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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.
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1 Introduction

Let £(C") denote the Lelong class in C", consisting of all u € PSH(C") such that
u(z) < log" |z| + ¢y, for z € C" and some constant ¢,. For every compact K C C" we
define the Siciak-Zakharyuta function of K by

Vi =sup{u;u € L(C"),u|x < 0}.

Siciak proved in [9] a product formula for these functions. Namely, if K; C C", for
j=1,... 0, K=K x---x Ky, and n =nq +---+ ny, then

Vk(z) = max{Vi, (#1), ..., Vk,(20)}, 2z=1(21,...,2)) € C", z; € C".

See Klimek [3], Theorem 5.1.8.

Bos and Levenberg in [I] 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 C R’} compact convex and containing 0, the logarithmic
supporting function by

Hs(z) = ps(Log(z))

for z € C**, where pg(§) = sup,cg(z, ) is the supporting function of S and Log(z) =
(log|z1],...,log|z,|). We then extend the definition of Hg to C™ by
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This allows us to define the Lelong class £°(C") with respect to S consisting of u €
PSH(C") such that u(z) < Hg(z) + ¢, for some constant c,. We also define £ (C")
as the family of those functions u € £5(C") such that Hg — ¢, < u < Hg + c,.
For every compact K C C" and function ¢ on K we can then define the weighted
Siciak-Zakharyuta function of K, S, and ¢ by

Vfiq = sup{u;u € L5(C"), ulx < q¢}.

In the case where ¢ = 0 we omit it in the subscript. The superscript is omitted when
S is the standard simplex in R™, that is S = ¥ = ch{0,ey,...,¢,}, where e1,...,¢,
is the standard basis of R™ and ch is denotes the closed convex hull. This is justified
since V%,o = Vk. The main result of this paper is the following:

Theorem 1.1 Let K; C C"% be compact and non-pluripolar for j = 1,...,¢, and
K=K x---xKy,n=ny+---+ny, T C Rﬂ be compact convex, S; C ]RT be

compact convex containing 0, for j =1,...,¢, and S C R’ be given by
S = U(l’lsl) X X (SL’gSg).
zeT
Then

VE(z) = goT(VIfll(zl), . .,V;?f(zg)), z2=(21,...,2n),2 € C",

Taking 7' = ch{ey, ..., e/} and S; = X;, where ¥; is the standard simplex in R™,
we get S = X, so this generalizes Siciak’s original result, since in this case pr(§) =
max{&,...,&}. This result also generalizes Theorem 1.1 in Nguyen and Long [§].
They prove the following.

Corollary 1.2 Let K; C C" and Ky C C™ be compact and non-pluripolar, K =
Ky x Ky, S1 C R} and Sy C R}? be compact convex and containing a neighborhood

of 0 in R}* and R'?, respectively, and S = ch((S; x {0}) U ({0} x S3)). Then
Vid(2) = max{Vg! (1), Vi (22) }-

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

Another corollary of Theorem [Tl is Proposition 2.4 in Bos and Levenberg [I]. To
state this result we recall the definition of a lower set. A compact convex S C R, with
0 € S, is said to be a lower set if for all s € S the box [0, s1] % - - - %[0, s,,] is contained in
S. Theorem 5.8 in [0] gives several equivalent characterizations for this property. One
of these is that S is a lower set if and only if pg(£) = @g(£T), where £ = (&F,...,&)
and f;r = max{0, ¢}, for all £ € R". We refer to the smallest lower set containing S as

the lower hull of S denoted by Sy, and note that S is a lower set if and only if S = 5.
The supporting function of Sy is therefore given by ¢g (§) = ws({F). If we assume
¢ =n and S; = [0,1] in Theorem [T we have that

