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LOCAL REPRODUCING KERNELS ON WEDGE-LIKE
DOMAINS WITH TYPE 2 EDGES

AL BOGGESS AND ALEXANDER NAGEL

We represent holomorphic functions on a wedge-like
domain by positive integral kernels which are defined on
the edge of the wedge. Type 2 edges are considered.
As an application, we show that an H?” function on a
wedge has pointwise almost everywhere limits on the edge
within admissable approach regions in the wedge.

A striking fact about function theory in several variables is that,
under suitable convexity hypotheses on a domain 2 C C* with
n > 1, if zyp € Q is “close” to the boundary 0f2, then there are
representing measures for z; whose support on 0f2 is compactly
supported and “close” to zj, the projection of 2y onto the boundary.
This is false for domains in C, for general non-convex domains in
C", and for harmonic functions on domains in R?".

We illustrate this phenomenon with a simple example. Let 2 =
{(z,w) € C?;Re(z) > |w|?}. The boundary of Q will be denoted
by £ = {(2,w) € C*;Re(z) = |w|*} and can be identified with the
Heisenberg group. We wish to represent the value of a holomorphic
function F' on 2 at the point (0,7) € Q for 7 > 0, by integrating F'
against a suitable measure on X. To do this, we let ¢ € C§°(C) be
a radial function with support in the unit disc and whose integral

over C is one. Let
4 (2(w~—r)
- 36(2552)

The function ¢, has support in the disc centered at r with radius
r/2 and the integral of ¢, over C is one. The mean value property
for holomorphic functions shows that

F(0,r) = //we(C F(0,w)¢.(w) dz dy
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where we have written w = x + 1y. The support of ¢, is contained
in the square {r/2 < z < 3r/2, |y| < r/2}. Therefore, /z is well
defined on the support of ¢,. Using the mean value property of F'
in the first variable, we obtain

_ 1 2 i0
F(0,r) = %//we«:/o F(vze?, z + ). (x + 1y) dOdzdy.

Now, we change variables by letting z = t? and then z = te*®. We
obtain :

FON =1 [[ [ Falelf + ) + w)ir:)dy.

where d\(z) denotes Lebesgue measure on the complex plane. The
map (z,y) — (2, |2|2+wy) for z € C and y € R is a parameterization
for ¥ and dA(z)dy is comparable to surface measure on ¥ which we
denoted by do. Therefore, we obtain

&) FO,r) = [ FOKA(Q)do(¢)
b))

where K, (¢) is a smooth function of . Notice that the support of
K, is contained in a ball centered at the origin of radius C'/r (where
C is a uniform constant). Thus, K, is our desired local representing
measure for holomorphic functions on the Heisenberg group (near
the origin).

The existence of local representing measures for a domain 2 C C*
seems to be closely tied to the existence and structure of analytic
discs in C* whose boundary lies in 9%2 close to a given point. This in
turn is closely connected to the nonisotropic nature of the bound-
ary tangential Cauchy-Riemann equations, to the associated non-
isotropic metrics on the boundary, and to questions about the local
polynomial hull of small regions on the boundary.

For strictly pseudoconvex domains, it is easy to study local an-
alytic discs, since after a local biholomorphic change of variables,
one can make the boundary of the domain strictly convex (in the
linear sense), and one can obtain analytic discs by slicing by ap-
propriate planes, as was done in the example above. The case of
weakly pseudoconvex domains of finite type presents certain addi-
tional difficulties, since the boundary cannot always be convexified,
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but here too one can obtain local representing measures by imbed-
ding suitable analytic discs (see [BDN]).

In this paper, we generalize these ideas to the case of “wedge
domains” with an “edge” which is a submanifold M C C" of real
codimension greater than 1. Our object is to find local represent-
ing measures on the edge for points in the wedge near the edge.
We study the so called “type 2” case, which is the analogue of the
strictly pseudoconvex case for domains with boundary of real codi-
mension 1. We have been greatly influenced in our work by E.M.
Stein’s seminal observation that a strictly pseudoconvex boundary
can be modeled at each point by a nilpotent Lie group, the Heisen-
berg group, and that the boundary behavior of holomorphic func-
tions on a strictly pseudoconvex domain is intimately connected
with the approximating group structure on the boundary. We shall
first study a certain “model case” where the edge is a nilpotent Lie
group of step 2, and then show that the general case can be ob-
tained by a three stage process which is again inspired by Stein’s
work: (i) we pass from the original object of study to a “free” object
by adding appropriate variables; (ii) we solve the problem on the
free object by approximating it suitably by the model case; (iii) we
return to the orginal object by integrating out the extra variables.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Section 1, we recall some
definitions and results about CR submanifolds and of domains with
edges. These preliminaries are necessary for a precise statement of
our main result on the existence of a local integral representation
formula for holomorphic functions on a domain with an edge which
is a generic CR submanifold of type 2. In Section 2, we study a
model example of a generic CR submanifold of type 2. This model
carries the structure of a nilpotent Lie group of step 2, and we use
this group structure to obtain a local integral representation for-
mula for holomorphic functions defined in the corresponding model
wedge. In Section 3, we introduce the notion of a free generic CR
manifold of type 2. This is one on which there are no linear relations
between certain tangential vector fields, or equivalently, one where
the real codimension is as large as possible. In Section 3 we also
show how a free manifold can be approximated by the model exam-
ple, and we show how to use Bishop’s equation and analytic discs
to ‘transfer’ the integral representation formula from the model to
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the free manifold. In Section 4, we show how a general generic CR
submanifold of type 2 can be “freed” by the addition of variables.
It is then possible to obtain the integral representation formula for
the general case from the free case by integrating out these added
variables. All these ideas are motivated by the work of Folland and
Stein [F'S], Rothschild and Stein [RS], etc.

In Section 5, we show how these local integral representation for-
mulas can be used to begin the study of H? functions on domains
with edge which is a generic CR submanifold of type 2. In par-
ticular, we prove that HP functions have appropriate admissible
limits almost everywhere along the edge, for 0 < p < oo, and we
obtain a necessary condition for a CR distribution on the edge to
be the boundary values of an H? function. In recent work, Rosay
[R] has shown that H? functions on a wedge with an arbitrary
generic CR edge has admissible limits almost everywhere, at least
for 1 < p < oo. It is not clear whether his arguments also work for
p <l

An announcement of the results of this paper appeared in [BN].
The authors would like to thank Jean-Pierre Rosay for many useful
conversations about this subject.

1. Preliminaries and statement of the main theorem. In
this Section, we recall certain basic definitions and results relating to
submanifolds of open subsets of C*. These concepts are necessary
for the precise statement of our main result on the existence of
a local integral representation formula for holomorphic functions.
This theorem is stated at the end of the Section.

Let U C C" be an open set and let p, : U - R, 1 <1 < d be
functions of class C*®. Set M = {z € Ulp,(z) =0, 1<I<L d},
and assume dp; A...Adpg #0 on M. Then M is a C* submani-
fold of U of real codimension d. For p € M, let T,M denote the real
tangent space to M at p. The maximal complex subspace of T, M is
denoted by TI;C =T,MNJ(T,M), where J is the complex structure
map given by multiplication by 2 = v/=1. M is called a CR sub-
manifold, with CR dimension m if for all p € M, dimg T;,CM = 2m.
M is called generic if for allp € M, T,M + J(T,M) =C*. If M is
a generic CR. submanifold of real codimension d and CR dimension
m, it follows that n = m + d.



LOCAL REPRODUCING KERNELS 5

We shall frequently use the following result on the local represen-
tation of generic CR manifolds. We use the notation

(21« s Zmy W1, .-« ,wq) = (2, W)

for coordinates in C™4.

PROPOSITION 1.1. Let M C U C C™*? be a generic CR sub-
manifold with CR dimension m and real codimension d. For ev-
ery point p € M, there exist open neighborhoods U, of p, V, of
0 € C™*4, a biholomorphic map ¢, : U, = V,, and a C* function
hy : C™ x R — R? such that if we write

Mp :wp(MﬂUp) C Vp

then
M, = {(2,w) € V, | Re(w) = hy (z,Im(w))} .

The function h, satisfies

hy(0,0) = 0
Vhy(0,0) =0
82h,(0,0)

—0 1<jk<m
02;02x =5E=m

Proof. This is standard. The existence of a function h, satisfying
the first two conditions follows from the implicit function theorem
by viewing M locally near p as a graph over the tangent space
T,M. The further condition on the vanishing of the pure second
derivatives of h, at the origin is achieved by a standard quadratic
biholomorphic mapping (see Section 7.2 in [B] for details). Il

A complex vector field L on an open subset of C" is said to be of
type (1,0) if it can be written as L = >7_, a;(2) aizj' Suppose that
M is a generic CR submanifold of CR dimension m and real codi-
mension d in an open set U C C*. Then for each point p € M, there
is a neighborhood U, of p in C* and m linearly independent C'*° vec-
tor fields of type (1,0) on Uy, {L1, ..., Ly}, such that L;(p)(z) =0
for 1 <j<mand1l<1<d Ifwewrte L; = 2(X; — 1 Xy )
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where the {X} are real vector fields, then the real vector fields
{X1,...Xom} at g span T;CM for all g € M N U,.

DEFINITION 1.2. M is of type 2 at p if the vector fields
{Xi,...,Xom} at p together with all the second order commutators
{..,[X;,Xk),...} 1<,k <2m atpspan the entire real tangent
space T,M. Equivalently, the vector fields {L1,... , Ly, L1, ... , Ly}
together ~ with all mixed second order commutators
{..,[Lj;Lx],...} 1< j,k < m at p span the complexified tan-
gent space T,M ® C.

