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1 Introduction

A very important tool for quantitative analysis on smoothly bounded pseudoconvex domains D in
C™ are smooth families of holomorphic support functions, i.e., smooth mappings S : 0D xU — C,
which are holomorphic in the second variable on an open neighborhood U of D and such that
S(¢,¢) = 0 and ReS|{¢} x (D \ {¢}) < 0 for all ¢ € OD. If they satisfy in addition optimal
estimates (depending on the geometry of dD) near each ¢ € 9D, they allow to use the whole
machinery of the so-called 9-solving Cauchy-Fantappié kernels to solve all kinds of quantitative
problems of complex analysis in many different norms. Nice presentations of this theory are, for
instance, given in the books by Henkin and Leiterer ( [16] and [15]) and the recent book by I.
Lieb and J. Michel ( [20]).

In there article [3] M. Andersson and B. Berndtsson modified the Henkin-Ramirez formulas in
such a way that they include certain weight factors and no derivatives of S in the first variable.
Both variations can be useful for the treatment of certain quantitative problems (see e.g. [6]),
however it seems, that often kernels requiring higher regularity of S in the first variable are
needed (see e.g. [10]).

We want to remark here, that it is still a remote goal to treat the decisive quantitative problems
of complex analysis, like the solution of the d-equations in L*®-norms, via L?-estimates. In any
case this method applied in the very special cases where it can be made to work enforces a long
detour which is unnecessary if smooth families of support functions can be directly constructed
from the geometry of the domains.

The machinery of the Cauchy-Fantappié kernels reduces the quantitative analysis of smoothly
bounded pseudoconvex domains in C" essentially to two questions:

a) the study of the local geometry at the boundary of the domains;

b) the construction of smooth families of holomorphic support functions with optimal estimates.

The remaining work has in many cases become almost a routine with some additional consider-
ations in each separate case (for recent work in this direction see for instance [6], [14], [12]).



However, unfortunately, not all "decent” domains admit smooth families of holomorphic support
functions in the above sense. For a study of this phenomenon in a series of examples, which have,
in fact, all real-analytic boundaries of finite type, see [13]. Altogether, it is highly important
to construct such families for as many classes of weakly pseudoconvex domains with smooth
boundary as possible.

For strictly pseudoconvex domains this construction is standard (see for instance [16]). But for
bounded pseudoconvex domains D CC C" with smooth boundary the problem is in general much
more delicate. It may still be relatively easy to construct a holomorphic support function near
each fixed boundary point ( € 9D satisfying optimal estimates. But since the rank of the Levi
form restricted to the holomorphic tangent bundle and the direction of its eigenvectors might
jump from point to point on the boundary, it is difficult to get families of holomorphic support
functions with optimal estimates which depend in a C*> fashion on the boundary point where
they are attached, if classes of domains are considered where such a jumping really can occur in
a considerable manner.

Therefore, it was important to have an almost explicit construction of such families for bounded
smoothly bounded convex domains of finite type as given by the authors in [7]. This construction
became possible because of the so-called Bruna-Nagel-Wainger Lemma from [5] on values of
convex functions.

The purpose of this article is to extend this construction to a considerably wider class of domains,
namely the so-called bounded smoothly bounded weakly lineally convex domains of finite type
(for simplicity we will drop in this article the word ‘weakly’ from this lengthy expression). This
class of domains which comprises all bounded smoothly bounded convex domains of finite type,
is considerably more general and also has the advantage of being invariant under biholomorphic
transformations defined in a neighborhood of the closure of the respective domains. They have
been originally introduced by Behnke and Peschl in 1935 in [2] where they were called ‘pla-
narkonvex’. They were extensively studied by Chr. Kiselman in [17], [18] and [19] and besides
other related classes of domains also in [1]. In particular, [19] contains a characterization by a
differential inequality, the so-called Behnke-Peschl condition, the necessity of which goes already
back to [2] and will be important for us.

Because of the possible jumping of the rank of the Leviform and the eigenvectors of it for our
domains, it is important to express the optimal estimates satisfied by S in such a way that the
point ( € 0D where they are attached can move and such that they capture all directions in
T gOaD well. We do this by stating these estimates on all 2-dimensional slices spanned by the
normal to D at ¢ and any direction in T°0D.

We can in many respects follow in our construction the scheme of [7] and will quite often refer to
this paper. However, one of the new real difficulties here is, that lineally convex domains of course
do not have convex defining functions such that we cannot directly make use of the important
Bruna-Nagel-Wainger Lemma. However, we also cannot work without it. We, therefore, have to
use our notion of ”almost convexity” and have to show that certain perturbations of the Taylor
polynomials arising from the defining functions of our domains are indeed convex (for details see



Lemma 4.8). All this work was not necessary for bounded smooth convex domains of finite type.
Because of the lack of convexity also the estimates of certain remainder terms in our construction
has become considerably more complicated than in the convex case.

Once the C* family of supporting functions with optimal estimates is available, there are many
applications possible. We will explain this further in the last section. But we want to say already
now, that an another important ingredient of such applications is a study of the local geometry
adapted to the jumping rank of the Levi form and its eigenvectors. This has been extensively
studied in the thesis of M. Conrad at the University of Wuppertal following ideas of E. Stein, A.
Nagel and others for other classes of domains.
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Professor within the framework of the Fred and Lois Gehring Special Year in Complex Analysis.
He would like to express his sincere thanks for this opportunity for doing research in a stimulating
atmosphere.

2 Notations and results

We consider in this article domains D CC C", 0 € 0D, with the property, that there is an open
neighborhood W = W (0) such that 9D N W is C*°-smooth and lineally convex in the sense that
for all z € 9D N'W the intersection

(z+T°0D)N(DNW) =10

We, furthermore, suppose, that 9D is of finite type at all points inside W. After shrinking W we,
then, may assume, that there is a C*> defining function r : W — R for D on W and a number
1o > 0 such that Or(z) # 0 for all z € W and all level sets 0D,, = {z € W : r(z) = n} are lineally
convex and of finite type for any —ny < n < ng. We put Wy :={z € W : |r(z)| < no} and write
0D, :={( € Wy :r(¢) =r(z)} for any z € W,,.

We observe at first, that the result of [4] does hold for lineally convex hypersurfaces of finite
type. Hence the 1-type 71(2) of 0D,, at any point z € D,;, —ny < n < 1 is equal to the complex
line-type. In particular, 7 is upper semicontinuous on Wj. Therefore, we may assume, that 7
attains its maximum, say m = 2m for some m € IN, at 0.