@S(g) = SOT(()O[O,H (61)7 - L0,1] (gn)) - @T(gf—a B agr-l_) = SOTZ (g)

since a4 (€) = max{a&,b&}. So S = T;, since supporting functions uniquely determine
their sets. This is clarified further in Section 2l So setting ¢ = n and S; = [0, 1] leads
to the following, which is a generalization of Proposition 2.4 in [I].
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Corollary 1.3 Let K,..., K, C C be compact and non-polar, K = K; x --- x K,
and S C R} convex compact and containing 0. Then

Vi (2) = os(Viy(21), -+ Viea (20)-

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

(1.1) Vid(2) = ¢s(Vi, (21), - - Vic, (z0))-

Levenberg and Perera [4] claim to prove that the formula also holds if we only assume
that a> C S for some a > 0, where ¥ is the standard simplex in R™. 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 (L)) is in £%(C"), but

Theorem [L1] tells us that it is in ESZ(C"). We can also show that these result are
wrong by an explicit counterexample.

Let K, = Ky = D and K = K; X Ky = D, By Proposition 4.3 in [6], we
have that VZ = Hg, for every 0 € S C R? compact and convex. If we set S =
ch{(0,0), (1,0),(1,1),(0,a)} then pg(&) = max{&], (& +&)T, a&f}, for all € € R2, and
thus

Hs(z) = max{log™ |z1], (log|z1] + log |22|) ", alog™ ||},

for z € C?. But

ps(Va(21), Vg(z2)) = max{log™ |z1],log™ |z1| +log™ [ 20|, alog™ |z},
for z € C?, and, for ¢ € C with [¢| > 1,

V(¢ Q) = Hs(¢T Q) = alog [¢] < log[¢| = ws(V(C), Va(¢TH)),

when a < 1.
We get more corollaries when we have an explicit formula for ¢7. One immediate
example is taking 7' = {(1, 1)}, since then @1 (§) = & + & and S = S; X S,.

Corollary 1.4 Let K1 C C™ and Ky C C™ be compact and non-pluripolar, and
S1 C R and S; C R}? be compact convex and containing 0. Then
Vil (2) = Vil (21) + Vigz (z2).

It is well known that ¢7(§) = |||, if 7= BN R, where B is the unit ball with
respect to the norm || - ||, and p,q > 1 satisfy 1/p + 1/q = 1, see the discussion of
equations (2.2.12) in [2].

Corollary 1.5 Let ny,...,n, be natural numbers, n = ny + --- +ny, K; C C% be
compact and non-pluripolar for j = 1,...,¢, and K = K; x --- x K;, S; C R be
compact convex and containing 0, for j = 1,...,¢, and S C R, be given by
S = U (xlSl) X X (.’L‘gSg).
xeRﬂ
llzllp<1
Then

VE(2)? = (Vi (1), Vi (o) llg = ViRl () o Vgt (20)".
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Note that BNRY is a lower set so the previous result becomes particularly explicit
when ¢ = n.

Corollary 1.6 Letp,q > 1 with1/p+1/q =1, K; C C be compact and non-pluripolar
forj=1,...,n,and K = Ky x---x K,, S CRY is given by S = {x € R ; ||z||, < 1}.
Then

Vg(Z)q = VK1 (Zl)q +--- 4 VKn (Zn)q.

A natural question is if it is possible to generalize Theorem [L.1] to the weighted
case. The answer turns out to be negative, as is shown in Propositions 4.1l and As
a follow up, we will look into when the sublevel sets of V2 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** = (C*)". We fix a compact convex S C R’ such that
0 € S. Recall that we define the logarithmic supporting function of S by

Ha(z) = { vs(Log(2)), z e C

L (), 2¢C
where ¢g(&) = sup,cg(z,§) and Log(z) = (log|z],...,log|z,]). We then define the
Lelong class £5(C™) with respect to S as those u € PSH(C") such that u < Hg + c,,
for some constant ¢,. For a function ¢ on a compact K C C" we define the Siciak-
Zakharyuta function of K, ¢, and S by

