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We study analogues of sampling sets for analytic functions in cones of C”.
Cartwright-type and Bernstein-type theorems, previously known only for functions
of exponential type in C”, are extended to the case of functions of arbitrary order
in a cone. © 1999 Academic Press

1. INTRODUCTION

We use standard notations of multidimensional complex analysis.

Let C be an open cone in C” with vertex at the origin. By H(C; p, o) we
denote the class of all functions f holomorphic in C and satisfying the
estimate

) lo z
lim sup g||j|{/(,)|<a, |ZI7 =z, 12 4+ - + |z~
VA

|z| > 00,ze C
By H(C; p, c0) we denote |J,- o H(C; p, o).
For entire functions we write simply H(p, ), H(p, ), etc. Thus H(1, o)
is the class of entire functions of exponential type not exceeding ¢ in C”.
In 1937, M. Cartwright [ C] proved the following theorem:
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THEOREM A. The estimate

sup [f(x)| < C; sup [ f(m)]

xeR melZ

holds for every function f € H(1, o) with ¢ <. Here the constant C, € (0, o0)
depends only on o.

Below we mention two Cartwright-type results for entire functions of
several variables. We need some definitions first.

DerFINITION.  Let E and F be subsets of R”, E being measurable. The set
E is called dense relative to F, if for some positive constants L and J and
every xe F

|En B(x, L) =0.

Here |A| denotes the Lebesque measure of a (measurable) set 4, and
B(x, L) is the ball {yeR": |x— y| <L}. The values of L and J are called
the density characteristics (of E relative to F).

Given 5 € (0, 1), denote by C(5) the cone in the positive hyperoctant R".
defined by the relation

C(n)={xeR”: min x,>7n max x;.
j=1.,n j=1,.,n

THEOREM B. (a) Let a set E be dense relative to R” with density
characteristics L and 6. Then the estimate

sup | f(x)] <e"" P sup | f(x)]

xeR" xeE

holds for some constant C, any o€ (0, 00) and all fe H(1, o).

(b) Let a set E be dense relative to R”, . Then each entire function
feH(1, o) bounded on E is bounded on C(n) for every 1€ (0, 1). Moreover,
for each g €(0, o) there exists a positive constant A= A(E, a, 1), such that
for each entire function fe H(1, a)

sup  |f(x)| <4 -sup |f(x)]

x e C(n)\B(0, R) xeE

for some R=R(f,n)< o0.

Statement (a) is due to B. Ya. Levin [ Le]; statement (b) is due to the
first author [L2].
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DEerFINITION.  Let ¢ be a positive number. A set £ R” is called an ¢-net
for a set F< R” if for every x € F there exists a point y € E such that

[x—y|<e.
Note that e-nets may be discrete sets.

TaeEOREM C [L1, L2]. (a) If oe<n/200 and E is an ¢-net for R”, then
the estimate

sup [f(x)| < sup | f(x)]

xeR”" l—o xeE

holds for every function fe H(1, o).
(b) Let E be an e-net for R"_, and let a number ne (0, 1] be given.

Then there exists a positive number oo = ao(n, & 1) >0 such that for every
o€ (0, 04), each function f € H(1, o) bounded on E is bounded on C(n).

Moreover, if sup,. . g | f(x)| >0, there is a positive constant A = A(E, o, 1),
such that

sup [ f(x)| <4 -sup [ f(x)]

x e C(n7)\B(0, R) xeE

for some R=R(f,n)< co.

Let B(o) be the subclass of H(1, o) consisting of functions which are
bounded on R”. A set E<R” is called a sampling set for B(o) if

sup |f(x) < Csup [f(x)],  VfeB(o).

xeR" xekE

Investigation of such sets in one-dimensional case was initiated by
A. Beurling [ Beu]. The (a) parts of Theorems B and C give in particular
sufficient conditions on a set E to be a sampling set for B(g) in C”. The
(b) parts cannot be treated as usual theorems about sampling sets due to
the necessity of cutting off the vertex of C(#) which is unavoidable in view
of the examples in [ L2]. However, it makes sense to call a set £ quasi-sam-
pling if

sup If(x)|<C-sup | f(x)],  VfeB(o)

xe C(m\B(0, R(f)) xeE

for some R(f) < co.

In this paper we prove the analogues of Theorems B and C for functions
analytic in cones of C”. It is natural to call theorems of this kind
Cartwright-type theorems.
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It is well known that in many cases the results taking place for entire
functions fail to hold for functions analytic on proper subsets of C”. Even
when such results are true, they are technically much harder to prove.

In this paper, we make systematical use of the possibility of a “good”
approximation of a function analytic in a cone by entire functions with
control of growth. In the case of dimension 1 such an approximation was
constructed by M. V. Keldysh [Ke]. For the case of several variables,
the result showing the possibility of such an approximation is due to the
second author [ Ru]. To formulate this result we introduce some notations.