For any point ¢ € W, we denote by n, the exterior unit normal to 9D, at (. Together with a
unit vector t € T}°0D \ {0}, we put

Acy = {21 zc4(w) := ( — iwine + wot with w = (wy, w,) € C*} (2.1)
and define

Deyi={w € C?: zcp(w) := ¢ —iwine + wat € Wo,rep(w) :=r(ze(w)) —r(¢) <0} (2.2)



Notice, that 0D, is C*°-smooth and lineally convex of type < m near 0. In fact, we have
DnN AC,t N WO = {ZCyt(w) W e DC,t} (23)
We put for j =2,...,2m

11 Fres(0) 4y

J ._
Falw)i= 2 1 gukom, V22

(2.4)
k+l=j

Notice, that the coefficients of ngt are C* in ((, ).

In order to be able to formulate our main result, we need the following notation:

Definition 2.1 For any polynomial Zé\fzo Zla\ﬂﬁ\zj aaﬁzazﬂ on any C* we put

IPl=>" > Jaus| (2.5)

5=0 al+15l=j
With these notations and definitions our main result now can be stated as follows:

Theorem 2.2 For a suitable constant ¢ > 0 and any € > 0 small enough there is a function
S(z,¢) € C®(C™ x W) which is a holomorphic polynomial of degree 2m in z for any fixed ¢ € W,
and there is a radius d = d(e), such that for ¢ € Wy one has S(¢,¢) = 0 and for each unit vector
t € T}°0D; the following estimate holds for the function S¢;(w) := S(ze4(w), ) as a function of
w on |w| < d:

2m
Re Se(w) < rep(w)he (w) — gez 1P, [[|waf (2.6)
Jj=2

where h¢,(w) is a C* function of (¢,t,w) of the form h¢,(w) = h({ — iwine + wot, () with a
positive C* function h on {z € C" : |z| < d} x Wy, bounded away from 0.

Remark 2.3 The polynomial ngt also can be obtained in the following way: put

RE= 3 2 g-0 @)
la+18l1=5 "

Then one has the equation ‘ ‘
P (zep(w)) = P y(w) (2.8)

The estimate (2.6) for S has been formulated on 2-dimensional transverse slices, since it becomes
more precise in this way. Depending on the respective purpose different estimates on C" can
be derived from this. We formulate here the following pointwise estimate, which, however, in
general is much weaker than (2.6).



Corollary 2.4 Fix a point ( € Wy and choose coordinates z (produced by an affine unitary
cordinate change) centered at ¢ which realize the multitype M = (1,ma,...,my) of 0D, at (.
Then one has for a suitable constant ¢ > 0 in these coordinates the estimate

Re S(z,0) < c<r Z |zj|m7> (2.9)

for |z| small enough.

Remark 2.5 It should be noticed, that the constant ¢ in the Corollary can, in general, not be
chosen independently of (.

The family of support functions S (z,¢) can be described quite explicitly. Namely, one has the
following supplementary statement which will be proved together with Theorem 2.2:

Theorem 2.6 The C* family of support functions g(z, () with the properties of Theorem 2.2
can be chosen in such a way, that the following holds true:

Let M, K > 0 be chosen sufficiently large and € > 0 sufficiently small. Furthermore choose a
C* family l.(2) of affine unitary transformations on Wy translating ¢ to 0 and rotating n, to the
vector (i,0,...,0) € C". Then there is on ( € Wy a C* family of holomorphic polynomials A,
Ac(0) = 0, such that the following holds:

If we introduce new coordinates z = (2, 22,...,2,) = (21, Z') by putting z = l(2) and then
Z2=:(2) with 2, = 21(1—A¢(2)) and 2z, = %, fo k=2,...,n, meaning that zZ = (Iflolfl(z) =:

A~

<I>C (2), then, for any ¢ € Wy, the function S¢(2) := S(P ( ), () is given by the formula

L 1 997:(0)
Se(Z) =2+ Kz —ey M7q; > — o 2" (2.10)
=2 lal=j ‘

where 7¢(2) = r(®¢(2),¢) —r(¢) and

1 forj=0 mod4
ogj:=¢ —1 forj=2 mod2 (2.11)
0  otherwise

In the new Z-coordinates the estimate satisfied by Re S¢(Z) and corresponding to (2.6) can be
replaced by the following slightly stronger estimate:

(2.12)

2m
- K )
Re S (wn(=0,0,...,0) + wat) < Fey(@)he,(@) — - (Redn) — &y Hpgt
j=2

where for any unit vector t € T}°0D; we have put 7¢ () := 7¢((i,0, . . .,0) + wst) and where
he (W) is a C> function of all its arguments of the form he () = h(¢, C + w1 (—1,0,...,0) +wst)



whith a function h¢(Z) which is C* near (0,0) in all its arguments and positive and bounded
away from 0. The polynomials P{ (), homogeneous of degree j, are defined to be P! ,(w) :=

1 ¥7¢(0) ~p=l
—i — Wy W, .
Zk-f—lfj k! 8@’58@12 272

Remark 2.7 It might be useful for the reader to observe already here, that the transformations
zZ= @gl(z) map the affine spaces A from (2.1) into the spaces Ap; = {Z : Z = w1(—1i,0,...,0)+
wot, w = (wy, wy) € C*}.

In preparation of the following sections we still want to introduce some additional notations.

After using the coordinate transformations I;(z) from Theorem 2.6 (but denoting also the new
coordinates by z), we can write 0D, as a graph over the Im z; = 0 hyperplane. This gives us
defining functions of the form

ri(z) = Imz + Re(Rez, 7))

= Imz + P (2') + R¢(Re 21, 2') (2.13)

with Rc(0) = 0, dR¢(0) = 0 and P;(2') consisting of all terms in 2’ only up to total order 2m of

the Taylor series of R.
We observe as in [7] that one has

[Re(a1, )] < C (a3 + [anll2] + 121" (2.14)

for all (x1,2") close to 0 with a constant uniform in ¢ € Wy. Furthermore, we have
2m '
P(2) =) Pl() (2.15)
j=2

with d9rf(0)
G o 1 Te la=13
PAZ) = Xaiip=j simioseozm? 2

> jof+181=j 2B ($)ZZ”

Remark 2.8 1) In the following we will most of the time work with the defining functions r{.
We, therefore, will denote them again by r¢, until the difference between the two will have to be
considered at the end of the article. In particular, we also will use in (2.2) and (2.4) as r¢+(w)
the function

(2.16)

re(w) = r(—wi(i,0,...,0) 4+ wat) (2.17)
2) We point out, that rg,rg,PC,Pg are all C* in (z,().

