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Let {y,,} Z_, be a sequence of positive numbers, and let f: R - C be a function
such that for some C=C,< o0 and every ¢ R there exist polynomials P, (x)=
P, (x;¢&), deg P,,<m, m=0, 1, ..., satisfying inequalities

sup{| f(x) — P, (x; &) : |x =& <p,,} <C exp{ —m}.

In this paper the authors study smoothness, quasianalytic and analytic properties
of f in terms of the sequence {y,,},._,. The results are new even for the case that
P,, are Taylor polynomials. Using them, the authors prove a Cartwright-type
theorem on entire functions of exponential type bounded on some discrete subset
of the real hyperplane and construct such a weight-function ¢: RY— R, d> 1, that
algebraic polynomials are dense in C‘;M(A) for every affine subspace 4 < R¢ of
dimension less than d, but are not dense in the space CS,(R") © 1996 Academic
Press, Inc.

INTRODUCTION

In what follows we use the standard notations of multidimensional
analysis.

Let a function f: R?— C have all derivatives up to the order m at the
point &. We denote by T,,(x; &) its Taylor polynomial

Y. D) (x =&)Y k!
k|1 <m
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centered at the point & Here, k= (ki, .., k,)e(Z ) is a multiindex;
lkly=k,+ - +ky k- k,; 25 =25 2% for every z=(zy, ..., z,) € C;

oIkl f

= kq ka
ox''--- Ox%y

D*f(&) (&)

We denote various constants by C.
Let {y,.}-_, be a sequence of positive numbers, and let P{y,,} be a
linear space of all functions f: R — C such that

AIC=C,Amog=my(f)eZ (YmeZ , :m=m,) VEeR’

<3 polynomial P,,(x)="P, (x;&) =Y b, (&) x":
k

deg P,,(x) =max{|k|, : |b,| #0} <m> :

sup{lf(x)_Pm(x; é)l :XERda |X—f| <ym} < Cexp{ _m}

Here, |z|? = |z,|*+ --- + |z,]* for every z=(z,, ..., z,) € C“.
Let K(&) be a positive continuous function defined on R%. By P{y,,; K(¢)}
we denote a linear space of all functions f: RY— C such that

AC=C,Amy=my(f)eZ (VmeZ , :m=>m,) VeR’
(3 polynomial P,,(x)=P,, (x;¢&):deg P,,(x)<m):
sup{ | f(x) — P,y (x; )] s x € R, |x— & <7,,} < CK(&) exp{ —m}.

Using the same sequence {7,,} *_,, we define two other linear spaces. We
call the first of them T{y,,}. It consists of all functions /e C*(R?) such
that
IC=C,Amg=my(f)€Z ,(VmeZ , :m=my) Ve R 0
sup{|f(x) =T, (x: )| : xeR, [x —&| <yp,,} <C exp{ —m}.

The second space is generated by a function K(&), together with the
sequence {7,,} ~_,. We denote it by T{y,,; K(¢)}. It consists of all func-
tions f'e C*(R9) such that

IC=C,Amy=my(f)eZ , (YmeZ  :m>=m,) Ve R™
sup{|f(x)— Tm(xn é)| :XGRd, |x_é| <ym} < CK(é) exp{ —Wl}

It is evident that TY{y,} <P{y,} and T{y,; K(&)} <= P{y,; K(&)}. If
K(&)=C>0 on RY the inclusions T{y,} =T{y,; K(&)} and P{y,} <
P{y,,; K(&)} are also true.
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If ,,<p,, for all m, P{f,;K(&)} is a subspace of P{y,;K(£)} and
T{B,,; K(&)} is a subspace of T{y,,; K(¢)}.

The subject of our research considerably differs from the local
approximation theory developed by A. Yu. Brudnyi [ Br] because of our
rigid connection between the size of sets on which polynomials realize
approximation and the degree of approximation.

The paper includes four sections. In the first section we study elementary
properties of the introduced spaces and differentiability of their elements.
The following theorem describes some elementary properties of these
spaces:

THEOREM 1. The following three statements are true:
(i) For any K(&) the inclusion P{y,,; K(&)} = C{R?} is valid,

(ii) If fe P{y,}, it cannot grow along R? faster than some exponen-
tial C exp{C |x|}.

(i) Let feT{y,.}, and let m, be the number from (1). Then all par-
tial derivatives of f of order m, or more are bounded on R®. Therefore, [
cannot grow along RY faster than some polynomial of degree m,,.

Theorems 2 and 3 describe the relationship between the introduced
above spaces and C"(R).

THEOREM 2. (i) If the inequality

lim inf (log(1/,,))/m > 1/n (2)

holds for some neN, then
{feC'(RY) : (Vke(Z,)": |k, =n): sup{|D*f(x)| : xe R} < o0)}
< P{y,}:

(ii) Let (2) hold, and let f be an arbitrary element of C"(R?). There
exists such a positive continuous function K(&) that fe P{y,,; K(¢)}.

The following statement is an evident consequence of Theorem 2:
COROLLARY 1. If

lim inf (log(1/y,,))/m >0, (3)

then every function feC*(RY) belongs to P{y,} provided that all its
derivatives of order m=my(f), mo(f) < o0, are bounded.
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THEOREM 3. Let limsup,,_, .. (log(1/y,,))/m<1/n be valid for some
natural n. Then P{y,;K(&)} = C"C*(RY) for any positive continuous
function K(&) and any ¢> 0.

It is useful to recall that if a ¢ N, a> 0, then C*(RY) consists of all func-
tions f'e CI*)(R?) whose derivatives of the maximal order [« ] are elements
of the space Lip, [“](Rd). The following statement is a simple consequence
of Theorem 3:

CoROLLARY 2. If limsup,,_ . (log(1/y,,))/m<0 then P{y,;K(&)} <
C*(RY) for any positive continuous function K(¢).

In the second section we study quasianalyticity of spaces 7{y,,} and
P{y,,}. To formulate the obtained results, we should recall some definitions.

Let L be a linear subspace of C*(R“). We say that L is 4-quasianalytic
if the implication

(feL) A (I¢eRVke(Z,)": D"f(&)=0)= f(x)=0.

is true.
Given a sequence of positive numbers {M,} ,, M,=1, denote by
{M >} , a convex regularization of {M } ,, ie. the numbers log M~

are obtained from log M, by means of the Newton polygonal regulariza-
tion.

THEOREM 4. Let 0<C <y, /1n<Cyi<ow. A space T{y,} s
A-quasianalytic if, and only if,

e}

Y Ymfy,)* = . (4)

m=1

Here, ((m/y,,)*)" = ((m/y,,)")~.

It turns out that the fulfillment of (4) is a criterion of another kind of
quasianalyticity for spaces T{y,,}, and even for spaces T{y,,; K(¢)}:

Let K(&) be a continuous function on RY. There is no nontrivial function
with a compact support in T{y,,; K(&)} if, and only if, condition (4) is
Sulfilled.

Of course, we assumed again that
0< Cl <Vm71/Vm< C2< 0.