Let w and ¢ be plurisubharmonic functions in C”, both possessing the
“non-oscillating” property

(@) (2) < —A(=wt (2) + B,

where by ul™(z) we denote sup{u(w): |z—w|<r}, and 4, B>0. Assume
also that

@(z)=0,  log(1+|z])=0(e(z)),  |z] = c0.
For ¢ >0 we denote by Q, the set
Q,={zeC" w(z)< —ep(z)}
and suppose that
Ve, >ey0inf{|z) —z,]:2,€Q, , 2,6 C\Q, } >0,

which is a kind of smoothness condition on w and ¢.

THEOREM D [Ru]. Let f be an analytic function in Q, satisfying the
estimate

If(2)]| < Cre?B), zeQ,.

Then for each ¢ >0 and each N =1 there exists such an entire function g
that

z)—glz)| < Ce , A4S ,
|f(z) —g(2)| < Ce=N? Q,
|g(z)| < (Co € max(N, Cp-(2fe- ™ +¢)(z)’ zeCn,

where C does not depend on N.

Let p be a positive number and let 7, be the transformation

T, (215 e 20) > (217, 2P).
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This transformation obviously maps cones with vertex at the origin onto
cones of the same type and maps R”. onto R”, .

DErFINITION.  Let E and F be subsets of R”, , E being measurable. The set
E is said to be dense of order p relative to F, if T ;I(E) is dense relative to

-1
T, (F).

DEFINITION. A set Ec R” is called an e-net of order p for a set Fc R”
if T7'(E) is an e-net for T, !(F).

Below we formulate our Cartwright-type theorems for functions
holomorphic in cones. Note that we will be able to consider also functions
of order p different from 1.

For p>1 put W,={z=(z,..2,)€C" —n/2p<argz,<n/2p,
Jj=1, .., n}. Note that W;=C" (C_ stands for the right halfplane) and
that Q, nR"=R", for each p.

Our first result is

THEOREM 1. Let E be a dense set of order p >1 relative to R". .

Then for every ne (0, 1) each function f e H(W ,; p, o0), which is bounded
in a neighborhood of the origin and bounded on E is bounded on C(n).

Moreover, for each o€ (0, ) and f e H(\W,; p, o) there exists a positive
constant A= A(E, p, o, 1), such that

sup [ f(x)| < 4dsup [f(x)]

x e C(n)\B(0, R) xeE

for some R=R(f,n)< c0.

The corresponding result for e-nets is

THEOREM 2. Let E be an e-net of order p>1 for R", and let a number
ne(0, 1) be given.

Then there exists such a number ay=0y(n, E, p, &, 1) >0 that for every
a€[0, ), each function fe H(W,; p, a) which is bounded near the origin

and bounded on E is bounded on C(n).
Moreover, if sup,.g | f(x)| >0, there is a positive constant

A :A(Ef p’ 0-9 89 }7)’
such that

sup | f(x)|<4-sup__, /()

xe C(n)\B(0, R)

for some R=R(f,n)< co.
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Remark 1. The number o, plays essentially the same role as the
number 7 in Cartwright’s theorem. The example of the function f(z)=
z % sin(nz) shows that the statement of Theorem 2 (for a fixed &-net) does
not hold for all o.

Remark 2. The (b) parts of Theorems B and C may be reformulated
for an arbitrary cone C < R” with nonempty interior instead of R”. , since
it is always possible to find such a linear automorphism : C" — C”,
that Y(R"” )c C, and to consider f(i(z)) instead of f(z) (note that the
order is not affected). Since the image under y of a relatively dense set is
a relatively dense set, and the image of an &-net is an ¢-net (possibly, with
a different ¢), the statements of the theorems require only obvious
recalculations of all constants.

Remark 3. The (b) part of the Theorem C and respectively Theorem 2
may be strengthened by assuming the set E to be an ¢-net not for the whole
R”, but for its relatively dense subset.

Remark 4. To the best of our knowledge, Theorems 1 and 2 are new in
the case p > 1 even for entire functions.

Remark 5. There are examples showing sharpness (in a certain sense)
of Theorems B and C; for instance, it was shown [ L2] that the results fail
to hold if we do not truncate the cone C(#) by the ball B(0, R), and that
the value of R cannot be chosen independent of fe H(1, o), etc. It was
shown also that the cone C(7), a proper subcone of R” , cannot be
replaced, for instance, by a translation of R” . The same examples with
obvious modifications play a similar role for Theorems 1 and 2.

Next we mention V. Bernstein-type theorems for entire functions of finite
order. By this we mean results giving conditions on sets sufficient for
calculation of the (radial) indicator. Recall that the radial indicator of a
function f'e€ H(p, o) is defined as

! t
h(z) = lim sup lim sup M'

w—z t— oo

For the case of dimension 1 the first lim sup (regularization) may be omit-
ted. We refer to [Ro] for the properties of the radial indicator.

