
ar
X

iv
:2

40
4.

18
72

8v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

C
V

] 
 2

9 
A

pr
 2

02
4

Polynomials with exponents in compact convex sets

and associated weighted extremal functions -

Generalized product property

Bergur Snorrason

Abstract

A famous result of Siciak is how the Siciak-Zakharyuta functions, sometimes
called global extremal functions or pluricomplex Green functions with a pole at
infinity, of two sets relate to the Siciak-Zakharyuta function of their cartesian
product. In this paper Siciak’s result is generalized to the setting of Siciak-
Zakharyuta functions with growth given by a compact convex set, along with
discussing why this generalization does not work in the weighted setting.

Subject Classification (2020): Primary 32U35. Secondary 32A08, 32U15.

1 Introduction

Let L(Cn) denote the Lelong class in Cn, consisting of all u ∈ PSH(Cn) such that
u(z) ≤ log+ |z|+ cu, for z ∈ Cn and some constant cu. For every compact K ⊂ Cn we
define the Siciak-Zakharyuta function of K by

VK = sup{u ; u ∈ L(Cn), u|K ≤ 0}.

Siciak proved in [9] a product formula for these functions. Namely, if Kj ⊂ Cnj , for
j = 1, . . . , ℓ, K = K1 × · · · ×Kℓ, and n = n1 + · · ·+ nℓ, then

VK(z) = max{VK1
(z1), . . . , VKℓ

(zℓ)}, z = (z1, . . . , zℓ) ∈ Cn, zj ∈ Cnj .

See Klimek [3], Theorem 5.1.8.
Bos and Levenberg in [1] continued the study of pluripotential theory related to

convex sets by, among other results, generalizing Siciak’s product formula. To state
the result we define, for S ⊂ Rn

+ compact convex and containing 0, the logarithmic

supporting function by
HS(z) = ϕS(Log(z))

for z ∈ C∗n, where ϕS(ξ) = supx∈S〈x, ξ〉 is the supporting function of S and Log(z) =
(log |z1|, . . . , log |zn|). We then extend the definition of HS to Cn by

HS(z) = lim
C∗n∋w→z

HS(w).
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This allows us to define the Lelong class LS(Cn) with respect to S consisting of u ∈
PSH(Cn) such that u(z) ≤ HS(z) + cu for some constant cu. We also define LS

+(C
n)

as the family of those functions u ∈ LS(Cn) such that HS − cu ≤ u ≤ HS + cu.
For every compact K ⊂ Cn and function q on K we can then define the weighted
Siciak-Zakharyuta function of K, S, and q by

V S
K,q = sup{u ; u ∈ LS(Cn), u|K ≤ q}.

In the case where q = 0 we omit it in the subscript. The superscript is omitted when
S is the standard simplex in Rn, that is S = Σ = ch{0, e1, . . . , en}, where e1, . . . , en
is the standard basis of Rn and ch is denotes the closed convex hull. This is justified
since V Σ

K,0 = VK . The main result of this paper is the following:

Theorem 1.1 Let Kj ⊂ Cnj be compact and non-pluripolar for j = 1, . . . , ℓ, and
K = K1 × · · · × Kℓ, n = n1 + · · · + nℓ, T ⊂ Rℓ

+ be compact convex, Sj ⊂ R
nj

+ be
compact convex containing 0, for j = 1, . . . , ℓ, and S ⊂ Rn

+ be given by

S =
⋃

x∈T

(x1S1)× · · · × (xℓSℓ).

Then
V S
K (z) = ϕT (V

S1

K1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ
(zℓ)), z = (z1, . . . , zn), zj ∈ Cnj .

Taking T = ch{e1, . . . , eℓ} and Sj = Σj , where Σj is the standard simplex in Rnj ,
we get S = Σn so this generalizes Siciak’s original result, since in this case ϕT (ξ) =
max{ξ1, . . . , ξℓ}. This result also generalizes Theorem 1.1 in Nguyen and Long [8].
They prove the following.

Corollary 1.2 Let K1 ⊂ Cn1 and K2 ⊂ Cn2 be compact and non-pluripolar, K =
K1 ×K2, S1 ⊂ Rn1

+ and S2 ⊂ Rn2

+ be compact convex and containing a neighborhood
of 0 in R

n1

+ and R
n2

+ , respectively, and S = ch((S1 × {0}) ∪ ({0} × S2)). Then

V S
K (z) = max{V S1

K1
(z1), V

S2

K2
(z2)}.

In [8] it is not assumed that S1 and S2 contain a neighborhood of their respective
origins, but their proof requires it, see Proposition 2.2 herein.

Another corollary of Theorem 1.1 is Proposition 2.4 in Bos and Levenberg [1]. To
state this result we recall the definition of a lower set. A compact convex S ⊂ Rn

+, with
0 ∈ S, is said to be a lower set if for all s ∈ S the box [0, s1]×· · ·× [0, sn] is contained in
S. Theorem 5.8 in [6] gives several equivalent characterizations for this property. One
of these is that S is a lower set if and only if ϕS(ξ) = ϕS(ξ

+), where ξ+ = (ξ+1 , . . . , ξ
+
n )

and ξ+j = max{0, ξ}, for all ξ ∈ Rn. We refer to the smallest lower set containing S as

the lower hull of S denoted by Ŝℓ, and note that S is a lower set if and only if S = Ŝℓ.
The supporting function of Ŝℓ is therefore given by ϕŜℓ