This coincidence is rather striking in comparison with the case of spaces
C{M }(RY), d> 1, where the criteria of these kinds of quasianalyticity are
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different (later we will recall the definition of C{M,}(R“) and the corre-
sponding criteria).

A condition on y,, close to (4) is necessary and sufficient for the Beurling-
type quasianalyticity of spaces P{y,,}.

THEOREM 5. Let lim,,_, ., y,,=0. There is no nontrivial function in
P{y,,} vanishing on some set of positive Lebesgue measure if, and only if,

w
Y Y/m=c0.
m=1

If lim sup,,_, ., 7,,>0, we can say more:

THEOREM 6. If limsup,, . 7,,>0, then for every positive continuous

function K(&) there is not a nontrivial function in P{y,,; K(&)} vanishing on
some set of positive Lebesgue measure.

In the third section we consider spaces whose elements are analytic func-
tions. In view of Theorem 1, it is natural to study spaces T{7y,,; K(¢)} and
P{y,,; K(£)} where restrictions on the growth of elements are weaker. The
first result of this section is a theorem on holomorphic functions in a layer.

THEOREM 7. The following three statements are equivalent:

(i) The function f can be analytically extended from R? into some
layer symmetric with respect to RY, say the layer

{z=x+iyeC’:x, yeR% |y| < H}, H>0;

(i) There exist a positive sequence {y,,} ~_, and a positive continuous
Sfunction K(&) such that

lim inf y,,>0

m— oo

and feT{y,; K(&)};

(iii) There exist a positive sequence {y,}<_, satisfying the previous
condition and a positive continuous function K(&) such that f € P{y,,; K(¢)}.

Let f: CY— C be an entire function. We say that it is of order p if

lim sup (log log | f(z)])/log |z| = p.

Izl =
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Let pe(0, c0), and let f be an entire function of order p. We say that f is
of type o with respect to the order p if

lim sup (log [ /(2)])/|z|” = o.

|z] = o0

If p=1and 6€(0, ), f is called an entire function of exponential type.
We denote by [ p; 6], the set of all entire functions in C? of type ¢ or less
with respect to the order p. Also denote

[p;0).=U [p:iola

a>0

THEOREM 8. The following five statements are equivalent:

(i) A function f can be extended from R into C¢ as an element of
[p; 0)as
(i) For some p>0 and A< oo feT{pm'”; exp{4 |&|’}};
(ili) For some ¢>0 and B< oo feP{qm""; exp{B |£|’}};
(iv) There exist p>0 and & e R such that fe C*({}) and

ACVYmeN :sup{|f(x)— T, (x; &) : |x—¢&| < pm'?} < C exp{ —m};

(v) There exist ¢>0, ¢eR? and polynomials P, (x)=P,,(x;&),
deg P,,<m, meN, such that

ICYmeN :sup{|f(x) = P, (x: &) : [x— & < gm"?} < C exp{ —m}.

We say that fe C*({¢}) if there exist such neighborhoods U;, jeZ ,
of ¢ that

U13U23"‘;fecj(Uj), JeN.

In this context increasing of the smoothness corresponds to decreasing of
the difference between Taylor polynomials and polynomials of the best
approximation. For example, this difference is irrelevant at the level of the
order of entire functions.

The last, fourth, section is devoted to applications of the developed
theory. To formulate the main result of this section, we need the following
definition:

A set EcR“ s called an e-net if

VxeRY3IEeE: |x—¢|<e.

THEOREM 9. Let positive numbers ¢ and o satisfy the condition

200&0 < 7. (5)
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Then the inequality
sup{|f(x) : xe R’} <sup{|f(&)| : Ee E}/(1 —e0)

holds for every e-net E in R and every entire function fe[1;c],.

Such sets E that for some constant C the estimate

sup{|f(x)| : xe R’} < C sup{|f(&)| : £ E}

holds for all functions fe[l;0], are usually called normalizing (for
given o). However, we prefer to call them Cartwright sets in honor of
M. L. Cartwright who proved the first result in this area [ C]:

For every o€ (0, n) there exists such a finite value C, that the inequality
sup{|f(x)|: xeR} < C, sup{|f(m)| :meZ}
is valid for all functions fe[l;a],.

Cartwright’s result was generalized and refined quite a few times (see, for
example, [ Bo], [BS], [Ber], [Ak], [Lel], [Le2],[A], [M], and [DL];
in the last the complete description of all one-dimensional Cartwright sets
is given), but all these authors studied only functions of one variable. It is
easy to see that the direct product of d one-dimensional Cartwright sets for
given ¢ is a Cartwright subset of R for this o. The first result on general
but massive (in the sense of Lebesgue measure) Cartwright subsets of R?
was proved by B. Ya. Levin in 1971 [Le3]. Discrete Cartwright subsets of
R? were studied in [ Lol], [ Lo2] where the theorems similar to Theorem 9
were proved. The essential difference between these theorems and
Theorem 9 is the independence of inequality (5) from dimension. Using
more complicated calculation, we can reduce 200 to 16 in (5). Of course,
the constant 16 is far from the best—for d=1 the best constant in (5)
is 1.

Cartwright-type theorems is a powerful tool for an analyst because of the
ability to “improve” estimates extending them from subsets of R? onto this
space. Mention only their applications to the probability theory [ Lo3],
edge-of-the-wedge theorems [Lo4], and the theory of Radon transform
[LS]. Here, we will use Theorem 9 for the classical problem of weighted
approximation by polynomials on R Let us recall some definitions.

Let ¢: R?— R, be such a function that ¢ >1 and

VmeN: lim |x|"/p(x)=0.

|x] = o0
We say that ¢(x) is a weight and define the corresponding weighted space

Ch=CHRY) = {feCRY: lim f(x)/p(x)=0}.
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If we set | /]| =sup{|f(x)|/e(x): xR}, CY is a normed space. If, besides,
@(x) is bounded on each compact, C 2, appears to be a Banach space. For
d=1, there are several criteria of completeness of algebraic polynomials in
this space (see [ Me], [AkB], and [K]).

It is easy to see that if algebraic polynomials of d variables are dense in
the space C Z(Rd), then algebraic polynomials are dense in the space
C° (A) for any affine subspace 4 of R?. Using Theorem 9, we prove that

P14 ... . .
this necessary condition is not sufficient.

THEOREM 10. There exists a weight : R — R, d> 1, with the following
properties:
(1) ¢ is bounded on each compact set;

(1) Al points of discontinuity of ¢ are removable, and the set of all
these points is uniformly discrete;

(iii) For any afﬁne subspace A = RY, dim A <d, algebraic polynomials
are dense in the space C° o (A);

(iv) Algebraic polynomials are not dense in the space C 2(Rd).

ELEMENTARY PROPERTIES OF SPACES P{y,.}, P{y,.; K(&)}, T{y.},
T{7,,; K(£)} AND DIFFERENTIABILITY OF THEIR ELEMENTS
(PrOOFS OF THEOREMS 1, 3, AND 3)

Proof of Theorem 1. (i) Let ¢ be an arbitrary point of RY Then for
every sufficiently large me N

lim sup | f(x) — f($)| < lim [P, (x; &) — P, (&5 )]

X —C X—=C

+ CK(&) exp{ —m} = CK(&) exp{ —m}.