Vlg,q = Sup{u;u € LS(CH)7U|K S q}

The function ¢ is referred to as a weight and is said to be admissible if it is lower
semicontinuous and the set {z € K ;¢(z) < +00} is non-pluripolar. Let now K C C"
be compact and ¢ an admissible weight on K. By Proposition 5.4 in [6] we have
that Vliq is lower semicontinuous on C** and if furthermore Vli’; < q on K then
Vigr = V£, € £L5(C"), and consequently, Vi is continuous on C*". The assumption
that VI*?,*q < ¢ is not restrictive, since Vf?isﬁn,q/ < ¢, where ¢’ is a continuous (and
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thus admissible) weight on K + eD", and Vlg_,qj ya Vlg,q if K; \( K and ¢; /' q. See
Lemma 5.2, and Propositions 5.3 and 4.8 in f6] The Siciak-Zakharyuta functions are
also continuous under decreasing sequences in S under some conditions. Namely, if
T; N\ S, such that ngq* < ¢ for some j € N, then ngq N\ Vi ;- 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 V2 = Hg if

T" C K C {z € C"; Hg(z) = 0},

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

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(C") such that:
(i) u<wvonkK,

(i) lim v(z) = 4o,
|z]—o00

(iii) sup,ecn u(z) —v(2) < 400,
(iv) v is maximal on C"\ K,
(v) v is bounded from below on K,

then u < v on C".

Proof: By (v) we may assume that v > 0 on K. We now fix A > 1 and note that,
by (iii), there exists a constant C' such that v < v + C. By (ii) and the upper
semicontinuity of v we can take R > 0 such that v(z) > C(A—1)"! for 2 € U = {2z €
C";|z| > R}. We then get

u(z) <v(z) +C = v(z) + (1 = Nv(z) + C < Mv(z)

for z € Ug. By the positivity of v on K and (i) we have that u < Av on K UUg. Note
that, by (iv), v is maximal on C"\ (K UUg) so u < Av on C". This holds for all A > 1
so we conclude that u < v. O

Proposition 2.2 Let S C R be compact and convex with 0 € S such that S contains
a neighborhood of 0 in R?, K C C" compact, q an admissible weight on K, and
ve LY(CM). If Vi <v<qonK andv is maximal on C"\ K then v = Vg% on C".

Proof: Since v € £5(C") and v < g on K it is clear that v < Vg%, By assumption S
contains a neighborhood of 0 in R, that is there exists a > 0 such that a¥ C S, so

v(z) > Hg(2) + C > alog™ ||z] + C,



so lim v(z) = 400 and v is bounded below on K. So v and u = ng’; satisty the
|z]—o00

conditions of Lemma [2.]] and thus Vfg,*q <. H

In [8] Nguyen and Long do not include the assumption that S contains a neighbor-
hood of 0 in R”. 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 Vliq to an extremal
function given by polynomials. This function, the Siciak extremal function, is defined
by

Pt 4(2) = Tim sup{|p(z)['™ s p € P (C"), pe™ ™| < 1},

(67

where P35 (C") consists of all polynomials p of the form p(z) = > c,2%
ace(mS)NN"

Theorem 2.3 ([5], Theorem 1.1) Let S C R’} be compact convex and containing 0,
K C C" be compact, and q an admissible weight on K. Then

Vig o(2) = log % ,(2),
for all z € C*, if and only if S = S NQ".

