
NON-CYCLICITY AND POLYNOMIALS IN
DIRICHLET-TYPE SPACES OF THE UNIT BALL
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Abstract. We give a description of the intersection of the zero set
with the unit sphere of a zero-free polynomial in the unit ball of Cn.
This description leads to the formulation of a conjecture regarding
the characterization of polynomials that are cyclic in Dirichlet-type
spaces in the unit ball of Cn. Furthermore, we answer partially
ascertaining whether an arbitrary polynomial is not cyclic.

1. Introduction

Spaces of holomorphic functions either in the complex plane C or in
the setting of several complex variables have been studied extensively
with regard to their various properties. One of the more standard pro-
cedures in this field is the investigation of cyclic for the shift operator
vectors belonging in such spaces. To be precise, suppose that H is a
space of holomorphic functions in a subset of Cn, n ≥ 1. A function
ϕ ∈ H is called a multiplier of H if ϕf ∈ H for every f ∈ H. Let
M(H) denote the set of all multipliers of H. Given f ∈ H, we may
construct its closed invariant subspace [f ]H which is the closure of the
set {ϕf : ϕ ∈ M(H)}. When [f ]H equals the whole space H, we say
that f is cyclic in H.

The main problem in this field is providing a characterization of
cyclicity. When restricting to spaces of holomorphic functions in one
complex variable, there are remarkable results which provide the de-
sired characterizations. For example, in the classical Hardy space H2

of the unit disk D = {z ∈ C : |z| < 1}, it has been proved in [5] that a
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function f ∈ H2 is cyclic if and only if it is outer, meaning

log |f(0)| =
1

2π

2π∫
0

log |f(eiθ)|dθ and f(0) ̸= 0.

For other well-known spaces such as the Bergman space A2 and the
Dirichlet space D there exist some partial results, but not full char-
acterizations. For a profound presentation of the rich theory of such
spaces and various results concerning cyclicity, we refer the interested
reader to [10] and [11].

Given that the situation remains mostly unclear in C, one can guess
that even less is known in several complex variables. When dealing
with spaces of holomorphic functions in Cn, the two principal reference
domains are the polydisk Dn = {(z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn : |z1| < 1, . . . , |zn| <
1} and the unit ball Bn = {(z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn : |z1|2 + · · · + |zn|2 = 1}.
The majority of the results concern the bidisk D2. Indeed, in [12] the
authors work with the Hardy space of the bidisk, while in [3] and [14],
the authors discuss the cyclicity of polynomials in Dirichlet-type spaces
of the bidisk D2. Moreover, results about the cyclicity of polynomials
in Dirichlet-type spaces of the unit ball of C2 were found in [15]. In
the setting of Cn, n ≥ 3, partial results about the Hardy space of the
polydisk Dn are obtained in [4], whereas non-cyclicity and cyclicity for
special polynomials in the unit ball of Cn is examined in [25]. Optimal
approximants of 1/f and connections with orthogonal polynomials in
Cn in certain weighted spaces are discussed in [22], [23]. Furthermore,
recent advances about the case of the Drury-Arveson space H2

d may be
found in [1], [2] and [20] (see [13] for more information on the Drury-
Arveson space).

At this point, let us also note that the theory of spaces of holomorphic
functions in the polydisk is quite different compared to the one in the
unit ball. This is due to the topology of the two sets; they are not
biholomorphic. For instance, the fixed parameters where an abritary
polynomial is cyclic or not in the bidisk setting slightly differ from
the two-dimentional ball due to the Shilov boundary of each domain;
in particular dimR(T2) < dimR(S2) = dimR(∂D2). Nevertheless, at
the same time, the two theories present similarities in terms of certain
tools which may be utilized in both settings. In addition, on top of
these two standard domains, one might further inquire whether it is
possible to extend well known results to more general domains such as
the pseudoconvex Reinchardt domains containing the origin.
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1.1. Dirichlet-type spaces. Our objective is to give a sufficient con-
dition for the non-cyclicity of polynomials in the Dirichlet-type spaces
of the unit ball Bn of Cn. Before getting to the formal statement of our
results, we are going to need some terminology. For z = (z1, . . . , zn)
and w = (w1, . . . , wn) ∈ Cn we denote by ⟨z, w⟩ = z1w̄1 + · · · +
znw̄n the usual Euclidean inner product. We use the notation ||z|| =√