Some parts of the proof of Theorems 2.2 and 2.6 carry over from the proof of Theorem 2.3
in [7]. We will not repeat them in the following. However, we will always make sure, that the
reader can follow the proof of the Theorems in this article directly, if he is willing to accept that
certain Lemmas stated explicitly here have been established in [7]. The important difference



to [7] consists, of course, in the fact, that we cannot use convexity of the defining functions here,
such that also the Bruna-Nagel-Wainger Lemma from [5], which was an extremely important
tool in [7], can no longer be used directly. We will, however, prove certain structure Lemmas for
defining functions of lineally convex domains which will allow us to still apply this Lemma in a
very useful way after suitable modifications (see for instance Lemma 4.9 below).

3 Some basic estimates for lineally convex domains

We will need some basic estimates involving the real Hessian and the Leviform of lineally convex
domains. And since our construction of support functions will be done for the domains D.; C C?
as defined in (2.2) (see also (2.3)), we will prove these estimates here only for (locally near 0)
lineally convex domains in C?. For this purpose we let D be one of the domains D ; from (2.2)
and denote from now on the coordinates (w;,wy) as introduced in (2.1) by (w, z) C C* splitting
was w=u-+ 1.

Let now r be an arbitrary defining function of D near 0 and let p € 9D be an arbitrary point
(close enough to 0). Then the complex tangent line to 9D at p is parametrized by
Co7r—p+7-(ry(p), —r.(p)) € C?

Hence, the condition of lineal convexity of D at p means that
9(1) =1+ 71(rw(p), —r-(p))) 2 0 (3.1)

Set A := g,=(p) and B := g”T(m. Since the second order part of the Taylor series of g at 0 is

Alr|* + Br2+ Br >0

we get from (3.1) as condition for lineal convexity the inequality |B| < 4. After a small calcu-

lation this proves the following
Lemma 3.1 Let p € 0D be arbitrary (close to 0) and set
A= rzg]rw]2 — Ty — Towl 2w + rw@\rzf (3.2)

and
o 2 2
2B =11 — TowTwls — Tawl s w + Twwl (3.3)

(all derivatives of r are taken at p). Then 2|B| < A.

Remark 3.2 This Lemma gives the necessity of the so-called Behnke-Peschl condition in the
case of C*. It has already been shown in C" in [2]. Its sufficiency for the characterization
of smooth lineally convex domains has been proved in [19]. Our formulation (and proof) are
adapted to our needs.



We now assume, that the domain D is of finite type m = 2m and use the same coordinates
(w,z) € C* asin (2.13) such that a D has near 0 a defining function of the form r = v+ R(u, 2),
in detail

m 2m
r(w,z) = v+ au® + UZ Q(2) + Z Pl(z) + O, w2z, uz™", 22T (3.4)
j=1 1=2

We now want to make Lemma 3.1 more explicit by calculating the expressions (3.2) and (3.3) in
terms of (3.4). We get at first the following expressions for the needed derivatives of r:

re o= ud QU+ Y Pl O(u? uz™, 2°)

rw = o5 +au+ %Z;’;l Q7 + O(u?, uz, 2™

e = ud )l QL+ 300 PL o+ O(u? uz T 22

T2z = UZ;’; Qiz + 212212 Péz + O(u?, uz™1, 22 (3.5)
Tzw = %Z;nd QL+ O(u, 2™)

raw o = 52050 QL+ O(u, ™)

Tww = 5+ 0(u,z2)

rvw = 5+ 0(u,z2)

Using these expressions a straightforward although somewhat tedious calculation, which we skip
here, gives

. . 2
ralrl = AN Q@+ (X Q%) (X1 @)
2
FO(uz, S PL A A PL (S ) (S @) B0

+O(U2, uszl7 Zmel)

In the same way we get

m a m 2 m— m—
rw@]rZ]Q = O(u)- 12:2 PL+ (5 —|—O(z))’2l2:2 le’ + O(u?, uzm=1, 22m=1) (3.7)
and
12 e
rarers = O(u,2™)- ( 127:2 Pé) + % Z;nzl QL +7 Zj:l Q1 Zj:l o (3.8)
I QL (F+ I Q5) - (7 PY) + O, uzm, 22m)
and
el = _%Z;ﬂzl 1.+ %(Z]’:l jzz) (Zj:l Qj) + u(ijl jzz) : 2% (Zj:l QJ)

2
FO(uz, 2 P L (S0 PL) + 1S PL) (27 @) (39)

A P+ L ST PLST, Q)+ O(u?, uem Tt 22 )



as well as
rarars = O (S P) + (S et) +3(Sh @) (DL @)
(T Q) (S P + 5 (D @) (S @) (S PY) (3.10)
+O0(u?, uz™ 1t Z2m-1)

and finally
Fu(r2)? = au(ZTzl QJZ) ( lznz Pl) +5( ?;nz Pi)Q +O(zu) <ZT:1 Q]z) ( ?32 PL)+

2 (3.11)
O(z,u) (X0 P + O(u?, uzmt, 22m=1)

By putting all this into formula (3.2) one obtains after some lengthy calculation the following
important estimates for A:

A = O(u,2™) - (S PL) + O(=)| S8 PL + Ofuz, 2™+ 0 PL + 1500, PL+
u m Vi u m Vi m A\ 2 1 2m pl m \ 2
ZZJ‘:1 sz + 37 <2j:1 sz) (Zj:l Qj) + Z( 1=2 Pzz) <2j:1 Q]) +
12 . . .

S QS @+ (3 ) (£ - AL @) (S )+

(T Q1) (3 + 3 @F) (0 PL) + 42 P + Ou,uem, 22me)
(3.12)

_u
2

and for 2B
2B = O(u,2™) (7% PL) +0(2) (77 P + O(uz, =m0 Pl — 12 Py

ey L (S L) (S @) s L) (S @) +
(T Q) (T @) - (D @) (4 + 5 @) S Pl (313)
(0 P o st L+ (S QL) (S @)+

2
12 ! 1 j 2 -1 2m—1
LS P Q@ (X Q1) + 0@ w2

The formulas (3.12) and (3.13) will be the main tools for our further investigation of the properties
of the defining functions of lineally convex domains of finite type in C2.

4 Basic properties of defining functions

Let D cC C? be a domain whith a C*®-smooth boundary of finite type < 2m near 0 € 9D.
Suppose, the coordinates (w,z) on C? and a defining function 7 of D near 0 have been chosen

such that (3.4) holds. Then the following holds



Lemma 4.1 Let P be the lowest order non-vanishing term among all the P? from (3.4). Then
P s convex.

