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Let V be a regular subvariety of a non-degenerate analytic
polyhedron @ C C™. If V intersects 92 transversally in a
certain sense, then each bounded holomorphic function on V'
has a bounded holomorphic extension to 2. Furthermore,
a function in HP(V) has an extension in HP(2). Under a
weaker transversality condition each f € O(V) N LP(V) has
an extension to a function in O(Q) N LP(N), p < oo.

1. Introduction and statement of results.

In this paper we study the problem of extending holomorphic functions
from a regular subvariety of an analytic polyhedron. More precisely, we
present some results that can be deduced from explicit extension formulas
constructed along the lines in Berndtsson [4]. The estimation follows the
ideas in [2] and [5].

A similar extension formula on a subvariety of an analytic polyhedron
was also studied by Hatziafratis [7].

Henkin [8] introduced methods of integral representations in order to
obtain bounded extensions of holomorphic functions from submanifolds to
strongly pseudoconvex domains. Since then, many works on regularity prob-
lems of extension functions have been done in various function spaces. In
particular, Beatrous [3] obtained LP extensions of holomorphic functions
from submanifolds to strongly pseudoconvex domains, and Cumenge [6] and
Amar [1] obtained H? extensions on strongly pseudoconvex domains.

A bounded domain €2 C C” is an analytic polyhedron with defining func-
tions ¢; if
N={zeC"; |¢pj(»)|<1,j=1,...,N},
where the defining functions ¢; are holomorphic in some neighborhood Q of
Q. For a multiindex I C {1,... ,N}welet oy = {z € Q; |¢;(2)| =1, j € I}
The skeleton of €2 is the subset
o= U or

[I|=n
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of 0Q2. We say that ) is non-degenerate if dpr, A --- A O¢y, # 0 on oy for
every multiindex I = {Iy,..., Iy} such that |I| = k < n. In particular, then

(1.1) dlor | A--- Adlor,|

is nonvanishing on o for |I| = n, and hence oy is a submanifold of real
codimension n which we can orientate by the form (1.1).

We say that the analytic polyhedron (2 is strongly non-degenerate if ¢, A
-+ AN 0¢r, # 0 on oy for all multiindices /. In particular this means that
not more than n of the functions ¢; can have modulii 1 at the same point.
The polydisk D™ in C” is a strongly non-degenerate analytic polyhedron
with n defining functions and its skeleton is the torus T™. It is easy to
see that () being strongly non-degenerate is equivalent to that €2 is locally
biholomorphic to a part of the polydisk D".

Let V' be a regular subvariety of 2 of codimension m given as

V={ze® ) = =hn(z) =0},

where h; € O(Q), and Ohy A -+~ Adhym #0on V. Set V.=V NQ. If we
impose the transversal assumption that

(1.2) Ohy A+ NOhm NOGr, A+ NIy, #0 on  V Noy,

for every multiindex I such that |I| = k < n—m, then V is a non-degenerate
analytic polyhedron on the manifold V. If we assume that (1.2) holds for
any I, then V is a strongly non-degenerate polyhedron on V.

If Q is a strongly non-degenerate polyhedron, then also Q. = {z €
Q; |pj(2)] < 1 —¢€j =1,...,N} is, for all small enough e. Let o be
the skeleton of .. For a strongly non-degenerate polyhedron {2 we can
define the Hardy spaces

17(©) = { 1 € 0@ sup 1100 < o0

Theorem 1.1. Let Q C C" be a non-degenerate analytic polyhedron. Let
V' be a regular subvariety in 0 of codimension m. Assume that (1.2) holds
for |I| < n—m. Then for each f € O(V)NLP(V), 1 < p < oo, there
exists F' € O(2) N LP(Y) such that F(z) = f(z) for z € V and ||F| 1rq) <
| fllzevy. For the case p =1, no assumption on the intersection of V and
0f) is needed.

Under the extra hypothesis that the transversal assumption (1.2) holds
for all I we even have a bounded extension if f is bounded. We also have a
corresponding result for HP.

Theorem 1.2. If Q is a strongly non-degenerate analytic polyhedron and
(1.2) holds for all I, then for all f € HP(V), 1 < p < oo, there exists
F € HP(Q) such that F(z) = f(z) for z € V and ||F||grq) S 1f |z
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Remark 1.3. For the bounded extension, only the strong assumption on
the intersection is needed. The assumption of strong non-degeneracy of €2 is
present only to have a nice definition of H? for p < co. In fact, in this case
not even the strong condition on the intersection is needed, provided that
one makes some appropriate definition of H?, e.g. by taking the closure with
respect to the LP(o) of the space of holomorphic functions that are smooth
up to the boundary, cf. Remark 4.3.