This condition is easily seen to be independent of the choice of
vector fields {L,..., Ly, }. This condition is also open; i.e. if M is
of type 2 at p then M is of type 2 at all points in some neighborhood
of p. We say that M s of type 2 if M is of type 2 at every point
pe M.

This analytic definition of type is equivalent to a geometric con-
dition on the Levi form on M, whose definition we now recall. For
p € M, let Y, M denote the orthogonal complement to TI‘,CM inT,M,
and let N,M = J(Y,M). This space is not necessarily orthogonal
to T,(M), but it is transverse, i.e. T,(M)NN,(M) = {0}. We have

T,M =TS &Y,M
C* =T,M + N, M.

Let 7, : T,M — Y,M be the orthogonal projection map. Let
H}°(M) denote the subspace of the complexified tangent space
to M at p spanned by tangent vectors of type (1,0), (i.e. by
{L,,...,Ly} at p). If Z belongs to H°(M), then the vector field
>[Z,Z] is a real tangent vector field.

DEFINITION 1.3. The Levi form is the well defined quadratic
mapping L, : Hy*(M) — N,M given by

£o(2) = =7 (my (%[z, 7).

The closure of the convex hull of the image of £, is a closed cone in
N, M and is denoted by I',.

We shall need a way to compute the Levi form of M at p. For
any fixed p € M, we first biholomorphically map M near p to
M, = {(z,w) € C™ x C%Re(w) = hy(z,Im(w))} where h, =
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(hps ..., hd) : C™ x R? — R? is smooth as in Proposition 1.1. Under
this biholomorphism, p gets mapped to the origin; H,°(M) gets
mapped to the copy of C™ given by {(z,0); z € C™} and N,(M)
gets mapped to the copy of R? given by {(0,z); z € R?}. Define
the bilinear form B, : C™ x C™ — C¢

m a2h}) m aZhd
0,0) &y, - - (0,0)¢,7
(g%% 020z ( 7k ;2:1 azaa_k ’ k)

It is a standard result that the Levi form of M at p (= Lo(M,)) is
given by the map
(215, 2m) = Bp(2,%)

(see Corollary 1 in Section 10.2 in [B]).

The following proposition exhibits the connection between the
commutator properties expressed in the type 2 condition, and geo-
metric properties of the cone I'p.

PROPOSITION 1.4. Let M C U C C" be a generic CR submani-
fold. The following are equivalent.
(1) M is of type 2 at p € M.
(2) Tp has nonempty interior in N,M.
(3) B,:C™ xC™ — C? is surjective.

Proof. By expanding [Z + W, Z + W] and [Z + W, Z + W] for
Z,W € H"(M), one easily sees that M is of type 2 at p if and only if
the set of vector fields L in H*(M) and L € H%'(M) together with
all second order commutators of the form [L, L] for L € H**(M)
span the complexified tangent bundle T(M) ® C near p. Now, (1)
and (2) are easily seen to be equivalent. Using the above formula
for the Levi form, clearly (2) and (3) are equivalent. g

For any subset K C N, M and any € > 0, let
K = {z € N,,Mlz € K,and |z]| < e}.

If v, and 7y, are two cones in N, M, we say that v, is smaller than
2 and write y; < 2 if 77 N S is a compact subset of the interior of
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72 where S is the unit sphere in N,M. We now describe the type
of wedge domains which we will study.

DEFINITION 1.5. Let M C U C C" be a generic, CR submanifold
of type 2. An open set Q C C" is a domain with edge M if:
(1) McQ
(2) For each p € M and for each cone v < I, there exists an open
set w C M containing p and an € > 0 such that

w4y C Q.

Property (2) roughly states that near a point p € M, Q locally
contains translates of M in directions strictly interior to the cone
Lp.

The set w + 7y, is parameterized in a natural way by w X 7.. After
shrinking e if necessary, we can consider the projection II of w + 7,
onto M so that for z € w + 7,

z—1II(2) € NH(Z)M.

We write
r(2) = [z = 1I(2)|

where the absolute value denotes the length of a vector in Ny,) M.
We then have

PropoOsITION 1.6. Let M C U C C* be a generic CR submani-
fold of type 2, and let Q C C" be a domain with edge M. Letp € M
and let v < T'p. Then there ezist a neighborhood w C M of p, a
constant € > 0, and constants C, and Cs so that for every q € w
and every w € vy, the following holds: if z = q + w, then

We shall need to use the nonisotropic pseudometric and corre-
sponding nonisotropic balls on M induced by the ambient complex
structure on C*. We only summarize the construction, which can be
carried out for any CR submanifold M of finite type (see [NSW] for
more details). Suppose {L; = X1 + 1 Xpmt1,- -+ Lim = X + 1 Xom }
is a basis for H°(M) on an open set w C M.
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DEFINITION 1.7. For p € w and § > 0, let

B(p,9) = {exp ﬁf ;X + %m: ﬂ],k[vaXk]:l ();

1=1 7,k=1
(,Yj,,Bj’k € R with |Ozj| < 5, |,8j’k| < 52}

where exp denotes the exponential map.
There also exists a pseudo-metric D : M x M — [0, 00) so that

B(p,d) = {q € M; D(p,q) < d}.

These balls have Euclidean dimension ¢ in the m complex tangent
space directions of M at ¢ and so D behaves roughly Euclidean in
these directions. In the d totally real tangent directions, these balls
have Euclidean dimension roughly 62 and so D behaves roughly
like the square root of the Euclidean distance in the totally real
directions.

The next lemma summarizes the important properties of these
balls.

LEMMA 1.8. [NSW] Given a compact set K C M, there are
constants 0 < Cj < C% < oo such that
(1) C}l{ (52d+2m < IB((], 5)| < C%( 52d+2m f07” g€ K,‘
(2) If0 <01 < 6y and q1, g2 € K with B(gy,01) N B(ga, 02) # 0,
then B(qy,61) C B (q2, C%57).
Here, |B(q,0)| denotes the Lebesgue surface measure of the set
B(q,9).

We can now state our main result on the existence of a local inte-
gral representation formula for holomorphic functions and the cor-
responding estimates for plurisubharmonic functions on a domain
with an edge given by a generic CR submanifold of type 2.

THEOREM 1. Let U C C* be an open set and let M C U be a
generic CR submanifold of type 2. Let € be a domain with edge M.
Letpe M, lety <T)p, and let {Ly,... ,Ln} be a basis for the space
HYY(M) near p. There ezist the following: a neighborhood w C M
of p; a constant € > 0; a constant C < 0o; and a C* function

K :{w+7v} x M —[0,00)
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with the following properties:
(1) Forz € w+7, fized, the function K,(¢) = K(z,() has compact

support in B(II(2), C4/7(2)).

(2) For every noncommuting polynomial P(L, L) of degree k > 0
in the vector fields Ly, ... , L, L1, ... , Ly, and every compact
set K' in M, there is a constant C so that

B <H(z), m)

& -1

P (L,T) (K.)(©)] < Cr(2)8

for (z,{) € {w+ 7} x K'.
(3) If F is a function which is continuous on the closure of the
set ) and holomorphic on €1, then for z € w + 7,

F) = [ K(z,0)F(()do(¢)

where do is the surface measure on M.

(4) If u is a function which is continuous on the closure of the set
Q and plurisubharmonic on €1, then for z € w + 7,

u@| < [ K0 u(O)ldo(Q)

where do is the surface measure on M.

The proof of Theorem 1 is accomplished in Sections 2,3, and 4.

2. The model case. The object of this Section is to study a
very special case of a domain with an edge which is a generic CR
submanifold of type 2. This example will serve as a model for the
general case. As we shall see, this model domain and edge play the
same role as the Siegel upper half space and the boundary Heisen-
berg group do for the study of strictly pseudoconvex domains.

We let MC = C™ denote the complex vector space of m x m
complex matricies, and let H,, denote the real vector subspace of
m X m Hermitian matricies. For any r x s complex matrix W, let
W* denote the conjugate transpose s x r matrix. In particular, for
W e MS, set
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ROV) = 5 (W + W)
(W) = 5 (W ~ ).

Then for W € M,,, R(W) and (W) are Hermitian, W = R(W) +
1S(W), and ME = H,, ® 1H,. We can also decompose MC as
MR @ «MR by MS > Z — Re{Z} + 1Im{Z} where ME is the
space of real m x m matrices. Here, Re{Z} and Im{Z} denote
the usual real and imaginary parts of a matrix Z with complex
entries. It will be useful to know the relationship between these two
decompostions. To this end, we define the map A : MX — H,, as
follows. Let X be an element of MX. Decompose X as D+ U + L
where D is the diagonal part of X; U is the upper triangular part
of X (with diagonal entries set to 0); and L is the lower triangular
part of X (with diagonal entries set to 0). Define A(X) to be the
matrix D + (U + L) + (U* —1L). We can extend A to act on all of
MZE by complex linearity (the range of A then becomes MS). It is
an easy exercise to show the following:

R(A(Z)) = A(Re(2))
I(A(2)) = A(Im(Z)).

Since MR is a totally real subspace of MY, one immediate conse-
quence of this is that the splitting of ME into H,, @ 1H,, exhibits
H,, as a maximal totally real subspace of MS.

We shall view elements of C™ as m X 1 complex matricies, and

hence if
21

z then 2z*=[Z1,...,Zm)
Zm

Define a quadratic form @,, : C™ — H,, given by
2121 %122 --- Z1Zm
2921 29229 ... 29Zm

Qm(z) =z2z" =

2ZmZ1 ZmZ2 - - - ZmZm
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DEFINITION 2.1. Define p: C™ x MS — H,, by setting
p(z,Z) = R(Z) — Qm(2).

