos(m/m)|Ap| or (A@)™ < 0.
As an application of these observations we obtain a simple proof
(without calculations) of Lemma 14 in [6]:
Ifa,b e [0,1),s € (0,1] and 0 € [—7, 7], then p(a, be?) < p(a®, be™?).
In fact, we may assume that s € Q. If s = g (1<p<q), = Va,
1= Vbe?/4, then we have to prove that p(A9, u9) < p(A\P, uP). But the
angle between A\ and p does not exceed <3 and hence

p(N?, 1iP) = p® (A, 1) > p(A?, )
(the last inequality holds for any A, 4 € D and ¢ > p).
(b) Recall that

C A (P (A), P (1)) = max{pp(A"h(A), " h(p)) :
h e OD,D),h(0)=0,j+m € Spn}.

£ m = 1 or (m,n) = (2,3), then p™ (A, 1) = ca, (PN, Prun (i),
since Sy, = 0 and Sa3 = {1}.
On the other hand, if m # 1 and m # n — 1, then the following
conditions are equivalent:
o p™M(X ) = p(A™, u™);
b p(m)()‘a n) = CAmn (pm,n()‘)apm,n(:u))'
It is clear that the first condition implies the second one. For the
converse, observe that as h varies over O(ID, D), the pair (h(\), h(u))
varies over all (z,w) € D? with mp(z, w) < mp(\, ). Thus,

p™ (N, 1) = max{pp(\"z, p™w) : z,w € D with
mp(z,w) < mp(A, p) or z=w € dD.}

It follows by the maximum principle for the continuous plurisubhar-
monic function mp(A™ -, p™w) that if p™(\ u) = pp(A\™z, p™w),
then either z = w € 9D, or mp(z,w) = mp(A, ). Assuming that
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P\, 1) # p(A™, u™) excludes the first possibility. Then any ex-
tremal function h for p™ (X, u) satisfies mp(h(X), h(p)) = mp(\, 1),
i.e., h € Aut(D). Since any such function should be also extremal for
o (Pmn(N)s P (1)), it follows that either h) # 0 for any j € N, or
h is a rotation. In particular, m+1¢ S, ,, i.e, m =1orm=n —1,
a contradiction.
Let m > 3. Then m + 2 & S, ,m4+1 and hence h must be a rotation.
Thus, the following conditions are equivalent:
o P\, p) = max{p(N", u™), p(N" T, )
o PN 1) = i P (A), D ().
Concerning the first condition, we point out that
PN, =X) = p(NPH X
since
mp (A" (N), NPy (—N))
_ 2(1 — Ja?) AP
|1 A2 = Ja2([AR + [A[#m) + (1 = [A[m)(ad — ad)
2(1 o ‘a|2>|>\‘2m+1 < 2‘)\|2m+1
— 1+ |)\|4m+2 _ |a|2(|)\|2 + |)\|4m) — 1+ |)\|4m+2’
(use that 1+ |[A[*™F2 > [N + |A|*™).
On the other hand, for m > 5 we may choose A € D such that
2008 Z > |A|2 + [N If = e*™/™ )\, then

PO ) > p(N" T Y > p(A™ ™),

since

i o AIA— g
tanh(p( )()\’M)) > m[D)()\ @“()\>7/’L QS“(,U/)) = |1 _ |>\‘2€27ri/m‘

A" A = p

o m+1 m+1 m my __
|1 — | A[2m+2e2mi/m| mp (A" p) > mp(A™, 1) = 0.

>

Observe also that for \g = \/g and pg = \/g one has that

A2 4 ,u2 A ,u4
>\4@ >\ 4@ — )\4 0 0 > 0 0
mp (Ao uo(Z 0), Ho uo(ﬂo)) 0\/ 1+>\(Q)Mg 1—>\§,ué‘
N R ey
L+ A§ud 14+ Ag%pg°
and hence

PP (iXo, o) = p (iXo, o) > p(Ng, 1) > p(—iAG, 113) > p(iXG, 1p)-
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Now we turn to the discussion of the Carathéodory-Reiffen pseudo-
metric on the (3, 4)-parabola.

Proof of Proposition[j) Recall that
Va5.(0; X) = max{| X,/ (0) + X5h(0)| : h € O(D, D), K" (0) = 0}.

So, we have to describe the pairs (ag,a;) € C? for which there is a
function h € O(D, D) of the form h(¢) = ag + a1¢ + o(¢?). Let I3 be
the 3 x 3 unit matrix and

g ap 0
M = 0 ag ap
0 0 QAo

It follows by Schur’s theorem (cf. [I]) that such an h exists if only if
I3 — M*M is a semipositive matrix. It is easy to check that the last
conditions just means that the pair (|ag|?, |a1|?) belongs to the set

C:={(a,b) €R% :a+Vb<1,ab(1 —a) < ((1—a)*—b)(1—a—0b)}.
The second inequality can be written as
b<(1—-a)(1—-+a) or b>(1-a)(l++a).
Hence C = {(a,b) e RZ : b < (1 —a)(1 — v/a), a < 1}. Thus,
Ya5.(0; X) = max{|X1|Vb + | Xa|v/a : (a,b) € C}
= max{t € [0;1] : | X1|(1 — )VI + 1t + | Xa|t}.