2. Construction of the extension formula.

To make the extension formulas more transparent, let us first briefly discuss
some known representation formulas for holomorphic functions in an analytic
polyhedron €. Let gbk(g , 2) be holomorphic functions in Q x Q such that

qu?(c, 2) (G = 21) = ¢5(0) — 65(2),
k=1

qb? are so-called Hefer functions to ¢;, and define the (1,0)-forms ®; =
Y oret qbfd(k. Then for any r > 0 we have a representation formula

M '
w0 21 (55500
(1 —=]g;(QP) o g

]Qx (1_W¢j(z))7“+l ¢ A 2j, € Q,

(the sum is over increasing multiindices) for f that are holomorphic in a
neighborhood of €2, see [2]. If  is non-degenerate we can let r — 0 and get
the classical Weil formula

fz) =

P,

50—y 2

(1)  f

\ocl JEa

If  is strongly non-degenerate and C f(z) denotes the holomorphic function
obtained by plugging in an arbitrary function f € LP(0), 1 < p < 00, in the
integral in (2.1), then Cf is in HP, see [5].

The extension formulas that we will discuss below are such Weil formulas
for the polyhedron V = Q NV, with the extra property that they provide
extensions of holomorphic functions to the ambient domain €.

Let hy, ..., hm be holomorphic in Q as before, and choose Hefer functions
h?((, z) in Q x Q, ie. such that h;({) — hj(z) = > 1y h?(g,z)(gk — Zk)-
Furthermore, let H; = >} h?d(k, |Oh| be the Euclidean norm of the form
Ohi A---ANOhy, and dS the surface measure on V, induced by the Euclidean
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metric. Then
Hy A+ AN Hp AOhy A -+ A Ohy,
he OhP
is a (m,m)-current whose coefficients are measures supported on V', and
which depending holomorphically on z € 2.

as

Theorem 2.1. Let 2 be an analytic polyhedron and~‘7 as before. For any
r >0 and f holomorphic in a neighborhood of V in V, we have a holomor-
phic extension

(2.2) Flz) = /V fOP(C2), zeq.

to €}, where
1- 16,0
> H( (C)%(Z))

la|=n—m j¢a

—r _ . 2\r—1
%) A <<1 Ok q)j) e
JjE€a J J

We write V' in the integral in (2.2) to emphasize that the integration is
performed only over V', even though it would be more correct to write €2,
since the kernel is a (n, n)-current.

Proof. Let Q(C,z) be an n-tuple of functions defined in Q x Q which are
holomorphic in z, and suppose that G(A) is holomorphic on the image of
(Qj,( — z) and that G(0 ) =1 As in [ ] or [5], it follows from [4] that we
have a representation F(z fQ ,z) for F' that are holomorphic in

some neighborhood of Q for r >0, 1f

16,017\
Z 2« H(wcm(z))

k=0 |a|=n—k jéa

21 A (‘T“ — 5O 505 A @) GW((Q, ¢ - 2)@Q)F.
A 0=508)

Following [5], pages 409-411, we choose G(A) = \™ and

0= ZsHOH
’ > i (P + €
and let € — 0. Then the terms in (2.4) that correspond to |a| = n — m,

tend to P" in the theorem, whereas the other terms tend to an integrable
kernel that vanishes for z € V. Therefore, F(z fV Q)P (¢, z) forz eV

if F is holomorphic in a neighborhood of Q. However since any f that is
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holomorphic in a neighborhood of V in V is the restriction to V of such an
F, the theorem is proved. O

3. LP estimates of the extension function.

Proposition 3.1. Let Q be a non-degenerate analytic polyhedron, and let
P be the extension kernel from Theorem 2.1. Furthermore, assume that
(1.2) holds for all I of length less than or equal to n —m. For large enough
r (r > 1 will do) and 1 < p < oo we have the estimate

| [rorcarae s [ 1rorase

for functions f that are holomorphic in a neighborhood of V in V.