Then set

Y {(z, Z) e C™ x Mf,il?R(Z) = zz*}

{(z:2) eC™ x MZ|n(z2) =0},

and
Qn = {(z; Z)eC™ x Mﬁl?R(Z) > zz*}
= {(z;Z) e C™ x Mﬁlp(z;Z) > O}.

Here and below, we adopt the following notation: for matrices M,
and Ms, we say that M; > M, if M; — M, is positive definite.

It is easy to check that ¥, is a generic CR submanifold of C™ X
ME = Cmtm? of type 2, and that €2, is a domain with edge X%,,.
We often identify ¥,, with C™ x H,, via the correspondence

C" x Hn 3 (2,Y) & (222" +1Y) € Tp,.

If (2,2) € Qp, then Z = 22*+ X +1Y with X,Y € H,,, and X > 0.
There is a natural projection 7 : Q,, — ¥, given by

ﬂ((z;zz* +X +2Y)) = (z;22* +1Y).

Each element (w; W) € C™ x M defines a holomorphic mapping
of C™ x M to itself as follows:

DEFINITION 2.2. For (w;W) € C™ x MS, let Tyw) : C X
ME — C™ x ME be the holomorphic map given by

T(w;w)((z; Z)) = (z +w; Z+ W+ 2zw*).

We have the following proposition whose easy proof we leave to the
reader.

PROPOSITION 2.3. T(y ;wy) © Twy;ws) = T(ws,ws) where

(w3; W3) = (’U)2 + Wh, W2 + W1 + 2w2w{) = T(wl;Wl) ((’LUQ; Wg))
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Moreover
p (T(w;w)(z; Z)) = p(2; Z) + p(w; W).

It now follows that if (w; W) € %,,, then T(y,w) carries ¥,, to
itself and €2,,, to itself. These calculations show that ¥, is a group
under the multiplication

(w; W) - (2,2) = (z+w; Z+ W + 2zw").

We can also define an action of GL(m,C) on C™ x ME as follows.

DEFINITION 2.4. For g € GL(m,C), let Sy : C™ x M — C™ x
MZE be the holomorphic map given by

So((%2)) = (9292 7").

PROPOSITION 2.5. This action of GL(m,C) preserves ¥,, and
Qm, and is a group of automorphisms of ¥,,.

Proof. We have
Rlg-W-g")=g-RW)-g".
If R(W) > z2*, then R(g- W - g*) > (g9 2)(g - 2)*, with equality in
one equation if and only if there is equality in the other. Also
Sy ((w; W) - (2 Z)) = Sg((z +w;, Z+ W + 2zw*))
=(gz+9w;9Zg" +gWg" +2(g92)(gw)")
= Sg((w; W)) : Sg((z; Z))
O

We are interested in the existence of analytic discs in €2, with
boundary in ,,. Every analytic disc in C™ x Mg is a continuous
map A = (Z; W) : D — C™ x ME which is holomorphic on D. We
write
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where each Z;(-) is a (scalar) holomorphic function. W(-) is an
m X m matrix-valued holomorphic function. Such an analytic disc
maps the boundary of the unit disc D into ¥, if and only if

R(W (7)) =2 () - 2 ()

for 0 < 0 < 27.
We shall introduce the notation Ay () for the special analytic disc

Ao(€) = (Z0(C); Wo(<))

where
5
20 =< |,
CTTL
and i
[ 1 0 0 ...0
2( 1 0 ...0
Wo(Q)=| 2¢® 2% 1 ...0].
_2(';“1 2{';“2 2(’;“3 . 1
Note that
1 ¢ ¢ .Y
¢ 1 ¢ Z’”‘z
RWo(@)=| ¢ ¢ 1 .07
_C";_l CmZ—Z Cm—3 1
Also,
(T
¢?C ¢*C T ..

Qm(Z6(0)) = | ¢5C T T ... ¢5C"

(T CmC T ¢
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Thus when |{| =1,

RWo(€)) = @m(Zo(C)) = Zo(¢) - Zo (<)

and hence Ay maps D to L,,. If & = (&,...,&,) € C™, then
(?R(WO(C))é, §) is a harmonic function of ¢, while (Qm(ZO(C))f,f) =

o2
’E;":l ¢ €j| is a subharmonic function of {. It is easy to check that

((?R(WO(O)) - Qm(ZO(O)))f,E) = |¢|? and hence it follows from the
minimum principle for superharmonic functions that R(Wy(¢)) —
Qm(Z(¢)) > 0 for |(| < 1. Hence the analytic disc Ay maps the
open unit disc to ,,.

We now construct a local integral representation formula for €2,,,.
Let F' be holomorphic on §2,,, and continuous on §,,. Let I denote
the m x m identity matrix. Note that (0; ) € Q,,. Our object is to
construct a representing measure on Y, for the point (0;1) € Q,,
which has compact support and C* density; i.e. to find a C'*
function K, with compact support, such that

F(O;1) = [ F(C) Ko() dA()

m

where d\ is Lebesgue measure on X, = C™ x H,,. Later, we shall
obtain a representation formula for other points in €2,, by making
use of the group structure on §2,,.

Since F' is holomorphic on the subset of the complex subspace

{(w) e C x ME|R(W) > 0},
we can use the mean value property to conclude that

FOD)= [ FO:I+W)p(W)dW,

m

where ¢ is any radial function with compact support in a small
neighborhood of 0 € ME and with total integral equal to one. Write
W = H + 1Y where both H,Y € H,,. Thus for a suitable function
 with compact support we have

FO,I) = / ) / CF(O;(I+ H) +1Y) p(H,Y) dH dY.
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Note that the integrand has support in a small neighborhood of the
origins of each copy of H,,. Next, we make the change of variables

(I+H)=I+X)?

that is,
H=2X+X?

where X € H,,. The mapping X — 2X + X? is a diffeomorphism
from some small neighborhood of the origin of H,, to a neighborhood
of the origin of H,,. Hence there is a smooth function 1 with support
near the origin of H,, x H,, so that

FO1) = / / (I + X)? +1Y)9(X,Y) dX dY.

Let U(m) denote the group of m X m unitary matricies, and let
dg denote Haar measure on U(m). Since Zp(0) = 0 and W,(0) = I,
for every g € U(m), we have

F(0; (I +X)*+1Y)
= F((I+X)g20(0); (I +X) gWo(0) g* (I + X) +1Y)

and so F'(0; I) is given by the integral

/// (I + X) g Zo(0);

Hp X Hp XU (m)
(I+X)gWo(0)g* (I +X) +1Y) ¢(X,Y) dgdX dY.

We perform the translation X = I + X and let 1/3()2 YY) = 1/)(X' —
I1,Y). Then, we drop the”. Since the map

D3¢ = (Xg2(C); X gWo(¢) g" X +1Y)

is an analytic disc, the mean value property of holomorphic func-
tions implies that F'(0; I) is given by the integral

27T/m/m/[](m)/ F(X g2 w)’

X gWy(e?) g* X +1Y) (X,Y) dfdgdX dY.
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Since R(Wo(e®)) = Zo(e¥) - Zp(e)*, the point
U(X,Y,9,0) = (X g Zo () ; X gWo () g X +2¥)

belongs to ¥, for any X,Y € Hy, g € U(m) and 6 € [0,27]. We
now study this mapping ¥ : H,,, x H,, x U(m) x [0, 27] — X,,. We
have

LEMMA 2.6. For each fized go € U(m) and 6y € [0,27], the
mapping VU has mazimal rank at the point (1,0, go, 6p).

Proof. After we identify X, with C™ x H,,, the mapping ¥ be-
comes

U(X,Y,9,0) = (X g Zo(e®),Y) € C" x Hp,.
Thus it suffices to show that the mapping

ew
210
(X,9,0) > Xg| . | €C”

en'nO
has rank m at the point (I, go, #y)). This is clear if we restrict X to

diagonal matricies and g to diagonal multiples of go. This completes
the proof. O

Using this lemma, we can integrate out the extra variables in the
above integral formula for F'(0, ) and obtain the following.

LEMMA 2.7. There is a non-negative function Ky € C§(E,,)
such that:
(1) For every function F which is continuous on y, and holo-
morphic on Q,

FO:1) = [ F() Ko(6) dAE)

- /Cm / F(z,Y)Ko(2,Y) dY dz;
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(2) For every function u which is continuous on Q,,, and plurisub-
harmonic on Q,

u(@ D) < [ [u(©)] Ko(€) dr(©)
_// u(z,Y)|Ko(2,Y) dY dz.

In the above formulas, we have identified a point (z,2) € L,
with (2,Y) € C™ x H,, where Y = §(Z). In the derivation of (1),
we dealt with representing the value of a holomorphic function, but
if the function is plurisubharmonic, all equalities are replaced by
inequalities and (2) is obtained.

We can obtain representation formulas for other points in 2,
by making use of the group structure and dilations on ¥,, in the

formulas in Lemma 2.7.
Let (205 Zo) = (20; 2025 +Xo+1Ys) be a pomt in Q,,. Since Xy > 0,

Xy has a unique positive square root Xo € H,,. Then

(20; Zo) = (20 2025 + Xo +1Y0) = T(zo,zYo+zozo)S ((0 I))

If F is continuous on £, and holomorphic on ,,, put

F(Zo;Zo) (Z; Z) = F(T(zo,zYo+zoza)S ((z Z))

so that Fi,,z,) is again continuous on O, and holomorphic on Q.
By the last lemma, we have

F((20:20))
= F(zo;Zo) ((0; I))
= //U" <Ho F(zo;Zo) (Z, Y)KO(za Y) dY dz

= //Cm H. F(T'(ztho+zoz3)SX(% ((Z, Y))Ko(z, Y) dY dz
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- //cm X Hom, F(Tavotaozg) ((Z; Y))
Ko(S7} ((2,Y)) det(Xo)™™ ' dY dz
X'Q'

/Gt

Ko(S7LT ! ((2,Y)) det(Xo)™™ ' dY da.