Straightforward calculations show that the last maximum is equal to

| X1 if | X1| = 2]X5
| X if [ Xa| > V2] X1
|| SRR i) < o= 212 < 212

Now, we shall go to prove Proposition
Proof of Proposition[d. Recall that

mAz,QkH(p2,2k+1()\)7p2,2k+1(u))

= max{mp(f(\), f(1)) : f € OO, D), f¥D(0)=0,j=1,....k}

= max{mp(N*h(\),u*h (1)) :

heODD),h % D0)=0,j=1,....,k—1}.
It follows that
M Ay o1 (P2.2641(A), P2,2k11 (1))
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= sup{mp (N2, p*w) : mp(z,w) < ma, ., (P2.26-1(N), P22w—1(1))-
Then Proposition B will follow by induction on n € Z, if we show that
2|)\|2k—1 ) ) 2|)\|2k+1
m[D)(Z,U)) S W — m]D)(>\ Z,)\ ’UJ) S W

. 2|\ 2k—1 _ _ .
Since plu\m = mp(A\?*71, —\?*71) we may assume as in Remark (b)

that z = @, (A1) and w = D, (- *"1) for some a € D. Then
mp (N2, \2w)
_ 2(1 — [af?) A
T T~ P QT+ A%2) + (1~ [\ (@ T — )

2(1 _ |a|2)|>\|2k+1 - 2|)\|2k+1
— 1+ ‘)\|4k+2 _ ‘a|2(|>\‘4 + |>\‘4k—2) — 1+ |>\‘4k+2’
since 1+ [A[*FF2 > | \[* + |A[#F2. O

Remark. From the result above one may conclude the following in-
terpolation result. Namely, for given k£ € N, A\;n,( € D the following
conditions are equivalent:

(i) mp(n,¢) < mp(A*FH, A1),

() Freomp) : fFONFH) =0, fF(=N*H1) = ¢

(i) Freomm) : fFA) =0, f(=A) = ¢ fO(0) = 0,5 =1,..., 2k;

(iv) Freomm) : fF(A) =, fF(=A) = ¢, fED(0) =0, =1,... . k.

Indeed, it is trivial that (i) = (i) = (iti) = (iv), and the
implication (iv) = (i) follows by the equalities

2)\‘2k+1

M Ay s (P22641(N), D221 (1)) = [ = mp(APH, N,

Finally, we discuss the proof for the Kobayashi distance and metric.

Proof of Proposition[@. The proof of the formula for k4, , follows the
one for the case (m,n) = (2,3) (see H]). For convenience of the reader
we include it.

First, ka,, . (Pmn(A), Pmn(t)) < p(X, i) because py, , is holomorphic.
Second, since m and n are relatively prime, it is easy to see that

O, Apn) = {pmnot : ¥ € O(D,D)}. Then any ¢ € O(D, A, ;) with
@(A) = Pmn(A) and (1) = ppn(p) corresponds to some ¢ € O(D, D)
with ¢(A) = A and ¢(u) = p. Thus, p(A, pu) < p(A, ) and hence

p()\’ILL) S kA7rL£(pm7n(A)7p273(u))‘ SO? kA77L,7L(pm77}V(A)?p273(ILL)) = p()\?:u)7

in particular, k4, , is a distance and therefore k4, , = ka4, ,.
The formulas for k4, , can be proven in a similar way and we omit
the details. O
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We conclude this paper by mentioning the simplest example of a
reducible variety.
Remark. Put Ay, := {(z,w) € D? : 22 = w?}; Ay, is reducible.
Obviously, A, 5 is biholomorphically equivalent to the coordinate cross
V :={(z,w) € D?: 2w = 0}. Therefore, we discuss V instead of Ay .

It is clear that ¢y ((21,0), (22,0)) = kv ((21,0), (22,0)) = p(21, 22),
]%V((Zv O)v (07 w)) =00 (Zw 7£ O)

and
kV((Zv O)v (07 w)) = ]%V((Zv 0)7 (Ov 0)) + ]%V((Ov O)v (07 w)) = p(|Z‘, _|w‘)'
Moreover, v ((z, 0); (1, 0)) = ry (2, 0); (1,0)) = 1_71|Z|2 and

0;: X) = )
v (0 X) 00 if otherwise

Recall now that
OV, D) ={f+g— f(0):
fe0Dx{0},D),g € O({0} x D, D), f(0) = g(0)}.

Then obviously v (0; X) = | X1| + | Xa|.
Finally, since z +w € O(V,D), it follows that

cv((2,0), (0,w)) = ev((|2],0), (=[wl, 0)) = p([2], —|w]).

Thus, ¢y = ky; in particular, ¢y = ci,.
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