Once we have this proposition, we can apply it to the smaller polyhedra
Qe = {|¢j] < 1—¢€}. Then we get, for each € > 0, an extension F, in § of f.
It will be clear from the proof of Proposition 3.1 that the constant in < is
uniform in €, and hence Theorem 1.1 follows by a normal family argument.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Since

r (1 —16;(Q1)" 11—l Q)"
Pl <
s |aZn: WH& 6o (2)I" E 1= 9;(Q)e;(2)I™*1

and
15O = (1 +8;(O)N (1 = [6;(C)])
<2(1 = |5 (Q)]) < 211 = ¢;(C);(2)]

in Q x 2, we get the estimate

1P| < Z H 1_|¢9 |())|r+1 in VxQ.

|a|=n— m]Ga
Let P7 denote the term in the expression (2.3) for the kernel P" that corre-

sponds to the multiindex a.
We begin with the L! estimate. Since for all j,

‘1 —W@(z)‘ >e> 0

uniformly for ¢ € V' and z in any compact subset of €2, it is sufficient to find
a neighborhood U 2" € Q) to each point 20 € Q2 and each « such that

(3.1) | [enave) < [ s

With no loss of generality we may assume that o = (1,... ,n—m). We may
also assume that there is a k (possibly k¥ = n —m) such that |¢;(z°)] < 1
for k < j <n—mand |¢;(z°)] =1 for 1 < j < k. By the assumption on
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Q, 01 A--- ANO¢y. # 0 at 2°. Therefore, we can choose a local holomorphic
coordinate system w at z° such that wj = ¢j for 1 < j < k. For w in a

small neighborhood U 2 of 20, and ¢ € V we then have the estimate

k r—1
<18 m QP A1

1 — ¢;(¢C )wj|r+1

Since the Lebesgue measure with respect to w is equivalent to the volume
measure in €2, it follows by a standard estimate, see e.g. [3], that

/Uzo PLf1aV (=) £ 1F(Q)1dS (),

from which (3.1) follows. This concludes the proof of the case p = 1. Notice
that no assumption on the intersection of V' and 0f2 is needed.

For the LP estimate we have to localize also in the ( variable. For each

pair of points z° € 9Q and ¢® € 9V we must find neighborhoods U @ cq
and US" C V such that

(3.2 Lo [apesrave) < [ iras)

To this end, again assume that oo = (1
|p;(z°)] = 1 and |¢;(¢Y)] = 1 for 1
|9;(¢%)] < 1 for k < j <n—m. For (¢,
have the estimate

, ,n—m) and moreover, that both
< j < k and either |¢;(z%)] < 1 or
z) € V x Q close to (¢°, 2°) we then

‘2)7"—1

k (1
111 1o ( pyST=UASL

At 2" we can choose local coordinates w as before. By assumption,
Ohi A+~ ANOhpyy NOPL N\ -+ N Oy, # 0

at ¢°. This means that we have local coordinates ¢ = (£1,... ,&—m) at ¢°
on V, such that {; = ¢;(¢) for 1 < j < k. For small enough neighborhoods
U< and U?* we thus have that

k

PLfI < H1 Sl

| 1— § wJ\T‘H

Notice that the Lebesgue measure with respect to £ is equivalent to the sur-
face measure dS on V. The desired estimate (3.2) now follows by standard
technique, see e.g. [2]. O
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4. HP estimates for the extension function.

To handle the H> and HP estimates, it is natural to let » — 0 in (2.2), in
order to get a formula similar to Weil’s formula (2.1).

Proposition 4.1. If (1.2) holds for all I of length < n — m, then one can
let ¥ — 0 in (2.2) and obtain the extension formula

wa(Cvz)
(4.1) > / MO0 -6y “<%

\oz|nm

for f holomorphic in some neighborhood of V in 17, where wq, are (n—m,0)-
forms in d¢ which are smooth in a neighborhood of oo % 1 and holomorphic
in z € Q. Here o, refers to the polyhedron V, i.e. 0o = {¢ € V5 |¢;(¢)| =
1, j €a}.