Since m is arbitrary, f is continuous at the point &.

(ii) Let feP{y,,},and let C and m, be the constants from the defini-
tion of this space. Let K= Cexp{ —m,}, and let

EW = (&0, s EF) = (/D) k R,
Qk = {x = (xl 5 ey xd) eRd : |x‘j_ 6.(/'k)| < ym()/\/;la ]: 19 ) d}a
Pr(x) =P, (x; &%)

for every ke Z¢. We call the two cubes Q, and Q, neighboring if

max{|k,— | :j=1,..,d} =1
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The corresponding polynomials P, and P, are also called neighboring. It is
evident that the intersection of two neighboring cubes contains at least one
cube with edges parallel to the coordinate axes and the sidelength equal to
ymo/\/;l. Every cube Q,, k=(k,,.., k;), can be connected with Q,
by the chain of neighboring cubes. The least length of this chain is
L=max{|k;|:j=1, .., d}. Denote by Qy, Quu), ... Qrwy=Q, the cubes of
this minimal chain. The inequality

| Prn(x) — Po(x)| <2K

holds at every point x of the intersection Q.1 Q,. By the S. Bernstein
Inequality the estimate

|Pren(0)] < {2K +af (C/pp)™

where o = max{|Py(x)| : x € Q,} is valid at every point x € Q1. Repeating
this argument, we obtain that

1P ()] S 2K{(C/y)"™ 4 (CLig) ™} +a(Clyy) ™, X € Qg

|pk(x)| = |Pk<L>(x)|
S2K{(Clyp)™ + -+ +(Clyp) ™} +a(Cly) ™™, x€ Q.

The last one of these estimates implies (ii) because
max{|f(x) = P,(x)| : x€ Qi) <K.

(i) Let m>=m, be an arbitrary natural number, and let
6=97,,=min{y,,_, y,.}. For every ¢ e R’ we have

max {

From this inequality we will deduce estimates for the corresponding partial
derivatives using the homogeneity of the differential.
Denote D*f(&)/k! by b,.. The estimate

Y DEfO(x—&) k!

|kl1=m

D —¢] <5}<C(em“+e’”).

Z bk xk

|kl =m

<C|X|m

holds for all xeR% If x=(x,, ... X)), ¥=(V1s 0 Va)s V1---Va#0, are
arbitrary vectors of R? then the inequality
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log

Yo bp(x+ip)*

|kt =m

|1 pal
<7
= nd de lOg

Z bk tk

|kl1=m j=1 / J J
|1+ vl a d;
<log C+m————| (loglt]) Y
e toe T =
is valid. In particular, for each ze {z=(z,, ., z,) e C?: |z,| <1, j=1, .., d}
we have

<C

Z b, z*

|kl1=m

By virtue of the Cauchy Inequalities the values of |b.|, |k|,=m, are
bounded by the same constant. Theorem 1 is proved.

REMARK 1. The polynomial growth of a function guaranteed by the
statement (iii) of Theorem 1 can be obtained under the weaker assumption.
The following statement is true:

If fe C™(RY) is such a function that
IC< 0 I6>0VEe R :max{|f(x)—T,,(x; &) : [x—£&| <5} <C, (6)

then f is majorized by some polynomial of degree m.

Proof of Remark 1. We start from the case d=1. Let f'e C"(R) satisfy
estimate (6). The inequalities

X

X+
[ARGERTS t)m‘dz‘ <G

X+
j f(”’)(t)(x+oct)”’1dt‘<c
x+a(m—1)/m

hold for every x e R and every a e[ —y, y]. Here, C does not depend on x
and o. Therefore,

.[x +y(m—1)/m

S (x+y—1)" ! dz’ <2C=C.

Combining this inequality with the inequality

jx +y(m—1)/m

SO (x4 — 1) — pfm)” dt’ <C

X
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we obtain that

J~x +y(m—1)/m

SO+ y— 1" ¢ --->df’ <€

X

where the dots stand for all terms of degree less than (m — 2). Applying this
argument once more, we see that the inequality

Jx +y(m—2)/m

SO +y— 1"+ ---)dt’sc

X

holds for all x e R and some C that does not depend on x. Continuing this
procedure, we obtain that the estimate

X+ y/m
j F(g) dz‘ <C

is valid for every x € R. By Newton-Leibnitz Formula we have
|/ D+ /) < | f ()1 + C
for every x € R. It shows that the inequality
| £ D)1 < C x| +max{ [ £ V()] : —y/m < E<y/m)

holds for all real x. It is possible only for functions that grow no faster than
some polynomial of degree m.

Assume now that d>1 and introduce the family of functions ¢, (7) =
f(tw), teR, w is an element of the unit sphere SY~' of R?. Our previous
argument is valid for every ¢,,. It is easy to see that the constants in the
estimates can be chosen independent of w. Therefore, f(x) cannot grow
faster than some polynomial of variable |x| and degree m. Remark 1 is
proved.

Proof of Theorem 2. (i) Let feC"(RY), and let all its partial
derivatives of order n be bounded. Without loss of generality, we can
assume that f is real-valued. For all x e R? and all ¢ € R we have

0 0
) =T, 1 (x:9) =H<x1—él> O (n—gy)

- |

where y is some point of the interval (x; &). Therefore,

lf(x) =T, 1(x; &< Clx—¢|"
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n
m

where C does not depend on x and & Let v =e ™, ie., r,,=e ™" The

inequality
|f(x) =T, _1(x; &) < C exp{ —m}

is valid in the ball {xeR’: |[x —¢&| <r,,} for all £ e R provided that m > n.
Since

(log(1/r,,))/m=1/n,

f belongs to all spaces P{y,,} satisfying inequality (2) provided that the
first (n—1) y,, are suitable.

(i1)) To prove this statement, we should only change the constant C
to the function

0 o))"
K@%=mw{HUa—é)&c+'~+tm—éﬁax}fUVm
1 d

Ix—ﬂ<lJy—ﬂ<l}

in the proof of (i). Theorem 2 is proved.

Proof of Theorem 3. We need some facts on the 4-quasianalyticity. Let
M), ke(Z.,) M, o =1, bea sequence of positive numbers, and let
+ (0, .. 0)

C{M,} = C{M}(R)
— {feC™(RY:
(AL=L,< 0 VxeRVke(Z ) |D*f(x)| < LM+ 'M,)}.

The criteria of A-quasianalyticity of this class are different for d=1 and
d>1.If d=1, the following theorem is true:

THEOREM (Denjoy—Carleman-Ostrovsky, [Ma]). The class C{ M} (R)
is A-quasianalytic if, and only if,

For My=M,=1, M, =(klog®k)*, k=2,3, .., the corresponding class
C{M,}(R) is not A-quasianalytic. It is known (see, for example, [Ma])
that it contains a nonnegative function w(¢) with the following properties:
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(i) VieRVjeZ, :|oV(1)| <M}
(1) Jae(0,00) (say a=1):suppw <[ —a, a];
(i) X7, o(t+j)=1

(1) implies that the estimate

d’ I—1
max<{|— | ——
ar’ h
is valid for every 7€ R, every 1 >0, and every jeZ.

