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C—ROBIN FUNCTIONS AND APPLICATIONS

NORM LEVENBERG* AND SIONE MA‘U

ABSTRACT. We continue the study in [I] in the setting of pluripo-
tential theory arising from polynomials associated to a convex body
C in (RT)?. Here we discuss C—Robin functions and their applica-
tions. In the particular case where C'is a simplex in (R™")? with ver-
tices (0,0), (b,0), (a,0), a,b > 0, we generalize results of T. Bloom
to construct families of polynomials which recover the C'—extremal
function Vo i of a nonpluripolar compact set K C C%.
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1. INTRODUCTION

As in [I], we fix a convex body C' C (RT)? and we define the loga-
rithmic indicator function

(1.1) He(z) :=suplog |2’| :==  sup  log[|z|* - - - |zq)%].
JeC j

We assume throughout that
(1.2) ¥ C kC for some k € Z*

where
d

Yo={(zy,...,vq) ERT: 0 < 2; < 1, le <1}
j=1
Then

-----

where log™ |2;| = max|0, log |z;|]. We define
Lo = Lo(C?) = {u € PSH(CY) : u(z) — He(2) = O(1), |2| — oo},
and
Loy = Loy (C = {u € Lo(C? s u(z) > Ho(2) + Cu}

where P.SH(C?) denotes the class of plurisubharmonic functions on C.
These are generalizations of the classical Lelong classes L := Ly, Lt :=
Ly when C' = ¥. Let Clz] denote the polynomials in z and

(1.3) Poly(nC) :={p € Clz]: p(z) = Z an,2"}.

aenC
For a nonconstant polynomial p we define

(1.4) degq(p) = min{n € N: p € Poly(nC)}.
If p € Poly(nC), n > 1 we have 1 log|p| € L¢; also each u € Lo (C?)

is locally bounded in C¢. For C - ¥, we write Poly(nC) = P,.

The C-extremal function of a compact set K C C? is defined as the
uppersemicontinuous (usc) regularization V¢ ;(2) := limsup,_,, Ve x(€)
of

Vex(z) :==sup{u(z): u € Lo,u < 0on K}.
If K is regular (Vi := Vi g is continuous), then Vo g = V(i is con-
tinuous (cf., [9]). In particular, for K = T% = {(21, ..., 24) € C?: |2;| =
L, j=1,..d}, Vogra = Véra = He (cf., (2.7) in [1]). If K is not
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pluripolar, i.e.; for any u psh with « = —oo0 on K we have u = —oo,
the Monge-Ampere measure (dd°V¢; )% is a positive measure with sup-
port in K and V3 = 0 quasi-everywhere (q.e.) on supp(ddVg )
(i.e., everywhere except perhaps a pluripolar set).

Much of the recent development of this C'—pluripotential theory can
be found in [9], [I] and [2]. One noticeable item lacking from these
works is a constructive approach to finding natural concrete families
of polynomials associated to K, C' which recover Vo . In order to do
this, following the approach of Tom Bloom in [4] and [5], we introduce
a C'—Robin function p, for a function v € Lo. The “usual” Robin
function p, associated to u € Ly is defined as
(1.5) pu(z) = limsuplu(Az) — log |A[]

[A| =00
and this detects the asymptotic behavior of u. This definition is nat-
ural since the “growth function” Hx(z) = max;_;__4log"|z;| satisfies
Hsx(A\2) = Hy(z2) + log|A|l. Let C be the triangle in R? with vertices
(0,0), (b,0), (0,a) where a, b are relatively prime positive integers. Then
(1) Ho(z1,22) = max[log™ |21]%, log™ |22|%] (note Ho = 0 on the
closure of the unit polydisk P? := {(21, 29) : |21], 22| < 1});
(2) defining A o (21, 22) := (A\%21, A\’2,), we have
Hc()\ o (21, 22)) = Hc(Zl, 22) + ablog |>\‘
for (21,22) € C*\ P? and |\ > 1.
Given u € Lc(C?), we define the C'—Robin function of u (Definition
12) as
pu(?1, 22) = limsup[u(A o (21, 22)) — ablog |A[]
[A| =00
for (21, 29) € C2. This agrees with (LH) when a = b = 1; i.e., when
C =¥ C (RT)? For general convex bodies C, it is unclear how to
define an analogue to recover the asymptotic behavior of u € L¢.

The next two sections give some general results in C'—pluripotential
theory which will be used further on but are of independent interest.
Section 4 begins in earnest with the case where C is a triangle in C2.
The key results utilized in our analysis are the use of an integral for-
mula of Bedford and Taylor [3], Theorem in section 6, yielding the
fundamental Corollary [6.4], and recent results on C'—transfinite diame-
ter in [12] and [I3] of the second author in section 7. Our arguments in
Sections 5 and 8 follow closely those of Bloom in [4] and [5]. The main
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theorem, Theorem [B.3] is stated and proved in section 8; then explicit
examples of families of polynomials which recover Vi gk are provided.
We mention that the results given here for triangles C' in R? with ver-
tices (0,0), (b,0), (0,a) where a, b are relatively prime positive integers
should generalize to the case of a simplex

C' = co{(0,...,0), (a1,0,...,0),...,(0,....,0,aq) }

in (R*)? d > 2 where ay, ..., aq are pairwise relatively prime (cf., Re-
mark [L0]). Section 9 indicates generalizations to weighted situations.

2. RUMELY FORMULA AND TRANSFINITE DIAMETER

We recall the definition of C'—transfinite diameter d¢(K') of a com-
pact set K C C? where C satisfies (L2). Letting N, be the dimension
of Poly(nC) in (L3), we have

Poly(nC') = span{ey, ..., en, }

where {e;(z) == 220 = 020N\ are the standard basis
monomials in Poly(nC) in any order. For points (i, ..., (y, € C%, let

VDM (Cy, -y v, ) o= detles ()i j=1,....N,

er(C)  e(G) ... elln,)
= det : : :

en,(C1) en,(G) ... en,(Cn,)

and for a compact subset K C C¢ let
Vo, =V,(K):= max K\VDM(Q,...,CNn)|.

15-GN, €

Then
6c(K) == limsup V. /I
n—oo
is the C'—transfinite diameter of K where [, := Z;VZ"I deg(ej). The
existence of the limit is not obvious but in this setting it is proved in
[1]. We return to this issue in section 7.
Next, for u,v € L¢ 4, we define the mutual energy

d

(2.1) E(u,v) := /C (u—v) > (ddou)’ A (ddv)*.

=0

Here dd® = i00 and for locally bounded psh functions, e.g., for u,v €
Lcy, the complex Monge-Ampere operators (ddu)’ A (dd°v)?=7 are
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well-defined as positive measures. We have that £ satisfies the cocycle
property; i.e., for u,v,w € L¢ 4, (ct., [I], Proposition 3.3)
E(u,v) + E(v,w) + E(w,u) = 0.

Connecting these notions, we recall the following formula from [IJ.

Theorem 2.1. Let K C C? be compact and nonpluripolar. Then
1 .
logdc(K) = Tg(VC,Ka Hc)
where ¢ is a positive constant depending only on d and C'.

We will use the global domination principle for general Lo and Le 4
classes associated to convex bodies satisfying (IL2]) (cf., [11]):

Proposition 2.2. For C C (R*)? satisfying (I3), let w € Lo and
v € Loy with u < v a.e.-(ddv)?. Then u < v in C%

We use these ingredients to prove the following.