1 % (z0;2Yo+2023)
Xf ’ 0
0

Thus we have proved

THEOREM 2.8. There is a non-negative, C*® function K : Q,, X
Em — [0,00) such that if

(Zg; ZO) = (ZO; Z()Zg + X() + Zl/()) € Qm

(1) For every function F which is continuous on Q,, and holo-
morphic on Qy,,

Flz0; Zo) = / /Cm L F&Y) K ((20; Z0), (,Y)) dY dz.

(2) For every function u which is continuous on Q,, and plurisub-
harmonic on Q,,,

|u(zo0; Zo)| < //cmme |u(z,Y)| K((zo; Zy), (z, Y)) dY dz.

Moreover,
K ((ZO; ZoZS + Xo + 7'}/0)) (27 Y)) =

det(Xo) ™™ Ko (Xo_%(z — %), X3 E (Y = Yy — 25(220)) XO_%) .

In later Sections, we shall be particularly concerned with the
situation when the point (29, Zp) lies in the normal space to the
manifold ¥, at the point (0,0); i.e., we consider the case when
(20, Zo) = (0, X,) with X > 0. In this case, the reproducing kernel
takes the form

K((0,Xo), (2, Y)) = det(Xo) ™" Kq (XO‘ T, X TY X, %) .
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In other words, the reproducing kernel for points in the normal to
the origin is obtained from the reproglucing kernel for the fixed point
(0,I) by dilation by the matrix X 2

Theorem 2.8 can easily be used to establish Theorem 1 for the
model case. Statements (1) and (2) of theorem 2.8 establish state-
ments (3) and (4) of Theorem 1. To show the support property
(1) of Theorem 1, we first note that Iy is the cone H;} which by
definition is the set of positive definite, Hermitian symmetric m x m
matrices. Suppose v < H, is given. The distance from the point
p = (2,2 2*+ X) to X,,, (denoted r(p) in Theorem 1) is propor-
tional to ||X||, which in turn is proportional to the m*™ root of
det X. The proportionality constant can be chosen to depend only
on 7. Since Kj has support in a fixed compact set, the desired
support property for K follows from the above formula for K. The
desired estimate on K also follows from this formula and from the
fact that |B(H(p) \/T(p) ' = r(p)™t™ 2 (det X )™t

Though it is nice to have an explicit formula for K, such as the
one given above, an explicit formula is not necessary to establish
the desired support property and estimate stated in (1) and (2) of
Theorem 1. These properties can be established by first finding a
representing kernel K for points of the form z = (0, X) for X of unit
norm and then rescaling. For example, suppose we have a smooth
function (z,() — K(z, () with compact (-support in X,, such that

FO,X)= [ F(Q)K((0,X),Q)do(¢) for [[X]| =1

(ETm

for holomorphic F. Now suppose ||X|| = e. Define the scale map
Sc(z,2) = (e2z,¢ ' Z). The sets Q, and %,, are invariant under
this scale map. S, takes the point (0, X) to (0,6 'X) and e ' X has
unit norm. Using the above representation, we obtain

F(0,X) = F(S7(0,7' X))
- /F(S;l(g)) K((0,e1X),¢) do(¢)

= [ FQK((0,67X),5.0) ™™ do(¢)
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The kernel K(z,¢) = K(z, Sc(¢)) has (-support in the ball B(0, 1/¢)
and € is proportional to the distance from z to £. Since e™*™” is
comparable to the measure of B(0,+/€), the estimate in (2) also
follows from the fact that K(z,() has compact (-support.

This idea of first representing holomorphic functions at points of
the form (0, X) with ||X|| = 1 and then rescaling will be used for
more general edges where explicit formulas are too complicated to
analyze directly.

3. Free generic CR submanifolds of type 2. For a general
type 2 submanifold of CR dimension m, if {L,,...,L,} is a basis
for the space of tangential vector fields of type (1,0) near a given
point po, then the collection of 2m + m? vector fields

(Li,... \Low L1, Ty (L Tl )

span the complexified tangent space at each point near py. In gen-
eral, there may be linear relations between these vector fields, and
these relations may change from point to point. (The subset of vec-
tor fields {L1,... , Ly, L1, ... , Ly} is of course always linearly inde-
pendent.) These changing relationships may lead to abrupt changes
in the local nature of CR functions on M, and present difficulties
when studying local analytic discs with boundaries in M near py.
In this Section, we study a particularly simple class of generic CR
submanifolds of type 2 where these difficulties are not present.

DEFINITION 3.1. Let M C U C C" be a generic CR submanifold
of type 2. Let py be a point in M. Then M is free at p, if for some
(and hence for any) choice of basis {Li, ... , L} for the tangential
vector fields of type (1,0) near po, the 2m + m? vector fields

U2V 5 SR AN 1 7 FS R

are linearly independent at p, (and hence in a neighborhood of
po). This is equivalent to the condition that the m? vector fields
{...,[Lj, Lg], ...} are linearly independent near py.

On a general generic submanifold of type 2, of CR dimension m
and real codimension d, the “missing” d directions in T, M which are
not in TX M are spanned by the m? vector fields {... ,[L;, Lg], ... }.
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It follows that in general, the codimension d is at most m2. However
if M is free, we must have d = m?. Thus we have

PRroPOSITION 3.2. A generic CR submanifold M C U C C* of
type 2 and CR dimension m is free if and only if the real codimension
is m2.

The first main objective of this Section is to show that a generic
CR submanifold of type 2 which is free can be well approximated in
an appropriate sense by the model CR submanifold ¥,,. We need
to introduce notations for certain spaces of mappings.

Let C%2(C™ x H,,; Hy)o denote the space of C? mappings

h:C" x H,, - H,,
with compact support which satisfy

a) h(0,0) = 0;
b)  VA(0,0) = 0;
c)  V2n(0,0) =0.

Here V denotes the gradient with respect to all variables, and V,
denotes the gradient only with respect to the variables z € C™. For
h € C*(C™ x Hp,; Hpy)o we set

111z = 1IRllsup + [Vl lsup + [ VAl loup-

The condition h € C?(C™ x H,,; H,;)o means that near the origin,
we have h(z,Y) = O(|z]3+|2||Y|+]|Y|?). If we give the z-coordinate
weight 1 and the Y-coordinate weight 2, then h vanishes to third
order at the origin.

LEMMA 3.3. Let U C C* be open, and let M C U be a free
generic CR submanifold of U of type 2. Let py be a point in M.
Then there exist an open neighborhood V of the origin in C™ X
ME, a neighborhood w of py in C*, a C® mapping h : wN M —
C?(C™ x Hyn; Hy)o, and a C*™ mapping ¥ from wN M to the space
of biholomorphic mappings of C* with the following properties (we
write h, and ¥, instead of h(p) and ¥(p)):

(1) For each p € wN M there is a neighborhood U, of p in C* so

that U, is a biholomorphic mapping of U, to V.
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(2) ¥p(p) = (0,0), and

dU,(T,M) = {(2,W) € C™ x Mg, |R(W) =0};
AU, (TEM) = {(2,W) € C™ x M§ | W =0}
AU, (N,M N U,) = {(2,W) € V|2 =0,3(W) =0}

(3) If we set M, = Y,(M NU,) then M, is a free generic CR
submanifold of V, and

M, ={(,W) €V C C™ x M5 |R(W) = 22" + hy(z, (W)} .

(4) Forp e wnNM, the function h, is infinitely differentiable, and
has compact support on C™ x H,,.

The point of this lemma, expressed explicitly in item (3), is that
near each point p € M, we can make a biholomorphic change of
variables so that M has the same equation as the model case except
for a third order error term.

Proof. The argument is fairly standard. Recall that according to
the proof of Proposition 1.1, for any p € M, there is a neighborhood
Up of p, a translation and unitary change of variables ¥;,, and a

neighborhood V” of the origin in C™*™ so that

(w) = gy(2, Im(w)) }

(M NU,) ={(z,w) €

where
2 2
9p = (gp,la cee ,gp,mz) : C™™ - R™

is a function of class C* with g,(0,0) = 0, Vg,(0,0) = 0, and

d%g,
szazk
of variables ¥; can be made to depend smoothly on p. Moreover,
the hypotheses on M imply that the Hermitian bilinear form

(0,0) =0for 1 < j,k < m. Near a fixed point py, the change

i 6 gp, = 82911,m2 =
Bp(£> (]Z 321 fj Ny« -+ Z azja_'z_k (0, 0)5_77719

j k=1 jk=1

is surjective.
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To complete the proof of Lemma 3.3, we need a result on the
universality of the Hermitian form B,, : C™® x C™ — MC, where

&M &7 -+ &7
&My &My - &Ml

Bu&m =" .0

fmﬁl fmﬁz v gmﬁm

This result will also be needed in §4. O

LEMMA 3.4. Let B: C™ x C™ — C? be any Hermitian bilinear
form. There ezist a unique real linear map T : H, — R¢ and
associated complez linear map Tg : ME — C? such that for all
&neCm, 5

B(&,n) = Tp(Bm(&,m))-

Here, Tp(X +1Y) = Tg(X) +T5(Y), where X,Y € Hp,.