Let x©=(x\, .., x)) be an arbitrary point of R%. We will prove that
every function f eP{y,,,; K(¢)} is smooth enough on the cube

:teR}gMjhf

,={x=(x, .., x,)eR": =12 <x_/fx‘§.°) <l1/2,j=1,..,d}.
Let ve N be large enough, and let N,,=2([\/El/yv] + 1). Divide
I ={x=(x, .. x))eR": =1 <x;,—x{V <1, j=1, .., d}.

into N¢ equal little cubes 6, =0,(v), p=1, .., N¢. Denote by x'” the center
of g, and by 4, its 51delength It is eV1dent that 7,/(2 \/;l <h, <y, /\/ZZ By
the deﬁnmon of P{y,.; K(&)} for every pe{l,.., N} there exists such a
polynomial P,(x)= P (x; x"”’) that deg P, <v and that

max{|f(x)—P,(x)| :xea,} <Cexp{—v}, C=max{K(¢): el }.

Therefore, the estimate

‘f(x)— 5 (n w((x,-—x;whv)) P(x)| < Cexp{—v}.

p=1 \j=1

holds at every point x of the cube
I, ={x=(x,..x)eR": =14+h <x;—x\"<1—h, j=1,..,d}.

By Jackson Theorem (see [N, Ch.IV]) for the function w(¢/k,) and for
each /e N there exists such a polynomial Q(z) = Q,(¢) that deg Q, </ and

max{|w(t/h,)— O(t)| : —2<t <2} < C"M, h; "7
< (Cv(log® v)/(1y,))" < (exp{v/n'}/1)".
Here, C is an absolute constant and

!

L =1lim sup (log(1/y,,))/m<1/n" <1/n, n' >0.
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If /=[exp{2v/n} ]+ 1, then
max{|w(t/h,) — O(t)| : —2 <t <2} <exp{ —v*/n}.

Define the polynomial

We have

Since

the estimate

( il A5, =X, ) Py ()

=1 \j=1

/() = R() ‘f -y

+max{|P,,(x)| cp=1,., N xell}

d
< 51T ot —xma— 11 ot —xp7)
p=11l;=1 Jj=1
< Cexp{—v}
+ C max{|P,(x)|:p=1,..,N¢ xell,} N{exp{—v*/n}

holds at every point
xell,s={x=(xy,.,x,)eR":=2/3<x,—x\V<2/3, j=1,..,d}.
By virtue of S. Bernstein Inequality
max{|P,(x)|: p=1,.,N¢, xell,} <(C/y,)’

where C does not depend on v. Since N,=O(y, '), these estimates imply
that the inequality

[f(x) = R(x)| < C exp{ —v} +(C/p,)*"" exp{ —v?/n}
< Cexp{—v} + Cexp{(d+v)v/n" —v*/n}
< Cexp{ —v} (7)
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holds at every point of I7,; provided that ' ~' <n” ~'<n ' and v is large
enough. The estimate

log(deg R,) <(2+¢)v/n (8)

is valid for every ¢ >0 and all v>vy(¢), vy(¢) < co. It follows from (7) and
(8) that

max{|f(x)— R(x)| : xell,,} <C/(deg R,)"*"*.

To finish the proof of Theorem 3, we should only refer to the well-known
S. Bernstein Theorem (see [N, Ch.IV]) that guarantees the inclusion
feC2*+9 Theorem 3 is proved.

2. QUASIANALYTICITY (PROOFS OF THEOREMS 4, 5, AND 6)

Proof of Theorem 4. Sufficiency. Let f'e T{y,,}. We have the following
estimate of its differential:

sup {

< Clexp{ —m+ 1} +exp{ —m}) < C exp{ —m}.

T DM x—Ek!| & xe R [x—¢ <min{ym_1,ym}}

|kli=m

As we have already verified, this estimate implies that the inequality
ID*f(&)] <k! exp{m log(1/y,,) + O(m)} <exp{m log(m/y,,) + O(m)} (9)

holds for every ¢eR“ and all ke (Z , )%, |k|,=m.
We need the following criterion for A-quasianalyticity of classes
C{M,}(RY), d>1:

THEOREM (Matsaev—Ronkin, [MR]). Class C{M}(RY), d>1, is
A-quasianalytic if, and only if, the appropriate classes

C{ M(m, 0, .., 0)} (R)9 it C{ M(O, . 0, m)} (R)

are A-quasianalytic.

By this theorem we should only verify that the class C{M,} where
My=1and M, ,=(v/y,)", ve N, is 4-quasianalytic. By virtue of the Denjoy—
Carleman—Ostrovsky Theorem the A-quasianalyticity is equivalent to the
divergence of series (4). The sufficiency is proved.
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Necessity. Let

o0

> Gy)*<oo.

j=1

By the Matsaev—Ronkin Theorem for every p >0 there exist such a non-
trivial function

f=rpeClkly i}
and such a point ¢ e R that
Vke(Z,)": D*f(&)=0;
Vke(Z ) :sup{|D*f(x)| : xe R} <k (p/yy, )"y =1

If p is small enough, the inequality

mw{fﬁﬂ— S D) x— k!

[kl <m

:w—a<%%

Y DHn(x— &)k

lkli=m+1

<sup{

x, &, neRY% |x— ¢ <ym}

< Y i< (m+ )Y p" <exp{ —m}

|kl =m + 1
holds for all £ e R?. Theorem 4 is proved.

Let us prove the statement on another kind of quasianalyticity men-
tioned in the Introduction. At first, we will verify that there is no nontrivial
function with a compact support in the class T{y,}. For this purpose,
recall the following result:

THEOREM (Lelong, [L], [MR]). There is no nontrivial function with a
compact support in the class C{M,}(R?), d>1, if, and only if, the class
C{M,,}(R), M,,=max{ M, : |k|,=m}, meZ,, is A-quasianalytic.

While proving the sufficiency in Theorem 4, we really proved that for all
meN

sup{[D*f ()| : |kl, =m; e R’} <m! exp{m log(1/y,) + O(m)}.

Therefore, the sufficiency of (3) is a consequence of the Lelong Theorem.
By the same theorem the function f, defined in the proof of Theorem 4 can
be chosen so that it has a compact support. Since f,€T{y,,} if p>0 is
small enough, the necessity of (4) for the quasianalyticity of T{y,,} is also
proved.
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Let K: RY— R be an arbitrary positive continuous function. It is easy to
see that if f: R?— C has a compact support, then

(feT{y.}) <= (feT{y,; K()}).

Therefore, our statement is really proved for the general case.

Some concepts and theorems are used in the proofs of both Theorem 5
and Theorem 6. It is convenient to introduce them proving Theorem 6. So,
we start with the proof of this theorem.