Proposition 2.3. Let E C F be compact and nonpluripolar. If §¢(FE) =

Proof. By Theorem 2.1} the hypothesis implies that E(V{Z g, Heo) =
E(V¢ py He). Using the cocycle property,
0=EVep Ho)+EHe, Vip) +EVE R, Ve E)
=EWVep He) = EVep, Ho) + EVEr, Vi)
= S(VC*',Fv VC*‘E)
From the definition (2.1]),
d

0= EVer Vir) = [ (Vir = Vir) S EVER) A AV p)™
§=0

= [ Ve —Verl Ve + | (Ver = Veu)daVe )
d—1

+ [ Vor=Vew) Ve 1 @dVER)"™

j=1
Now E C F implies V3 p < Vi i e, Vi p — Vg < 0 on €% Also,

Ver=Vigp=0qe. on supp(ddCVc’?,E)d
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and

Vér=0qe. on supp(dchC*,F)d.
Thus we see that

d—1
0= /(:d(_V57E>(ddcvé,F>d / VCF VCE Z dchCF ]/\ ddCVCE) -

where each term on the right-hand-side is nonp081tlve. Hence each term
vanishes. In particular,

O:/ VS,E(ddCVék,F)d
(cd

implies that V& , = 0 q.e. onsupp(dd°V¢ ) (and hence a.e.-(dd°V; p)9).
We finish the proof by using the domination principle (Proposition
2.2): we have Vi p, Vi p € Lc 4 (C?) with
and hence Vi, < Vi on C% de., Vi g = Vi p on C
O

Remark 2.4. For C' = ¥, Proposition was proved for regular com-
pact sets £, F'in [5] and in general (compact and nonpluripolar sets) in
[6]. Both results utilized the “usual” Robin functions (LLH) of Vi, V.

3. OTHER PRELIMINARY RESULTS: GENERAL

Let K C C? be compact and nonpluripolar and let i be a positive
measure on K such that one can form orthonormal polynomials {p, }
using Gram-Schmidt on the monomials {z*}. We use the notion of
degree given in (L4): degs(p) = min{n € N: p € Poly(nC)}. We have
the Siciak-Zaharjuta type polynomial formula

(3.1) Ve,x(2) = sup{ gz log p(2)|: p € Clz], [Ipllx < 1}

(cf., [0, Proposition 2.3). Tt follows that {z € C¢: Vo g(2) = 0} = K,
the polynomial hull of K:

K :={zeC":[p(z)| <||pllx, all polynomials p}.
In this section, we follow the arguments of Zeriahi in [17].

Proposition 3.1. In this setting,

11|H\lsup T 08 [pa(2)] > Vox(2), 2 € K.
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Proof. Let Q==Y c,.c CaPa € Poly(nC) with ||Qn||x < 1. Then

ol =1 | Qubdul < [ Ipildn < VulF)
K K
by Cauchy-Schwarz. Hence
|Qn(2)] < N/ u(K) max |pa(2)

where recall N, =dim(Poly(nC)).
Now fix zp € C¢\ K and let o, € nC be the multiindex with
degq(pa, ) largest such that

[P, (20)] = max |pa(z0)].
We claim that taking any sequence {Q,} with ||Q,||x <1 for all n,
lim degq(pa, ) = +00.
n—o0

For if not, then by the above argument, there exists A < 400 such that
for any n and any Q,, € Poly(nC) with ||Qn||x < 1,

|Qn 20 | < N V K maX |pa ZO)| =N M(ZO)

d Cpa

where M (zp) is independent of n. But then
Ve,x (#0) = sup{ oz log [p(2)] - p € Cl2], [Ipllx < 1}

1 1
< lim sup[g log N,, + - log M(z)] =0

n—oo

which contradicts zy € C*\ K. We conclude that for any z € C%\ K,
for any n and any @, € Poly(nC) with HQnHK <1,

1
~log |Qn(2)] < — logN +— loglpan( )l

where we can assume deg. (pan) T +o0. Hence, for such z,

Vex(z) < limsup % 10g [pa,, (2)| < lim sup m 10g [Pa,, (2)|
n—oo

n—oo

< h‘H'lsup w108 [pa(2)]

where we have used degq(pa, ) < n.
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Suppose u is any Bernstein-Markov measure for K i.e., for any € > 0,
there exists a constant c¢. so that

Pl < ce(1 4 €)"[|pnllr2s), Pn € Poly(nC), n=1,2, ...
From ([[2), ¥ C kC C mX for some k, m and we can replace (1 + €)"
by (1+ ¢)deec(Pr) In particular, for the orthonormal polynomials {p,},
1Pallic < ce(1+ e)tesc).

Thus

hmsup di log |[pallx <0
la]—
and we obtain equality in the previous result:

Corollary 3.2. In this setting, if i 1s any Bernstein-Markov measure
for K,

h‘rr|1sup g log Da(2)] = Ver(2), 2 & K.

We remark that Bernstein-Markov measures exist in abundance; cf.,
[§]. Our goal in subsequent sections is to generalize the results in [4]
and [5] of T. Bloom to give more constructive ways of recovering Ve
from special families of polynomials.

4. C—ROBIN FUNCTION

We begin with the observation that a proof similar to that of Theorem
5.3.1 of [I0] yields the following result.

Theorem 4.1. Let C,C" C (R*)? be convex bodies and let F' : C* — C?
be a proper polynomial mapping satisfying
F(2)])’ F(2)])’
0 < tiing S0z IFCIL o e ()
‘Z‘—)OO SupJecl |Z ‘ |Z|—>OO SupJ/GC/ ‘Z |
Then for K C C* compact,
VQK(F(Z)) = VC’,Ffl(K)(z»
Proof. Since Ho(2) := sup ¢ log |27], the hypothesis can be written

< 00

. pHe (F(2)) efo(F(2))
(4.1) 0< lg‘n_}?o cHor () = 11|£I|1_S>llop Ho () = %%
Ho(F(2))

We first show that liminf|,_, oo > 0 implies
e

(4.2) Ver r1)(2) < Vo r (F(2)).
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Indeed, starting with u € Lo with u < 0 on F~1(K), take
v(z) = supu(F1(2))

where the supremum is over all preimages of z. Then v € PSH(C?)
and v < 0 on K. Note that v(F(2)) = u(z). Now u € L implies

limsuplu(z) — Her(2)] < M < oc.

|z| =00
To show v € L¢, since F' is proper it suffices to show

limsup[v(F(2)) — Ho(F(2))] < 0.

|z]—o0
We have
lilzrﬁ_s)llop[v(F(z)) — He(F(2))]
= limsup[v(F(2)) — He(2) + He(z) — Ho(F(2))]

|z]—o00

<limsup[u(z) — He(z)] — iminf[Ho(F(2)) — Hei(2)]

<M — l‘il‘ninf[Hc(F(z)) — Hei(2)] < o0
Z|—00
from the hypothesized condition in (£1]) so v € L¢ and (Z.2)) follows.
Next we show that
GHo(F(2))

lim sup W

|z]—00

Letting v € Lo with v < 0 on K, we have u(F(z)) € PSH(C?) and
w(F(2)) <0on F7Y(K) and we are left to show u(F(z)) € Ler. Now

limsup[u(F(2)) — Hor(2)]

|z]—o0

< oo implies Ver p-1(x)(2) > Vo (F(2)).

= limsup[u(F(2)) — Ho(F(z)) + Ho(F(z)) — Her(2)]

|z]—o0

< limsup[u(F(2)) — Ho(F(2))] + limsup[Ho(F(2)) — Her(2)] < o0

|z]—o0 |z]—o00

from the hypothesized condition in (1)) and u € L¢.
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We can apply this in C? with ¢’ = ¢X where ¢ € ZT and C is an
arbitrary convex body in (R*)?. Given K C C? compact, provided we
can find F satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem [l from the relation

Vor(F(2)) = Ves p1x)(2) = Vie110)(2) € cL(C%

we can form a scaling of the standard Robin function (LX) for Vi1,
i.e., pp-1(k) = py,r-1(k), and we have
P10 (2) = limsuplVo e (F(A2)) — clog |\

[A| =00
This gives a connection between the standard Robin function pp-1(x)
and something resembling a possible definition of a C'—Robin function
pc.x (the right-hand-side). Given K C CY, the set F~'(K) can be very
complicated so that, apriori, this relation has little practical value.
For the rest of this section, and for most of the subsequent sections,
we work in C? with variables z = (21, 29) and we let C' be the triangle
with vertices (0,0), (b,0), (0,a) where a,b are relatively prime positive
integers. We recall from the introduction:
(1) Ho(z1,22) = max[log™ |21]° log" |22|%] (note Ho = 0 on the
closure of the unit polydisk P? := {(21, 29) : |21], 22| < 1});
(2) defining X o (21, 22) := (A\%21, A\’2,), we have
(4.3) Heo(Ao (21,22)) = He(21, 22) + ablog ||
for (21,2) € C*\ P? and |\ > 1.
Definition 4.2. Given u € L, we define the C'—Robin function of u:

pu(21, 22) = limsup[u(A o (21, 22)) — ablog |A]]

[Al =00
for (21, 2z9) € C%.
We claim that p, € Lo. To see this, we lift the circle action on C2,
Mo (21, 2) = (\21, A’2),
to C? in the following manner:
Ao (t, 21, 25) == (M, A%, A02y).