Proof. Let é; = (0,...,0,1,0,...,0) be the standard basis ele-
ment of C™ which is the m-tuple consisting of zeros except for a 1
in the j*" spot. A basis over C for ME is given by the collection of
matricies é;; = {Bn(€;,€k)}, 1 < j,k < m. We then obtain a basis
over R for H,, by setting

f/:jaj:éjyj7 1SJSm’
fir=R(Ex) 1<j<k<m,
fAj,k = %(ék’j) 1 < k <j < m.
We define the real linear map Tz by prescribing its action on this
basis. We set:
Tp(f;;) = B(¢;,¢;), 1<i<m,
r 1 H7A A\ ~ ~ .
TB(fj,k) = E(B(ej,ek) + B(ej,ek)), 1<j<k<m,
1

Z(B(éj,ék) ~ B(¢,é)), 1<k<j<m.

Ts(fix) =

It is easy to check that the operator defined in this way satisfies the
required properties, and is unique. O
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COROLLARY. If B : C™ x C™ — R¢ is a Hermitian bilinear form
which is surjective, then the real linear mapping Tg : H,, — R® for
the associated bilinear mapping is surjective.

We can now complete the proof of Lemma 3.3. Since the bilin-
ear form sz is surjective, the corresponding linear mapping T, :
ME — C™ is surjective, and hence bijective. If we let ¥, denote
the composition of the biholomorphic mapping \Il;, with the map

(z,w) = (2, T5, (w))

we obtain the the biholomorphic mapping whose existence is as-
serted by the theorem. The rest of the argument is standard. O

For the model domain, our reproducing formula was constructed
from an explicit family of analytic discs whose boundary lies in ¥,
and whose centers sweep out an appropriate cone in the normal
space. Since M, is well approximated by ¥, we expect that there
will be a similar family of discs in this case, at least if the size of the
discs is kept small. In order to see that this is so, we need to briefly
recall the analysis of Bishop’s equation. (The solution to Bishop’s
equation is discussed thoroughly in [B].)

Let C1*(S'; H,,) denote the space of continuously differentiable
functions from the unit circle S* to H,, whose first derivatives satisfy
a Holder condition of order . Let Ay®(ID;C™) denote the space
of continuously differentiable functions from the unit circle to C™
whose first derivatives satisfy a Holder condition of order «, and
which are boundary values of holomorphic functions on the unit

disc which vanish at the origin.
For h € C*(C™ x H,,; Hy)o, put

My ={(z, X +1¥) € C" x MS| X = 22" + h(,Y)}.

Here and below, we let X € H,, denote the coordinate ®(W) and
Y € H,, denote (W) for W € MS. Define a map

H: C*(C™ x Hy; Hp)o x Ag®(D; C™) x CY*(SY; H,,)
X Hy — CH(SY; Hy)

by setting
Hh(Z, U, Y) (C) = h(Z(C)’ U(C) + Y)
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for || = 1. Then H is a smooth map, and the hypotheses on h
imply

H,(0,0,0) =0
DzHy(0,0,0) =0
D,H,(0,0,0) =0
Dy Hj(0,0,0) =0

where D, stands for the Frechet derivative with respect to the given
variable .

For a continuous function u : S* — MX the Hilbert transform of
u is the function Tu : S' — MR with the property that u + iT' :
S' — M is the boundary values of an analytic function G : D —
ME with ImG(0) = 0. We wish to modify this definition of the
Hilbert transform as follows. Let u be a continuous function from
S' to Hy; let G : D — MC be the unique analytic function with
R(G)|s: = u and I(G)(0) = 0; then define T'u to be the restriction
of (G) to S!. Using the map A defined at the beginning of Section
2 and the discussion there, it is clear that 7 = Ao T o A~!. From
here on, we drop the and denote this modified Hilbert transform by
T. T is a continuous linear mapping from the space C1*(S'; H,,)
to itself provided 0 < a < 1. From now on, we fix such an o, say
o = 1. We denote the norm on this space by [| - ||. Next define

®: C*(C™ X Hp; Hp)o x Ay®([D;C™) x CH(SY; Hy,)
x H, — C"*(S'; H,,)

by

(I)h(Z,’U, Y) =v - T(Z AT Hh(Z, v, Y))
The equation ®,(Z,v,y) = 0 is called Bishop’s equation, and we
view it as an equation for an unknown function v, given the param-
eter function h, the analytic mapping Z, and the point Y. By the
definition of T, a solution v = v,(Z,Y) to Bishop’s equation gives
rise to an analytic disc G, = G»(Z,Y) with values in C? such that

R(Gh(Z,Y))|s1 = Z - 2" + Hu(Z,0,Y)
g(Gh(Z, Y))ISI = ’Uh(Z, Y) +Y
S(Gu(Z,Y))((=0)=Y.
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From the first of these equations, we see that the analytic disc
An(Z,Y)(¢) = (2(¢),Gn(2,Y)(C))

maps the boundary S? of the unit disc to Mj.
Note that if h = 0, then the analytic disc 4y(Z,Y’) has boundary
in the model domain ¥, and is given for |(| = 1 by

Ao(2,Y)(C) = (2(€), Z2(0) Z(¢)" ++T(2Z7)(¢) +1Y).

The next theorem summarizes the information we shall need about
the existence of solutions to Bishop’s equation. For 6, > 0 set

Ws = {h € C*(C™ X Hp; Hn)o | [[l> < 6};
V,={(2,Y) € A7*(D;C™) x Hy ||| 2|2+ Y| < £}.

THEOREM 3.5. Fizt > 0 and € > 0. There exists § > 0 so that
for all h € Wy, there exists

Up, : Vvt — Cl’a(sl;Hm)
which satisfies Bishop’s equation:
w(Z,Y)=T(Z-Z*+ Hy(Z,v(Z,Y),Y)).

The mapping v, depends smoothly on h, and gives rise to a family
of analytic discs Ap(Z,Y) = (Z,Gr(Z,Y)) with boundary in My, for
(Z2,Y) € V;. We have

$(Gu(2,Y))(¢=0) =Y.
If we write
An(Z,Y)(C) = A(2,Y)(¢) + (0, En(2,Y)(Q))

then the following estimates hold

(1) IEL(Z,Y)(O) < €[llZI2+ 11211 Y] + Y 2);
(i) |Dz(En(2,Y)(C)] < €[l Z]] + |Y1];
(i) Dy En(Z,Y)(Q)] < €[llZ]| + IY1].
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Proof. Note that ®,(0,0,Y) = 0 since the Hilbert transform of a
constant is zero. Also

Dz®,(0,0,0) =0
D,®,(0,0,0) = I
Dy ®,(0,0,0) = 0.

From the implicit function theorem, there is a 6 > 0 such that
Bishop’s equation has a solution v = v,(Z,Y) for Z € Ay*(D) and
Y € Hp,, with (Z,Y) € V5. We wish to rescale to allow (Z,Y)
to be any element in V; where ¢ is given in the hypothesis of the
theorem. To this end, we let 2 = 62/t and X +1Y = 62(X + 1Y) /t2.
This rescaling map takes the set V; to V;. This rescaling map also
takes M = {X = h(z,Y)} to M = {X = h(3,Y)}, where h(z,Y) =
(6t~ 1)2h(t67 12, (t671)2Y). Since h is a function of order 3, if ||h||2 <
6, then ||Al| < t. This rescaling establishes the existence part of
the theorem.
To prove the estimates, we first note the estimate

lon(Z, V)| < C [12112 + Y P

which follows because the Frechet derivatives of v; vanish at the
origin. (To see this, differentiate Bishop’s equation.) The first es-
timate on the R-part of the error term E} follows from the above
estimate, the estimates we have on h, and from the formula

En(Z,Y)(C) = / P(C,e®)R(Z(e?), vn(Z,Y)(e®) + Y) db.

where P(-,-) is the Poisson kernel. The corresponding estimate for
the S-part follows from the estimate on the R-part and from the fact
that the Hilbert transform is a continuous map from C%*(S'; H,,)
to itself. The other two estimates follow similarly, by differentiating
Bishop’s equation. O

Let H,} denote the open cone in Hy, of strictly positive Hermitian
matricies. Define a mapping

Z : Hf x U(m) — Ay*(D;C™)

by .
Z(X,9) =Xz g2,
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Note that X
I1Z(X, 9)|| < C|X]?

for some universal constant C. It follows from the theorem that
given € > 0 and t > 0 there exists 6 > 0 so that if h € Wy, then
for all X € H} with |X| < #?, all Y € H,, with |Y| < #* and all
g € U(m) there exists the analytic disc A,(Z(X,g),Y) satisfying
the theorem. Consider the mapping

O :Wsx HY x Hy, x U(m) = M5

given by
@h(Xa Y’ g) = Gh(Z(Xa g)’Y)(O)

Our goal is to invert ©y, i.e. we wish to find a map vy, : H,} x H,, X
U(m) — H} so that ©,(¢n(X,Y,9),Y,9) = X +1Y. Calculations
for the model case show that

Go(Z(X,9),Y)(0) = X +4Y

and so
On(X,Y,9) =X +Y + Ex(Z(X,g),Y)(0).

Since E}, is a higher order error term, it is reasonable to expect that
we can invert O, for X and Y small. This is made precise in the
next lemma.

LEMMA 3.6. Let Ky C H} and Ky C H,, be compact subsets.
There ezists 6 > 0 so that for all h € Wy, there exists a smooth
mapping

Yn : Ky x Ko x U(m) — H,!

such that for any (X,Y) € Ky x K3 and any g € U(m),

@h(wh(X) Ya g))ya g) =X +1Y

Sketch of Proof. Fix compact sets K; C H;} and Ky C H,, (so
in particular, K, avoids the origin). Our estimates in Theorem 3.5
imply that § can be chosen small enough so that if h € Wy then
the X-derivative of the R-part of ©,(X,Y, ¢g) has maximal rank for
X € K; and Y € Kj. Since the S-part of E,(Z(X,9),Y)(¢ = 0)
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is zero, it is clear that the S-part of ©,(X,Y, g) is Y. The proof of
the lemma now follows easily.