Before we give the proof we remind the reader of the following Lemma 3.4 of [7]

Lemma 4.2 A real-valued C*-function X on an open set U C C is convex on U if and only if

O\ (2)
072

2
AN(2) : o\

= — >
aZ(%(Z) >0 VzeU

Proof of Lemma 4.1: From (3.12) and (3.13) we get for u =0

A = iPL+ 0=
2B = —IPl+0O(Z™)

Hence one has because of Lemma 3.1

[P < P22
Together with Lemma 4.2 this gives the convexity of P%. O
We now come back to the notations introduced in section 2, in particular, in (2.13) to (2.17).
We denote the coordinates by (w, z) instead of (wy,ws) and write R for the family of defining
functions r¢,(w,z) appearing in (2.17). We put m := 2 and denote by F the family of all
polynomials P (z) of degree < 2m appearing when the decomposition (2.13) is written dowen

for the functions from R. Any P € F is decomposed in the form
2m
P(z) =) P'(2)
j=2

with P/ homogeneous of order j. Notice that rg := 7"8’7(1707_._70) € Rand Py(2) :== Pya0,..0(2) € F.
The families R and F are open neighborhoods of ry and Fy respectively, which will have to be
shrunk several times in the following. Notice also, that, according to an observation from the
beginning of section 2, the type of the domain D¢ (1, 0) may be assumed to be 2k < 2m. Hence

Pl =0forallj=2,...,2k—1and P?* #0.

Our next goal is to carry over Lemma 4.2 from [7] to our new family F as defined here. The
difficulty in doing so is, of course, the possible failure of convexity for the polynomials in F.
For radii 0 < R' < R” we put Ag pr = {z € C: R' <|z| < R"}. Let R > 0 be arbitrarily small.
Then, after shrinking F (and R accordingly), we can conclude, that for any P € F there is a
radius 0 < Ragp_1 < Rgj, =: R such that

| Parlll=** > max||[ PP |2 ¥2 € Any, (4.1)

Continuing this argument we get by the same reasoning as before Lemma 4.1 from [7]

10



Lemma 4.3 For any P € F there are radii 0 = Ry < --+- < Ry = --- = Ry, such that for all
2<1<2m and all z € A; := Ap,_, r, the estimate

HPlH]z’\l > maxHPjH]z]j
J#l
holds.

It is crucial for the goal of this article that despite of the lack of convexity the following analogue
of Lemma 4.2 from [7] still can be proved

Lemma 4.4 For any number 6 > 0 there is after shrinking F (and R accordingly) to a suf-
ficiently small neighborhood of Py, a number Ls > 1, such that for any P E f and any
k, 2 < k <2m, for which the radii Ry_1,Ry, chosen for P as in Lemma 4.3 sat1sfy

has

A (PR)(2) = =5 PH||[2* vz (4.2)

Proof: Notice at first that because of Lemma 4.2 for any P € F the lowest order term P* (meaning
that P/ =0 for all 2 < j < k) is convex. Hence, in this case, we even have A.(P*)(z) > 0 Vz.
Next we observe that for u = 0 the estimates (3.12) and (3.13) take the form

A = ISP+ O(SHIPE) + o »
2B = -1y pl +o(z | P[]2]" 1)+0( 2m—1) -
From this we get using Lemma 3.1
A(PF) = PE—|PE
> 44— OX [Pl = 15 PL] = 4] =2B + 450, PL] - 5, | P11
> 4(A—2B) — O Pl — CX e[| P11
> —C¥u |12 = Cf| PH[1=
(4.4)
We define for any 2 < k < 2m with Ry_; # 0
Ry := \/Rii Ry
and put for fixed such k the quotient 7%= =: L. Then we choose | # k and claim
121 < 1P(A) (4.5

For the case j > k the proof of this claim is as in [7] and for j < k the same proof works as for
] >k

11



Putting (4.4) and (4.5) together and taking into account that L > L;, we have now proved for
2| = Ry

A 1 N
APy > =C|P|R2 Y —=7 + By

£k [ 2

If we suppose, that Ls is chosen large enough and if Ry small enough (this, of course, means,
that R and F have to be shrunk), the Lemma follows. O

We remind the reader of the following fact, which has been proved as Lemma 3.5 in [7]

Lemma 4.5 For every j, 2 < j < 2m there is a number 0; > 0, such that the following holds: If
Pi(z) =%, ke a2'Z" is a real-valued polynomial on C which is homogeneous of degree j and
which is almost convex in the sense that there is a 0 < 0 < ¢; such that

AP > —5|| P[22

then the inequality ‘
o; Re (ajoz’) > || P?|||2) (4.6)

holds for all z € C for which ' ' ,
Pi(z) < 68| P7|||=) (4.7)

An immediate consequence of this Lemma is the following estimate

Lemma 4.6 Let P7,§ be as in the previous Lemma. Then one has for ¢ > 0 small enough
|P7(2)| + e Re (05aj027) > 5(5HPjle\j vz (4.8)

Proof: For those points z for which (4.7) holds, this follows directly from (4.6). If, on the other
hand, z is such that P7(z) > §||P7|||z|, then (4.8) also follows if € > 0 is small enough. O

Since in Lemma 4.4 we only consider the degrees k, for which % is "large”, although in the

final estimations all terms P* have to be taken into account, we will have to use Lemma 4.3
from [7] without change. For the convenience of the reader we state it here.

Lemma 4.7 Let 6 > 0 be fixed and choose Ls > 0 and the neighborhood F as in Lemma 4.4.
Also fix a constant C' > 0. Then for any sufficiently large constant M > 0 the following holds
true:

Suppose the pair (j, k), 2 < k < 2r, has the following properties with respect to a P € F:

a) g < L for all j <1<k,

b) A; # 0 and Ay # 0.
Then one has

M| PH|2F + M| P2 > CMP || P2t Vi <i<k, Vz

12



In contrast to the situation of convex domains of finite type our functions » € R are in general
not convex. Hence, we cannot use Lemma 4.4 from [7] in our situation. We replace it by the
following slight variation.

Lemma 4.8 For all n > 0 there is a constant A, > 0 such that for any P € F the polynomial

2m

pyi= Pz +nZHPJH|Z|J+A Bl (4.9)

=2

is convex.