|z1|2 + · · · + |zn|2 for the associated induced norm. So, for the unit
ball we have Bn = {z ∈ Cn : ||z|| < 1} and for its boundary, the unit
sphere, we have Sn = {z ∈ Cn : ||z|| = 1}. Suppose that f ∈ Hol(Bn),
where Hol(Bn) denotes the space of holomorphic functions in Bn. Then
f has a power series expansion of the form

f(z) =
+∞∑
|k|=0

akz
k, z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Bn,

where k = (k1, . . . , kn) is a multi-index of non-negative integers, |k| =
k1 + · · · + kn and zk = zk11 · · · zknn . For a fixed α ∈ R, we say that f
belongs to the Dirichlet-type space Dα(Bn) whenever

||f ||2α :=
+∞∑
|k|=0

(n + |k|)α (n− 1)!k!

(n− 1 + |k|)!
|ak|2 < +∞,

where k! = k1! · · · kn!. Special cases of this family are all the classical
Hilbert spaces of holomorphic functions in the unit ball of Cn. Indeed,
D−1(Bn), D0(Bn), Dn−1(Bn) and Dn(Bn) coincide with the Bergman,
Hardy, Drury-Arveson and Dirichlet spaces, respectively. For more
information, we refer the interested reader to [26].

1.2. Cyclic vectors. For i = 1, . . . , n consider the shift operator Ti :
Dα(Bn) → Dα(Bn) defined by Ti : f(z) = f(z1, . . . , zi, . . . , zn) 7→ zi ·
f(z). A function f ∈ Dα(Bn) is called a cyclic vector if the closed
invariant subspace

[f ]α := clos span{zk11 · · · zknn f : k1, . . . , kn = 0, 1, 2, . . . },
where the closure is taken with respect to the norm of Dα(Bn), coincides
with the whole space Dα(Bn).

To attack the problem of cyclicity, we are going to study the zero set
of a polynomial p ∈ C[z1, . . . , zn] which will be written from now on as

Z(p) := {z ∈ Cn : p(z) = 0}.
The points lying on Z(p) ∩ Sn are characterized as the boundary ze-
roes of p. Authors concerning cyclic vectors in Dirichlet-type spaces
make clear that the cyclicity of a polynomial is intrinsically linked
with the real dimension of its zero set. This idea can be demonstrated
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through the following theorems: [1, Theorem 4.8], [3, Theorem p.8740],
[7, Corollary p.289], [14, Theorem 1], [15, Theorem 3].

1.3. Main results. We will exclusively focus on the polynomials p ∈
C[z1, . . . , zn] that are zero-free in Bn. This is because if p has a zero
inside the unit ball, then it cannot be cyclic for any Dirichlet-type
space.

Following the trend of all the aforementioned results, we are going
to see that there is an inextricable correlation between a polynomial of
C[z1, . . . , zn] and the nature of its boundary zeroes. Towards this goal,
our first task is to provide a geometric description for the boundary
zeroes of such polynomials. To do this, we are going to utilize tools
stemming from semi-algebraic geometry and function theory in the unit
ball.

Theorem 1. Let p ∈ C[z1, . . . , zn] be a zero-free in Bn polynomial. If
Z(p)∩Sn is non-empty, then it is either a finite set, or Z(p)∩Sn = ∪Mi;
a finite disjoint union of Nash submanifolds Mi ⊂ R2n, where each Mi

is Nash diffeomorphic to an open hypercube (−1, 1)m, m = 0, 1, . . . , n−
1. In particular, each Nash diffeomorphism ϕi : (−1, 1)m → Mi is
complex-tangential and real analytic.

More information on complex tangential functions, Nash submani-
folds and Nash diffeomorphisms follows in the next section.

The situation described in the preceding theorem about the shape
of the zero set is actually verified by the corresponding zero set of
the so-called model polynomials. For m ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, we say that
πm(z1, . . . , zn) = 1 − mm/2z1 · · · zm are the model polynomials of the
Dirichlet-type space Dα(Bn). It can be readily checked that the inter-
section of their zero sets with the unit ball are the sets{

1√
m

(
eiθ1 , . . . , eiθm−1 , e−i(θ1+···+θm−1), 0, . . . , 0

)
: θj ∈ [0, 2π)

}
.