We can now repeat the arguments of §2 pertaining to the model
case to find a local integral representation formula for holomorphic
functions at the point (0,7). First, suppose F' is a holomorphic
function on all of C™ x ME (instead of on just €, as stated in the
hypothesis of Theorem 1). Then as in §2 we have

F(O,I):// _ FOI+X +1¥)p(X,Y)dX dY

where ¢ is a radial function with compact support in a small neigh-
borhood of the origin 0 € MC. In particular, we can find compact
sets Ky C H} and K, C H,, so that the integration takes place
only over (X,Y) € K; x K,. Choose § > 0 according to Lemma
3.6. Then, for any h € W; and any g € U(m),

F(O,1+X +1¥) = F(AWZ(n(I +X,Y,9),9),Y)(0))
and hence
FO,1) = [[[ P2l + X,Y,9),0), ) (0)
©(X,Y)dX dY dg

=[] [ Pzt + X,Y,9),0),)(")

o(X, Y) dodX dY dg.

Using a comparison with the model case, it is clear that this last
integral is a compactly supported integral over M} with respect to
surface measure on M. We thus obtain the following analogue of
Lemma 2.7:

LEMMA 3.7. There exists 6 > 0 so that for all h € Wy, there
ezists a non-negative function K, € C§°(M},) such that:
(1) If F is holomorphic on C™ x MS then

PO, = [ F(QKn(Q)do(c);

h

(2) If u is continuous and plurisubharmonic on C™ x ME then

w(0, I |</ w(Q)| Ka(¢) do(¢).
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(Here do denotes the surface measure on My.) We also have the
following uniformity on the functions Kj:
(1) There is a constant C so that for all h € W,

suppt K, C {zth]|z| SC}§

(2) For each multiindez (B there is a constant Cg so that for all
h € Wy, if D is a derivative of order B3, then
sup |DYI ()] < Cp.

2ZEM},

So far, we have seen that if ||h||, is small enough, we can repre-
sent the point (0,) by integration against a compactly supported
smooth function on M. We can now use homogeneity arguments
to deal with arbitrary points (0, X) for X belonging to a smaller
cone vy < H}f.

LEMMA 3.8. Let v < H} be a relatively compact subcone. There
exists d > 0 so that if ||h||l2 < 0 and X € yN{|X| < 1} then there
is a function Kj, x € C§°(Mp,) with the following properties:

(1) If F is holomorphic on C™ x MS then

F(0,X) = [ F(C) Knx(C)do(C);

h

(2) If u is continuous and plurisubharmonic on C™ x M then

w0, < [ [u(¢)] Knx($) do(c).

h

Moreover

(1) There is a constant Cy so that the function K), x has compact
support in the nonisotropic ball on M, centered at the origin
having radius Cy | X|2.

(2) Let Ly,..., Ly be the standard basis for the vector fields of
type (1,0) on My near the origin. For every noncommut-
ing polynomial P(L,L) of degree k > 0 in the vectorfields

Li,..., Ly, Li,..., Ly, there is a constant Cp so that

B (11(2), /I1X1))

-1

|P(L, L) (Knx)(C)| < Cp|IX|| "2
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The constants C; and Cp are independent of h and X.

Proof. For any X € H, consider the linear map Sx : C™ x ME —
C™ x MS given by

Sx(z,2) = (X732, X 5 ZX7%).
Then Sx(0,X) = (0,1), and Sx (M) = My, , where
hx(2,Y) = X"2h (X2, X3V X?) X2,
Since h € C*(C™ x H,,; Hy)o has order 3, we have

lhx|l2 < C||Rl]2]| X ||2
< ClIhllz  for [|X]| < 1.

By restricting ||h||2, we can make ||hx||2 as small as desired. To
prove Lemma 3.8 for a given holomorphic function F', it suffices to
apply Lemma 3.7 to the function F o S3'. We have

F(0,X)=FoS5'(0,) = [ Fo Sz (QK(Q)don(c)
CeM,

where doy,(¢) denotes surface measure on M},. Therefore

FO,X)= [ FQKnx(C)do(C)

(eM

where K, x(¢) = Kn(Sx(¢))(Skxdor(¢)) The estimates on the deriva-
tives of K x follow from the chain rule and the volume estimate on
the nonisotropic ball given in Lemma 1.8. O

This lemma can be used to complete the proof of Theorem 1 for
the case of free generic CR submanifolds of type 2 as follows. Let
po be a fixed point in M. For p near py, we can biholomorphically
map M to M, so that its defining equations are in the normal form
given in Lemma 3.3. This biholomorphism takes p to 0 (the origin).
Therefore, it suffices to represent holomorphic functions at points of
the form (0, X) for X with sufficiently small norm and which belong
to some subcone «y of H}.
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Now we wish to apply the last lemma. However, there are 2 dif-
ferences between the statement of Theorem 1 for free generic CR
submanifolds of type 2 and the statement of Lemma 3.8. First,
Theorem 1 has no restriction on the norm of h. Second, Theo-
rem 1 assumes that the functions to be represented are holomorphic
(or plurisubharmonic) only on the open set € rather than all of
C™+m as stated in Lemma 3.8. The first difference can be han-
dled by the scaling argument given in the proof of Lemma 3.8 with
X = el. Note that in the proof of that lemma, the norm of the
function h¢(z,Y) = e 'h(y/ez,€Y) is bounded by a constant factor
of ||h||z€2. For a given h € C2(C™ x Hy; Hy)o, we can restrict
||he|l2 by suitably restricting e. Then, we can apply Lemma 3.8.
This rescaling means that the representation given in (1) and (2) of
Lemma 3.8 now only applies to X € 7 with sufficiently small norm.
For the second difference, we need to show that the analytic discs
used in the construction of the integral formulas not only have their
boundaries in M, but also lie entirely in €2, for then the proof of
Lemma 3.8 applies to functions which are holomorphic only in .
This additional fact follows from the following result.

LEMMA 3.9. Fiz constants C; > 0 and 0 < €y < € < 1. There 1s
a constant Cy such that for any pair of closed convez cones vy < ¥ <
H}, there is a t > 0 so that for any h € C?*(C™ X Hp,; Hy)o with
||h|]2 < t the following holds. Let 0 < 6 < 1. Let Z € Ay®(D;C™)
with || Z]| < C16 and let Y € H,, with |Y| < C10 and suppose

R(Gi(2,Y)(¢ =0)) € yN {ed® < |X| < €26},

Then An(Z,Y)(C) € My + {7 Nn{|X| < C26%}} for all |¢| < 1.

The lemma roughly states that if the center of an analytic disc
belongs to a set of the form My, + {yNSs} where S is some annulus
where the inner and outer radii are proportional to 62, then the
image of the entire disc must belong to M}, + {7’ N Bs} where Bj is
a ball of radius proportional to §2. Since Q is a domain with edge
M, the above lemma shows that the image of the discs constructed
in the proof of Lemma 3.7 are contained in €2 as desired.

Proof of Lemma 3.9. An easy scaling argument shows that it
suffices to prove the lemma in the case 6 = 1. We can write the
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analytic disc as

A(ZY)(C)
= (2(¢),6n(0))
= (2(¢),2(Q)- Z(¢)" + h(Z(¢), S(Gw(C))) +:S(Gi(()))
+ (0, R(Gw(€)) = Z(C) - Z(¢)* = h(Z(C), S(Gh(€))))-

The first term belongs to M. Therefore, it suffices to show that
the term

fn(Q) = R(Gr(Q)) = Z(¢) - Z(O)" = h(Z(C), 3(Gn(0)))

belongs to a compact subset of v/ given that R(GL(Z,Y)(¢ = 0))
belongs to v N {ey < | X| < €1}

Let S be the set of all real-affine linear maps of unit norm which
define the convex set 7' (i.e. a point X belongs to +' if and only if
¢(X) > 0 for all £ € S). Our hypothesis that R(Gr(Z,Y))(¢ = 0)
belongs to v N {ey < |X| < ¢} implies that there is an € > 0
(depending only on 7, 7' and ¢) with ¢(R(Gr(Z,Y)({ = 0)) > € for
all £ € S. Using Theorem 3.5, it follows that G, — Gy as h — 0.
Hence there exists a t > 0 such that if ||h||2 < ¢, then

DN Ny

(fo(0)) = £L(R(Go(Z,Y))(¢ = 0) >

In addition, —£o fy is subharmonic on D and vanishes on {|{| = 1}.
The Hopf lemma and the maximum principle together with the
previous inequality imply that there is a number 1 > 0 (depending
only on €) such that

(3.10) €(fo(¢)) 2 n(1 = [¢]) for [¢| < 1.

We wish to show that an analogous inequality holds with f, replaced
by fn, for this will show that fi(() belongs to ' as desired. We have

/() = fo(€) = R(Gn(€)) = R(Go(¢)) — h(Z(C), 3(Gr(C)))
=R(En(Z,Y)(C)) — M(Z(C), 3(Gr(0))),

where E}, is the error term introduced in Theorem 3.5. Any first
order ¢ (or () derivative of f, — fo can be written as a sum of
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terms involving first order Z and Y derivatives of Ej and terms
involving first order derivatives of h. These derivatives in turn can
be controlled by ||A||o in view of Theorem 3.5. Together with the
fact that fo(¢) = fn(¢) = 0 for |(] = 1, we see that if ||h]|2 < t, then

[/a(€) = fo(Ol < CE (1 —[¢])

where (' is a uniform constant which is independent of
7 € Ay*(D,C™), with ||Z]| < C, and Y € H,, with |Y| < C,. If
we choose ¢ small enough, then this inequality together with (3.10)
implies that

(fr(€)) >
as desired. O

N3

(L-[¢) >0 for|¢)<1

4. General generic CR submanifolds of type 2. In this
Section, we complete the proof of Theorem 1 by reducing the case
of a general generic CR submanifold to the free case discussed in the
last Section. This reduction is accomplished by a process of adding
variables, which we now describe.