Proof. We consider a fixed term P} in (2.3). Again we may assume that
a = (1,...,n —m). Recall that so far, strictly speaking, P} is a (n,n)-
current, supported on V'; more precisely it is a smooth form times the surface
measure dS. Let (° be a fixed point on V. We may assume that |¢;(¢%)] = 1
for say j < k and |¢;(¢°)| < 1 for k < j < n —m. Then, by assumption,
& = ¢1,...,& = ¢ is part of a local coordinate system &y, ... , &, for 1%
at ¢V, and hence there is a smooth (n —m,n —m — k)-form w, such that

n—m k
/xu A %‘A@j:/x/\aqﬁjw
Q 1 Voo

for all test functions y with support near ¢°. Therefore,
k

T, 0 w rn—m—k‘ _r(l_‘§j|2)rild§_j
@2 [ Pix= [ @+ nof AN —gacr

for x with support near (V. If ¢° € o, (i.e. n—m —k = 0), then this integral
tends to

Wa X
oo [I177(& = 64(2))

when 7 — 0. If ¢V is outside o4, then (4.2) tends to zero when r — 0.
The various (n—m, 0) forms w, corresponding to points on o, can be pieced
together to a global form w, defined in a neighborhood of 4, and thus [ P2 f
tends to the term [ P, f corresponding to «v in (4.1). Hence the proposition
is proved. O

Notice that so far we have only assumed that (1.2) holds for all I of length
< n —m. Therefore it might happen that o, N supp x is a proper subset of

{|§1| == &m| = 1} M supp x.
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. Since now (1.2) holds for all I, the skeleton of V'
is stable under small perturbations. Therefore, it is enough to prove an a
priori estimate for functions f that are holomorphic in a neighborhood of 1%
in the manifold V.

We concentrate on the case p = oo. The HP-estimate is obtained in a
similar way. Consider a fixed P,. It is enough to prove that for each pair
of points 2° € Q and ¢° € o, we can find neighborhoods U?* and US" such
that if y is a smooth cutoff function with support in U CO, then the estimate

/S HfHHOO(V)a

(43) ] [xrpat2)

holds uniformly for all z € U N Q and all f which are holomorphic in any
neighborhood of V. (For the HP-estimate, one has to show instead that the
function on the left hand side of (4.3) is in L? on the skeleton of ) near 2°.)

As usual, we assume that o = (1,... ,n —m) and that |¢;(z°)] = 1 for
1<j<kand ]¢j(zo)| <1fork<j<n—m. Near 2°, w; = ¢1,... ,w =
¢ are part of a local coordinate system wi,...,w, and moreover & =
A1, €n—m = ¢n_m are local coordinates near (. Here, we made use
of the strong transversality condition. In these coordinates, the integral to
estimate is

FEX(§w(E, w)
(44 /£ET"m 15§ —wy)

Knowing that f is holomorphic in some fixed neighborhood U of ¢° in D"~
(and w is smooth on 7™~ ™ in this neighborhood), we have to show that if y
is chosen with sufficiently small support, then (4.4) is bounded by a constant
times || f[| zroo(17). However, since we are in a genuine product situation, this
estimate follows immediately from the following one variable lemma. Thus
Theorem 1.2 is proved for p = co. The corresponding H? version of this
lemma is also true, and follows immediately from the fact that the Cauchy
integral is bounded on LP. From this the case p < oo of Theorem 1.2
follows. (]

Lemma 4.2. Let U C D be a neighborhood of 1 in the closed unit disk D,
and assume that w(§) is smooth in T NU. If x is a smooth cutoff function
with sufficiently small support near 1, then

/ f(Ew(E)x(§)
T §—w

d
<l

uniformly in w, and for all functions f that are holomorphic in U. Moreover,
the constant only depends on the sup norm of w and x and their first order
derivatives.
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Proof. 1If the support of x is small, then one can replace T" by a closed curve
~ that is contained in U and which coincides with T" on the support of x. It
is enough to consider w inside this curve, since when w is outside, then the
kernel is bounded. Let v = wy. Then the integral is equal to

$(E) — b(w) Y/
| e e [ R e

The first term is bounded since the integrand is bounded, and the constant
only depends on (the size of v and) the sup norm of ¢ and its first order
derivatives. The second integral is just ¢ (w)f(w) by virtue of Cauchy’s
formula. (]

Remark 4.3. If we only assume that (1.2) holds for I of length at most
n—m, then the integration in (4.4) is restricted to VN {|&1| = -+ = €| =
1} i.e. there may be some extra restriction because of some additional func-
tions ¢y. However, this corresponds to multiplying the integrand with a
characteristic function, and since, for the HP-estimate, we only need that
the integrand is in LP(T*), the desired estimate still holds. This means that
Theorem 1.2 is true for the case p < oo under this weaker transversality
condition, provided that HP is given a reasonable definition.
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