We get at once that dimR(Z(πm) ∩ Sn) = m− 1 if we consider it as a
subset of R2n. But by [25] we know that πm is cyclic in Dα(Bn) if and

only if α ≤ 2n−(m−1)
2

; the fixed parameters involve real dimensions of
the boundary zeroes. Note that the cyclicity of the model polynomials
in the two dimensional ball was examined in [24]. Based on that work
followed the characterization of cyclicity of an arbitrary polynomial in
[15].

The combination of these results naturally leads to the following
conjecture:
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Figure 1. Illustration of the Conjecture

Conjecture. Let p ∈ C[z1, . . . , zn] be a zero-free in Bn polynomial.
Suppose that Z(p)∩Sn contains a real submanifold of R2n of dimension
m − 1, m = 2, 3, . . . , n, but no submanifold of any higher dimension.

Then p is cyclic in Dα(Bn) if and only if α ≤ 2n−(m−1)
2

.

Note that if Z(p)∩ Sn consists of finitely many points, then we may
argue exactly as in [15, Section 3]; so we omit these cases from the
Conjecture.

Even though an actual illustration of the hypercube and the unit
ball of Cn is not possible, we can always imagine it as a 3-dimensional
object. See Figure 1 for a depiction of the Conjecture.

The second main result of this present article is a potential theoretic
result concerning Riesz α-capacity on the unit sphere Sn which we will
denote by capα(·) (more information follows in the sequel). This result
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will provide a sense of invariance for Riesz α-capacity under complex
tangential Nash diffeomorphisms.

Proposition 2. Let M,N ⊂ Sn be Nash submanifolds such that there
exist complex tangential Nash diffeomorphisms Φ : (−1, 1)m → M , Ψ :
(−1, 1)m → N , m = 1, 2, . . . , n−1. Fix α ∈ (0, n]. Then, capα(M) > 0
if and only if capα(N) > 0.

Finally, through Proposition 2 we are able to proceed to a partially
affirmative answer to the Conjecture.

Theorem 3. Let p ∈ C[z1, . . . , zn] be a zero-free in Bn polynomial.
Suppose that Z(p)∩Sn contains a real submanifold of R2n of dimension
m − 1, m = 2, 3, . . . , n, but no submanifold of any higher dimension.

Then p is not cyclic in Dα(Bn) whenever α > 2n−(m−1)
2

.

The structure of the article is as follows. First, in Section 2 we
will prove Theorem 1 providing beforehand all the background from
function theory and semi-algebraic geometry that is deemed necessary.
Next, in Section 3 we are going to briefly present Riesz α-capacity
whose notion plays a pivotal role during the proofs of Proposition 2
and Theorem 3.

2. Description of boundary zeroes

2.1. Function theory in the unit ball. Before delving into the main
body of the proof, we need some information and results about function
theory in the unit ball. We mostly follow [21].

Even though we work with polynomials which are defined in the
whole Cn, in general, a function f ∈ Dα(Bn) may not be well-defined in
the unit sphere. Thus, boundary sets require a more delicate approach.
Let K ⊂ Sn be compact and consider the algebra A(Bn) := Hol(Bn) ∩
C(Sn) of all functions holomorphic in the unit ball and continuous on
the unit sphere.

(i) K is a (Z)-set (zero set) for A(Bn) if there exists a function
f ∈ A(Bn) such that f(ζ) = 0 on K, but f(z) ̸= 0, for all
z ∈ Bn \K.

(ii) K is a (PI)-set (peak-interpolation set) for A(Bn) if the follow-
ing property is satisfied: to each g ∈ C(K) that is not identi-
cally zero corresponds some f ∈ A(Bn) such that f(ζ) = g(ζ)
on K and |f(z)| < maxζ∈K |g(ζ)|, for all z ∈ Bn \K.