(ξ) = ϕS(ξ
+). If we assume

ℓ = n and Sj = [0, 1] in Theorem 1.1 we have that

ϕS(ξ) = ϕT (ϕ[0,1](ξ1), . . . , ϕ[0,1](ξn)) = ϕT (ξ
+
1 , . . . , ξ

+
n ) = ϕT̂ℓ

(ξ)

since ϕ[a,b](ξ) = max{aξ, bξ}. So S = T̂ℓ, since supporting functions uniquely determine
their sets. This is clarified further in Section 2. So setting ℓ = n and Sj = [0, 1] leads
to the following, which is a generalization of Proposition 2.4 in [1].
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Corollary 1.3 Let K1, . . . , Kn ⊂ C be compact and non-polar, K = K1 × · · · ×Kn,
and S ⊂ Rn

+ convex compact and containing 0. Then

V Ŝℓ

K (z) = ϕS(VK1
(z1), . . . , VKn

(zn)).

In [1] this is proven in the setting where S is a lower set. Then the formula becomes

(1.1) V S
K (z) = ϕS(VK1

(z1), . . . , VKn
(zn)).

Levenberg and Perera [4] claim to prove that the formula also holds if we only assume
that aΣ ⊂ S for some a > 0, where Σ is the standard simplex in Rn. Subsequently
Nguyen and Long [8] claimed it holds under the relaxed condition that S is a convex
body, that is when the interior of S is not empty. These results can not hold. Both
make the erroneous assumption that the right hand side of (1.1) is in LS(Cn), but

Theorem 1.1 tells us that it is in LŜℓ(Cn). We can also show that these result are
wrong by an explicit counterexample.

Let K1 = K2 = D and K = K1 × K2 = D
2
. By Proposition 4.3 in [6], we

have that V S
K = HS, for every 0 ∈ S ⊂ Rn

+ compact and convex. If we set S =
ch{(0, 0), (1, 0), (1, 1), (0, a)} then ϕS(ξ) = max{ξ+1 , (ξ1+ξ2)

+, aξ+2 }, for all ξ ∈ R2, and
thus

HS(z) = max{log+ |z1|, (log |z1|+ log |z2|)
+, a log+ |z2|},

for z ∈ C2. But

ϕS(VD(z1), VD(z2)) = max{log+ |z1|, log
+ |z1|+ log+ |z2|, a log

+ |z2|},

for z ∈ C2, and, for ζ ∈ C with |ζ | > 1,

V S
K (ζ−1, ζ) = HS(ζ

−1, ζ) = a log |ζ | < log |ζ | = ϕS(VD(ζ), VD(ζ
−1)),

when a < 1.
We get more corollaries when we have an explicit formula for ϕT . One immediate

example is taking T = {(1, 1)}, since then ϕT (ξ) = ξ1 + ξ2 and S = S1 × S2.

Corollary 1.4 Let K1 ⊂ Cn1 and K2 ⊂ Cn2 be compact and non-pluripolar, and
S1 ⊂ Rn1

+ and S2 ⊂ Rn2

+ be compact convex and containing 0. Then

V S1×S2

K1×K2
(z) = V S1

K1
(z1) + V S2

K2
(z2).

It is well known that ϕT (ξ) = ‖ξ+‖q if T = B ∩ Rn
+, where B is the unit ball with

respect to the norm ‖ · ‖p and p, q ≥ 1 satisfy 1/p + 1/q = 1, see the discussion of
equations (2.2.12) in [2].

Corollary 1.5 Let n1, . . . , nℓ be natural numbers, n = n1 + · · · + nℓ, Kj ⊂ Cnj be
compact and non-pluripolar for j = 1, . . . , ℓ, and K = K1 × · · · × Kℓ, Sj ⊂ R

nj

+ be
compact convex and containing 0, for j = 1, . . . , ℓ, and S ⊂ Rn

+ be given by

S =
⋃

x∈Rℓ
+

‖x‖p≤1

(x1S1)× · · · × (xℓSℓ).

Then
V S
K (z)q = ‖(V S1

K1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ
(zℓ))‖

q
q = V S1

K1
(z1)

q + · · ·+ V Sℓ

Kℓ
(zℓ)

q.
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Note that B ∩Rn
+ is a lower set so the previous result becomes particularly explicit

when ℓ = n.

Corollary 1.6 Let p, q > 1 with 1/p+1/q = 1, Kj ⊂ C be compact and non-pluripolar
for j = 1, . . . , n, and K = K1×· · ·×Kn, S ⊂ Rn

+ is given by S = {x ∈ Rn
+ ; ‖x‖p ≤ 1}.

Then
V S
K (z)q = VK1

(z1)
q + · · ·+ VKn

(zn)
q.

A natural question is if it is possible to generalize Theorem 1.1 to the weighted
case. The answer turns out to be negative, as is shown in Propositions 4.1 and 4.2. As
a follow up, we will look into when the sublevel sets of V S

K are not convex, even if K is
convex.

For general results on weighted Siciak-Zakharyuta functions and their properties
see [6] and the references therein. See also [5] and [7].
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2 Background

This section is an overview of required fundamental results from [6]. We will use the
notation C∗ = C \ {0} and C∗n = (C∗)n. We fix a compact convex S ⊂ Rn

+ such that
0 ∈ S. Recall that we define the logarithmic supporting function of S by

HS(z) =

{
ϕS(Log(z)), z ∈ C∗n

lim
C∗n∋w→z

HS(w), z 6∈ C∗n

where ϕS(ξ) = supx∈S〈x, ξ〉 and Log(z) = (log |z1|, . . . , log |zn|). We then define the
Lelong class LS(Cn) with respect to S as those u ∈ PSH(Cn) such that u ≤ HS + cu,
for some constant cu. For a function q on a compact K ⊂ Cn we define the Siciak-
Zakharyuta function of K, q, and S by

V S
K,q = sup{u ; u ∈ LS(Cn), u|K ≤ q}.