Let us now turn our attention to the generalization of the product property. Recall
that if A C R™is compact and convex then its supporting function ¢ 4(€) = sup,c4(z, &)
is positively homogeneous and convex, that is @4(t) = tpa(§) and pa(& + 1) <
wal§) + pa(n), for t € Ry and n,& € R™. Furthermore, if ¢: R" — 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 € S; C R™ be compact convex for
j=1,....,0and T C Rﬂ compact convex. Note that we do not assume that 0 € T". By
this assumption 7 is increasing in each variable, so if u; € £5%(C") for j = 1,...,¢,
then

u(z) = QOT(ul(Zl)v s ,’LLg(Zg)) < QPT(H51 (Zl)v R HS[(ZK)) + @T(C)a
for ¢ € R®. The convexity of @7 implies that u € PSH(C"). This leads us to define
¢: R* = R by
e(§) = or(ps (&), -- -, 9055(5@))7

where ¢; € R", for j =1,...,¢. Note that ¢ is positively homogeneous and convex so
it is the supporting function of some compact convex S C R". We have thus shown
that u € £5(C") and, since ¢7(0) = 0,

(2.1) or(Vier(21)s -, Vit () < Vi (2),

for z € C", where K = K; x --- X K.
To determine an explicit formula for S we set

S = {01} x -+ x {021} x S5 x {0551} x -+ x {0g},

where 0; is the origin of R™. For & = (&,...,&) € R" we have ©3, (&) = vs,(&;), for
j=1,...,0, 50 ps = or(pg, - .,gpg{). For compact convex sets A and B and a > 0,

6



we have that aps + pp = Qaarn, and if (Ay)eer, I # 0, is a family of compact sets,
A =chUyerA,, and

©(§) = sup pa,(§)

ael

is bounded for every &, then ¢ is the supporting function of A. We therefore have

ps(§) = Stelg(xwgl(f) + ot Tz, (§) = Stelg(cpxlgﬁ...mgz (€))

so S =ch UmeT($1§1 + -+ {L‘ggg). Actually, the union is convex:

Lemma 2.4 Let A C Rﬂ and By, ..., B; CR"™ be convex sets. Then
C= Ua131+"'+aéBz
a€A

is a convex subset of R". If A, By, ..., By, are compact, then C' is compact.

Proof: Let ¢; = zywy + -+ xpwp, 0 = 121 + -+ + yeze € C and t € [0, 1], where
= (z1,...,20), y=(y1,...,y) € Aand w;, z; € B, for j =1,...,{. Then

(1 — t)Cl + tCQ = (1 — t)xlwl + ty1z1 + -+ (1 — t)l’gwg —+ f}ngg.

Since B; is convex we have (1—t)x;w;+ty;z; € ((1—t)z;+ty;)B;, so for a = (1—t)x+ty

we have (1 —t)c; +tcg € ayBy+ -+ -+ agBey C C. The last statement follows by a simple

sequence argument. O
Finally note that s = ¢r(ps,,...,¢s,) > 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 C R’} is compact and convex, contains 0, is given by

(2.2) S = U 2151 + -+ xSy = U(azlSl) X+ X (24S0),

zeT zeT

has the supporting function

(2'3) QOS(g) :@T(wsl(gl)a"'awse(&))’ SZ (517---a&)>€j eana

and the logarithmic supporting function

Hs(z) = or(Hg (21), ..., Hs,(20)), 2= (21,...,20),2; € C.

3 Proof of the main result

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

m S z
[F < I f e ye™ &),



for z € C", 0 € § C R compact and convex, K C C" non-pluripolar compact, and
f € P5(Cn"). This is a consequence of Theorem 3.6 in [6], namely that f, holomorphic
on C", is in P (C") if and only if log | f|'/™ € £5(C™).

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 [I].

Proposition 3.1 Let K; C C% be compact and non-pluripolar for j = 1,...,/{, and
K=K x---xKy,n=n1+---+n,, T C Rﬂ be compact convex, S; C RT be compact
convex and containing 0, for j =1,...,¢, S CR" be given by (22), and f € P5(C").
Then

for z € C™.

Proof: We will assume that S; NQm # {0} for j = 1,...,¢. If this were not the
case then f(z), z € C", would not depend on z; € C%. We fix an r > 0 and let
Gj=K;+rD% for j=1,...,0and Q, = Gy x --- x Gy.