Let M C C™ be a generic CR submanifold of type 2, with CR
dimension m and real codimension d, so that n = m + d. Let
po be a point in M. If we denote the coordinates in C™*¢ by
(21, Zm, W1, ... ,wy) = (2, w) then as in Proposition 1.1, we can
assume that pg is the origin and that there is a neighborhood U of
the origin such that

MnU = {(z,w) € Ul Re(w) = g(z,Im(w))}
where g = (g1,... ,94) : C" x R - R? and for 1 <1 < d,

¢:(0,0) =0
Vgl(O, O) =0
82gl .
= 1 <4,k <m.
5208 0,00=0 1<j,k<m

It follows from Proposition 1.4 that the bilinear form B : C" xC™ —
C? given by
m 82 a1 m 52 Ja
B = 0,07, - - - e
(67 77) ( Zl 8zj82k ( ) )fjnkv ) Z aZjaEk

Jok= Jk=1

(07 O)&Jﬁk)
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is surjective. Using Lemma 3.4, it follows that there is a real linear
map T : H,, — R? such that

B(fa 77) = TB(Bm(g, 77))

Since B is surjective, it follows that the mapping Tg is also sur-
jective. Hence the dimension of the kernel of T is m? — d. Let
A4+l A™ be a basis for the kernel of T, where A! is the Her-
mitian matrix {a},}. For d +1 < [ < m?, define the quadratic
function g; on C™ x R™ which is independent of the last m? vari-
ables by setting

m
— l =
921y Zmy W, e e, Wip2) = E a; k25 Zk-
Jik=1

Let 7 : C””‘Tz — C™* be the projection onto the first m + d
variables. Let U = {(z,w) e ¢t |7r(z, w) € U}. Set

M= {(z, w) € U] Re(w;) = gi(z, Im(w)), 1<1< mz}.

Clearly M is a submanifold of C™™* of real codimension m2. The
function 7 is a smooth CR map from M to M. The submanifold M
is foliated by the collection of manifolds { MYy € R™ ‘d} where

MY is the slice of M with the coordinates
Im(w/) = (Im(w)d-!-h SR Im(y)m2)

set t0 4’ = (Yat1,---,Ym2). Note that M is the graph over M of
the function ¢’ = (gg41,-- -, gm2) and that each MY is a translate
(by ') of M° (because the last m? — d defining equations for M are
independent of Im(w')). 3

Let £, be the Levi form of M at p € M and let £; be the Levi
form of M at p € M.

LEMMA 4.1. M is a generic CR submanifold of U of type 2 of
CR dimension m and real codimension m?, and hence is free. Let
p e MNU, and let p € M with 7(p) = p. Then dr is an isomor-
phism from T},C(M) to TC(M), and also induces an isomorphism of
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the space of tangential vectors of type (1,0) at p to those at p. In
particular, the Levi forms for M and M at p and p, £, and L;, are

related by 5
Ly(dn(2)) = 7 (£3(2))

for every Z which is a tangent vector of type (1,0) at p.

Proof. Everything in the statement of the lemma is standard (see
Chapter 10 in [B]) except the claim that M is of type 2. To see this,
first note that the bilinear form B associated to the submanifold M
at the origin of C™*™” is given by

B(fﬂ?) = (B(fﬂ?), 2 a’?:}g_lgjﬁka'-‘ ’ Z a;?l:&jﬁk) :

k=1 Jk+1

We must show that B : C™ x C™ — R™" is surjective. There exists
a real linear mapping T : H,, — R™ such that

B(&,n) = T5(Bm(£,m))

and so it suffices to show that T is surjective. The lemma now
follows from the fact that H,, is isomorphic to Range Tg ® Ker Tg
and because the range of Tz is isomorphic to R? (since M is of type

2). 0

It follows from this lemma that if  is a domain in C™*t¢ with
edge M, then the open set

Q= {(z,w) eC™ xC™ lw(z,w) € Q}

is a domain with edge M. Moreover, holomorphic functions F and
plurisubharmonic functions u on 2 lift to holomorphic functions
F = F o 7 and plurisubharmonic functions & = uw o 7 on .

To prove Theorem 1, we must show that if pg € M and v <
I',, are given, then we can find a positive kernel which represents
holomorphic functions on 2 at points of the form p+ x where p is a
point in some neighborhood w containing py and z belongs to some
€ - neighborhood of the origin of v (denoted 7. in the statement
of the theorem). The basic idea is as follows: (1) lift the problem
to M; (2) apply the kernel from Lemma 3.8 to M; and then (3)
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integrate out any extra variables introduced by the lift from M to
M. A slight complication arises in that there is no canonical way
to lift points = € v to the convex hull of the image of the Levi form
of M. Therefore, a localization argument with a partition of unity
is used.

Now we present the details. For each point p € M near po,
let $ be the unique point in M° which lies over p (recall that MO
is the slice of M with Im(w’) = 0 and M?° is a graph over M).
For p near py, we can biholomorphically map M to M,; so that
its defining equations are in the normal form given in Lemma 3.3.
Recall that this biholomorphism takes p to 0. This biholomorphism
also induces a biholomorphic map defined near M (by restricting
the biholomorphism to the first m + d complex coordinates). We
let M, be the image of M and 7, C R* be the image of v under
this biholomorphism. The convex hull of the image of the Levi
form of M at the origin is the cone H; by Lemma 3.3. Likewise,
we let 2, and Q be the images under this biholomorphism of
and Q, respectlvely In the new coordinates, there is a projection
T, : Mz — M, which takes Q5 to Q. To prove Theorem 1, it suffices
to ﬁnd a kernel for M, Wthh represents holomorphic functlons on
(1, at points of the form (0,X) € C™ X 7,. By rescaling as in the
discussion after the proof of Lemma 3.8, it suffices to assume | X| =1
and to assume that the norm of the third order terms in the defining
functions of M are suitably small. Since the closure of y,N{|X| = 1}
is compact, it suffices (by a partition of unity argument) to show
the following: each point X, € 7, with |X| = 1 has a neighborhood
U C R? and a kernel which represents holomorphic functions on 2,
at points of the form (0, X) for X € U. In view of Lemma 4.1, for
each such Xy, there is a point Xo = (X, uo) € R% x R™*~¢ Wthh
lies in H;}, the interior of the convex hull of the image of the Levi
form of M; at the origin. Furthermore, m,(Xo) = X,. There is
a neighborhood U of X, in R? such that every point of the form
(X, ug) for X € U belongs to H}. We now apply Lemma 3.8 to ]\7[,;
with -y equal to the cone over U x {uo} in H. We obtain a kernel
R’,;(Z, f ) which represents holomorphic functions on Q,; at points of
the form (0, X, u) for X € U.

Now suppose F' is holomorphic on {2, and continuous up to M.
The function F lifts to a function F' which is holomorphic on 2;
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and continuous up to ]\7[,;. Let z = (0,X) and Z = (0, X, ug). Using
the kernel Kj;

F(z) = F(3)
= [ F(ORx(2.0) do5(0).

As mentioned earlier, ]\Zfﬁ can be thought of as a foliation by copies of
the graph of M, (i.e. ]\7./3) parameterized by R™*~¢ with coordinates
v = (Yas1,- -, Ymz). In particular, each point f € M,; corresponds
to a unique point ( € M, and a unique point y' € R™ 4. Surface
measure on ]l;[,;, doy, is therefore comparable to dygyi - . . dym2doy
where do, denotes surface measure on M,. Thus we may write

f(ﬁ(’g) E)d&p(é) = Kg} (‘5, Ca y,)dyd+1 o dymZdUp(C)

where f(; is a kernel which is smooth and has compact (-support.
Therefore

Fe) = [ FO[[ . BECwdy ] doy©).

Since the point Z = (0, X, ug) is uniquely determined by the point
z = (0, X) (because uy is fixed), the term in brackets in the above
expression only depends on z and ¢ € M,. So we define

LA CHIR B o CY A

' cRm?2—d

and we obtain
F@)= [ FOKy(zdoy(c)

for z = (0, X, up) with X € U, as required. The desired kernel for
the original M is then obtained by composing K, with the biholo-
morphism which mapped M (and M) to M, (and M,) for p near
po. Since we have assumed ||X|| = 1, this kernel only represents
holomorphic functions at points p + = for x € ~ with norm (ap-
proximately) one. More general z € v can be handled by a scaling
argument given at the end of Section 1. The desired support prop-
erty and estimate of the kernel follow from this scaling argument.
This completes the proof of Theorem 1.
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5. Boundary behavior of H? functions. In this Section, we
use Theorem 1 to study the boundary behavior along a generic type
2 edge of HP functions defined on a wedge. We begin with the
definition of this class of functions.

DEFINITION 5.1. Let Q C C" be a domain with edge M. For 0 <
p < 0o, let HY (9, M) denote the space of holomorphic functions

on €1 such that for every ¢ € M and every v < I'; there exists € > 0
and a neighborhood w C M of ¢ so that

sup |F(¢+ 2)|Pdo(C) < +oo.
2€%e J(EwW

If p = 0o we require that

sup |F(2)| < +o0.
2ZE€EYe
Next we define certain approach regions in domains with edges.
We will need to consider a conical, or nontangential approach, as
well as an admissible approach to a boundary point.