Proof of Theorem 6. Assume that d=1. We prove, to begin with, that
P{y,.; K(&)} is a so-called I-quasianalytic space. It means that every func-
tion of this space vanishing on some interval vanishes identically. Assume
the contrary: There exists such a function f'e P{y,,; K({)} that f,, ,,=0,
a<b, but f(x) does not vanish identically on the union of any Ileft
neighborhood of a and any right neighborhood of b. Suppose, for the sake
of definiteness, that /" does not vanish identically on any left neighborhood
of a. Moving b to the left, if necessary, we can assume that

y=lim sup y,,>2(b—a).

m— oo

Let {m,} *_, be such a subsequence of N that

y=lim y,,,
Hu— 0
and let R,(x)=P,, (x;(a+b)/2), ueN. The sequence of polynomials
R, (x), ueN, converges to f uniformly on [ (a+b)/2 —y/2, (a+b)/2+y/2].
Besides, this sequence tends to 0 with exponential degree of convergence on
[a, b]. By S. Bernstein Inequality this sequence converges to 0 on some
interval containing [«, b]. It contradicts our assumption. So, f(x) should
be 0 identically.

Let us verify now that every function f'e P{y,,; K(£)} vanishing on some
set e =R of the positive Lebesgue measure vanishes on some interval and,
therefore, vanishes identically. For this purpose, we need the particular case
d=1 of the following result:

TueoreM (Schaeffer-Levin). Let E be a relatively dense subset of RY, i.e.
there exist such constants L and 6 >0 (density characteristics of E) that for
every xe R?

meas, En{yeR?: |y—x|<L} <.
Then the estimate

sup{|g(x)| : xe R} <exp{CaL""'/5} sup{|g(¢&)|: e E}
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holds for every entire function g of exponential type a. Here C= C, depends
on d only.

This theorem for functions of one variable was proved by A. C. Shaeffer
[S] in 1953. The proof of the general case was obtained by B. Ya. Levin
[Le3] in 1971. The recent achievements in this area one can find in [LL],
[LLS], and [DL].

Without loss of generality we can assume that 0 is a point of density
of E. It means that

meas(en[ —A4,4])=24(1—n)
where n=n(4) —» 0 as 4 — 0. Define a sequence of entire functions
g.(z)=R, (4 cos z), neN,
of exponential types m, respectively. These functions are bounded by
constants Cexp{—m,}, C=max{K():—1<E<I1}, on the relatively
dense set

E={xeR:4dcosxee}.

Since 4 >0 is arbitrary, we can assume that the density characteristics of
E satisfy the inequality

C, L5 <1)2.

Here, C, is the coefficient from the Schaeffer-Levin Theorem. By this
theorem

max{|g,(x)| : xeR} < C exp{—m,/2}, HeN,
or
max{|P,, (;0)]: —4<t< 4} < Cexp{—m,/2}, ueN,

So, fit—447=0, and Theorem 5 is proved for the case where d=1. The
general statement can be easily obtained by reduction to the one-variable
case. Theorem 6 is proved.

Proof of Theorem 5. Prove, to begin with, Theorem 5 assuming that
d=1 and y,,/m|0 as m— co. In this case our argument is similar to
Beurling’s proof of his well-known Quasianalyticity Theorem [ Beul ].
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Sufficiency. Let feP{y,} vanish on a set e of positive Lebesgue
measure. Without loss of generality, we can assume that 0 is a point of den-
sity of e. Define

F(s) :JO% exp{ —sx} f(x) dx.

Since by statement (ii) of Theorem 1 the function f(x) does not grow along
the real line faster than some exponential, say C exp{— |x|/2}, the func-
tion F(s) is holomorphic and bounded in the halfplane ¢ = Re s > 1. Let m,
be the number from the definition of P{y,}. Fix, for a while, a natural
number m>m,, define x,=x,(m)=3ly,,/2 and denote by R,(x) the
polynomials P,,(x; x,) for all /e Z. There exists a nonnegative function
w(x) =w,,(x)e C*(R) with the following properties:

(1) supp @ <[ =70 Vils

(i) o(X)j 2y =13

(i) |o'(x)| < C/y,, for all xeR;

(iv) Y o(x—x)=1

leZ

Extend w into the complex plane by means of the equality w(z) = w(Re z).
We have the following representation:

F(s)=j:v exp{ —sx} {f(x)— Y o(x—x)) R,(x)}dx

>0
+J% exp{ —sx} {Z w(x—x)) R,(x)} dx=1,+1,. (10)
Y =0

We will evaluate 7, and I, separately.
The estimate of [, is very simple: If c =Re s > 1, then

|1,| < C exp{ —m} j:v exp{ —ox} dx < C exp{ —m}. (11)

The estimate of the term [, is more complicated. By the Green Formula
applied to the rectangle 7, with the vertices 0, R, R+ i, i we have

L”R exp{ —sz} { Y o(z—x) R,(z)} ds

=0
],

exp{ —sz} {Z iw(z—x,) R,(z)} dx dy, z=x+iy.

R =0 4z
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Applying the S. Bernstein Inequality to the polynomials R, and noticing
that at every point ze C at most two terms of the integrand series are
different from 0, we see that the contribution of the right side of /74 to the
integral on the left-hand side tends to 0 as R — oo. Therefore,

1
L=i L exp{ —isy} Ry(iy) dy

+f exp{ —s(x+1i)} > w(x+i—x;) R/(x+i)dx

=0

+2i ” exp{ —sz} {Z R( z—x,)}dxdy
1=0

=L+ 1n+15 (12)

where IT=11, is the halfstrip {z=x+ipeC:x>0, 0<y<1}. Once
again, we will evaluate each of the terms separately.

Since y,, —» 0 as m — oo, the Schaeffer-Levin Theorem guarantees that the
estimate

|Ro(x)| <exp{—m+o(m)}, m— o0,
is valid for all xe[ —y,,, 7,.]- Therefore, the inequality

|Ry(iy)| <exp{ —m+o(m)}(y/y,,+/1+(¥/y,)")",  m— o0,

holds for every ye [0, 1]. If t=Im s< —2m/y,,, then
1
LAl < | 0l T+ ()" explty —m+olm)} dy
1
<] (1 29/5,)" explay —m +o(m)} dy

<exp{ —m+o(m)} fol {(1+29/,,) exp{ —=2v/y,.} } " dy
<exp{—m+o(m)}, m— .
So,
|1y| <exp{ —m +o(m)}. (13)

To estimate I,;, let us notice that the integrand vanishes outside the
union of the rectangles

i {Z:x+lyym/2<x<ym’ O<y<l}’
{z=x+1iy:2y,<x<57,,/2, 0<y<1},..
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and equals

d
CXP{ _SZ} 7 CU(Z_XI){R/H(Z) _R/(Z)}

on the rectangle situated between x,; and x,, . Since
IR, 1(2) = R/(2)] <2C exp{ —m}

on the bottom side of the rectangle, the same argument we used to estimate
I,, shows that

| 15s] <exp{ —m +0(m)} Z eXP{ —ax,/2}

=0

<exp{ —m+o(m)}, m— 0. (14)
If x,—y, <x<x,+7, and 0<y<]1, then
IR/ (x +ip)| <exp{x/2}(C/p,,)".