We now need to define an orthonormal basis for P% (C%) for j = 1,...,¢, as
subspaces of L?*(G;). To do this we define p;: R;.S; NN — R by

pij(a;) =1inf{t €e R;; € tS5;}

and let x;: N — R S; NN be a bijection such that p;(k;(k)) < pj(r;(k+ 1)) for all

k € N. We then set e, = 2% apply the Gram-Schmidt process to (ex)ren to get

(€x)ren, and define p; o, = énﬂ(aj), for all o; € RyS; N N™. This construction implies
J

that if 27 = 37, ¢;xps,(2;) then pj g € Pfj(aj)sj((cnj) for all £ € N such that ¢;;, # 0
and z; € C.

Now we define p, = p1.a; - - - Dra, for a = (aq,...,ap) € RS NN, where a; € N
for j =1,...,¢. We now need to show that {p,;a € R;SNN"} is a basis for P(C").
First we show that p, € P°(C") for all a € R, SNN", and then we show that the span
of {pa ;@ € Ry .S NN} is PI(CM).

Let m € N and a = (aq,...,00) € mS NN", where o; € RY for j = 1,...,¢.
By the definition of S there exists x € T such that o; € ma;S; for j = 1,...,¢. By

construction pj ., € Pﬁfsj((:”f) for j =1,...,¢, so for some C' > 0, and all z € C",
Pa(2)] = [Pra: (20)] - [Prag (20)| < Cemteasi G emiles, (20

— Cem(lesl(Z1)+"'+foSl(zf)) < CemgoT(HSl(zl) ..... Hs,(z0)) — CemHs(z)’

so we infer p, € P35 (C").

To show that {p,;a € R;S NN"} spans P(C") it is sufficient to show that z®
belongs to the span for all « € R, SNN". Welet m € Nand o = (a, ..., o) € mSNN",
where o € RT. Then there exists € T such that a; € mx;S; for j =1,...,¢. For
j=1,..., 0 welet 3;, € R,.S; NN" such that

dj

Qj

Zj _§ :ijkpjvﬁj,k(zj)7
k=1
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where ¢;, € C*, for k = 1,...,d;. By construction of the bases we have, for j =1,...,¢,
that 8 € mx;S; for k = 1,...,d;. This then implies that (Bi4,,...,Br,) € mS for
kj=1,...,djand j =1,...,(, and thus that p1 g, , ...pes,,, € {Pa;a € RLSNN"}
We also have that

dy d;j
2= Y P, (21) - Pes,, (22),

ki=1 k=1

where ¢, . = Ciky - Cok,e S0 {pa; € RS NN} spans P7(C"). We note as well
that {p,;a € R.SNN"} is an orthonormal basis for P(C") as a subspace of L%((2,.).
We can now write

(3.1) &= Y capal2),

aemSNN?
for z € C", where cq = (f,pa). By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality |co| < Cr|| f|| L (@,),
where C, = Vol(Q,)"2. Let us now fix 2 = (21,...,2) € C", where z; € C", for
j=1,... 0. lf a=(ai,...,ap), where a; € mz;S; for j=1,...,0 and x € T, we get,
by the submean value property (in each variable), that

[Pjay (a)* < (7”“2)_""/ i (OPAA(Q) < (mr?) ™,

rlD)nJJraj

for a; € Kj and j =1,...,{. By the Bernstein-Walsh inequality

z1 Sy zpSy 51 S¢
‘pa<z)‘ < (7TT2)7n/2€mVK1 (=1) . .emVKz (z0) _ ﬂ_fn/27,fnem(961VK1 (z1) -z Vi, (20))

S S
S 71_711/27,_71167’”":07—'(‘/}(; (Z1)7"'7VK£ (Zl)) i

Since mS C mog¥ C [0,mog]”, the number of terms in the sum in equation (B.) is
no greater than (mog + 1)" where og = ¢g(1,...,1). So