Proof: From the definition of p, one obtains

2m . 2 +1 .
b= S P +nZ—HP]H| g2 g B Dy e
j=2

and

Pn,zz = Z Pzz

=2
Hence together with 4.3 we get
2m -1 m 2m—1
ipn,zE - i|pn,2z| Z A(Za O) - CZ[:Q HPZH|Z| + <(2 +1 A O)| | +

2m 2 Pl 412
1220 TPzl = 21B]
> 0

Because of Lemma 4.2 this means, that p, is convex. O
Applying the so-called Bruna-Nagel-Wainger-Lemma, Lemma 2.1 from [5], we get
Lemma 4.9 There exists a universal constant C,, > 0, such that for any n > 0 there is a

constant A, > 0, such that one has for all P € F the associated polynomial p, from (4.9)
satisfies the inequality

2m
pn(2) > Cpy (Z ’Pj(z) +77HPJ'H J n ‘z‘2m+1> Vs
=2

In the next Lemma much of the previous information is put together (and o; is as in (2.11)). For
simplicity of notation we call for any given P € F an index j, 2 < j < 2m, good, if for a given
0 > 0 and Ls chosen according to Lemma 4.4 the corresponding annulus :

Otherwise, 7 obviously is bad.

13



Lemma 4.10 Choose F, 6, Ls, M, C as above and let C,, be the constant from Lemma 4.9. Then
for all P € F, any € > 0 and any pair (1, A,) as in Lemma 4.8 we have Vz the estimate

S P S [P + Agl2 T+ e, MP 05 Re (aj02) >
Cm(Z] good

(The coefficients a;o come from writing the P's as in (2.16).)

PJ + 1| PA|l|2f

A €5 0 M (3 Re (aj07) — 22| P )

We omit the proof, since it is, except for some obvious small changes, the same as the proof of
Lemma 4.5 in [7].

We introduce the notation Ry := {p(z) = r(0,2) : r € R}. Using everything done in this section,
we, finally, get

Lemma 4.11 Let 6 > 0 be fixed as in Lemma 4.5 and choose the constant Ls > 0 as in
Lemma 4.4. Fix as the constant C' from Lemma 4.7 C := % and let M > 1 be chosen
according to Lemma 4.7. For any small enough € > 0 define n := chm) and then choose A,
according to Lemma 4.8. Finally choose a constant C' > 0 such that

_ ZPj(z)

<C Vzl <1

for all p € Ry. Set

b M5 P
ST 1em(C+ (14 Cn)4A,)
Then for all p € Ry
+€Z MQJUJ Re (ajo2’) > 52 —HPJH|z|J V|z] < R. (4.10)

14



Proof: We just have to do the following chain of estimates

( )+5Z2m MQJO'J' Re (&jozj)
= L PI) X PP + Aylz 4 e300, MY o Re (a027)

+(p = S Pi2)) = 3 P = Ayl

T () gooa [P P + Ayl
25, good M? (0 Re (ajo2?) — 2P| |2
—(C+ AP — g 1P
> O3 oo PP+ X yood MP 0 Re (a027) )
~(C+ Ay + CnAp) 2P = (914 Co) DI P12 + 225227, M2 | o))
Lemma 4.6

. 2J ) ; m
= Om(zngOd rom 5HPJ|||Z|J) — (C+ Ay + CpAy) |2

— (01 + Co) 2 PP + 2252 A P |2

Lemma 4.5

S s s P — (O Ay + G Ay

=01+ Con) 2 1P 217 — 2523, M2 | P2

om 2 2m+1 2m i j
> €Y ico J‘ﬂm5HPJ|||Z|j (C+ A+ Al = (1 + C) X200 1P|z
> 2 MZ5) pill|f (O 4 (14 C) A2 = (C + (1 4+ ) Ay 22
> e iy Tem 1P |||z = (O + (1 + Cr) Ay |2 —(C+ (1 +Cn)Aylz|
om M2 ; 2J m 2m 2m+1
> I P + (AP - (€ 4 (4 Gl )
om M2 j J 5M2m5HP2mH
> ey i den 1P|zl i 2] < 16m(C+(14Cm) Ay)
This proves Lemma 4.11 as stated. O

At this stage we want to come back to the original situation in C" as described in section 2.
Using the notations from there, we denote

R = {rc: ¢ e Wy}

15



Furthermore, we write the coordinates, to which the transformations /- from Theorem 2.6 have
already been applied, as (w, z) € C x C"! instead of (z1,2') and put u +iv = w. Again, we use
m = 2m is even and write out (2.13) for any r. € R more explicitly as

2m
re(w, 2) :U—FZPJ +UZQC )+ O (u?, Jul || ™, |22 (4.11)

with Pg and ng homogeneous of order j. Notice that all coefficients of the Pg and the ng depend
in a C*® way on (. Furthermore, also the remainder terms are C*> in (. Furthermore, for any
t € T9D\{0}, we have for (w, z) € C?

2m
res(w, 2) :v—l—ZPg —l—uZQ )+ O(u?, uz™", 22
—2

where ' ' ' '
Pét(z) = Pg (wn¢ + 2t), Qé,t(z) = Qé(wng + zt) (4.12)

As an immediate consequence of Lemma 4.11 we get in C"

Proposition 4.12 Let W and ny be small enough. If M > 0 is large enough and € > 0 is small
enough, then there is a radius R, > 0 such that one has for allr € R

2m ; 2m i
: 1 &r(0) M?5 :
r(0,2) + € E M? g, Re E T © > € E o ’ Py lllzl (4.13)
j=2 || =5 ’ j=2

a=(aq,..., an_1)

for all z € C"', |z| < R.. Here Ptj(z) (1) = P’(7t) where t € C"™! is chosen in such a way that
z € {rt,7 € C} and |t| = 1.

Proof: We work on Wy := {(¢,t) € Wy x C"! |t| = 1} considering t as an element of T1°0D,. We
can apply Lemma 4.11 to a sufficiently small neighborhood R of any element pg(z) = (0, z - t)
with ((,t) € Wy and choose the constants of Lemma 4.11 accordingly. Notice, that a finite
number of such neighborhoods R will suffice to deal with all points ((,t) € Wo. We choose M
so large, and € and R so small, that they work for all these neighborhoods. Then (4.13) follows
directly from (4.10). O

5 Improving the Taylor series of the defining functions

In order to carry over the estimates of Proposition 4.12 in C"' to estimates for the desired
support functions in C", we have to improve the coefficients in the Taylor series (4.11). More
precisely, we have to eliminate the purely harmonic terms in the homogeneous polynomials Q'(z)
for l = 1,...,m. This will be done by a finite sequence of simple coordinate transformations.
Although they will destroy lineal convexity, the crucial estimate (4.13) will carry over to the new
situation. We will show at first

16



Lemma 5.1 Let W and 1y be as in Proposition 4.12. There is for each ( € Wy = {( € W :
[7(¢)| < mo} a biholomorphic coordinate transformation (w, z) = ®¢(w, 2) on W introducing the
new coordinates (W, Z) in the form w = w- (1 — A¢(2)), z = Z with a holomorphic function A.(z)
depending in a C*™ way on (, A:(0) = 0, such that the domains Dg := ®71(D;) have defining
functions 7 = 7 near 0 € W := ®~'(W) of the form

Fi,2) =5+ PIE)(1+0;(3) Z 2)+0(@, Jal|z™, |2)

where the homogeneous terms Ql of order | do not contain any pluriharmonic terms and where
the homogeneous parts P? are the same as for the original defining function r¢ (see (4.11)). In
particular, the estimate (4.13) from Lemma 4.12 also holds for 7(0, 2).