Consequently, for t < —2m/y,, we have

1ol S2Cp)" | expli—x/2} d

<4exp{m(—log ym+logc_2/ym)} <exp{—m} (15)
(12), (13), (14), and (15) show that the estimate
L <exp{ —m/2} (16)

holds for t=1Im s< —2m/y,, and all natural m that are sufficiently large.
From (10), (11), and (16) we deduce that for all 1 =Im s< —2m/y,,

|F(o +it)] <2 exp{ —m/2}. (17)

Without loss of generality, we can assume that |F(s)|<1 on the line
s=1+it, —oo <t<oo. By (17) we have

j% (log |[F(1+in)| (1 + 1)) dr

* —2m/ym

> | ((—m+log 4)/(1 + 1)) dr

m=my —2(m~+1)/ym+1

<

N =

oo}

1 < Vm Vim+1 1 Ym
< - Lm_ Il )= —= 2y 0(1) = —oo.
> X m<m myp1)TO=—3 L r+00)= -

m=my m=m
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Therefore, F(s)=0. In the same way one can verify that the left Laplace
transform of f vanishes. It means that f(x)=0.

If the sequence {y,,/m} is not monotone, we apply such a transposition
7:N— N that y,,,/t(m) ] 0 as m — oo (certainly, we can assume that the
values v,,/m do not repeat) and change m to 7(m) in the previous argu-
ment. For the case d=1 the sufficiency is proved.

Necessity. First assume that d=1. Let y,,/m | 0. This restriction can
be removed by the same argument as in the proof of sufficiency.

We should prove that the convergence of the series >.°°_, v,,/m implies
the existence of a nontrivial function fe P{y,,} vanishing on some set
of positive Lebesgue measure. Really, we will prove more: There exists
a nontrivial function fe P{$,} where §,=max{y,,1/(m+1)}, meZ_,
vanishing on the negative ray. It is evident that > *_, §,,/m<oo and

P /m 0.
Let
x & dt
Ux+iy)== m+log(l +13)) ———.
T mZ::o Jm/<e3y“m)<\t|<<m+1>/<e3~9m+1) { } x*4(t—y)?

The series of integrals on the right-hand side of this equality converges
because

i {(m+1)?m+l_m?m}/m<00.

m=1

The positive function U is harmonic in the right halfplane. Let U(z) be a
harmonic function that is conjugate to U. Define

F(z)=exp{ —U(z) —iU(z)}.

This function is analytic and bounded by 1 in the right halfplane. Besides,
it tends to 0 as z — oo inside some angles adjacent to the imaginary axes.
If

1

" 2nmi

f() j:m F(z) exp{zt} dz,

then f is nontrivial, but vanishes on the negative ray. We will prove that
feP{j,}. For this purpose, we define the family of polynomials

P, (t1)

_ L o (=)
 2mi —

F(z) exp{zt} ),

3 dz, meZl,, teR.
—im/(e3Fm) j=0 J:
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We have

|f(t) _Pm(t; T)|

f —im/(€*Pm)

< F(z) exp{zt} dz

—ioo

J im/( e Pm)

R explee) (expleti -y - £ A g

—im/(&3m)

+ fm F(z) exp{zt} dz

im/(e39m)

=J,+J,+J;5. (18)

Again, we evaluate each term separately. The estimate of J, and J; does
not depend on 7.

L=l dy
J, < J expy —Jj
: Z’m —U+ DT 1) =i 1452

<m exp{ —m}. (19)

The estimate of J5 is similar to the estimate of J;:
Jy<mexp{—m}. (20)

To evaluate J,, let us assume that | — | <y,,. Then we have

om 0 m J )
‘]2<e37/\ Z < 3A ym>/]!

m j=m+1 e ym
2m Z o
S35 Z (mf(e*)))
CVm jmm+1

< 2m
= e3ﬁm(1 _exp{ _2}

(18), (19), (20), and (21) together imply that f€ P{$,,}. For the case d=1
the necessity is proved.

Since the restriction of feP{y,} on every affine subspace {x=
(X1, xg) R X, =x7, ., x, =x)} belongs to the space P{y,,} of func-
tions of (d—1[) variables, the sufficiency can be proved by induction on
dimension. To prove the necessity in the general case, we should only let

) exp{ —2(m+1)} <exp{ —m}. (21)

f.(xl’ oo xd):f(xl); }N)m(xls s Xgs éla ) éd):Pm(xl; él)

where f(¢) and {P,,(t; )} were defined in the proof of the necessity in the
one-dimensional case. Theorem 5 is proved.
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ANALYTICITY (PROOFS OF THEOREMS 7 AND §)

Proof of Theorem 7. 1t is obvious that (ii) implies (iii). Let us verify
that (iii) = (i). Fix an arbitrary point ¢ € R?. The series

Po(x; &)+ (Pi(x; &) = Po(x; &)+ -+ + (P 1 (x58) = P(x:8) + -+

converges to f uniformly on the ball {xeR“:|x—¢|<g/2} where ¢=
liminf,, , . 7,. Since the general term of this series tends to 0 exponen-
tially, by the S. Bernstein Inequality its sum is a holomorphic function in
some polydisk in C? centered at the point & The size of the polydisk does
not depend on . Therefore, f can be analytically extended into some layer
symmetric with respect to R% To finish the proof, we should only verify
that (i) = (ii).

Assume that (i) is true. For every ¢ € R? the funtion f can be expanded
into the power series

fo)= Y al=z=9"

ke(Zy)

converging uniformly on the polydisk
H=1I.={z=(zy,..,z,)eC?: |z;— | <H/d, j=1, .., d}.

Here,

1 JJ ) dG, ---dg,
s (§—z)f*!

and fr(Il)={z=(zy, ...z, €C’: |z;—&|=H/d, j=1,..d}. Since M=
M(f; &) =max{|f(z)| :ze fr(Il:)} < oo, the Cauchy Inequalities imply
that

aka l:(la’ 1)E(Z+)d’

leel < M(d/H)"N, ke(Z,)"

If |x —¢| < H(e*’d) and if meN is large enough, then

/() =T, (x; Ol <M ) (d/H)*" (Hfe>d)""

k|t >m

=M i exp{ —2v} > 1

v=m+1 lkl1=v

<M 2 v? exp{ —2v} <M exp{ —m}.

v=m+1



168 CHISTYAKOVA AND LOGVINENKO

Therefore, feT{y,;K(&)} where K(&)=M(f;¢) provided that
limsup,, , . 7,,<H/(e*d). Theorem 7 is proved.

Proof of Theorem 8. The implications (i1) = (iii), (ii) = (iv), (iil) = (v),
and (iv) = (v) are evident. So, we should prove the validity of the implica-
tions (i) = (i1) and (v) = (1).