The function q is referred to as a weight and is said to be admissible if it is lower
semicontinuous and the set {z ∈ K ; q(z) < +∞} is non-pluripolar. Let now K ⊂ Cn

be compact and q an admissible weight on K. By Proposition 5.4 in [6] we have
that V S

K,q is lower semicontinuous on C∗n and if furthermore V S∗
K,q ≤ q on K then

V S∗
K,q = V S

K,q ∈ LS(Cn), and consequently, V S
K,q is continuous on C∗n. The assumption

that V S∗
K,q ≤ q is not restrictive, since V S∗

K+εD
n
,q′

≤ q′, where q′ is a continuous (and
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thus admissible) weight on K + εD
n
, and V S

Kj ,qj
ր V S

K,q if Kj ց K and qj ր q. See
Lemma 5.2, and Propositions 5.3 and 4.8 in [6]. The Siciak-Zakharyuta functions are
also continuous under decreasing sequences in S under some conditions. Namely, if
Tj ց S, such that V

Tj∗
K,q ≤ q for some j ∈ N, then V

Tj

K,q ց V S
K,q. See Proposition 4.8 in

[6].
Fundamental to this study is that we can explicitly determine some Siciak-Zakharyuta

functions. By Proposition 4.3 in [6] we know that V S
K = HS if

Tn ⊂ K ⊂ {z ∈ Cn ;HS(z) = 0},

where T is the unit circle in C. An example of such a K is D
n
.

Lemma 2.2 in Nguyen and Long [8] contains a comparison result that can be used, in
certain cases, to characterize the Siciak-Zakharyuta functions in terms of maximality.
For the convenience of the reader we include it here, along with their proof.

Lemma 2.1 Let u, v ∈ PSH(Cn) such that:

(i) u ≤ v on K,

(ii) lim
|z|→∞

v(z) = +∞,

(iii) supz∈Cn u(z)− v(z) < +∞,

(iv) v is maximal on Cn \K,

(v) v is bounded from below on K,

then u ≤ v on Cn.

Proof: By (v) we may assume that v ≥ 0 on K. We now fix λ > 1 and note that,
by (iii), there exists a constant C such that u ≤ v + C. By (ii) and the upper
semicontinuity of v we can take R > 0 such that v(z) > C(λ− 1)−1, for z ∈ UR = {z ∈
Cn ; |z| ≥ R}. We then get

u(z) ≤ v(z) + C = λv(z) + (1− λ)v(z) + C ≤ λv(z)

for z ∈ UR. By the positivity of v on K and (i) we have that u ≤ λv on K ∪UR. Note
that, by (iv), v is maximal on Cn \ (K ∪UR) so u ≤ λv on Cn. This holds for all λ > 1
so we conclude that u ≤ v. �

Proposition 2.2 Let S ⊂ Rn
+ be compact and convex with 0 ∈ S such that S contains

a neighborhood of 0 in Rn
+, K ⊂ Cn compact, q an admissible weight on K, and

v ∈ LS
+(C

n). If V S∗
K,q ≤ v ≤ q on K and v is maximal on Cn \K then v = V S∗

K,q on Cn.

Proof: Since v ∈ LS
+(C

n) and v ≤ q on K it is clear that v ≤ V S∗
K,q. By assumption S

contains a neighborhood of 0 in Rn
+, that is there exists a > 0 such that aΣ ⊂ S, so

v(z) ≥ HS(z) + C ≥ a log+ ‖z‖∞ + C,

5



so lim
|z|→∞

v(z) = +∞ and v is bounded below on K. So v and u = V S∗
K,q satisfy the

conditions of Lemma 2.1 and thus V S∗
K,q ≤ v. �

In [8] Nguyen and Long do not include the assumption that S contains a neighbor-
hood of 0 in Rn

+. So the proof of their Theorem 1.1 is incomplete.
Central to the proof of our main result is the Siciak-Zakharyuta theorem. The

version we require can be found in [5], as Theorem 1.1, and is restated here for the
convenience of the reader. The Siciak-Zakharyuta theorem relates V S

K,q to an extremal
function given by polynomials. This function, the Siciak extremal function, is defined
by

ΦS
K,q(z) = lim

m→∞
sup{|p(z)|1/m ; p ∈ PS

m(C
n), pe−mq|K ≤ 1},

where PS
m(C

n) consists of all polynomials p of the form p(z) =
∑

α∈(mS)∩Nn

cαz
α.

Theorem 2.3 ([5], Theorem 1.1) Let S ⊂ Rn
+ be compact convex and containing 0,

K ⊂ Cn be compact, and q an admissible weight on K. Then

V S
K,q(z) = logΦS

K,q(z),

for all z ∈ C∗n, if and only if S = S ∩Qn.