Given a function u € Lc(C?), we can associate a function h on C?
which satisfies

(1) h(1, 21, 22) = u(z1, 22) for all (21, 29) € C%

(2) h € La(C?) where C' = c0{(0,0,0), (1,0,0), (0,b,0), (0,0,a)};
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(3) h is ab—log-homogeneous:
h()\ © (ta 21, 22)) = h(t> 21, 22) + ab lOg |)\|
Indeed, we simply set

L Z1 Z9
h(t, 21, 22) = u(t—a, t_b

h(0, z1, 29) := limsup  A(t,wy,ws) if t = 0.

(t,w1,w2)—(0,21,22)

)+ ablog [t| if ¢ # 0 and

Now since h is psh on C3?, we have

(4.4) h(0,21,22) :==  limsup  h(t, 21, 22) = pu(21, 22).

(t,21,22)—(0,21,22)

Proposition 4.3. For u € Lo, we have p, € Lo. In particular, p, s
plurisubharmonic.

Proof. The psh of p, follows directly from (4] since h is psh on C3.
To show p, € L¢, note that

Pu(A o (21,22)) = pu(21, 22) + ablog |A| for A € C.

From (A3)) H¢ satisfies the same relation for (z,2,) € C?\ P? and
|A| > 1 which gives the result. O

Remark 4.4. Since p,(Ao(21, 22)) = pu(21, 22)+ablog |A|, in particular,
pu(e”? o (21,22)) = pulz1, 22).

Moreover, any point (z;,2,) € C? is of the form (\(;, A\°(,) for some
(¢1,¢o) € OP? and some A € C. Indeed, if b > a then we get all
points (21, 29) € C? with |2]* < |21|" as (A%¢y, A°C,) for some ((1, o)
with |¢;] = 1 and [(] < 1 and we get all points (21, 2,) € C? with
|22]% > |21]° as (A1, APC2) for some ({1, () with |¢i] < 1 and |(y| = 1.
Thus we recover the values of p, on C? from its values on 9P?.

Remark 4.5. In the general case where
C = c0{(0,...,0), (a,0,...,0), ..., (0, ...,0,aq)} € (RT)?
where ay, ..., aq are pairwise relatively prime, we have
He(21, ...y 22) = max[a;log™ |2;] 5 =1,...,d]
and we define

)\ © (Z17 (RS Zd) = ()\Hj#l ajzlv ceey )‘Hj#dajzd)
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so that
Hc()\O(Zl,...,Zd)) HC Zl,..., Ha] 1og|)\|

for (21, ..., zg) € C*\ P4 and |\| > 1. Then given u € L¢, we define the
C'—Robin function of u as

pul21, .oy 2q) = limsup[u(X o (21, ..., zq)) — (H a;) log |\[]

RURES
for (2, ..., zg) € C%.
We recall the Siciak-Zaharjuta formula [B)) for K C C? compact:
Vo (2) = sup{ oy log [p(2)]: p € Clal, [lpllx < 1}

For simplicity in notation, we write pc i := py; . The following result
will be used in section 8.

Theorem 4.6. Let K C C? be nonpluripolar and satisfy
(4.5) oK =K.
Then K = {pcx <0} and VE g = pé i = max|pc ., 0].

Proof. We first define a C'—homogeneous extremal function H¢ i as-
sociated to a general compact set K. To this end, for each n € N we
define the collection of nC-homogeneous polynomials by

H,(C) = A{hn(z1,22) = Y cpzlzh - cjp € C} C Poly(nC).
(4,k):aj+bk=nab
Note that for h, € H,(C),
ha(Ao (z1,22)) = A" Y cpaleh = Xk (21, 2)
(4,k):aj+bk=nab
and thus u := = log|h,,| satisfies
(4.6) u(A o (2z1,22)) = u(z1, 22) + ablog |A|.

Define
(4.7)

1
He (21, 29) := sup sup{glog |hn(z1, 22)] - b € Hp(C), bl < 1}
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Then He i satisfies the property in (A.0]). Clearly
Hé'_,K = max[Hc,K,O] < VC,K

and hence K C {He i < 0}.
For a polynomial p € Poly(nC'), we write

nab

(4.8) p(z1,22) = Z cip2lak = Zhl 21, 22)

aj+bk<nab
where (21, 2) == D aj bkt cjp7l 2 satisfies
iLl(A o (21, 22)) = )\lill(zla z2).
Then for each [ = 0,1, ..., nab,
(4.9) 1l < [1p]]xc-
To prove ([A9]), note that

nab

(AO 21,22 Z)\lhl 2’1,22

Take (21, 22) € K at which |hy(21, 2)| = ||lu||x. Then by the Cauchy
estimates for A — F'(\) := p(Ao (21, 22)) on the unit circle,

(21, 22)| = [[Pull e = [FO©0)]/11 < max|[FN)| < [[pl]x,

IAl=
proving (£.9).
We define

Hy = {li(z, %) : Z cipzlz¥, i € CY.
aj+bk=l
Ifa=b=1,H = H)(C) = H|(X) are the usual homogeneous polyno-
mials of degree [ in C?. Moreover, if /i, € H,, then h“b € H,(C). Since

|7l < 1if and only if [|h¢||x < 1, this shows
(4.10)

1 - . . -
He (21, 20) = ab - s%p sup{j log |hy(z1, 22)| = by € Hy, ||l < 1}.

We define the C'—homogeneous polynomial hull K ¢ of a compact set
K as

Ko = {(21,2) : |k(z1,2)| < ||k||x, k € UH,}.
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It is clear K C K¢ for any compact set K. We show the reverse
inclusion, and hence equality, for K satisfying (Z5). To this end, let

a € K. For p € Poly(nC), write p = 3.1 by as in (@8). Then

nab nab

p(@)] <Y (@) <Y Nl < (nab+ 1)l[pllx.

Thus
Ip(a)| < (nab + 1)]||p||-
Apply this to p™ € Poly(nmC):

[p(@)]™ < (nmab+1)]|p|[% so that [p(a)]"™ < (nmab + 1)/ ||p|[".

Letting m — oo, we obtain [p(a)| < ||p||x and hence a € K.
We use this to show

(4.11) {Vexk =0} ={Hcx <0}
for sets satisfying (4H]). To see this, we observe from (AI0) that the

right-hand-side of (4.11]) is the C'—homogeneous polynomial hull Ke of

K while the left-hand-side is the polynomial hull K of K. Thus (£11])
follows from the previous paragraph.
Now we claim that V- = Hf . We observed that Hf o < Vo g <

V¢ ki for the reverse inequality, we observe that Hg 18 in Le and
since He o satisfies (4.0), we have H(JJC, 5 1s maximal outside K. From
(A11) we can apply the global domination principle (Proposition 22I)
to conclude that H¢ , > V¢ i and hence HE o = Vi .
Using H(er,K = Vik
pe.i (21, z2) == limsup[He k(A o (21, 22)) — ablog |A[]

[A| =00

= lim sup HC,K(Zl, 22) = HC,K(Zla 22)
[A| =00

for (21,2) € C*\ K by the invariance of He i (i.e., it satisfies ([{0)).
Thus, from Proposition 23] (and the invariance of po ) we have

+ o
Pox = HC,K = VC,K-

This shows K = {pc.x < 0} and V& i = pd, fc := max|pc r, 0]. O
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Remark 4.7. It follows that for
p= Z hy = hy + 1, € Poly(nC)
=0

where h,, := h,,, € H,(C)and r, =p—h, =),
u = ~log |p,| then

ik
aj+bk<nab Cik#172 > if

1 ~ 1
pu = —log|hpw| = —log |h,|.
n n

We write p,, := h,, = izmb; thus p, = %log |Dn|-

In the case a = b = 1 where C' = ¥, we know from Corollary 4.6
of [7] that K regular implies py := py x is continuous. We need to
know that for our triangles C' where a,b are relatively prime positive
integers we also have pc i is continuous. To this end, we begin with

the observation that applying Theorem ] in the special case where
d =2 and C is our triangle with vertices (0, 0), (b,0), (0, a), we can take

F(z1,22) = (21, 23)
and ¢ = ab to obtain

abpr-1(rc) (21, 22) = limsup[Ve i (A\%2{, A°25) — ablog |Al].