For some particular cases the implication (i) = (i) was verified earlier

(see [Lol] and [Lo2]). Here we will prove the general case. We need the
following lemma:

LEMMA 1. Given deN, pe(0, o), and € (0, c0), let a finite number ¢
satisfy the inequality

q”>eypo (22)
where y =max{1,2”~'}. Then
Viel[p, 0],¥e>03C< 0 Vz®eC/'VmeN:

max{|f(z) = T,,(z; 2)| : |z—z V| <m'7”/q}

(23)

< Cexply(o+e) 2197} (WW’W)’"_

qﬂ

Proof of Lemma 1. Let ¢ satisfy inequality (22). It is enough to prove
(23) only for small ¢ >0. So, we can assume that

q’ > eyp(a +¢).
Let
C=sup{|f(z)| exp{ —(c+¢/2) |z|”} : ze C*}.
By the Cauchy Inequalities we have
|D*f(z )/ k|

<min{min{max{|f(z'” + )/ - ri) IS =1 j=1, ... d} :

it +ri=r* 1 r>0}

-2 [kli/p d kj
< Cexply(a+e/2) |07} <eyp(|‘;té/)> //H<|k|1> (24)
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Using this estimate, we obtain

max{|f(z) — T,,(z; 2| : |z—z V| <m"*/q}

<max { Y DM A2z =K kY 2 =20 Sml/”/q}

k1 >m
)\ Kl1/p
<Cexp{y(c+¢2) 2917} ) (M)
K= q” |kl

d k kj
xmax{rf...pki p2 4oL +rf,=(m1//’/q)2}/ <|kj| >
=1

J

eyp(a + e/2)m>"/” »

q’v

=Cexp{y(oc+¢/2) [z} 3, < 1

v>m |kl1=v

= Cexply(o+#2) 217} ¥ (Mn>/ v

v>m qpv
evp(a+&e)m\"”
=Cexp{yp(c+¢2) 2217} ¥ <V”(qpv)>

=Cexp{y(oc+¢/2) [z} Y <Wm>\f/p

P
v>m q

=C eXp{y(a+e) |z(°)|”} <eyp(:]7p-i-a)> )

Lemma 1 is proved.

Now we can easily prove the validity of the implication (i)=>(ii). Let
felp;o],for some ge(0, ). Let e=1, and let p=¢ ! where

g=e’yp(a+1).
By Lemma 1 the estimate
max{ | f(x) =T, (x; &)| : |x =& <m'”/q}
<Cexp{y(a+1) |&]” —m} = Cexp{y(a+1) |]”} exp{ —m}
holds for every ¢eR? and every natural m. The implication (i)=-(ii) is
true.

Let (v) be fulfilled, and let

0<i<Je—1. (25)
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Put n,=3"?g, veN. The series

Pa(x) + Z {P3v+,»+1(x)—P3v+j(x)} =P3\,(x) + Z Q/(x)
j=0 j=0
converges to f(x) uniformly on the ball {xeR?:|x|<n,}. By the
S. Bernstein Inequality the estimate
10,2 <2Cexp{ =3/} (1+ 2", jeZ,, (26)

is valid at every point z of the product of d ellipsis with foci and +n, and
the sum of semiaxes equal to (14 A)n,. By (25) the series (26) converges
uniformly on this product. Its sum is an analytic extension of f. Since v is
arbitrary, the function f is entire.

Let us prove that fe[p; c0),. The absolute value of the difference
between | f| and | P5| is bounded by some positive constant independent of
v on the polydisk {ze C?: |z;| <n,, j=1, .., d}. To estimate

max{|Py(z)|: |z,| <An,, j=1, .., d},
we introduce two sequences:
M, =max{|Py(x)|: |x;| <n,, j=1, .., d}, w=0,1,.;
m,=max{|Py(x)| :|x;|<n, ,,j=1,..d}, u=12 ...
For all natural 4 we have
m, <M, ,+2Cexp{—3*""}.
Besides,
M, <m,(1+2h+2./h+h*)"
where 2h =37 —1 (see [N, Ch.IV]). Both of these inequalities imply that

M, <m,k¥'<(M,_,+2Cexp{—3"""}) <M, n

3Hd 431 1d M4 o+ 1)d 34d
<]\4/172’7 * < <M077( + +D SMOw .

Here x, #, and w are some constants that do not depend on d. Therefore,
we have the estimate

max{|P(z)| : |z,| <in,, j=1, .., d} K My
=exp{O((in,)”)}, V— 0.
Consequently,

max{|f(z)| : |z;| <in,, j=1, .., d} <exp{O((in,)’")}, V= 0.
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Since M, (r)=max{|f(z)| : |z, <r, j=1, .., d} is a monotone function and
n,/m, ,=3", we have fe[p, o), Theorem 8 is proved.
APPLICATIONS (PROOFS OF THEOREMS 9 AND 10)

Proof of Theorem 9. Assume that ¢=1—we can always reduce the
general case to this particular one using the dilatation z»—»z/a Let

fe[1l; 1], According to estimate (24), for any ke (Z,)\{(0, .., 0)} we
have
i e(1+e/2\*I [ [0k, \b
|ID*f(0)| /! < C [
|kl s=1 \kly

26 k|1 d kj ki
<C<|k|1> /E<|k|l>' (24

Besides, by Lemma 1 for every me N

Here, C=sup{|f(z)|exp{—(1+¢/2)|z]} :zeC?, 0O<e<l, and
qg=1[3e]+ 1. Let

sin(2q \/z?+ -+ +z2/m)) "
(pm(z): Tm(Z,O){ 1 2] Zd/ }
2q/zi+ - +z5/m

It turns out that the sequence {¢,,} has the following properties:

(i) Aentm-i=[1:2¢]0:
(i) {¢,,} converges to f, and this convergence is uniform on each
compact subset of C%;

(iil) x| </m/(2q /9) = 19, (X)| =5 /()6 +0(1),  m— o0;
(iv) |x|<m/g= 19, (x)| <|f(x)+o(1), m—o0;
V) IxI=mlg= |, (x)|=0(l), m— oo

meN.

Before verifying these properties, notice that all functions ¢,, are bounded
on the real hyperplane R?. We will presently have the occasion to use this
boundedness.