Proof: We fix a ¢ € Wy. The sum of all pluriharmonic terms of minimal degree, say d, in
S, QN (2), Q" as in (4.11), can be written as the real part of the holomorphic function

Adz) = Ad(2) = Z ! adHTC Z be.az”
e al Judz® o

loe|=d |a|=d
With this we define a holomorphic coordinate transformation (w,z) = ®%(w, 2) by putting z =
Z, w=1w-(1—iA%2)). From this we get
u= 0+ alm A%2) + 9 Re A%(2)
v=0—uReA%Z) + 0Im A%2)
After plugging this into (4.11) we get the following expression

ro®(w,2) = 0+0lmAYZ) + 37 PI(2) + ad, Q'(2) + 0(Re AY(2) 1, QU(2)+

(5.1)
O (2, Re A%(2), 2 a2, Jol| |+ o271

where the Ql are new homogeneous functions of degree [ with the property, that their lowest
order pluriharmonic terms have degree > d.

Notice next, that the boundary 0D, can again be written in the new coordinates (w0, Z) as a
graph over {0 = 0} near 0, namely, as the zero set of a new function 7(w, Z) of the form

2m m
F=0+Y NE) +ay_mE)+ 0@, a2 ) (5.2)
7j=2 =1

On 7 = 0 we also have r o ®(w, 2) = 0. Hence we can solve (5.2) for v and can plug the result
into (5.1) obtaining the identity

0= [_23222 )‘j(g) - aZlTL Ml(g)] [1 +ImAd( )+ ReAd( )2111 Ql(g)] + ZQZQ Pj(g)
A, QN(E) 4 205 \()0;(12) + a0, m(Z)Ou(|2)) + O (@2, fal 2™, |2 )

17



By comparing terms we get from this the equations

(HMH) S N (B + 05(12D) + 70, P(2) =0
(‘ |m+1) —ay 2 m(2)(1+Ou(|2]) + 205, @ (Z) =0
Hence the defining function 7 has the form

2m

o+ 3 PR+ 0,(1) + T A +0aD) + 0@ el ) (59)

il

Notice now, that 31", Qi(2)(1 + Oy(|2])) does no longer contain any pluriharmonic terms of
degree < d. After redefining the P/ and the @' such that in the new coordinates, which we
denote again by w = u + v, z, we have as before

2m
r=v+ ZPJ + uz Ql + O 2 ”LLHZ‘erl ’ ‘2m+1>
j=2

but now with »°;", Q'(z) without pluriharmonic terms of degree < d, we can repeat the same
procedure inductively until and including d = m. Keeping track of the changes made at each
step proves the Lemma. O

It is very important for us to observe, that, although the coordinate transformations of Lemma 5.1
will, in general, destroy lineal convexity, the estimate (4.13) from Proposition 4.12 remains true
in the new coordinates with the new defining functions. We have

Corollary 5.2 Let the coordinates (w,z) and the defining function 7(w, Z) corresponding to
r(w, z) be chosen as in Lemma 5.1. Then one has in analogy to (4.13) the estimate

2m : 2m J

0 s - 1 &r(0) MZPS\

7(0,2) + ¢ E M?¥ 5, Re E 1 9 > ¢ E W’ P |[12F (5.4)
j=2 || =5 ’ j=2

a=(01,...,an_1)

for all # € C"™', |Z| < R.. Here t(Z) has been chosen in such a way that Z € {rt() : 7 € C} and
|t(2)| = 1. Furthermore,

: 1 #r0) ,_
Pi(2) = — 7
(2) Z ~alpf! (92“(92/32 -
lal+]8]=j
and Ptj(g) (1) = PI(1t(2)).

Proof: We write in total analogy to (4.11) the homogeneous decomposition
2m m
0,2) =0+ Y P(z Z )+ 0@, |a|z™ |2 (5.5)
j=2 =1

18



Then we get from Lemma 5.1

Pi(2)=PI(2)+ Y P(2)h(2) (5.6)

2<i<j

with functions hg homogeneous of order 7 — i. Furthermore, the Q(%) do not contain pluri-
harmonic terms. Next, we observe from the proof of Proposition 4.12, that it suffices to show
that estimate (4.10) from Lemma 4.11 holds for the restrictions p(z) := 7(0, 2t), z € C, for any
t € Q" |t| = 1. As follows from (5.5) they have the form

p(z) = Z Pi(z) + O (=)

where, for simplicity, we have written P7(z) instead of P(zt). From (5.6) we also get for the
purely holomorphic part of P7(z) as compared to the holomorphic part of P7(z) the estimate

Rea oz’ = Reajoz’ + O < Z HP’H|z|3> (5.7)
2<i<j

We will, however, not need this in the following.
By putting (5.6) into (4.10) we can estimate

2 Pi(z) 4+ e32", M 0; Re (a;027) >

2m i 2m ] i 2m i j
Zj:Q PI(z) + 52;‘:2 MQ]UJ’ Re (ajo2’) — OZ]‘:Q Z2§z‘<j [RaliE
(4,10) 2m 2J i j 2m i j
> 523’:2 Af6m6’|P]|||Z|J - CZ]'ZQ 22§i<]’ HP |||Z|J

> 53050 e 1P lI=F

for all z € C with |z| < R, (after possibly shrinking R. uniformly in p). Notice, that the last
inequality in this chain holds, since in the second term of the previous line all ||P?|| appear
for i < 2m, however always with the power |z|/ as factor which is higher than the power |z|*
appearing with the same factor ||P!|| in the first term. O