[A| =00
= limsup[Ve, g (A o (24, 28)) — ablog | \|]
[A| =00
= pex (2, 25) = pox (F(z1, 2)).
We use this connection between pe x and the standard Robin function
pr-1(x) to show that pc x is continuous if K is regular.

Proposition 4.8. Let K C C? be compact and regular. Then pox is
uniformly continuous on OP2.

Proof. With F(z1, 25) = (2¢,25) as above, from Theorem 5.3.6 of [10],
we have F'(K) is regular. Thus, from Corollary 4.6 of [7], pr-1(k)
is continuous. Hence pc (24, 25) = pox (F (21, 29)) is continuous. To
show ¢ — pcr(¢) is continuous at ¢ = ((1,() € OP? we use the
fundamental relationship that

aprfl(K)(Zla 7) = pC,K(Z?a Zg)
To this end, let (" = ((}, (&) € OP? converge to ¢ = ({1, (s). Then

pe.x (C1,¢3) = pex (G [(¢)MT]")
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for any a—th root ((")¥/® of (7 and any b—th root (¢F)/* of ¢§. But

pe (Y 1(GY)") = abprr oy (K1Y, ().
By continuity of pp-1(x,

nh_{lolo PC,K(Q", C;) = nh_g)lo abﬂF*l(K) ((C?)l/a, (Czn)l/b)

= abpr-100)((G) Y%, (¢2)'")
for the appropriate choice of (¢;)"/* and (()'/*. But

abpr-1() (€)Y, (G2)°) = per (€)1 [(6)M')) = pox (G, ).

Note that this also yields that the value of pp-1()((C1)"%, (¢2)'?) is
independent of the choice of the roots (¢;)"/* and ({;)'/*. This can also

be seen from the definitions of pp-1(x) and F.
O

Remark 4.9. The relationship

aprfl(K)(Zla z) = po.x (21, Zg)
is a special case of a more general result. Let u € L. Then

i(2) == u(F (21, 22)) = (2}, 25) € abL = abLy, and

pu(F (21, 22)) = pulq, 23) = limsup[u(X o (27, 23)) — ablog |A]]

[A| =00

= lim sup[u(A\?2], \°28) — ablog |\[]

[A| =00
= limsup|a(Az) — ablog |\|].
[A| =00
Since @ € ablL, this last line is equal to the “usual” Robin function of
@ in the sense of (LG). To be precise, it is equal to abpg/ab Where pg/anb
is the standard Robin function (LH)) of @/ab € L. This observation will
be crucial in section 6.

We need an analogue of formula (18) in [I7] in order to verify a
calculation in the next section. We follow the arguments in [I7]. Recall
we may lift the circle action on C? to C? via

Mo (L, 21, 20) == (M, A2, AP2y).
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This gave a correspondence between Lo (C?) and Lg(C?) where C' =
c0{(0,0,0),(1,0,0), (0,b,0), (0,0,a)}. In analogy with our class

H,(C) :={hn(21,22) = Z cip2l2y 1 ;i € C} C Poly(nC)
(j,k):aj+bk=nab
in C2, we can consider
H,(C) = {hn(t, 21, 25) = Z cipt'z] 28 < cip € C} C Poly(nC)
(4,5,k)i4aj+bk=nab

in C3. For h, € H,(C), we have
1
Un(t, 21, 29) == Elog\hn(t, 21, 29)]

belongs to Ls(C?) and w,, is ab—log-homogeneous. That u,, € Ls(C?)
is clear; to show the ab—log-homogeneity, note that

hn(No (t, 21, 22)) = hy (A, A2, )\bzz)

= Y IR (W)

(4,7,k):i+aj+bk=nab
= Z Cigp N TR K — \mabh (8, 21, 29)
(4,4,k):i4aj+bk=nab
so that
Un()\ © (t7 21 Zg)) = un(tv 21, ZQ) + ablog ‘)\|
Moreover, for h, € H,(C), the polynomial

P21, 22) i= hn(1, 21, 22) = Z Ciij{Zég € Poly(nC);
(4,k):aj+bk<nab

conversely, if pn(21,22) = 32 k).aj+bk<nab c;n7l 2 € Poly(nC) then

Z1 <2 =

t_a’t_b) € H,(C).

~ Next, given a compact set £/ C C3, we define the ab—log-homogeneous
C'—extremal function

He s(t, 21, 22) := sup{ gy log [p(t 21, 20) |2 p € U Ha(C), [lpll e < 13

hn(tu 21, Z2) = tnab : pn(
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and its usc regularization Hf . Given the one-to-one correspondence

between Poly(nC') in C? and H,(C) in C3, we see that for K c C?
compact,

(4.12) Vek (21, 22) = He 1y k(1,215 22) for all (21, 22) € C?

and hence a similar equality holds for the usc regularizations of both
sides. Using this, we observe that for { = ({1, (2) # (0,0), we have

pe.x(¢) = limsup[VZ (A o () — ablog |

[A| =00
= h\nll SUP[HE {1}xK(1’ A1, >\b§2) — ablog [A[]
Al =00 ’
= limsup HE y o (1/A G, G) = HE 1y, (0,61, G2)-
[A| =00 ’ ’

Here we have used the fact that
HE e o (1A L G)) = HE e (LG NG).
We state this as a proposition:
Proposition 4.10. For K C C? compact,
pe (G Ce) = He oy, 1 (0,C1, G) for all (G, G2) # (0,0).

Remark 4.11. Using the relation (£I2) and following the reasoning in
[T5], Proposition 2.3, it follows that a compact set K C C? is regular;
i.e., Vo is continuous in C?, if and only if He 1y« 18 continuous in
C3. Thus we get an alternate proof of Proposition E.8]

5. PRELIMINARY RESULTS: TRIANGLE CASE

We continue to let C' be the triangle with vertices at (0,0), (b,0),
and (0, a) where a, b are relatively prime positive integers. For K C C?
compact and ¢ := (1, (s) € OP?, we define Chebyshev constants

K = K (K, Q) == inf{||pa||k : pn € Poly(nC), |p.(¢)| = 1}.
We note that s, < Kpkp: if we take t,,1, achieving k,, k,,, then

ttym € Poly(n 4+ m)C and toto = totm (see Remark 7)) so that

Rn+4+m < ||tnthK S RnRm -

Thus lim,,_.. £2/™ exists and we set

KK, () = 7}1_{20 glm = i%f/ii/".
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The following relation between (K, () and pc x(¢) is analogous to
Proposition 4.2 of [14].