Remark 4. By [21, Theorem 10.1.2] we know that K is a (Z)-set for
A(Bn) if and only if it is a (PI)-set for A(Bn). In particular, both
these properties are hereditary. This signifies that if K is a (Z)-set (or
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(PI)-set) for A(Bn), then every compact subset F of K must also be a
(Z)-set (or (PI)-set) for A(Bn).

Next, we need to recall some definitions regarding complex tangen-
tiality. Let Ω ⊂ Rm, m ∈ N, be an open set and let Φ : Ω → Sn be a
C1 map. Denote by JΦ(x) the Jacobian of Φ evaluated at some point
x ∈ Ω. Then, we say that Φ is complex tangential if the orthogonality
relation

⟨JΦ(x) · h,Φ(x)⟩ = 0

holds for all x ∈ Ω and all h ∈ Rm, where JΦ(x) · h can be thought
of as matrix multiplication. The actual definition of complex tangen-
tial functions has to do complex tangent spaces and requires Fréchet
derivatives for infinite dimensions, but for the purposes of this present
work, the aforementioned analytical counterpart will suffice. In the
case of C1 curves the definition is more straightforward. Let I ⊂ R be
an interval on the real line. Then, a C1 curve γ : I → Sn is said to be
a complex tangential curve when

⟨γ′(t), γ(t)⟩ = 0, for all t ∈ I.

Remark 5. It can be proved (see e.g. [21, § 10.5.2] that a C1 map
Φ : Ω → Sn, where Ω ⊂ Rm is open, is complex tangential if and only if
for any C1 curve γ : [0, 1] → Ω, the map Φ ◦ γ : [0, 1] → Sn is complex
tangential.

In addition, for a Φ as above, we associate to each x ∈ Ω the real
vector space

Vx := {JΦ(x) · h : h ∈ Rm}.
We understand that Φ is complex tangential if for each x ∈ Ω, Φ(x) is
orthogonal to the associated space Vx. Furthermore, we characterize Φ
as non-singular if the rank of its Jacobian equals m for every x ∈ Ω.

Last but not least, we know that for a set E ⊂ Rn, its dimension
may be defined as

dim(E) = max{dim(Γ) : Γ ⊂ E,Γ submanifold of Rn}.

Concerning sets of complex vectors, any M ⊂ Cn may be regarded
as a set E ⊂ R2n. Through this correspondence, we define the real
dimension of M as dimR(M) = dim(E) ∈ {−1, 0, 1, . . . , 2n}. The case
dim(E) = −1 is devoted to the instance when E = ∅.

Combining everything, the following theorem will be crucial in order
to estimate the real dimension of the boundary zeroes of a polynomial
that is zero-free in the unit ball.
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Theorem 6. [21, Theorem 10.5.6] Let Ω ⊂ Rm, m ∈ N, be open and
suppose that Φ : Ω → Sn is C1, non-singular and complex tangential.
Then dimR(Vx) = m ≤ n− 1, for all x ∈ Ω.

2.2. Semi-algebraic geometry. We now turn to some tools from
semi-algebraic geometry which we are going to need in order to suc-
cessfully describe the boundary zero set of a polynomial. For more
information, we refer the interested reader to the books [6], [18], and
the article [9].

Fix N ∈ N. A set A ⊂ RN is said to be semi-algebraic if for any
x ∈ RN , there exist a neighborhood U = U(x) and a finite number of
polynomials fi, gij, i = 1, . . . , p, j = 1, . . . , q, p, q ∈ N, such that

A ∩ U =

q⋃
j=1

p⋂
i=1

{x ∈ U : fi(x) = 0, gij(x) > 0}.

Moreover, the set A is said to be algebraic if

A ∩ U = {x ∈ U : fi(x) = 0}.
Given a polynomial p ∈ C[z1, . . . , zn], the definition above dictates

that Z(p) ∩ Sn is an algebraic set, as it is the intersection of the unit
sphere Sn = {z ∈ Cn : 1 − ||z||2 = 0} and the two algebraic sets
{z ∈ Cn : Imp(z) = 0}, {z ∈ Cn : Rep(z) = 0}. Therefore, the set of
the boundary zeroes of a polynomial may be regarded as an algebraic
subset of R2n.

To continue with, we are in need of certain notions about Nash sub-
manifolds and Nash diffeomorphisms; see [6, Chapter 2].