S S
(3.2) If(2)] < Cr”fHLOO(QT)anﬂTfnemlPT(VK;(z1),...,VKZ(z¢))(mo_s 1)
Applying the above inequality on f! € PS5 (C"), for t € N, we get
S S
f)I < Cr||f||1th><>(szT)7T_n/27“_n€nm’T(VK11 (Zl)""’VKﬁ(Z“))(mtcrs + 1)

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

S S
< N lqane™ ™ Vi VG (0 m=n 2= (migg 4+ 1)) "

We can now take the limit as ¢ goes to infinity and then as r goes to zero to get
S S
If(Z)l S ||f||LOO(K)6m<PT(VK11(Zl)y-..7VKﬁ(ZZ)).

OJ

Theorem [LInow follows from the Siciak-Zakharyuta Theorem 2.3, along with some
regularization arguments discussed in the introduction, which we will now restate. Take
K C C" non-pluripolar and 0 € S C R’} compact and convex. Setting K. = K + D"
we have that Vfi* < 0on K and Vf?g Vi when e \ 0, see Propositions 4.8 and 5.3
in [6]. If T; C R" is a decreasing sequence of convex compact sets containing 0 then

V[? N\ Vi, when j — oo, if Vi#* < 0 on K, for some k € N, see Proposition 4.8 in [6].
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Proof of Theorem [I.1: Recall that, by (21I), we have, for z € C",
Pr(Vih(z1), -, Vier(ze)) < VE(2),

so the goal is to prove the inverse inequality. To do this we use Theorem 2.3 and
Proposition B.1l For Theorem 2.3l to apply we assume some regularity on S and
V2, V;?ll, cee Vj?f These assumptions are then relaxed using regularization arguments.

To start off we assume that S = SNQ" and V2, Vﬁ;, e V[‘?f are all plurisub-

harmonic. The second assumption implies that ng(VIi, ceey Vlfj) is plurisubharmonic.
Theorem 2.3 implies that for z € C*"

Vi (2) = Tim sup{log |f(2)|"™; f € Po(C"), flx <1},
m—ro0
which, with Proposition B.1], yields, for z € C*",

Vid(2) < or(Vigh (1), - Vit (20)).

By assumption V2 and @T(Vﬁ; (z1),. .-, V;?f(zg)) are plurisubharmonic, so
Vi(z) = Tm Vi(w)< Tim  or(Vi(wi), ..., Vil (w))
C*ow—z C*now—z

= ()OT(VKSII (Zl)’ R V['(Sj(Zg)),
for z € C™, since C™ \ C*" is pluripolar. Equality then follows from (2.1I).
We now drop the assumptions on S and instead assume that 7' N R* #£ (. Let
Ki.=K;+eD” K. =K+eD' = K. x---x Ky, S;, = ch{(1/k)%; U S,}, for
k=1,2,3,...,and

Sy = U(:E151,k) X oo X (eSer) C RY.

zeT

If 2 € TNR* then (2151 ) X - - X (24Spx) C S} Since x1 Sy, .. ., xeSey are all convex
bodies, S, is also a convex body. Consequently, S; N Q" = S} and

Vieh(2) = or(Vie (1), - Vet (24).

So, by the continuity of ¢, we have

and
Vi(2) = lim Vid (2) = limor (Vig)_(=1), .., Vig, (=)

= or(Vil(21), . Vil (20)-

Lastly we assume TN R* = () and T # {0}. If T = {0} then VZ = 0 and
pr = 0 so there is nothing to prove. By rearranging the coordinates, we can assume
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that T = A x {0}, where A C R% satisfies that ANR* # @ and k < ¢. Note that
SOT(g) = @A(gla s 7§k)7 S0 905(6) = @A'(gla B 7§V)7 where v = ny+ -+ ng and

A= (@S) x -+ x (@xS).