(1) and (i1) are evident.
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(iii) Let |x| <</m/(2q \/q). Since

B {sin(zq |x|/m>}qm om <1 sin2g |x|/m>>
25 m | T 2q || /m

1
<3 gm(2q |x| /m)*> <247 |x|?/(3m) < 1/6,
the estimate

- -
|9 ()] = ()] = 1£(x) = T (x5 0)] — | T, (x5 0) {“{W} }

> /0] = 1£(x) = T, (x: 0)| {2—{

- e

=51f(x)]/6+o(1), m— o0

sin(2¢ IXI/M)}"’”}
2q |x[/m

is valid. So, (iii) is proved.
(iv) Let |x| <m/q. By Lemma 1

1@, (O <IT,,(x; 0) < | f(X) + 1 /(x) =T, (x; 0)] = | f(x)| +o(1), m— 0.
(v) (27) implies the inequality

2e \ Ikl a ki
|T,,(x;0)<C ) <|k|1> |X1|kl"'|xd|k‘1/ H<|k|1>

|kl <m

Therefore,

max{|7,(x;0)| - |x| =r} <C ¥ <2e>l

k|1 <m |k|1
Let » =|x| = m/q. Then

sin(2qr/m)

N

max{|¢,,(x)| : |x] =r} <C

qm Der \ Ik
> (w0
|kl <m | |1

m " 2er\"

el 25
1y 3em\"”

C — -

{2} E,,, < vq >

2qr/m

N
a

N
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gc{l}q’” ¥ (4m/q)*
2

y!

vsm

< C{ef29}"=0(1), m— 0.
(v) is proved.

Now, the proof is easy. First assume that E is an e-net satisfying the
inequality

2¢%e < 1.

Under this assumption the statement of Theorem 9 can be proved as
follows: Let

L=sup{|f(¢)] : € E}. (28)
Only the case where L < oo is of interest for us. By (iv) and (v)
sup{|p,.(&)]: e E} <L +o(1), m— 0.
Let
®,,=sup{|@,.(x)| : xe R}, meN.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that there exists such a point
x" eR? that |, (x")| =®,, By the definition of e-net there exists a
point U e E satisfying the inequality |x“" — | <& We have

|(pm(x(M)) _gom(é(m))' < |X(M)_C(M)| sup{ |grad (pm(y)l . yERd}
<e sup{|grad ¢, ()| : yeRY}.

By S. Bernstein’s estimate of the derivative of entire function of exponential
type that is bounded on the real hyperplane the inequality

sup{|grad ¢, ()| : yeR"} <2¢°D,,
holds. Two previous inequalities show that
@ (x") = @,, ()| <2¢°D,,
or
@, —(L+0(1))<2¢%D,,.
It means that the estimate

¢}11<(L+0(1))/(1_2q28)5 m — o,
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is valid. Recalling (ii), we see that
sup{|f(x)| : xe R} < L/(1—2¢g%).

Using more sophisticated technique than S. Bernstein’s estimate,
Beurling [ Beu2] proved that the inequality

sup{|f(x)| : xeR} <CL

is valid for every entire function of exponential type 2¢* provided that it is
a priori bounded on the real hyperplane and 2q*e <n. Here, C does not
depend on f, and L is defined by (28). By Beurling’s result f is bounded
on R upon this, weaker, condition.

We just proved that f is bounded on the real hyperplane. To finish the
proof, we should only repeat the estimate used for ¢,, for f itself substi-
tuting 1 for 2¢* and recall that 2¢* < 200. Theorem 9 is proved.

Proof of Theorem 10. Let E be such a 1-net in RY that any affine sub-
space of dimension less than d contains at most of d its points and

inf{|E—n|: & nekE, E#£n} >0.

Let also g;(€), j=1, ..., d, be such entire functions of exponential type 1 in
C that |g;(7)| =1 on the real line,

Vie{l,.,d} YmeN: lim t"/g;(1)=0,

T— +oo
and

» log™ |g,(7)| dr
LO@ l—i-jr2 =@

Define a weight-function ¢(¢), &= (&, ..., ,), as I]_[j?:lgj(fj)l on E and
set @(x)=exp{|x|} outside E.
Let us check the fulfillment of properties (i)—(iv) of ¢.

(1) and (i) are evident.

(ii1) Without loss of generality, we can assume that A is the subspace
{x=(xy, ., x,)eR% x, ;= =x,=0}, 1</<d. For a while, we will
denote vectors of R’ by x and the restriction ¢|g by the same letter ¢.
Assume that algebraic polynomials are not dense in the space C 2(R’). The
dual space of C z(R' ) consists of all such measures u that

jR, () d |u](x) < . (29)
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If polynomials are not dense in C O(P(Ri), then the space of Fourier trans-
forms of measures satisfying inequality (29) is not 4-quasianalytic. Really,
let 4 be an orthogonal measure to all polynomials. Define

A1) :fk/ explidt, x>} du(x).

where <{t, x) = Z _11;x; is a scalar product in R’. It is evident that

Fe C*(R’) and that for every ke (Z )
DFF(0)=0.

Since ¢(x)=exp{|x|} everywhere except at most at d points, F is indeed
a function holomorphic in some layer symmetric with respect to R’. There-
- N . . ) 0/
fore, F(1)=0, u=0, and algebraic polynomials are dense in C  (R).
(iv) Denote by R a set of all algebraic polynomials P such that their
norms in C g(R") satisfy the inequality

‘ P() / 11 (-

Jj=1

Let
M(z)=sup{|P(z)|: Pe R}, zeC

We will prove that if algebraic polynomials are dense in the space
CY(RY), then M(z)= oo for all z=(z,, .., z,) such that Imz, ---Im z,#0.
This statement seems to be well-known (for the case where d=1 it is the
well-known Mergelian criterion of density [ Me]), but we suspect that for
the case where d>1 it exists only as mathematical folk-lore. For the
comfort of the readers, we provide its proof here.

Assume that algebraic polynomials are dense in C Z(Rd). Using the
description of dual space and Stiltjes Inversion Formula, one can easily
prove that the system {1/]T¢ Goi(x;—z): Imzy---Im z,#0} is complete in
CO(R") Let¢>0, and let z=(z,, ..., ,,) Imz,..-Imz,#0, be an arbitrary
point of C% There exists a polynomial P satlsfymg the inequality

‘ / (x;—z;) — P(x)
Jj=1

For some finite value C.> 0 that does not depend on & the polynomial

Q(x)=<1 P [1 (xj—zi)>/(C;8)efR.

j=1

<é&.

On the other hand, |Q(z)| =1/(C.¢). Since ¢ >0 is arbitrary, M(z)= co.
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By the Beurling—Malliavin Theorem on multiplicator [ BM] (see also
[K]) for every #>0 there exist nontrivial entire functions 4;(¢)e[1;7],,
=1, .., d, such that
sup{|(t —1i) g;(t) h(1)|: TeR} < 1.

Therefore, the inequality

sup ﬂP(c) [T (&)=

(éla (] éd) GE} < 1

holds for every polynomial P € ‘R. Certainly, we can choose # so that

2007 \/d <.

Since the exponential type of entire function P(z) [19_, /;(z;) does not
exceed 7 \/;z’, Theorem 9 shows that

J=1

where C does not depend on P. Using the Phragmen-Lindel6f Principle,
we see that the estimate

<Cexp{n(|Imz,|+ --- +Imz,|)}

is valid for every ze C? and every PeR. Letz¥eC’, Imz-..Imz) #0,
be such a point that [T9_, &,(z}”) #0. Then

Jj=1%J

Mz < Cexp{n(|Im z{V| + --- +|Im |)}/]—[ |h;(z\)] < 0.

Jj=1

Therefore, algebraic polynomials are not dense in C‘;(R"). Theorem 10 is
proved.
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