(i) Let A ⊂ RM and B ⊂ RN be two semi-algebraic sets. A map-
ping f : A → B is characterized as semi-algebraic if its graph
is a semi-algebraic set of RM+N .

(ii) Let A ⊂ RN be semi-algebraic. A semi-algebraic function of
class C∞ f : A → R is called a Nash function. Moreover, given
two semi-algebraic sets A,B ⊂ RN , a semi-algebraic bijection
of class C∞ f : A → B is called a Nash diffeomorphism.

(iii) A semi-algebraic subset M of RN is said to be a Nash submani-
fold of RN of dimension d if for every point x ∈ M , there exists
a Nash diffeomorphism ϕ from an open semi-algebraic neigh-
borhood Ω of the origin in RN onto an open semi-algebraic
neighborhood Ω′ of x in RN such that ϕ(0) = x and ϕ((Rd ×
{0}) ∩ Ω) = M ∩ Ω′.

(iv) Two Nash submanifolds M and N are considered to be Nash
diffeomorphic if there exists a bijection f : M → N such that
both f and f−1 are Nash functions.
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All the definitions can be extended for any real closed field in the place
of R. We choose to write everything in terms of R to better suit our
current work.

Before proving our first main result, we need a very useful proposition
with regard to Nash submanifolds. This last proposition will aid us to
a large extend in the pursuit of describing the set of boundary zeroes
of a polynomial.

Proposition 7. [6, Proposition 2.9.10] Let A ⊂ RN be a semi-algebraic
set. Then A is the disjoint union of finitely many Nash submanifolds
Mi, each Nash diffeomorphic to an open hypercube (−1, 1)dim(Mi).

2.3. Proof of Theorem 1. Having all the tools and results of the
previous two subsections in hand, we are now ready to explicitly study
the nature of the boundary zeroes of a polynomial that is zero-free in
the unit ball.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let p ∈ C[z1, . . . , zn] be a polynomial satisfying
the assumptions. Applying Proposition 7 to the semi-algebraic with
respect to R set Z(p)∩Sn, we see that Z(p)∩Sn can be written as the
disjoint union of finitely many Nash sumbanifolds Mi, while each Mi is
a semi-algebraic set, as well. In particular, for each index i there exists
a Nash diffeomorphism ϕi : (−1, 1)dim(Mi) → Mi. However, since the
closed field we are working on is R, by [6, Chapter 8] we know that each
ϕi is actually real analytic. Obviously, in case dim(Mi) = 0, for all i,
and thus Mi is a point, then Z(p)∩ Sn is a finite set. On the contrary,
suppose that there exists some index i so that dim(Mi) = 1, 2, . . . , 2n−2
(it cannot be equal to 2n−1, otherwise p would be the zero polynomial,
something that contradicts the hypothesis). Furthermore, consider a
C1 curve γi : [0, 1] → (−1, 1)dim(Mi). Then, the mapping ϕi ◦ γi :
[0, 1] → Z(p) ∩ Sn is C1, while the set ϕi ◦ γi([0, 1]) is a compact
subset of the (Z)-set Z(p)∩ Sn. As a consequence, ϕi ◦ γi([0, 1]) is also
a (Z)-set. Equivalently, by Remark 4 ϕi ◦ γi([0, 1]) is a (PI)-set. It
follows that ϕi ◦ γi is a complex tangential curve; see [21, Theorems
10.5.4, 11.2.5]. Since the choice of the curve γi was arbitrary, we can
infer through Remark 5 that ϕi is also complex tangential. Finally, as
a diffeomorphism, ϕi is non-singular, as well. Combining everything,
Theorem 6 dictates that dim(Mi) ≤ n − 1 and we have the desired
result. □

3. Non-cyclicity of polynomials

3.1. Potential theory. The proofs of our last two main results ne-
cessitate the use of arguments concerning potential theory and more
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specifically Riesz α-capacity in the unit ball. We start with a brief
introduction of the subject. For more information we refer to [8], [11,
Chapter 2] and [19].

For ζ, η ∈ Sn, we define their anisotropic distance d(ζ, η) in Sn

through the formula

d(ζ, η) = |1 − ⟨ζ, η⟩|
1
2 .