DEFINITION 5.2. Let 2 C C* be a domain with edge M. Assume
that M is a generic CR submanifold of type 2. Let ¢ € M, let
v < Iy, and let @ > 0. By the definition of a domain with an
edge, there is a neighborhood w of gy in M and an € > 0 so that
w+ Y. C Q. Let ¢ € w. Define

I(2) - q| < o dist(z, M)} ;

(1) Chag={rew+r

D(I1(2), q)* < «a dist(z, M)} .

2 Al oq={rew+n

Recall that II is the projection from {2 to M which is defined
at least near M, and D(p,q) is the nonisotropic distance between
p and gq. Also dist refers to the Euclidean distance. The regions
C(7, a, p) are the usual conical approach regions. Since D is roughly
Euclidean in the complex tangential directions, the approach regions
A allow quadratic approach to M along these directions. Since D?
is roughly Euclidean in the totally real directions, these regions
allow only nontangential approach in these directions. Thus the
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regions A(y, a, p) are the analogues of admissible approach regions
for strictly pseudoconvex domains.

It is easy to see that if € is a domain with edge M, and if F' €
H? (Q, M), then F' has polynomial growth locally near M. To be
precise, given p > 0, and given a point ¢ € M and a compact cone
v < I'g, there is a real number s, a neighborhood w C M of ¢ and
an € > 0 so that for every F € H}, (2, M), there exists a constant
C so that

|F(2)] < C dist(z, M)~*

for 2 € w + 7. This polynomial growth in turn implies that every
F € H? (9, M) has a distributional limit F* along M in the sense

loc

that if ¢ € C§°(M) then

lim MF(C +€z) p(¢) do(() = F*(p) forz ey

(see [BCT]). Our main results deal with the existence of pointwise
and dominated limits, rather than distributional limits, and with a
partial characterization of the boundary value distributions.

THEOREM 5.3. Suppose M is a type 2 - CR submanifold of C*
and suppose Q is a domain with edge M. Let f € HL (2, M),
0 < p < oco. For almost all ¢ € M, the following holds: Given
v <Tq and a > 0, then

lim z,w) exists.
ze.:(—::ﬁl,q) f( )
This limit defines an element of L} (M) and the convergence is
dominated. Conversely, if 1 < p < oo and f € L} (M) is a CR
distribution, then f has a unique holomorphic extension F' belonging
to HY, (2, M) for some open set Q with edge M.

loc

Proof. First we recall the definition of the mazimal function M
associated to the family of nonisotropic balls defined in Section 1.
For a locally integrable function f on M, define

1
MU = 2 By, /5 Qlde(6) forg e
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O

LEMMA 5.4. [NSW] For 1 < p < co, M : LP(M) + LP(M) is
continuous.

This lemma holds for any submanifold of finite type. Its proof is
similar to the proof of the analogous fact for the Euclidean maximal
function [SW]. The key ingredient of the proof is property (2) of
Lemma 1.8 which is used to obtain the required convering lemma for
our family of balls. We shall need Lemma 5.4 only for submanifolds
of type 2 and only for the case p = 2.

The next lemma contains the key estimate for the proof of the
theorem. It follows easily from the estimate on plurisubharmonic
functions given in Theorem 1.

LEMMA 5.5 (MAXIMAL FUNCTION ESTIMATE). Suppose M is
a generic type 2 submanifold of C* and suppose Q0 is a domain
with edge M. Given qo¢ € M and any sufficiently small open set
W C C* which contains qo, there is an open set W' in C* with
go € W' C W such that for each a > 0 and v < Ty, there are
constants 0 < C1,Cy < oo which depend only on a,y, W,W' such
that forq € W' N M and ¢ € A(vy,a,q) N W' the estimate

Ci

|Bla, C)l I o

u do

u(() <

holds for each nonnegative plurisubharmonic function u on W N Q2
which is continuous up to M NW, and where

§ = (dist{¢, M})z.

In particular, this estimate implies

sup  u < CiM(u)(q)

A(v,e,q)NW!

for a nonnegative plurisubharmonic function u defined on W N €}
which is continuous up to M.

We proceed with the proof of Theorem 2. Fix any ¢ € M, a > 0
and v < I'y,. We assume 0 < p < oo (the case p = oo is similar and
in fact easier). Since f € Hf (2, M), for any v in the interior of I'y,
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with |v| = 1, there exist ¢g > 0 and an open set w C M containing

where fo(¢) = f(¢ 4 ev). The collection {[f.|%; € > 0} forms a
bounded set in L?(w), and so there exists an element g € L?(w)
such that for some subsequence ¢, +— 0

|fe|? > g weakly in L?(w).

We extend g to all of M by letting ¢({) =0 for ( € M — w.

Choose an open set W C C" which contains gy so that WNM C w.
Then choose an open set W' C C™ containing gy so that W' satisfies
the conclusion of the maximal function estimate. We shall assume
that W’ is small enough so that the following property holds: there
is an € > 0 such that for all 0 < € < ¢ and all { € W' N Q
and all ¢ € M N W' we have B(q,C2d.) C W N M C w where
de = (dist{C + ev, M })%, and where C, is the constant appearing in
the maximal function estimate.

LEMMA 5.6. Given v < 'y, with v € v as above. Suppose o > 0
is given. There is a constant C > 0 such that for allg € M NW'

sup  |f|? < OM(g)(g) for 0 < € < ¢.
A(g,0m)NW!

Proof. The maximal function estimate applied to | fekl% and ¢ €
A(y, a,q) N W' yields

Ch

P
. S— < |2d
1B(g, C26.)] foul>do

B(q»CZ 66)

[fee(C+ev)]F <

where d, = [dist(¢ + ev, M)]% For ¢ € A(y,a,q) " W', qge MNW'
and 0 < € < ¢, we have B(q,C26.) C M N W C w by the choice of
€0, W and W'. Since |f,|? + g weakly in L?(w) and f., (¢ + ev) —
f(C+ev) = f(C) as € +— 0, the lemma easily follows. 0
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LEMMA 5.7. For almost all g e W' N M, li'_r)r(} fe(q) exists.
€

Proof. Since g is an element of L?(w), Lemmas 5.6 and 5.4 imply
that f is almost everywhere nontangentially bounded in §2 near M.
But then it follows that f has almost everywhere limits within the
conical approach regions C(v, e, q) from ©Q on M. In particular,
lg% fe(q) exists for almost all ¢ € W' N M. The classical version
of this result dealing with harmonic functions on a half plane or a
tube over a cone is discussed in [SW]. The ideas and techniques
of Rosay [R] can then be used to handle nontangentially bounded
holomorphic functions on {2.

We denote by fy the pointwise almost everywhere limit given in
Lemma 5.7. U

LEMMA 5.8. lim Hffk — fO”LP(W'ﬂM) =0.
€0

Proof. This lemma follows from Lemmas 5.6, 5.7, 5.4 and the
dominated convergence theorem. O

Now we complete the proof of the first part of the Theorem 2.
We first extend f (and therefore f.) by zero outside of W. Since
fe is continuous up to M N W, we can apply the maximal function
estimate to | fe, — fe.|% to obtain

2
/ ( sup If€j - ffklg> dU(Q)

MnWI A(’)’,a,q)ﬂW’
2
<0 [ (M - 1al%) @do()
MOW!
<C / |fe; — fe,[Pdo(q) (by Lemma 5.4 with p = 2)

Mnw'!

where C is a uniform constant. By letting k£ — oo, we obtain

69 [ (s V- 1P)ao@<C [ g, - i

!
MNW! A('Y»a?q)nw MNW!
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This latter integral converges to zero as €¢; — 0 by Lemma 5.8.
For a real valued function u : 2 — R and for § > 0, let

¢g ,
CEA(,0,9)NW! CEA(y,a,q)NW

Qu,8) =<qge MNW's limsup u(¢) — lir&inf u(¢) > 5}.

We wish to show that for each § > 0, |2(Re f,6)| =0 = |Q(Im £, §)|.
Since f,; is continuous up to M, Q(Re f,d) = Q(Re(f - f;),0).
Moreover

QRe(s - £,).0)  faeMAWs s 171,15 3}

A(v,0,q)NW!

and the measure of this latter set converges to zero as ¢; — 0 in
view of (5.9). Therefore, |2(Re f,d)|] = 0 and similar arguments
show [Q(Im f,6)| = 0. It follows that for each g € M and each
v < Ty, @ > 0, there is a neighborhood W’ of ¢4 in C* such that for
almost all g e M NW',

lim  f(¢) exists.

(—q
CEA(y,a,)NW/
The proof of the first part of the Theorem 2 is now complete.

To prove the converse, we use an approximation theorem from
Baouendi and Treves (see [BT]). Their techniques can be easily
modified to show that if f, is a CR distribution in LP(M N W),
1 < p < 0o, then there is an open set W in C* containing ¢ and a
sequence Fj of entire functions such that F; — fo in LP(M NW).
Fix any v < I'g;. An application of the maximal function estimate
to | Fj — Fy|P implies that the sequence F}; converges uniformly on the
compact subsets of { M +~}NW’ to a holomorphic limit denoted by
F which is the unique holomorphic extension of f. Here, W’ is an
open set in C* which contains gy and which depends on gy and y. Let
2 be the union of all sets of the form {M +~}NW' where the union
is over all v < T'y, and all g9 € M. By piecing together all the local
extensions we obtain a holomorphic function F' on €2 which extends
f. Fix any ¢o € M and fix any v < I'y,. Another application
of our maximal function estimate to |F}|P yields: |Fj({ + ev)P <
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CIM(x|F;|%)]? for € MNW', 0 < € < ¢ and v € v, where x is
the characteristic function on M N W. An easy limit argument (as
J > 00) yields

sip [ IFC+e)Pdo(Q) < [ If(@Pdo() < oo,

vE7,|v|=1
0<e<eg CEMNW' MW

and so F' is an element of HY (Q, M) as desired.
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