Let us now turn our attention to the generalization of the product property. Recall
that if A ⊂ Rn is compact and convex then its supporting function ϕA(ξ) = supx∈A〈x, ξ〉
is positively homogeneous and convex, that is ϕA(tξ) = tϕA(ξ) and ϕA(ξ + η) ≤
ϕA(ξ) + ϕA(η), for t ∈ R+ and η, ξ ∈ Rn. Furthermore, if ϕ : Rn → R is positively
homogeneous and convex then it is the supporting function of precisely one compact
convex set. See Theorem 2.2.8 in [2]. Let 0 ∈ Sj ⊂ Rnj be compact convex for
j = 1, . . . , ℓ and T ⊂ Rℓ

+ compact convex. Note that we do not assume that 0 ∈ T . By
this assumption ϕT is increasing in each variable, so if uj ∈ LSj(Cn) for j = 1, . . . , ℓ,
then

u(z) = ϕT (u1(z1), . . . , uℓ(zℓ)) ≤ ϕT (HS1
(z1), . . . , HSℓ

(zℓ)) + ϕT (c),

for c ∈ Rℓ. The convexity of ϕT implies that u ∈ PSH(Cn). This leads us to define
ϕ : Rn → R by

ϕ(ξ) = ϕT (ϕS1
(ξ1), . . . , ϕSℓ

(ξℓ)),

where ξj ∈ Rnj , for j = 1, . . . , ℓ. Note that ϕ is positively homogeneous and convex so
it is the supporting function of some compact convex S ⊂ Rn. We have thus shown
that u ∈ LS(Cn) and, since ϕT (0) = 0,

(2.1) ϕT (V
S1

K1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ
(zℓ)) ≤ V S

K (z),

for z ∈ Cn, where K = K1 × · · · ×Kℓ.
To determine an explicit formula for S we set

S̃j = {01} × · · · × {0j−1} × Sj × {0j+1} × · · · × {0ℓ},

where 0j is the origin of Rnj . For ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξℓ) ∈ Rn we have ϕS̃j
(ξ) = ϕSj

(ξj), for

j = 1, . . . , ℓ, so ϕS = ϕT (ϕS̃1
, . . . , ϕS̃ℓ

). For compact convex sets A and B and a > 0,
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we have that aϕA + ϕB = ϕaA+B, and if (Aα)α∈I , I 6= ∅, is a family of compact sets,
A = ch∪α∈IAα, and

ϕ(ξ) = sup
α∈I

ϕAα
(ξ)

is bounded for every ξ, then ϕ is the supporting function of A. We therefore have

ϕS(ξ) = sup
x∈T

(x1ϕS̃1
(ξ) + · · ·+ xℓϕS̃ℓ

(ξ)) = sup
x∈T

(ϕx1S̃1+···+xℓS̃ℓ
(ξ))

so S = ch∪x∈T (x1S̃1 + · · ·+ xℓS̃ℓ). Actually, the union is convex:

Lemma 2.4 Let A ⊂ Rℓ
+ and B1, . . . , Bℓ ⊂ Rn be convex sets. Then

C =
⋃

a∈A

a1B1 + · · ·+ aℓBℓ

is a convex subset of Rn. If A,B1, . . . , Bℓ are compact, then C is compact.

Proof: Let c1 = x1w1 + · · · + xℓwℓ, c2 = y1z1 + · · · + yℓzℓ ∈ C and t ∈ [0, 1], where
x = (x1, . . . , xℓ), y = (y1, . . . , yℓ) ∈ A and wj, zj ∈ Bj for j = 1, . . . , ℓ. Then

(1− t)c1 + tc2 = (1− t)x1w1 + ty1z1 + · · ·+ (1− t)xℓwℓ + tyℓzℓ.

Since Bj is convex we have (1−t)xjwj+tyjzj ∈ ((1−t)xj+tyj)Bj , so for a = (1−t)x+ty
we have (1− t)c1+ tc2 ∈ a1B1+ · · ·+aℓBℓ ⊂ C. The last statement follows by a simple
sequence argument. �

Finally note that ϕS = ϕT (ϕS1
, . . . , ϕSℓ

) ≥ 0. It is well known that the supporting
function of a compact convex set is positive if and only if the set contains the origin.

So, in conclusion, S ⊂ Rn
+ is compact and convex, contains 0, is given by

(2.2) S =
⋃

x∈T

x1S̃1 + · · ·+ xℓS̃ℓ =
⋃

x∈T

(x1S1)× · · · × (xℓSℓ),

has the supporting function

(2.3) ϕS(ξ) = ϕT (ϕS1
(ξ1), . . . , ϕSℓ

(ξℓ)), ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξℓ), ξj ∈ Rnj ,

and the logarithmic supporting function

HS(z) = ϕT (HS1
(z1), . . . , HSℓ

(zℓ)), z = (z1, . . . , zℓ), zj ∈ Cnj .

3 Proof of the main result

We will prove Theorem 1.1 by applying the Siciak-Zakharyuta theorem along with a
product variant of the Bernstein-Walsh inequality. Recall that the Bernstein-Walsh
inequality states that

|f(z)| ≤ ‖f‖L∞(K)e
mV S

K
(z),

7



for z ∈ Cn, 0 ∈ S ⊂ Rn
+ compact and convex, K ⊂ Cn non-pluripolar compact, and

f ∈ PS
m(C

n). This is a consequence of Theorem 3.6 in [6], namely that f , holomorphic
on Cn, is in PS

m(C
n) if and only if log |f |1/m ∈ LS(Cn).

The proof of the product variant of the Bernstein-Walsh inequality follows Klimek’s
proof of Theorem 5.1.8 in [3] and Siciak’s proof of Proposition 5.9 in [9], in a similar
way as the proof of Bos and Levenberg [1].