Proposition 5.1. For ¢ € 0P?,
KK, () = e Pok ()
Proof. We first note that

kn(K, () = inf{ lgn(!; . pn € Poly(nC)}

= inf{ i pp € Poly(nC), ||pnl||lx < 1}

1
[Pn ()]
Thus for any pn € Poly(nC) with ||p,||x < 1, ka(K, () <
such p,,, +log |p,(2)| < Vex(2) for all z € C? so that
1

—log (O] < pe(€); ie. ———r > e PO
- 1Pn(O)] < per(C) TRGIE

for all ¢ € OP2%. Taking the infimum over all such p,,
Fin (K, Ol/n > ek ()

For

1
[Pn (O

for all n; taking the limit as n — oo gives
K(K, () > e P Q)

To prepare for the reverse inequality, we let {b;} be an orthonor-
mal basis of |J, Poly(nC) in L?(u) where p is any Bernstein-Markov
measure for K: thus for any € > 0, there exists a constant ¢, so that

Ipalli < ce(1+ €)@ |p,|| 1200, P € Poly(nC), n=1,2, ...

In particular,
||b.7||K S Ce(l —+ e)degc(bj)
and from Corollary 7

(5.1) lim sup g7~ log|b (2)| =Vork(z), 2 & K.
]—)

We next show that for ( € OP?,

(5.2) lim sup 3775 log|b (O = pc,k(Q).
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For one inequality, we use the fact that for a function w subharmonic
on C with u € L, the function r» — maxy, -, u(t) is a convex function of
logr. Hence

lim sup[u(t) — log |t|] = inf(rﬁlax u(t) —logr).

|t|—o00 |=r
Thus if u € abL; i.e., u(z) — ablog |z| = 0(1), |z| — oo, we have
(5.3) limsup[u(t) — ablog |t|] = inf(rrTaX u(t) — ablogr).

[t|—o0 [t|=r

Fix ¢ € OP? and letting d; := deg(b;) apply this to the function

1 1
A= log by (Ao O)] = 1 log b, (NG, ')l
J J
We obtain (using also Remark [.7)), for any r,

1 ~ ) 1

7 1og[b;(¢)] = lim sup[—log [b;(A o ()| — ablog |A]]

J [A| =00 Wy
1

< |rf\1‘ax —log |b;(A o ()| — ablogr.

Thus

j—0o0 j j—o00 = j

1 ~ 1
limsupd—log 1b;(O)] < limsup(maxd—log\bj()\ o ()| — ablogr)

< (Li !
< max(limsup —
Al=r " j—oo dj

log [bj(Ao ()| —ablogr) = gl‘%X[VC,K()\ o()—ablogr]
where we used Hartogs lemma and (5.]). Thus, letting r» — oo,
. 1 ~
lim sup —-log [b;(C)| < pe,x (€)-
J—r00 dj

In order to prove the reverse inequality in (B.2]), we use Proposition
410 With the notation from the previous section, and following the

proof of Théoreme 2 in [I7], let h € H,(C) with ||h||1xx < 1. Then
(21, 22) == h(1, 21, 22) € Poly(nC)

with ||p||x < 1. Writing p = Z;.V:"l ¢;b; where N,, =dim(Poly(nC)) as

in the proof of Proposition Bl we have |¢;| < 1 and hence

Nnp
[h(L, 21, 22)] = [p(21, 22)| < Z 10 (21, 22)].
=1



C—ROBIN 21

Then

Np,
[R(L/X, 21, 22) = AT pa(X21, Aozo)| < (AT by (A2, M)

i=1

Fixing (z1, 22) = ({1, ¢2) and letting |A| — oo, we get
1h(0,¢1, )| < > 16,1, I < (N = Noet) b5, (61, G2)|

bjePolynC\Poly(n—1)C

where N,,_; < j, < N,,. Using Proposition .10l we conclude that

C

po,x (Crs C2) < limsup m log ‘gj(gh )]
j—00

and (B5.2) is proved.

We now use (5.2) to prove that x(K, () < e Pox©) for ¢ € 9P? which
will finish the proof of the proposition. Fixing such a ( and ¢ > 0, take
a subsequence {by; } with d; := degq(by,) such that

1 ~ S
7 1oglbe, (O] 2 pex(C) =€ j = jole).
j
Letting
pi(2) = LEC
T (14 e)%”?
we have ||p;||x <1 and
1

(R 1
pex(C) = < T-log b, (O = 7

i i log c. + log(1 + €).

log |p;(O)] +

Thus

1 1 1

€ —pek(C) =2 - log — — —logc. —log(1l +¢)
B TR (ST

1
log Hd'(Ka C) - 7 IOgCE - lOg(l -+ E).
d; J d;
Letting j — oo,

€ — pox(¢) > log (K, () —log(1 + ¢);
which holds for all € > 0. Letting ¢ — 0 completes the proof.
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Using this proposition, and the observation within its proof that

n(KC) = inf{m - pu € Poly(nC), |Ipallx < 1},

we obtain a result which will be useful in proving Theorem

Corollary 5.2. Let K C C? be compact and reqular. Given e > 0, there
exists a positive integer m and a finite set of polynomials {W1, ..., Ws} C
Poly(mC) such that ||W;||xk =1, j=1,...,;s and

1 _
—log max [V;(0)] 2 pesc(¢) = ¢ for all ¢ € OP*.
J

Proof. From Proposition 5.1}, given € > 0, for each ( € 9P? we can find
a polynomial p € Poly(nC) for n > ngy(e) with ||p||x = 1 and

Llog Q)] 2 pe() e

By continuity of pg ¢, which follows from Proposition .8 such an in-
equality persists in a neighborhood of (. We take a finite set {p, ..., ps}
of such polynomials with p; € Poly(n;C') such that

1
max ——10g [7(C)] > pex(¢) — ¢ for all ¢ € O

2

Raising the p;’s to powers to obtain W,’s of the same C'—degree m, we
still have ||W;]|x = 1 and

1 _
- log max [W;(C)| > pe.x(C) — € for all ¢ € 9P
J

Given K C C? compact, and given h,, € H,(C), we define
Tchghy, == hy, + p,—1 where p,_1 € Poly(n — 1)C

and ||Tchihy||xk = inf{||h, + ¢o-1llx : g1 € Poly(n — 1)C}. The
polynomial T'chg h,, need not be unique but each such polynomial yields
the same value of ||T'chgh,||x. The next result is similar to Theorem

3.2 of [].

Theorem 5.3. Let K C C? be compact, reqular and polynomially con-
vex. If {Q.} is a sequence of polynomials with Q, € H,(C) satisfying

1
limsup ~log [Qn(C)| < pex(C), all ¢ € OP?,

n—oo N
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then
limsup ||T'chix@,| |}</n

n—oo

<1

Proof. We follow the proof in [I5]. Given e > 0, we start with poly-
nomials {Wy, ..., Wi} C Poly(mC) such that ||W,||x =1, 7 =1,..,s
and

1 _
— logmax[IW;(0)] = peie(¢) — e for all ¢ € OP?
J

(and hence on all of C?) from Corollary 5.2l From the hypotheses on
{@Q,} and the continuity of pc x (Proposition L8), we apply Hartogs
lemma to conclude

10g1@u(Q)] < pek(C) + €€ DP, 1= mofe)
Thus
(5.4) %log|Qn(C)\ < %logmjax\ﬁ/\j(ﬁﬂ +2¢, ¢ € AP?, n > ngle).

Note that Q,, € H,(C) implies Q, (Ao () = \"®Q,,(¢) so that

L 1081Qu(3 0 ©)l = ~10g|Qu(0)] + ablog A

Similary ﬁ/\] € H,,(C) implies
1 - 1 —~
—1 (A =—1 ; blog |A
—log [Wj(Ao Q)] = —log[W;(C)| + ablog|A|

so that (5.4) holds on all of C2.
We fix R > 1 and define
G:={zeC*:|W;(z)| <R™ j=1,..,s}.