An important property of the anisotropic distance is that it remains
invariant under composition with unitary matrices. As a matter of
fact, given a unitary matrix U , we have d(ζ, η) = d(U · ζ, U · η), for
all ζ, η ∈ Sn, where again U · ζ and U · η can be thought of as matrix
multiplications.

For α ∈ (0, n] consider the non-negative kernel Kα : (0,+∞) →
[0,+∞) given by

Kα(t) =

{
tα−n, for α < n

log
(
e
t

)
, for α = n.

Let µ be any Borel probability measure supported on some compact
Borel subset E of Sn. Then, the Riesz α-energy of µ with respect to
the anisotropic distance is defined to be the integral

Iα[µ] :=

∫∫
Sn

Kα(|1 − ⟨ζ, η⟩|)dµ(ζ)dµ(η).

In this way, we may define the Riesz α-capacity of E ⊂ Sn with respect
to the anisotropic distance as the infimum

capα(E) := (inf{Iα[µ] : µ ∈ P(E)})−1 ,

where P(E) denotes the set of all Borel probability measures supported
on E. If E is any Borel subset of Sn, then the Riesz α-capacity of E
may be defined as capα(E) = sup{capα(K) : K ⊂ E,K compact}.

From this definition, we understand that capα(E) = 0 if and only
if Iα[µ] = +∞ for all µ ∈ P(E). On the other hand, if we find a
µ ∈ P(E) such that Iα[µ] < +∞, then capα(E) > 0.

3.2. Proof of Proposition 2. Before proceeding to the proof of The-
orem 3, we will first prove a crucial proposition. In particular, we
extend ideas appearing in [1, Theorem 4.8], [15, Theorem 21] and [25,
Lemma 15]; we show that the positivity of the Riesz α-capacity of a
submanifold of the unit sphere is invariant under complex tangential
Nash diffeomorphisms. Through this next proposition, Theorem 3 will
follow effortlessly.
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From now on, for θ = (θ1, θ2, . . . , θm) ∈ Rm and ϵ > 0, we denote
∆(θ, ϵ) = (θ1 − ϵ, θ1 + ϵ)× (θ2 − ϵ, θ2 + ϵ)× · · · × (θm − ϵ, θm + ϵ). Also,
∆(0, ϵ) is defined with respect to the origin 0 ∈ Rm.

Moreover, to simplify the notation, all different positive constants
that appear in estimations below and that do note depend on θ, θ′, will
be denoted by C > 0.

Proof of Proposition 2. First of all, following a similar argument as in
the proof of Theorem 1, Φ and Ψ are actually real analytic diffeomor-
phisms. Given α ∈ (0, n], assume that capα(M) > 0. Fix δ ∈ (−1, 1).
Then, the set M ′ := Φ(∆(0, δ)) is relative open in M and as a re-
sult capα(M ′) > 0, as well. Therefore, there exists a Borel proba-
bility measure µ supported on M ′ such that Iα[µ] < +∞. Consider
N ′ := Ψ(∆(0, δ)). Through µ, pullback measures and pushforward
measures, we may construct a Borel probability measure ν supported
on N ′. Indeed, for any measurable set E in N ′ define

ν(E) = µ
(
Φ|∆(0,δ) ◦ Ψ−1|N ′(E)

)
.

Our first aim in the proof is to show that there exists constant C > 0
such that

1

C
||θ − θ′||2 ≤ |1 − ⟨Ψ(θ),Ψ(θ′)⟩| ≤ C||θ − θ′||2,

for all θ, θ′ in a proper open subset of ∆(0, 1). This will eventually
allow us to estimate Iα[ν] and correlate it to Iα[µ].