6 Inequalities in C*

Again as in [7] we next want to get the decisive estimates on the desired support functions in
C?. Since, at this point, in [7] we strongly used the convexity of the given domains, we have to
replace those arguments. In fact, as it turns out, it is just the pseudoconvexity of lineally convex
domains which suffices for our purposes.
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In this situation in C? we choose coordinates, now again called (w,z) € C?, and a defining
function 7(w, z) as in Corollary 5.2. We decompose it into homogeneous terms in the form

T(w, 2) :U+Zf3j Z (z) +O(u? ut, 22" (6.1)

and assume, that the Q' do not contain any harmonic terms (we may do so according to
Lemma 5.1). In particular, we need to sum in the second term of 7 only from | = 2. The
pseudoconvexity of our original domains, which, of course, is not destroyed by the coordinate
transformations used in Lemma 5.1, tells us, that the function A from (3.2) being the Levi form
of the level sets of 7 is > 0. Therefore, formula (3.12) gives us

0 < A(u,2) <
m— m— —
C(M\unzw L e POl @)+

2m [ u m
=2 P ZZl:Z

on a certain neighborhood of 0, independent of the choice of 7. From this we immediately get

| < (1P ot 3 ) 62

since |uz™"'| < 2Jul? + ||[P?™|||z|*™"2. By putting for any given z # 0 the variable u :=
(55 1P| 21772)2 we, finally, get

Lemma 6.1 For the decomposition (6.1) one has for a small enough number d > 0

m 2 2m m 2
(Se) <eSipliar oS 63
1=2 =2 1=2
for all z with |z| < d.

(Notice, that lineal convexity has not been used in proving (6.3).)
As a corollary of this Lemma we will derive from (6.3) an estimate of the @)’s against the P’s.

Namely we have

Lemma 6.2 In the situation established at the beginning of this section there is a constant
C > 0, such that, after possibly shrinking d > 0,

m ‘ ' 2m
ST < ey S IR ]
1=2 =2
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and, hence,

UZ Q'
=2

2m
<+ 1) || PY|Ial (6.4)
=2

for all |z| < d.

Proof: The proof consists of two parts.

1) Let L > 0 be large enough (how large it has to be, will be specified later) and suppose, there
is a number a > 0 and an index j, 2 < 7 < m, such that one has for all z € C with a < |z| < La
the estimates

Q12 = [|Q )||I=" Vi # j (6.5)
Write Q7(2) = 327_1 b/2'77~" and pick an index [ such that |a]| > %HQJH Consider any z with
2| = av/L. From the fact, that (6.5) even holds for |z| = a, one obtains for |z| = av/L and j > i

QN
izt =
2

ll1=r

and, hence,

- J z Jj—=2 > ? z i—2 66
Sl = el (6.6)
for j > i. By starting with (6.5) on {|z| = La} the inequality also follows for i > j, if |2| = av/L.
With this one obtains
W =

2w |JO

77 a1 21)0(19’

oarJo  I(G—-1) 920

1 f T 1 0 7&5 lZ] lez(] 21)0 de’
z

1
2

o @20 ds) (6.7)

2 m i(j— Q||| o]
Jy" e, Qe g 1 CF, L 11Q 12

IN

1
2wl(j—1)

(6.3) and (6.6)

< C\/Zil‘g 1P| + O[22 + O3 Q=

We assume now, more precisely, that L has been chosen such that %C < ﬁ Then it follows
together with the choice of [ that

2m
}}Qj”’Z‘]_Q <C Z HPkH’Z\k_Q
k=2

and hence

2m
Q1= < Oy | S IPHI (6.8)
k=2
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for all i and |z| = av/L. Notice, however, that this implies that, after changing the constant C,
one even has the same inequality (6.8) for all z with % < |z| < aL™.

2) Let now, for any 7 as considered in this section, j be the minimal index between 2 and m such
that @’ # 0. Then it follows, that (6.5) holds with this j on a small disc A, = A(0,7) around 0.
Hence, (6.8) has been proved on A, (notice, however, that 7 cannot be chosen uniformly in 7).
Let now d be as in Lemma 6.2. Then there is for any radius R, n < R < d, a j such that (6.5)
holds for |z| = R and, as can easily be seen, these indices j are monotonously increasing in
R. Hence, there are radii n = R' < --- < R¥ = d with k < m, such that on each annulus
Ai = Api g = {71 < |2| < R'} one 7 is dominating in the sense of (6.5). We call such an
annulus A; thick, if R]f : > L. We consider

1% case: There is no thick annulus. - Then, since |J A4; = A, 4 and since there are at most m
annuli, we have d < L™n, hence (6.8) holds on A(0, d).

2 case: there are thick annuli. - Let A; be any of them and suppose there is even a next one,
say A; for some j > . Then, since j —i < m, we have R/~! < L™R'. Hence (6.8) does not only
hold on A; but even all the way up to the radius R’~!. In case, there is no next thick annulus
after A;, we get (6.8) up to the radius d.

This proves the Lemma. 0

We now can prove an estimate which is essentially what we want to show in Theorem 2.6 for the
2-dimensional slices D, ;. Namely, we have

Proposition 6.3 Let W and n as introduced in section 2 be small enough. Let § > 0 be small
enough (chosen according to Lemma 4.5). Choose numbers M > 0 large enough and € > 0
small enough. Denote by R the set of all defining functions 7 obtained from the set R after the
coordinate changes of Lemma 5.1 have been made. Choose another number K > 0 large enough.
Then there is a radius R, such that the following holds true: if one puts for any 7 € R

Si(w, z) := 7 — Kw? — 522 Ve jll ]3Z;J ) (6.9)
J
one has for (w, z) € B(0, R.) the estimate
Re (Si(w, 2)) < 7(w, 2)(1 + KF(w, 2)) — —u” — —Z QR jH]z]j (6.10)
- 16m
where, of course, L i
, T
Ple) = . mazk(az)l 7

for j =2,...,2m.
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Remark 6.4 If7 € R is the defining function associated with r € R via the respective coordi-
nate transformation of Lemma 5.1, then one also has

j 1 0'r(0) 4y
J(y) — il
Pi(z) = R IE
as already mentioned in Lemma 5.1.
Proof: Tt follows from (6.9), that one has
2m )
Re Si(w, 2) :U—KU2+KU2—€ZM2JO']' Re (ajo2”) (6.11)
=2