Proposition 3.1 Let Kj ⊂ Cnj be compact and non-pluripolar for j = 1, . . . , ℓ, and
K = K1×· · ·×Kℓ, n = n1+ · · ·+nℓ, T ⊂ Rℓ

+ be compact convex, Sj ⊂ R
nj

+ be compact
convex and containing 0, for j = 1, . . . , ℓ, S ⊂ Rn

+ be given by (2.2), and f ∈ PS
m(C

n).
Then

|f(z)| ≤ ‖f‖L∞(K)e
mϕT (V

S1
K1

(z1),...,V
Sℓ
Kℓ

(zℓ))

for z ∈ Cn.

Proof: We will assume that Sj ∩Qnj 6= {0} for j = 1, . . . , ℓ. If this were not the
case then f(z), z ∈ Cn, would not depend on zj ∈ Cnj . We fix an r > 0 and let
Gj = Kj + rDnj for j = 1, . . . , ℓ and Ωr = G1 × · · · ×Gℓ.

We now need to define an orthonormal basis for PSj (Cnj ) for j = 1, . . . , ℓ, as
subspaces of L2(Gj). To do this we define ρj : R+Sj ∩ Nnj → R+ by

ρj(αj) = inf{t ∈ R ;αj ∈ tSj}

and let κj : N → R+Sj ∩ Nnj be a bijection such that ρj(κj(k)) ≤ ρj(κj(k + 1)) for all
k ∈ N. We then set ek = zκj(k), apply the Gram-Schmidt process to (ek)k∈N to get
(êk)k∈N, and define pj,αj

= êκ−1

j (αj)
, for all αj ∈ R+Sj ∩ Nnj . This construction implies

that if z
αj

j =
∑

k cj,kpj,βk
(zj) then pj,βk

∈ P
ρj (αj)Sj

1 (Cnj) for all k ∈ N such that cj,k 6= 0
and zj ∈ Cnj .

Now we define pα = p1,α1
. . . pℓ,αℓ

for α = (α1, . . . , αℓ) ∈ R+S ∩ Nn, where αj ∈ Nnj

for j = 1, . . . , ℓ. We now need to show that {pα ;α ∈ R+S ∩Nn} is a basis for PS(Cn).
First we show that pα ∈ PS(Cn) for all α ∈ R+S ∩Nn, and then we show that the span
of {pα ;α ∈ R+S ∩ Nn} is PS(Cn).

Let m ∈ N and α = (α1, . . . , αℓ) ∈ mS ∩ Nn, where αj ∈ R
nj

+ for j = 1, . . . , ℓ.
By the definition of S there exists x ∈ T such that αj ∈ mxjSj for j = 1, . . . , ℓ. By

construction pj,αj
∈ P

xjSj
m (Cnj) for j = 1, . . . , ℓ, so for some C > 0, and all z ∈ Cn,

|pα(z)| = |p1,α1
(z1)| . . . |pℓ,αℓ

(zℓ)| ≤ CemHx1S1
(z1) · · · emHxℓSℓ

(zℓ)

= Cem(x1HS1
(z1)+···+xℓHSℓ

(zℓ)) ≤ CemϕT (HS1
(z1),...,HSℓ

(zℓ)) = CemHS(z),

so we infer pα ∈ PS
m(C

n).
To show that {pα ;α ∈ R+S ∩ Nn} spans PS(Cn) it is sufficient to show that zα

belongs to the span for all α ∈ R+S∩N
n. We let m ∈ N and α = (α1, . . . , αℓ) ∈ mS∩Nn,

where αj ∈ R
nj

+ . Then there exists x ∈ T such that αj ∈ mxjSj for j = 1, . . . , ℓ. For
j = 1, . . . , ℓ we let βj,k ∈ R+Sj ∩ Nnj such that

z
αj

j =

dj∑

k=1

cj,kpj,βj,k
(zj),
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where cj,k ∈ C∗, for k = 1, . . . , dj. By construction of the bases we have, for j = 1, . . . , ℓ,
that βj,k ∈ mxjSj for k = 1, . . . , dj. This then implies that (β1,k1 , . . . , βj,kj) ∈ mS for
kj = 1, . . . , dj and j = 1, . . . , ℓ, and thus that p1,β1,k1

. . . pℓ,βℓ,kℓ
∈ {pα ;α ∈ R+S ∩ Nn}.

We also have that

zα =

d1∑

k1=1

· · ·

dj∑

kj=1

c′k1,...,kℓp1,β1,k1
(z1) . . . pℓ,βℓ,kℓ

(zℓ),

where c′k1,...,kℓ = c1,k1 . . . cℓ,kℓ. So {pα ;α ∈ R+S ∩ Nn} spans PS(Cn). We note as well
that {pα ;α ∈ R+S ∩Nn} is an orthonormal basis for PS(Cn) as a subspace of L2(Ωr).

We can now write

(3.1) f(z) =
∑

α∈mS∩Nn

cαpα(z),

for z ∈ Cn, where cα = 〈f, pα〉. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality |cα| ≤ Cr‖f‖L∞(Ωr),
where Cr = Vol(Ωr)

1/2. Let us now fix z = (z1, . . . , zℓ) ∈ Cn, where zj ∈ Cnj , for
j = 1, . . . , ℓ. If α = (α1, . . . , αℓ), where αj ∈ mxjSj for j = 1, . . . , ℓ and x ∈ T , we get,
by the submean value property (in each variable), that

|pj,αj
(aj)|

2 ≤ (πr2)−nj

∫

rDnj+aj

|pj,αj
(ζ)|2dλ(ζ) ≤ (πr2)−nj ,

for aj ∈ Kj and j = 1, . . . , ℓ. By the Bernstein-Walsh inequality

|pα(z)| ≤ (πr2)−n/2emV
x1S1
K1

(z1) · · · e
mV

xℓSℓ
Kℓ

(zℓ) = π−n/2r−ne
m(x1V

S1
K1

(z1)+···+xℓV
Sℓ
Kℓ

(zℓ))

≤ π−n/2r−ne
mϕT (V

S1
K1

(z1),...,V
Sℓ
Kℓ

(zℓ)).