T€EA

We then get, by the Liouville theorem for subharmonic functions, that functions in
L5(C") only depend on their first v variables. So

VE(2) = VE(2) = oa(Vi2 (21), .- Vi () = or (Vi (z1), .., Vi (20)),

for 2 € C", where K = K; x -+ X Kj. O

4 The weighted case

We would like to prove a version of Theorem [L.T] which includes weights. One approach
is to try to find the correct representation of ¢ such that

Via(2) = or(Vi& g (21), -, Vil g, (22)

holds. A natural first guess is to take ¢ = w7(q1,...,q). The following results will
show that this choice of ¢ is not correct. We will then show that no choice of ¢ will
work in the generality of Theorem [T} since @T(‘G?i a(21)5 0, Vj?f o, (20)) may fail to
be maximal outside of K, which is a necessary condition for V[g o> for any choice of an
admissible weight ¢. See [6], Theorem 6.1.

Proposition 4.1 Let ny,...,n; be natural numbers, K; C C" be compact and non-
pluripolar for j = 1,...,¢, and T C R, be compact convex and containing more than
one point, and {0} # S; C R’f be compact convex and containing 0, for j = 1,...,/,
such that V[i’* =0, on Kj, for j = 1,...,¢. Then there exist admissible weights
qi,--.,qc on Ky, ..., K, respectively, such that, for some z € C",

Vi (2) > or(Vid  (21), - V! o (20),

where K = K; X -+ x Ky, ¢ = or(q1,-..,q), and S is given by equation (22).
Furthermore, if T' is a convex body then the previous statement holds for all constant
weights ¢; <0, 7 =1,...,L.

Proof: Recall that if n € R® with |n| = 1 then {z € R’;{x,n) = or(n)} and {z €
R®; (x,n) = —pr(—n)} are supporting hyperplanes of S with outward normals 1 and
—n, respectively. The distance between these parallel hyperplanes is ¢r(n) + ¢r(—n),
since 0 = ¢r(0) < @r(n) + ¢r(—n). So diamT > pr(n) + ¢r(—n), where diam T’
denotes the diameter of 7. If L C T is a line segment parallel to n., with |n.| = 1,
then or(nL) + or(—nmr) > @r(ne) + pr(—nr) = diam L. We can take L such that
diam L = diam T, so

diam T = ‘SI|1:pl (or(n) + or(—n)).

11



Consequently, since T' contains more than one point, we can find € RY such that
pr(n) +@r(=n) > 0.

Since VSj " =0 on Kj, Proposition 5.4 in [6] implies that ijj is continuous on C*"
and consequently V (C"J) =R,.

Now let n € RY. such that or(n) +er(—n) > 0, z; € C% be such that V;j(zj) =,
and ¢;(w) = —n;, for w € Kj and j =1,...,¢. Then Vsj,qj(zj) =0 and

Pr(Vigt (1), Vit o (20)) = 0.
But, we have by Theorem [Tl that

Vi (2) = V() +or(ar, .. a) = or (Vi (1), -, Vil (20)) + or(—n)

= o7r(n) + or(=n) > 0.
So V2 ,(2) > or(Vigt , (1), .., Viel . (20)).

Now assume that T is a convex body. Then 7" contains a Euclidean ball with radius
r and thus

or(n) +er(—n) > 2rn|,

for all n € R So we set 1; = —¢; and proceed as previously in the proof. 0

Note that all the weights in the previous theorem are negative. Counterexam-
ples with positive weights can, however, be inferred. Take T' = 3. Then pr(§) =
max{¢,...,&}. For a € R we have that Vig +a=V{ _,, and

51 Sg _ Sl SZ
(VK1 q10 " VK@ QZ) ta= SOT(VKl ,q1ta’ " VKZ Qe+a)

Now we turn to the question of whether there is any way to choose ¢ to attain an
equality. Recall that, for compact K C C", compact convex S C R’} such that 0 € S
and aX C S for some a > 0, and admissible weight ¢ on K, Proposition 2.2 states that
the only function v € £5(C") that is maximal on C"\ K and agrees with V;* on K, is

Vg% itself. This enables us to show that cpS(Vf?; (7). LV

Kooqp(20)) 18 not generally
maxnnal outside of K - x K.