1 097(0) _ 1 89r(0)
Jl 823 T 4! 923
we get from (6.1), namely,

. In order to estimate this we substitute at first for v what

if, as usual, ajo :=

v = 7(w, 7(0, 2) —UZQJ )+ O(u? uz™*, 22

Then we get from (6.11) the estimate
Re S¢(w, z) =
O(u?, uz™, 22+ + (F(w, z) — 7(0, 2) —ud ", Q'(2)) — Ku?+
K( (w,2) = 337, PI(2) —ud i, QZ(Z)> — 32" M? 0; Re (aj0)
< O(u?,uz™ 220 4 F(w, 2) (1 + K7(z,w))—
[f((), z) + 62?22 MQjaj Re (ajozj)} —ud ", QY z) — Ku?+
KO (S PN 4 Tl Q11+ 1, 2 2 1P =) +
KC[7(w, 2)||lul3, |Q'1=)

By using Corollary 5.2 and Lemma 6.2 we can after choosing R. small enough, uniformly in 7,
proceed to

Re Si(w, z) <

O(u?, uz™t 224 4 7w, 2)(1 + Ki(w, 2)) — €377, HPJ|||Z|J

16m

(1+ KCJ2f + [7(w, 2)[) |12 + C2=P i | PN ] = K + KC(2f + 7w, 2)]) 23, 1P 2P

< #(w, 2)(1 + K(w, ) — LEu? — £3°27 M20 ) piy i

7=2 16m

This proves the Proposition. O
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7 Proof of Theorems 2.2 and Theorem 2.6

Notice, that Proposition 6.3 says essentially the same as Theorem 2.6 for n = 2, the only
difference being, that in Proposition 6.3 the defining functions are used, which represent 0D
in the coordinates given by Lemma 5.1 as a graph over the real tangent plane (these defining
functions were called rg in (2.13)), whereas in Theorem 2.6 we allow arbitrary defining functions
in these coordinates. So, in order to complete the proof of Theorem 2.6 we still have two tasks:
1. We need to generalize Proposition 6.3 to arbitrary dimensions;
2. we need to replace the special defining functions by arbitrary ones.

Generalizing Proposition 6.3 to arbitrary dimension is straightforward. Namely, we make all
hypotheses of Theorem 2.6 and choose the coordinates as described in that Theorem. We take as
defining function 7¢(Z) := 7¢(Z1, #) the corresponding function 7{(2) from (2.13) and we define
for every ¢ € Wy the function S¢(Z) by the formula (2.10). Now, we just have to notice, what
has been observed already in Remark 2.3, namely, for any unit vector t = (0,t,...,t,) we get
after writing ¢ (0) = 7¢(w01(4,0, ..., 0) + Wat)

197¢4(0) 1 97c(0) "
7 8@% w2:||zla 25 t wy (7.1)
al=j
and 1 1 0770
Bl = Y o O e (7.2)

1 31 Amr =8
il @ 0 02007
With this the estimate (2.12) follows directly from (6.10), such that task 1 from above has been

done.

In order to get task 2 done, we again make all hypotheses as in Theorem 2.6 and let 7¢(Z) be
defined as there starting with an arbitrary defining function r of D. Let us denote for a moment
by Té’ (2) the defining function representing D in the Z-coordinates as a graph as just used in

treating task 1, in particular, in (7.1) and (7.2). Then there is a strictly positive function he(Z),
C*in (Z,(), such that we have

() = Fe(2)he(2) (7.3)
We denote for a moment by Pg J (15) the homogeneous polynomial from (7.2) obtained by using
7¢(Z) and by P (12) the one obtalned from 7 ;(w2). Then (7.3) immediately gives the following

estimates:

11 PO agb Ial \ﬁ\ 7 11 P7(0) yagi slal=lol
Z\QHW\_] ol Bl dz""azﬁt t h<(0)2|a|+|ﬁ|_j ol Bl 8z’adzﬁt 1" 1y Wy

I+1
")

70 S 10
Z$7;§/i>t'aw%:hg(0)z ~ gf,i o j+O<ZHP9’

lov|=3 lov|=3

and

sz

o(L..,
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From this we get

o [Pl < i (| Pl + | P el )
(7.6)
2 Salll o~
< i | 2.

if |wy| is small enough. The analogous estimate, where the role of Pét and ]55 tl is just interchanged,
also holds.

If we plug all this into (2.10) and (2.12) replacing thereby the defining functions fé’ by 7 we get
Theorem 2.6 in full generality (the calculations are similar to what has been done in proving
Corollary 5.2).

It remains to show how Theorem 2.2 follows from Theorem 2.6, more precisely, how to derive esti-
mate (2.6) from estimate (2.12). For this we drop at first the term —% (Rew;)? from (2.12). This
does not destroy the estimate. After this we just have to return to the original z-coordinates. We
do this in two steps. Namely, at first, we return to the coordinates denoted by Z in Theorem 2.6.
This, however, does not cause any difficulties, since, first of all, @g((), Zoyoooy2n) = (0,29, ..., 2,)
and since, secondly, as Corollary 5.2 shows, returning to the Z-coordinates just means returning
from the inequality (5.2) to the original inequality (4.13) from which (5.2) had been derived.
The second step, namely returning from the 2Z-ccordinates to the original z-ccordinates is trivial,
since this coordinate change is affine unitary. This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.2. O

8 Possible applications

The C*°-family of support functions constructed in [7] for convex domains of finite type meanwhile
has found many applications. However, for all of them another tool was quite important, namely,
the machinery of non-isotropic pseudoballs and a corresponding metric on such domains. In
his thesis (in preparation) Michael Conrad, University of Wuppertal, now has developed this
machinery also for lineally convex domains of finite type. Therefore, it can be expected, that
Theorems 2.2 and 2.6 are the basis for generalizing the following results from convex domains of
finite type to lineally convex domains of finite type:

1. Holder and LP-estimates for solution operators of Andersson-Berndtsson type for the
O-equations (see the totally analogous work in the convex case [6], [12], [14]);

2. Characterization of the zero sets of the Nevanlinna class (see [11]).
Many other obvious questions of quantitative complex analysis on our domains can be treated.
Let us mention as an example the question of the precise subellipticity gain for the 9-Neumann-
problem on lineally convex domains of finite type.
Given the fact, that there are many critical counter-examples (see [21], [23], [22], [8], [9]), but
also a recent positive result for convex domains (see [10], based on [7]), it also might be very
interesting to find out, what the situation is regarding the possibility of L*°-bounded holomorphic
extension of bounded holomorphic functions on certain complex submanifolds of lineally convex
domains of finite type. We do not pursue this matter here.
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As already said, it can be expected, that most of these applications will be more or less routine
based on the corresponding work for the convex finite type case. Only where convexity has been
used in an additional way except for the pseudometric and the existence of the support functions
with good estimates (like, for instance, in [10]), new ideas will be required.
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