Since W;(Ao () = AmaTW;(¢), we have ¢ o G = G; since W;(0) = 0, we
have 0 € G. We claim G is bounded. To see this, choose r > 0 so that

K CrP?>={(z21,2) € C*: |z|,|2| <7}
Then Ve i (21, 22) > He(21/r, 22/r) and hence
PC,K(Zl>Z2) > He(z1/r,22/7), (21, 22) € CZ\TPZ-
Since

1 —_~
— log max |W; (21, 22)| > po,r (21, 22) — € for all (21, 29) € C?,
m j

G is bounded.
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Next, choose § > 0 sufficiently large so that
KUG C{(z,%) € C*: |z, |2| < 6R™}.
Define
A= {(z,w) € C* x C*: |z|,|2| < IR™, |w;| < 6R™, j=1,..,s}
Given 6 > 1, we can choose p > 0 sufficiently large so that
D = {(z,w) € C*xC* : |21 [P +| 2P +|wi [P+ - - +]|ws|” < (05 R™)P},

which is complete circled (in the ordinary sense) and strictly pseudo-
convex, satisfies

A C D cC %A

(note this is just a replacement of an [*°—norm with an [’—norm).
We write 2 := (21, 22) € C? and W(z) := (Wy(2), ..., W,(z)) € C?® for
simplicity in notation. Let

Y = {(2,6W(2)) e C2 x C*: z € C?}.

Then Y is a closed, complex submanifold of C? x C*. Appealing to the
bounded, holomorphic extension result stated as Theorem 3.1 in [15],
there exists a positive constant M such that for every f € H*(Y N D)
there exists F' € H*(D) with

IF[|p < M||fllyap and F'= f on Y N D.

We will apply this to the polynomials @, (z). First, we observe that if
7:C? x C* — C? is the projection 7(z,w) = z, then

G=n(YNA)crm(YND)Ca(Y N’ A)ChoQ.

To see the last inclusion — note we use # o G, not #G — first note that

1
s=0oz <— ZZEOS

and thus since W;(5 0 s) = 7 W;(s),
oG ={zeC*: |/W7J(z)| <(O°R)™ j=1,.. s}
On the other hand,
(Y NP A) = {2z € C*: (z,w) € Y NI A}
= {2 € C?: |z, || < 6U"GR™, 5|W;(2)| < 6°"6R™, j=1,..,s}.
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Applying the bounded holomorphic extension theorem to f(z, w) :=
Q. (2) for each n, we get F,(z,w) € H*(D) with
Qu(2) = Fu(z,6W(2))
for all z € 7(Y N D) and
[Eullp < M|[|@nl|x(ynp)-

Utilizing the set inclusion 7(Y N D) C 6o G, the definition of § o G and
(5.4) (which recall is valid on all of C?),

(5.5) | Enllp < M||Qnllooe < M(eQEH“bR)" for n > ng(e).

Since D is complete circled, we can expand F;, into a series of ho-
mogeneous polynomials which converges locally uniformly on all of D.
Rearranging into a multiple power series, we write

Fo(z,w) := Z aryz'w’, (z,w) € D.
H]+[J1=0

Using Qn(z) = F,.(z, 5ﬁ/\(z)) for z € (Y N D), we obtain for such z,
Qul2) =Y ary2! (W (2))’

where the prime denotes that the sum is taken over multiindices
(5.6)
I = (i1,i3) € (Z")?, J € (Z1)*, where aiy +biy =: iab and i+|J|m = n.
This is because @,, € H,(C) and /V[Z € H,(C), j=1,...,s. Precisely,
each W;(2) is of the form > o 00 Cap?®28 so that if J = (ji, ..., js),
a typical monomial occurring in @, (z) must be of the form
57 AP (e
where aay, + bF, = mab, k=1, ..., s; hence

alaggy + -+ agjs) + b(Bigr + - -+ Bsjs) = |J|mab.
In order for (5.7) to (possibly) appear in @Q,(z), we require (5.6)). The
positive integers 7 in (5.6]) are related to the lengths |I| by || = i1+iy <
aiy + big = iab; and if, say, a < b we have a reverse estimate

iab = aiy + biy < b|I| so that |I| > ia.

However, all we will need to use is the fact that the number of multi-

indices occurring in the sum for @, (2) is at most N,, = dim(Poly(nC))
and lim,,_. NJ/" = 1.
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Applying the Cauchy estimates on the polydisk A C D, we obtain

(5.8) larg| < %
for n > ng(e).
We now define

pa(z) =3 ar2 (W (2))”.

From (5.6) and the previously observed fact that
if ¢; € Poly(n;C), j = 1,2 then q1¢s = q1o,
we have p,(2) = Q,(2). Using the estimates (5.3]), (5.8)), the facts that
|Willk =1, j=1,...,s and
KUG C {(21,2) € C*: |z|,|2| < §R™},

we obtain
/M 6269abR n
TehscQullic < llpallc < 37 200 F)

Ry (OR™)18

_ Z/M(e%eab)n . Rn—m\J| < Z/M(e%eab)n . R"

< Ch(e*0R)", n > ngl(e),
where C), can be taken as M times the cardinality of the set of multi-
indices in (B.6). Clearly lim,, o OY™ — 1 50 that
lim sup ||TchxQn||})" < *6°°R.
n—oo

Since € > 0, R > 1 and 6 > 1 were arbitrary, the result follows.

6. THE INTEGRAL FORMULA

In the standard setting of the Robin function p, associated to u €
L(C?) (cf., LA, for z = (21, 22) # (0,0) we can define

pu(z) = limsup[u(Az) — log [Az|] = pu(z) — log 2|

T [A| =00
so that pu(tz) = pu(z) for t € C\ {0}. Thus we can consider p, as a
function on P! where to p = (py, p2) € OP? we associate the point where
the complex line A — Ap hits H,,. The integral formula Theorem 5.5
of [3] in this setting is the following.
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Theorem 6.1. (Bedford-Taylor) Let u,v,w € LT (C?). Then

/ (uddv — vddu) N dd°w = 27r/ (pu — pv) A (dd°py + Q)
c? —

Pt T
where € is the standard Kdihler form on P!,

We use this to develop an integral formula for v, v, w € L¢ 4. Letting

(=(C,6) =F(2) = F(z1,22) = (2[11,2127),
we recall that for u € Lo, we have
(6.1) (z) = u(F (21, 22)) = u(¢) € abL and

(6.2) Pu(C) = pu(F (21, 22)) = abpﬁ/ab(z>
where pg/ap is the standard Robin function of @/ab € L. It follows from
the calculations in Remark [L.9] that if u € Lo then @ € abL™. From

@J), if u,v,w € Lo 4,
/ (uddv — vddu) A dd“w = / (add“v — vdd°a) A ddw.
c? c?
We apply Theorem to the right-hand-side, multiplying by factors of

ab since @, 0, w € abL™, to obtain the desired integral formula:
(6.3)

/ (udd®v—vddu) Add°w = 27 (ab)? / (piijab— Pv/ab) ANdd py /ab+€2).
c2 p!

Corollary 6.2. Let u,v € L¢y+ with w > v. Then

/ u(ddv)? < / v(ddu)?
c C2
#2m(a)® [ (pajan = o) A (0 -+ 9) + (s + D).
Proof. From (6.3
/(c2 (uddv — vddu) A dd(u + v)

= 27r(ab)3/ (pﬁ/ab — P\?/ab) N [(ddcpﬁ/ab + Q)+ (ddcp{,/ab + Q)].
1 S — — — —

We observe that

u(ddv)? —v(dd°u)? = (uddv —vdd®u) Add®(u+v) + (v —u)ddu A ddv.

Using this and the hypothesis u > v gives the result. 0
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We also obtain a generalization of Theorem 6.9 of of [3]:

Corollary 6.3. Let E, F' be nonpluripolar compact subsets oAf(CzAwith
E C F. We have pc,p = por if and only if Vi p = Vi p and E = F\ P
where P s pluripolar.

Proof. The “if” direction is obvious. For “only if” we may assume
E = FE and F' = F since V¢ o = V- for K compact. It suffices to
show Vi p < Vi g as B C I gives the reverse inequality. We have

0 [ VaslddVie)? = [ VsV = Ver(dVee)

since V¢ p = 0 q.e. on I’ (and hence a.e-(dd°V¢; £)?). Applying Corol-
lary with u = V& p and v = V{ i, the right-hand-side of the dis-
played inequality is nonpositive since pcp = pc p implies Ps, o jab =
P,y fab O1 C? by ([6.2) so that P /ab = P jab OL P'. Hence
Joo Vé p(ddVE p)? = 0. We conclude thatAVC"’E = 0 a.e-(dd°Vg p)*.
By Proposition 22, Vi, < Vi p. Then E = F\ P follows since
{z € C?: Vg p = 0} differs from E = E by a pluripolar set.