Since mS ⊂ mσSΣ ⊂ [0, mσS]
n, the number of terms in the sum in equation (3.1) is

no greater than (mσS + 1)n where σS = ϕS(1, . . . , 1). So

(3.2) |f(z)| ≤ Cr‖f‖L∞(Ωr)π
−n/2r−ne

mϕT (V
S1
K1

(z1),...,V
Sℓ
Kℓ

(zℓ))(mσS + 1)n.

Applying the above inequality on f t ∈ PS
mt(C

n), for t ∈ N, we get

|f(z)|t ≤ Cr‖f‖
t
L∞(Ωr)π

−n/2r−ne
mtϕT (V

S1
K1

(z1),...,V
Sℓ
Kℓ

(zℓ))(mtσS + 1)n.

Taking the t-th root improves the estimate in (3.2) to

|f(z)| ≤ ‖f‖L∞(Ωr)e
mϕT (V

S1
K1

(z1),...,V
Sℓ
Kℓ

(zℓ))
(
Crπ

−n/2r−n(mtσS + 1)n
)1/t

.

We can now take the limit as t goes to infinity and then as r goes to zero to get

|f(z)| ≤ ‖f‖L∞(K)e
mϕT (V

S1
K1

(z1),...,V
Sℓ
Kℓ

(zℓ)).

�

Theorem 1.1 now follows from the Siciak-Zakharyuta Theorem 2.3, along with some
regularization arguments discussed in the introduction, which we will now restate. Take
K ⊂ Cn non-pluripolar and 0 ∈ S ⊂ Rn

+ compact and convex. Setting Kε = K + εD
n

we have that V S∗
Kε

≤ 0 on K and V S
Kε

ր V S
K when ε ց 0, see Propositions 4.8 and 5.3

in [6]. If Tj ⊂ Rn
+ is a decreasing sequence of convex compact sets containing 0 then

V
Tj

K ց V S
K , when j → ∞, if V Tk∗

K ≤ 0 on K, for some k ∈ N, see Proposition 4.8 in [6].
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Proof of Theorem 1.1: Recall that, by (2.1), we have, for z ∈ Cn,

ϕT (V
S1

K1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ
(zℓ)) ≤ V S

K (z),

so the goal is to prove the inverse inequality. To do this we use Theorem 2.3 and
Proposition 3.1. For Theorem 2.3 to apply we assume some regularity on S and
V S
K , V S1

K1
, . . . , V Sℓ

Kℓ
. These assumptions are then relaxed using regularization arguments.

To start off we assume that S = S ∩Qn and V S
K , V S1

K1
, . . . , V Sℓ

Kℓ
are all plurisub-

harmonic. The second assumption implies that ϕT (V
S1

K1
, . . . , V Sℓ

Kℓ
) is plurisubharmonic.

Theorem 2.3 implies that for z ∈ C∗n

V S
K (z) = lim

m→∞
sup{log |f(z)|1/m ; f ∈ PS

m(C
n), f |K ≤ 1},

which, with Proposition 3.1, yields, for z ∈ C∗n,

V S
K (z) ≤ ϕT (V

S1

K1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ
(zℓ)).

By assumption V S
K and ϕT (V

S1

K1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ
(zℓ)) are plurisubharmonic, so

V S
K (z) = lim

C∗n∋w→z
V S
K (w) ≤ lim

C∗n∋w→z
ϕT (V

S1

K1
(w1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ
(wℓ))

= ϕT (V
S1

K1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ
(zℓ)),

for z ∈ Cn, since Cn \ C∗n is pluripolar. Equality then follows from (2.1).
We now drop the assumptions on S and instead assume that T ∩ R∗ℓ 6= ∅. Let

Kj,ε = Kj + εD
nj

, Kε = K + εD
n
= K1,ε × · · · × Kℓ,ε, Sj,k = ch{(1/k)Σj ∪ Sj}, for

k = 1, 2, 3, . . . , and

S ′
k =

⋃

x∈T

(x1S1,k)× · · · × (xℓSℓ,k) ⊂ Rn
+.

If x ∈ T ∩R∗ℓ then (x1S1,k)×· · ·× (xℓSℓ,k) ⊂ S ′
k. Since x1S1,k, . . . , xℓSℓ,k are all convex

bodies, S ′
k is also a convex body. Consequently, S ′

k ∩Qn = S ′
k and

V
S′

k

Kε
(z) = ϕT (V

S1,k

K1,ε
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ,k

Kℓ,ε
(zℓ)).

So, by the continuity of ϕT , we have

V S
Kε
(z) = lim

k→∞
V

S′

k

Kε
(z) = lim

k→∞
ϕT (V

S1,k

K1,ε
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ,k

Kℓ,ε
(zℓ))

= ϕT (V
S1

K1,ε
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ,ε
(zℓ)).

and
V S
K (z) = lim

ε→0
V S
Kε
(z) = lim

ε→0
ϕT (V

S1

K1,ε
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ,ε
(zℓ))

= ϕT (V
S1

K1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ
(zℓ)).