The left-hand side inequality is easier. As a matter of fact, since Ψ
is a diffeomorphism, we can find C > 0 such that ||Ψ(θ) − Ψ(θ′)|| ≥
C||θ − θ′||, for all θ, θ′ ∈ ∆(0, 1). Then, we may observe that

|1 − ⟨Ψ(θ),Ψ(θ′)⟩| ≥ Re(1 − ⟨Ψ(θ),Ψ(θ′)⟩)

=
||Ψ(θ) − Ψ(θ′)||2

2
≥ C||θ − θ′||2.(1)

Nevertheless, the right-hand side inequality about the upper bound
is more involved and requires careful handling. Suppose that Ψ(θ) :=
(Ψ1(θ), ...,Ψn(θ)), θ ∈ ∆(0, 1). Then there exists r > 0 such that each
function Ψj has a power series expansion in ∆(0, r). Complexify each
Φj and pick ϵ > 0 that does not depend on θ, θ′, so that

Ψj(θ) :=
+∞∑
|k|=0

ajk(θ′)(θ − θ′)k, θ′ ∈ ∆(0, ϵ), θ ∈ ∆(θ′, ϵ),
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j = 1, ..., n. In addition, by the properly chosen ϵ and the complexifi-
cation, for each θ′ ∈ ∆(0, ϵ), the following estimation is true:

|ajk(θ′)| =
∣∣∣∂kΨj(θ

′)

k!

∣∣∣ ≤ C

ϵ|k|
.

For a detailed background on arguments concerning real analytic and
holomorphic functions of several variables we refer to [16, 17].

Now we turn to the quantity |1−⟨Ψ(θ),Ψ(θ′)⟩|. Since the anisotropic
distance is invariant under compositions with unitary matrices, we
may assume that θ′ = 0 and Ψ(0) = (1, 0, . . . , 0). Therefore, |1 −
⟨Ψ(θ),Ψ(0)⟩| = |1 − Ψ1(θ)| and the only thing left is to classify and
estimate the term 1 − Ψ1(θ), for θ ∈ ∆(0, ϵ). In particular, we shall
show that |1 − Ψ1(θ)| = O(||θ||2), θ close to the origin. Note that

Ψ1(θ) = 1 +
+∞∑
|k|=1

a1kθ
k, for all θ ∈ ∆(0, ϵ),

where a1k := a1k(0) satisfy |a1k| ≤ C
ϵ|k|

. Furthemore, by our hypothesis
Ψ is complex tangential. Recall that complex tangentiality is defined
through the same inner product we use in the anisotropic distance. As
a consequence, the notion of complex tangentiality is invariant under
compositions with unitary matrices, as well. So

⟨JΨ(θ) · h,Ψ(θ)⟩ = 0, for all h ∈ Rm, θ ∈ ∆(0, ϵ).

Applying this relation consecutively on the vectors h1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0),
h2 = (0, 1, . . . , 0), . . . , hm = (0, 0, . . . , 1) and executing the necessary
matrix multiplications along with certain straightforward calculations,

we infer that ∂Ψ1(0)
∂θj

= 0, for all j = 1, 2, . . . ,m. This leads to a1k = 0

whenever |k| = 1 and hence

Ψ1(θ) = 1 +
+∞∑
|k|=2

a1kθ
k, for all θ ∈ ∆(0, ϵ).

As a result

|1 − ⟨Ψ(θ),Ψ(0)⟩| = |1 − Ψ1(θ)|

≤
+∞∑
|k|=2

|a1k||θ|k

=
∑
|k|=2

|a1k||θ|k +
+∞∑
|k|=3

|a1k||θ|k.(2)



NON-CYCLICITY AND POLYNOMIALS 13

Recall that (|θ1| + |θ2| + · · · + |θm|)N =
∑

|k|=N
N !
k!
|θ1|k1 · · · |θm|km , for

N ∈ N. Moreover, N !
k!

≥ 1 in the sum. We will also make use of the
known inequality (α+β)p ≤ 2p(αp +βp), where α, β ≥ 0 and p > 0. In
fact, this last inequality can be used inductively for any finite number
of summands. Combining these with (2), we deduce that

|1 − ⟨Ψ(θ),Ψ(0)⟩| ≤ C
∑
|k|=2

2!

k!
|θ|k + C

+∞∑
N=3

ϵ−N
∑
|k|=N

N !

k!
|θ|k

≤ C||θ||2 + C
+∞∑
N=3

(|θ1| + · · · + |θm|)N

ϵN

≤ C||θ||2 + C||θ||2
+∞∑
N=3

(|θ1| + · · · + |θm|)N−2

ϵN
.