O

Again using Corollary and Proposition 2.2] we get an analogue
of Lemma 2.1 in [4], which is the key result for all that follows.

Corollary 6.4. Let K C C? be compact and nonpluripolar and let
v € Lo with v < 0 on K. Suppose that p, = pcx on OP?%. Then

v="Vig on C2\ K.
Proof. Fix a constant ¢ so that Ho(2) < ¢ on K and let
w = max[v, 0, Ho — c|.

Then w € Loy with w = 0 on K and since He — ¢ < Ve g we have
pw = pcr on OP?. Then p, = pcx on C? (see Remark 4.4) and by
6.2), pw/ab = P¥ex/ab O C?. Thus pg/ab = P x Jab O P!, Since
w < V¢ i, by Corollary 6.2

/ V(jivK(alalcw)2 §/ 1,u(alalCV(j§7K)2 =0,
C2

([:2
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the last equality due to w = 0 on supp(dd°V{x)?. Thus Vi, = 0

a.e.-(ddw)® and hence Vi < w a.e-(ddw)*. By Proposition 22
Ve x <w on all of C?. Since V§ ;o > Ho — ¢, v =V o on C*\ K.

U

As in Theorem 2.1 in [4], we get a sufficient condition for a sequence

of polynomials to recover the C'—extremal function of K outside of K.
This will be used in section 8.

Theorem 6.5. Let K C C? be compact and nonpluripolar. Let {p;}
be a sequence of polynomials, p; € Poly(d;C), with degs(p;) = d; such
that

hmsup||pj||1/d =1 and

j—)OO

(6.4) (hmsupdilog ;O = pex(C), ¢ €0P.

J—o0 J

(hmsupd log |p; (= )\)*:VC*K(z), ZE(C2\IA(.

J—oo Yy
Remark 6.6. Given an orthonormal basis {b;} of |, Poly(nC) in
L?(u) where pu is a Bernstein-Markov measure for K, using
hmsupd iy log|b;(2)| = Vox(2), 2 ¢ K
=

from Corollary B.2] in the proof of Proposition 5.1 we showed
hmsup - g log\b (O] = pe.x(C) for ¢ € OP*,
Jj—

Theorem [6.5] is a type of reverse implication.

Proof. The function

*

1
v(z) = (limsup —log |p;(2))
Jj—roo dJ
is psh in C2. Given € > 0,
1 . )
7 loglpi(z)l <€ z € K, j = jole).
J

Thus
1

Elog pj(2)| < Vek(z)+e z€ C?, j > jole).
]
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We conclude that v € Lo and v < Vi . Hence p, < po k.
From Corollary 6.4, to show v = V{; - outside K it suffices to show

pv > pox on OP%. We use the argument from Proposition Bl Recall
from ([B3) for u € abL(C) we have

lim sup[u(t) — ablog |t|] = inf (rlnax u(t) — ablogr).

[t|—o0 t|=r

Fix ¢ € OP? and apply the above to the function

1 1
A — Elog |Pj(>‘ o()| = Elog |Pj()‘aC17)\bC2)|-
j J

We see that for any r

1. , 1
- log[p;(¢)] = limsup[—-log |p; (A o ()] — ablog |A]]

d; Moo 4
1
< m‘ax 1 log [pj(Ao ¢)| — ablogr.
=r Oj

Thus

1 1
lim sup — log |p;(¢)| < lim sup(lgﬁax 7 log |pj(A o ()| — ablog r)

Jj—o0 dj j—o00
1
< max (limsup — log [p;(A o )| — ablogr) = max[v(A o () — ablogr]
N=r" jooo d; IAl=r
where we used Hartogs lemma. Thus, letting » — oo,
: 1 -
limsup —log |p; (Q)] < pu(Q).
j=oo 0
Since p, is usc, (limsup;_, ., 5 log ;,(O)])" < pu(¢) and using the hy-

pothesis (€.4]) finishes the proof.
0J

7. C—TRANSFINITE DIAMETER AND DIRECTIONAL CHEBYSHEV
CONSTANTS

From [I3], we have a Zaharjuta-type proof of the existence of the
limit
(7.1) ¢ (K) = limsup V,/!
n—roo

(see section 2) in the definition of C'—transfinite diameter éc(K) of a
compact set K C C? where C satisfies (LZ). In the classical (C =
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Y)) case, Zaharjuta [16] verified the existence of the limit in (7)) by
introducing directional Chebyshev constants 7(K, ) and proving

S (K = exp(% / og 7(K 0)dm(6))

where o := {(21,...,24) ERY: 0 < 2; <1, Z?Zl x; = 1} is the extreme
“face” of ¥; 00 = {(21,...,1q) ER?: 0 < 2y < 1, Z?:l x; = 1}; and |o|
is the (d — 1)—dimensional measure of o.

In [I3], a slight difference with the classical setting is that we have

(7.2) oc(K) :eXp(#(O)/ClogT(K, 6)dm(6))

where the directional Chebyshev constants 7(K,6) and the integra-
tion in the formula are over the entire d—dimensional convex body C.
Moreover in the definition of 7(K, ) the standard grevlex ordering <
on (Z*)? (i.e., on the monomials in C?) was used. This was required
to obtain the submultiplicativity of the “monic” polynomial classes

(7.3) Mi(a) == {p € Poly(kC) : p(z) = 2" + Y _ 52"}

B<a

and corresponding Chebyshev constants
To(K, ) := inf{||p||x : p € My (a)}*.

However, in our triangle setting, following [I3] we can also define an
ordering <¢ on (Z1)? by a = (a1, as) <¢ B = (b1, 32) if

(1) degp(2%) < degq(2°) or

(2) when deg(2%) = deg(2”) we have ay < Ss.

Then

(1) one has submultiplicativity of the corresponding “monic” poly-
nomial classes defined as in (3] using <¢ (which we denote
M;¢(a)) and one gets the formula (T2) with § — 7(K, ) con-
tinuous; and

(2) if ¢ = (¢1, ¢2) is on the open hypotenuse C of C'; i.e., ap;+bpy =
ab with ¢1¢0o > 0, and if ¢ = rf where 6 lies on the interior of
C and r > 1, then rlog 7(K,0) = log 7(K, ¢) (see [12], Lemma
5.4). (Note C =¢%if C =3 C (RT)?).
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As a consequence, in our triangle case C' = co{(0,0), (b,0),(0,a)},

(7.4) dc(K) = exp \/7/

where the directional Chebyshev constants 7(K,0) in (Z4) and the
integration in the formula are over C and § — 7(K,#) is continuous on
C. In what follows, we fix our triangle C' and use this <¢ ordering to
define these directional Chebyshev constants

7(K,0):= lim TS (K, «)

k—o0, a/k—0

log (K, )d6)

for 0 € C (in which case the limit exists) where
T (K, o) = inf{||p||x : p(z) = 2%+ Y ez’ € M7 (a)}/*.
B=ca
Using (7.4) we have a result similar to Proposition 3.1 in [5]:
Proposition 7.1. For E C F' compact subsets of C?,

(1) forall € C, 7(E,0) < 7(F,0) and
(2) dc(FE) = 6c(F) if and only if T(E,0) = 7(F,0) for all 0 € C.

8. POLYNOMIALS APPROXIMATING Vi g

Following [5], given a nonpluripolar compact set K C C* and 6 € C, a
sequence of polynomials {Q,, } is 0—asymptotically Chebyshev (we write
0aT) for K if

(1) for each n there exists k, € ZT and a,, with Q,, € M (an);
(2) lim,, o by, = +00 and lim,, o= 0; and

(3) limyosoc [|Qul [ = (. 6).
Proposition 8.1. Let K C C? be compact and nonpluripolar and sat-
isfy €9 o K = K. Let {Q,} be 0aT for K.Then {Q,} is aT for K.
Proof. This follows from @) giving ||Qn|lx < ||Qul/x for such K. O
Given K C C? compact and nonpluripolar, define
K,:={z€C?: pcx(z) <0}.