Proposition 4.2 Let ny,...,n, be natural numbers, K; C C" be compact and non-
pluripolar for j = 1,... ¢, and T C Rﬁ be compact convex body, S; C R’ be compact

convex and containing 0 with a¥; C S; for some a, for j = 1,..., ¢, such that V =0
on Kj, for j = 4, and q; <0 is a constant weight K;, forj =1,... (. Then

V(z) = @T(Vgl,ql(zl)a Vit (z0)) = or (Vi (1) +an, - Vi (20) + a)
is not maximal on C" \ K.

Proof: Let K = K; x---x K, and S be given by (22). We have that Vlfj € E (C™),

see Proposition 4.5 in [6], so there exists a constant ¢ such that Hg, —c < VK]J, @ Since
er(§) < or(§ —n) + @r(n) holds for all §,n € R", we have

HS_SOT(Ca---,C)S@T(Hsl—C,...,HSZ—c)SV_

So Vg = or(q1,...,q) and V € Ei(C"). If V' were maximal outside of K then,
by Proposition 22, we would have V' = V¢ where ¢ = or(qy,...,q), contradicting
Proposition .1l So V' is not maximal outside of K. O
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5 Convexity of sublevel sets

Theorem 1.3 in [§] states that for t > 0, convex body 0 € S C R, and compact convex
K C C", the sublevel set {z € C";VZ2(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 [§] is
in the first equality on page 516, where max{a, b} + max{c,d} = max{a + ¢,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*", the simplex given by x as

Yy =ch{0,ze1,...,znen} = {£ €RY G 2 + - - + & /2, < 1
where eq,...,e, is the standard basis for R".

Proposition 5.1 Let S # {0} be a compact convex subset of R"! containing 0 that is
not a simplex. Then there exists ty > 0 such that the sublevel set

{z € C"; Hs(z) < 1}
is not convex for all t > t.

Proof: Assume first that S contains a neighborhood of 0 in R} and define x € R’} by
zr; = max{t € R;te; € S} > 0. By assumption there is an s € S such that s € ¥,
and consequently s1/x; + -+ s,/x, > 1. For a > 1 we have by Proposition 3.3 in [6]
that Hg(a'/%e;) = loga, for j =1,...,n, and

Hg(al/“”l/n, . ,al/x"/n) > 5 log(al/xl/n) + it s, log(al/x"/n)

= (s1/x1 4+ -+ sp/zy)loga — (s1+ -+ s,) logn.
Setting

(s14 -+ sp)logn
ty =
s1/xy 4+ Sy /x, — 1

t > tg, and a = €', we have that loga > ty and consequently

> 0,

Hs(a'™ /n, ... a"" /n) > loga = Hg(a'"¢;)

for j =1,...,n. Since t = loga we have that a'/®te;, ..., a'/*"e, are all in the sublevel
set {z € C"; Hg(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 Hg((,0,...,0) = 0 for ( € C. Since S # {0} we
may assume that there is an s € S such that s; > 0, since otherwise we could write
S = {0} x T reducing the problem to a lower dimension. Let us now fix ¢ > 0 and note
that

Hs(¢/2,1/2,...,1/2) > sylog|C| — (s1+ s2+ - - - + s,) log 2,

for ¢ € C, so we can choose 7 € C such that Hg(7/2,1/2,...,1/2) > t. We have that
Hg(7,0,...,0) = Hg(0,1,...,1) = 0, so both (7,0,...,0) and Hg(0,1,...,1) are in
the sublevel set {z € C"; Hg(z) < t} but their average is not. So the sublevel set is
not convex. 0J
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