Lastly we assume T ∩ R∗ℓ = ∅ and T 6= {0}. If T = {0} then V S
K = 0 and

ϕT = 0 so there is nothing to prove. By rearranging the coordinates, we can assume
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that T = A × {0}, where A ⊂ Rk
+ satisfies that A ∩ R∗k 6= ∅ and k < ℓ. Note that

ϕT (ξ) = ϕA(ξ1, . . . , ξk), so ϕS(ξ) = ϕA′(ξ1, . . . , ξν), where ν = n1 + · · ·+ nk and

A′ =
⋃

x∈A

(x1S1)× · · · × (xkSk).

We then get, by the Liouville theorem for subharmonic functions, that functions in
LS(Cn) only depend on their first ν variables. So

V S
K (z) = V A′

K̃
(z) = ϕA(V

S1

K1
(z1), . . . , V

Sk

Kk
(zk)) = ϕT (V

S1

K1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ
(zℓ)),

for z ∈ Cn, where K̃ = K1 × · · · ×Kk. �

4 The weighted case

We would like to prove a version of Theorem 1.1 which includes weights. One approach
is to try to find the correct representation of q such that

V S
K,q(z) = ϕT (V

S1

K1,q1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ,qℓ
(zℓ))

holds. A natural first guess is to take q = ϕT (q1, . . . , qℓ). The following results will
show that this choice of q is not correct. We will then show that no choice of q will
work in the generality of Theorem 1.1, since ϕT (V

S1

K1,q1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ,qℓ
(zℓ)) may fail to

be maximal outside of K, which is a necessary condition for V S
K,q, for any choice of an

admissible weight q. See [6], Theorem 6.1.

Proposition 4.1 Let n1, . . . , nℓ be natural numbers, Kj ⊂ Cnj be compact and non-
pluripolar for j = 1, . . . , ℓ, and T ⊂ Rℓ

+ be compact convex and containing more than
one point, and {0} 6= Sj ⊂ R

nj

+ be compact convex and containing 0, for j = 1, . . . , ℓ,

such that V
Sj∗
Kj

= 0, on Kj , for j = 1, . . . , ℓ. Then there exist admissible weights
q1, . . . , qℓ on K1, . . . , Kℓ respectively, such that, for some z ∈ Cn,

V S
K,q(z) > ϕT (V

S1

K1,q1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ,qℓ
(zℓ)),

where K = K1 × · · · × Kℓ, q = ϕT (q1, . . . , qℓ), and S is given by equation (2.2).
Furthermore, if T is a convex body then the previous statement holds for all constant
weights qj < 0, j = 1, . . . , ℓ.

Proof: Recall that if η ∈ Rℓ with |η| = 1 then {x ∈ Rℓ ; 〈x, η〉 = ϕT (η)} and {x ∈
Rℓ ; 〈x, η〉 = −ϕT (−η)} are supporting hyperplanes of S with outward normals η and
−η, respectively. The distance between these parallel hyperplanes is ϕT (η) + ϕT (−η),
since 0 = ϕT (0) ≤ ϕT (η) + ϕT (−η). So diamT ≥ ϕT (η) + ϕT (−η), where diamT
denotes the diameter of T . If L ⊂ T is a line segment parallel to ηL, with |ηL| = 1,
then ϕT (ηL) + ϕT (−ηL) ≥ ϕL(ηL) + ϕL(−ηL) = diamL. We can take L such that
diamL = diamT , so

diamT = sup
|η|=1

(ϕT (η) + ϕT (−η)).
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Consequently, since T contains more than one point, we can find η ∈ Rℓ
+ such that

ϕT (η) + ϕT (−η) > 0.

Since V
Sj∗
Kj

= 0 on Kj , Proposition 5.4 in [6] implies that V
Sj

Kj
is continuous on C∗n

and consequently V
Sj

Kj
(Cnj ) = R+.

Now let η ∈ Rℓ
+ such that ϕT (η)+ϕT (−η) > 0, zj ∈ Cnj be such that V

Sj

Kj
(zj) = ηj,

and qj(w) = −ηj , for w ∈ Kj and j = 1, . . . , ℓ. Then V
Sj

Kj ,qj
(zj) = 0 and

ϕT (V
S1

K1,q1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ,qℓ
(zℓ)) = 0.

But, we have by Theorem 1.1 that

V S
K,q(z) = V S

K (z) + ϕT (q1, . . . , qℓ) = ϕT (V
S1

K1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ
(zℓ)) + ϕT (−η)

= ϕT (η) + ϕT (−η) > 0.

So V S
K,q(z) > ϕT (V

S1

K1,q1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ,qℓ
(zℓ)).

Now assume that T is a convex body. Then T contains a Euclidean ball with radius
r and thus

ϕT (η) + ϕT (−η) ≥ 2r|η|,

for all η ∈ Rℓ. So we set ηj = −qj and proceed as previously in the proof. �

Note that all the weights in the previous theorem are negative. Counterexam-
ples with positive weights can, however, be inferred. Take T = Σ. Then ϕT (ξ) =
max{ξ1, . . . , ξℓ}. For a ∈ R we have that V S

K,q + a = V S
K,q+a and

ϕT (V
S1

K1,q1
, . . . , V Sℓ

Kℓ,qℓ
) + a = ϕT (V

S1

K1,q1+a, . . . , V
Sℓ

Kℓ,qℓ+a).