Note that if ¢ o K = K then Theorem shows that K = K.
Moreover, from Remark 7]

po.x (e 0 2) = pok(2)

so that ¢ o K, = K, and V§i o = p& o := max[0, po x].

0
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Theorem 8.2. Let K C C? be compact and regular and let {Q,} be
OaT for K with Q,, € M;nc(an). Then {@n} is 0aT for K,. Conversely,
if {H,} is 0aT for K, with H, € Hy, (C)NM;°(ay), then the sequence
{TchkH,} is 0aT for K. Moreover,

T(K,,0) =7(K,0) for all § € C.
Proof. Given {Qn} which are 0aT for K with @, € M, (o), we have

IQn( )| 2
<Veok(z), ze€ C".
Bl = Vor )
Thus R
1. ]Qn(2)] 9
—1lo < z), z € C
B B QT = Poxl?)

Hence for z € K,

L 10g1Gu(2)] <

1 ~
2 log ||@nl|x; 1€, [|@nllx, < [|@nllx-

kn

Since
Tim. |Qul[} = 7(K, 6),
. A kn : ) kn
(8.1)  7(K,,0) < liminf |Qu]liE™ < limsup ||Qulli" < (K 6).

On the other hand, considering {H, } which are faT for K, (we can
assume H,, € Hy (C') from Proposition BI]) we have

lim || H [} = 7(I,,0).
Thus

1 1 H,
lim sup — log |H,,(2)| —hmsup—log [Hn(2)] + log 7(K,, 0)
n—o00 kn n—00 ||H ||Kp
<log7(K,,0) + pix(2), z € C?.

By rescaling K; i.e., replacing K by rK for appropriate » > 1 if need
be, we can assume that

K, C{(21,22) : |21], [22] < 1}
In particular, pc > 0 on dP?. From Theorem we conclude that

1
limsup — log ||T'chk H, ||k < log7(K,,H).

n—00 kn
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We have T'chi H,, € M;nc(an) since H,, € Hkn(C’)ﬂM,:ZC(an) and hence
(8.2)
7(K,0) < liminf || Tchy H, [1/En < limsup ||Tchy Hy ||}/ < 7(K,, 6).
n—oo
Together with (81l we conclude that 7(K,,0) = 7(K,#) and the in-
equalities in ([8J]) and (8.2) are equalities.
U

Finally, we utilize Theorems and together with Propositions
and [Z.1] to prove our main result.

Theorem 8.3. Let K C C? be compact and reqular. Let {p,} be a
countable family of polynomials with p, € Poly(k,C) such that for
every 0 € C, there is a subsequence which is 6aT for K. Then

(lim sup —l og P2 )‘)* = Vo(2), z€ C?\ K.
n—oo  Kkn ||pn||K

Proof. Let

v(z) = (hmsup—lo P2 )|)
n—r00 [|pnl|x

Clearly v < Vg i on all of C2. Let

P2 )I)

|| |2

To finish the proof, it suffices, by Theorem [6.5] to show that
w(z) = pol2), » € P,

Clearly w < pcx in C? since v < Vg ir. To show the reverse inequality,
we proceed as follows. Let

7 ={z€C*:w(z) <0}.
Then Z is open since w is usc. We claim that int(K,) C Z. For if
z € int(K,), we have pcg(z) = —a < 0. Thus w(z) < —a < 0 and
z € Z. Moreover, both sets K, and Z satisfy the invariance property
ewoKp:Kp and ¢ 0 Z = Z
(for Z this follows since p, € Hy, (C)). Thus to show the equality
w(z) = poi(z) it suffices to verify the equality

int(K,) = Z.

w(z) = (limsup — log

n— oo k
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Suppose this is false. Then we take a point zp € 0K, N Z and a closed
ball B centered at z; contained in Z. Since B is regular and K is
assumed regular, by Proposition together with Lemma 4.1 of [5],
B U K, is regular.

Given 6 € C, by assumption there exists a subsequence Ny C N such
that {p,}nen, is 6aT for K. From Theorem B2 {p,}nen, is OaT for
K,. Since w <0 on BUK,, for z € BU K, we have

1 1
lim sup = log |pn(2)] < limsup = log ||pn||x = log T(K, 0).

neNy n neNy n

Using Hartogs lemma, we conclude that

1
log7(B U K,,0) < limsup . log [|pn||Buk, <log7(K,0).

neNy Fn
Hence
T(BUK,,0) <7(K,0)=1(K,,0)
for all # € C. Since 7(BU K,,0) > 7(K,, ) we see that
T(BUK,,0) =1(K,,0)

for all # € C. From Propositions 23] and [TT] (and regularity of the sets
KPa BU KP)>

Vesuk, = Vorx,-

But Vo, = paK = max|0, pc, k] thus if B\ K, # 0, since pcx > 0 on
C2\ K, and Vo puk, = 0 on BU K, this is a contradiction.
O

As examples of sequences of polynomials satisfying the hypotheses
of Theorem R3], as in [5] we have

(1) the family {t;, € M °(a)}x o of Chebyshev polynomials (min-
imial supremum norm) for K in these classes;

(2) for a Bernstein-Markov measure p on K, the corresponding
polynomials {gr. € M. °(a)}r.e of minimal L?() norm (see
Corollary B2);

(3) any sequence pu(sy = 2 — Lygs1)(2*®)) where {z%®)} is an
enumeration of monomials with the <¢ order and L (1) (z20))
is the Lagrange interpolating polynomial for the monomial 2*(*)
at points {zs_1,}j=1,.s—1 in the (s — 1)—st row in a triangular
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array {zjk}j=12..k=1,.,; C K where the Lebesgue constants
Aq(s) associated to the array grow subexponentially. Here,

:= max E )
a(s zeK | 8]

where [; € Poly(degc(zo‘(s))C) satisfies lg;(zs1) = Oji, J, b =
1,...,s and we require

lim Al/dogc(za“)) 1

s—o0 ) ’

We refer to Corollary 4.4 of [5] for details.

Remark 8.4. Example (3) includes the case of a sequence of C'— Fekete
polynomials for K (cf., p 1562 of [3]). The case of C'—Leja polynomials
for K, defined using C'—Leja points as in [I3], also satisfy the hypothe-
ses of Theorem [R.3] This can be seen by following the proof of Corollary
4.5 in [5]. The proof that C'—Leja polynomials satisfy the analogue of
(4.28) in [5] is given in Theorem 1.1 of [13].

9. FURTHER DIRECTIONS

We reiterate that the arguments given in the note for triangles C'
in R? with vertices (0,0), (b,0),(0,a) where a,b are relatively prime
positive integers should generalize to the case of a simplex

C' = co{(0,...,0), (a1,0,...,0),...,(0,....,0,aq) }

in (RT)¢ with ay, ..., ag pairwise relatively prime using the definition of
the C'—Robin function in Remark 4.5 Indeed, following the arguments
on pp. 72-82 of [6] one should also be able to prove weighted versions of
the C'—Robin results for such simplices C' in R¢. We indicate the tran-
sition from the C'—weighted situation for d = 2 to a C'—homogeneous
unweighted situation for d = 3. As in section 4, we lift the circle action
on C?,
Mo (21, 29) == (\21, \'2),

to C? via

Ao (t, 21, 22) == (M, A%, A02y).
Given a compact set K C C? and an admissible weight function w > 0
on K, ie., wis usc and {z € K : w(z) > 0} is not pluripolar, we
associate the set

Ky ={(to(l,21,2): (21,2) € K, [t|=w(z,2)}.
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It follows readily that
o K, = K.

Setting C' = co{(0,0,0), (1,0,0), (0,0,0),(0,0,a)}, we can relate a weighted
C—Robin function pg ;- to the C'—Robin function Pé k., Using these
weighted ideas, the converse to Proposition 23 should follow as in [6].
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