By potentially shrinking even more the domain where θ lies, we are
allowed to assume that |θ1|, |θ2|, . . . , |θm| ≤ ϵ4

m
. In this way

+∞∑
N=3

(|θ1| + |θ2| + · · · + |θm|)N−2

ϵN
=

+∞∑
N=3

ϵ4N−8

ϵN

=
+∞∑
N=3

ϵ3N−8 < +∞,

since ϵ ∈ (0, 1). All in all, we have proved that there exists proper
δ > 0 such that

|1 − ⟨Ψ(θ),Ψ(0)⟩| ≤ C||θ||2, for all θ ∈ ∆(0, δ).

Returning to the general case, we have proved that

|1−⟨Ψ(θ),Ψ(θ′)⟩| ≤ C||θ−θ′||2, for all θ′ ∈ ∆(0, δ) and θ ∈ ∆(θ′, δ).

Obviously, identical arguments can be used to prove the exact same
inequality for Φ.

We are finally ready for the last part of the proof which utilizes
capacities. For the already defined measure ν on N ′ = Ψ(∆(0, δ)), we
have

Iα[ν] =

∫∫
N ′

Kα(|1 − ⟨ζ, η⟩|)dν(ζ)dν(η)

=

∫∫
∆(0,δ)

Kα(|1 − ⟨Ψ(θ),Ψ(θ′)⟩|)dν(Ψ(θ))dν(Ψ(θ′))
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=

∫∫
∆(0,δ)

Kα(|1 − ⟨Ψ(θ),Ψ(θ′)⟩|)dµ(Φ(θ))dµ(Φ(θ′)).

Trivially there exists C > 0 so that |1 − ⟨Ψ(θ),Ψ(θ′)⟩| ≥ C, for all
θ′ ∈ ∆(0, δ), θ ∈ ∆(0, δ) \ ∆(θ′, δ). Therefore,∫

∆(0,δ)

∫
∆(0,δ)\∆(θ′,δ)

Kα(|1 − ⟨Ψ(θ),Ψ(θ′)⟩|)dµ(Φ(θ))dµ(Φ(θ′)) < +∞.

Returning back, and via the positivity of the quantity we integrate, we
obtain

Iα[ν] ≤
∫

∆(0,δ)

∫
∆(θ′,δ)∩∆(0,δ)

Kα(C||θ − θ′||2)dµ(Φ(θ))dµ(Φ(θ′)) + C

≤ C

∫∫
∆(0,δ)

Kα(|1 − ⟨Φ(θ),Φ(θ′)⟩|)dµ(Φ(θ))dµ(Φ(θ′)) + C

= C

∫∫
M ′

Kα(|1 − ⟨ζ, η⟩|)dµ(ζ)dµ(η) + C

= CIα[µ] + C < +∞.

Consequently, Iα[ν] < +∞ and by extension capα(N ′) > 0 which leads
to capα(N) > 0. Reversing the roles of M and N , we get the desired
equivalence. □

3.3. Proof of Theorem 3.

Proof of Theorem 3. Let α > 2n−(m−1)
2

. Then, as we said in the In-
troduction, the model polynomial πm is not cyclic. Moreover, by the
explicit form of the set Z(πm) ∩ Sn, we may find a complex tangential
Nash diffeomorphism Φ : (−1, 1)m−1 → Z(πm)∩Sn, with Z(p)∩Sn be-
ing a Nash submanifold. In addition, by our hypothesis and Theorem
1, there exists a Nash submanifold N ⊂ Z(p) ∩ Sn and a complex tan-
gential Nash diffeomorphism Ψ : (−1, 1)m−1 → N . However, by [25],

capα(Z(πm) ∩ Sn) > 0 for α > 2n−(m−1)
2

. Therefore, all the necessary
criteria are met and we can apply Proposition 2 to get capα(N) > 0.
Immediately, this leads to capα(Z(p) ∩ Sn) > 0. By [25, Theorem 16],
we deduce that p is not cyclic in Dα(Bn). □
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[15]  L. Kosiński and D. Vavitsas, ‘Cyclic polynomials in Dirichlet-type spaces in
the unit ball of C2’, Constr. Approx. 58(2):343–361, 2023

[16] S. G. Krantz and H. R. Parks, A Primer of Real Analytic Functions, Birkhäuser
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