Now we turn to the question of whether there is any way to choose q to attain an
equality. Recall that, for compact K ⊂ Cn, compact convex S ⊂ Rn

+ such that 0 ∈ S
and aΣ ⊂ S for some a > 0, and admissible weight q on K, Proposition 2.2 states that
the only function v ∈ LS

+(C
n) that is maximal on Cn \K and agrees with V S∗

K,q on K, is

V S∗
K,q itself. This enables us to show that ϕS(V

S1

K1,q1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ,qℓ
(zℓ)) is not generally

maximal outside of K1 × · · · ×Kℓ.

Proposition 4.2 Let n1, . . . , nℓ be natural numbers, Kj ⊂ Cnj be compact and non-
pluripolar for j = 1, . . . , ℓ, and T ⊂ Rℓ

+ be compact convex body, Sj ⊂ R
nj

+ be compact

convex and containing 0 with aΣj ⊂ Sj for some a, for j = 1, . . . , ℓ, such that V
Sj∗
Kj

= 0
on Kj , for j = 1, . . . , ℓ, and qj < 0 is a constant weight Kj , for j = 1, . . . , ℓ. Then

V (z) = ϕT (V
S1

K1,q1
(z1), . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ,qℓ
(zℓ)) = ϕT (V

S1

K1
(z1) + q1, . . . , V

Sℓ

Kℓ
(zℓ) + qℓ)

is not maximal on Cn \K.

Proof: Let K = K1×· · ·×Kℓ and S be given by (2.2). We have that V
Sj

Kj ,qj
∈ L

Sj

+ (Cnj),

see Proposition 4.5 in [6], so there exists a constant c such that HSj
− c ≤ V

Sj

Kj ,qj
. Since

ϕT (ξ) ≤ ϕT (ξ − η) + ϕT (η) holds for all ξ, η ∈ Rn, we have

HS − ϕT (c, . . . , c) ≤ ϕT (HS1
− c, . . . , HSℓ

− c) ≤ V.

So V |K = ϕT (q1, . . . , qℓ) and V ∈ LS
+(C

n). If V were maximal outside of K then,
by Proposition 2.2, we would have V = V S

K,q where q = ϕT (q1, . . . , qℓ), contradicting
Proposition 4.1. So V is not maximal outside of K. �
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5 Convexity of sublevel sets

Theorem 1.3 in [8] states that for t > 0, convex body 0 ∈ S ⊂ Rn
+, and compact convex

K ⊂ Cn, the sublevel set {z ∈ Cn ;V S
K (z) < t} is convex. This can not hold in the

stated generality, as discussed in Example 9.3 of [6]. The error in the proof in [8] is
in the first equality on page 516, where max{a, b} +max{c, d} = max{a + c, b + d} is
used. This identity does not hold generally. To describe for which sets S the result can
not hold we define, for x ∈ R∗n

+ , the simplex given by x as

Σx = ch{0, x1e1, . . . , xnen} = {ξ ∈ Rn
+ ; ξ1/x1 + · · ·+ ξn/xn ≤ 1},

where e1, . . . , en is the standard basis for Rn.

Proposition 5.1 Let S 6= {0} be a compact convex subset of Rn
+ containing 0 that is

not a simplex. Then there exists t0 > 0 such that the sublevel set

{z ∈ Cn ;HS(z) ≤ t}

is not convex for all t > t0.

Proof: Assume first that S contains a neighborhood of 0 in Rn
+ and define x ∈ Rn

+ by
xj = max{t ∈ R ; tej ∈ S} > 0. By assumption there is an s ∈ S such that s 6∈ Σx,
and consequently s1/x1 + · · ·+ sn/xn > 1. For a > 1 we have by Proposition 3.3 in [6]
that HS(a

1/xjej) = log a, for j = 1, . . . , n, and

HS(a
1/x1/n, . . . , a1/xn/n) ≥ s1 log(a

1/x1/n) + · · ·+ sn log(a
1/xn/n)

= (s1/x1 + · · ·+ sn/xn) log a− (s1 + · · ·+ sn) logn.

Setting

t0 =
(s1 + · · ·+ sn) logn

s1/x1 + · · ·+ sn/xn − 1
> 0,

t > t0, and a = et, we have that log a > t0 and consequently

HS(a
1/x1/n, . . . , a1/xn/n) > log a = HS(a

1/xjej)

for j = 1, . . . , n. Since t = log a we have that a1/x1ej, . . . , a
1/xnen are all in the sublevel

set {z ∈ Cn ;HS(z) ≤ t}, but their average is not. So the sublevel set is not convex.
Now assume S does not contain a neighborhood of 0. Then, by possibly rearranging

the variables, we may assume that HS(ζ, 0, . . . , 0) = 0 for ζ ∈ C. Since S 6= {0} we
may assume that there is an s ∈ S such that s1 > 0, since otherwise we could write
S = {0}×T reducing the problem to a lower dimension. Let us now fix t > 0 and note
that

HS(ζ/2, 1/2, . . . , 1/2) ≥ s1 log |ζ | − (s1 + s2 + · · ·+ sn) log 2,

for ζ ∈ C, so we can choose τ ∈ C such that HS(τ/2, 1/2, . . . , 1/2) > t. We have that
HS(τ, 0, . . . , 0) = HS(0, 1, . . . , 1) = 0, so both (τ, 0, . . . , 0) and HS(0, 1, . . . , 1) are in
the sublevel set {z ∈ Cn ;HS(z) ≤ t} but their average is not. So the sublevel set is
not convex. �
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