V. Bernstein [ Ber] was the first to give a sufficient condition on a set £
on a ray which guaranties that

hy(1) = lim sup W_

t—>oo,teE
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The references to further results in this direction are given in [L3]. We
mention below results of the first author concerning entire functions in C”.

DEerFINITION.  Let ¢(¢), te R, be a decreasing function tending to zero
as t — o0. A set EcR” is called an &( )-net for a set F< R” if for each xe F
there exists y € E such that

|x —yl<e(lx]).

DEerFINITION. A set EcR” is called an &( )-net of order p for a set
FcR” if its preimage under the map 7, is an &( )-net for T;l(F ).

THEOREM 4 [L3]. Let a set E be an &( )-net of order p € (0, o0) for some
cone C(n,).
Then the relation

log | /(x)|

= lim lim sup _—

I <1 1>
4 \/l;’ ,\/l; 7—0 |x| > 0, xeEn C(y) |x|p
holds for every function € H(p, o).
Theorem E yields the following uniqueness result.

THeEOREM F [L3]. Let E be as in Theorem E and let

log |f(x)] _

|x]”

lim sup

|x|] > 0, x€e E
for some function f€ H(p, o).
Then [ =0.

Our Theorem 3 below is an analogue of Theorem E for functions
holomorphic in cones.

THEOREM 3. Let a set E be an &( )-net of order p>0 for some cone

C(7o).
Then the relation

log | f(x)|

= lim lim sup —_—

I < 1 1 >
4 \/7;’ ’\/I; 7n—0 |x|—> o0, xeEn C(y) |x|p

holds for every function fe HW,; p, ©), t>=1.

Note that while the indicator of an entire function of finite type o is
bounded below by —o [Ro], the (regularized) indicator of a function
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holomorphic in a cone needs not to be bounded from below. It can even
be identically — oo for a function which is not identically zero. Hence the
corresponding uniqueness result holds only if the cone W, in which our
function is defined, is wide enough.

THEOREM 4. Let E be as in Theorem 3 with p>1 and let

. lo
limsuyp —————=—w

|x| > o0, x€e E

for some function fe HHW_; p, ©), e (1, p).
Then f=0.

The idea of most of the proofs in this paper is to approximate a function
holomorphic in a cone by an entire function with the help of Theorem D,
apply the corresponding theorem for entire functions to the approximating
function and derive the required estimates for the initial function. The
transparency of such type of argument should not be confused, however,
with the “triviality of results.” The main gain in the “compilation” of two
kinds of our known theorems is that we are able to obtain new results, and
not only for functions in cones but also for entire functions. For another
application of the approximation techniques similar to Theorem D, see
[Rul].

2. SOME REMARKS CONCERNING CONES IN C¥

In this paper we will deal mainly with two types of cones in C”.
One of them, W, is defined in the previous section. We introduce
another one.
For ¢ >0 denote by ||-||, a norm in C” given by
z.
|z]l,= max {|Rezj|, Im - }
Jj=1 n t

,,,,,

By Y,(n), n€[0, 1), we denote the cone in C” given by

Y, (n)={zeC": '_rrllin Rez;>nlz|,}.

J
Note that for all 7> 0 the intersection of Y () nR”,_ is exactly the real cone
C(n). Obviously, U,(0)=C"_.
The geometry of the cone Y,(7) is very simple. We just observe that the
ray

1={&1, ... 1), >0}
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lies on the complex line
P={z= - =2z,}

which has the largest intersection with Y, (#):
t
LnY,(n)= {w(l, ., 1):weC, |arg w| < arctan }
n

One easily sees that, given a number 7> 1, it is possible to choose such
t and # that
Y(n)eWw

and
LY=L W,.

We would like to write each of the two types of cones in the form
{zeC": u(z) <0} for some plurisubharmonic function u in C”. In both
cases we can take u to be of order 1:

u(z)= max (—Rez)+7 ],
j=1,.,n

fOr Yt(n )7

u(z) = max {|Imzj|—tan2n.Rer}
) T

Jj=

for W_.

3. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1 AND 2

Proof of Theorem 1. The idea of the proof is to approximate the
function f by an entire function g with the help of Theorem D, apply
Theorem B(b) to g and derive the required estimates for f.

Let T, be the transformation mentioned in the Introduction. If f is
holomorphic in W, and has order p, then f(7,(z)) is holomorphic in
W,=C"_ and has order 1.

Thus, in view of the mentioned properties of the transformation 7T ,, it is
enough to assume p =1 in what follows.
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Put

F=sup |f(x)].

xeE

If F=0 then f =0; if F= oo then there is nothing to prove. Therefore we
can assume that Fe (0, co) and normalize f(z) so that F=e~ .
Next we define functions @ and ¢ in the following way. Put

o= max (—Rez), @ =max(1, |z],),
j=1,..,n

where ¢ >0 is arbitrary.
Then the set

Qo={z:w(z)<0}
is exactly C”., and for each # (0, 1) the set
Q,={z:w(z) < —np(z)}

coincides with Y,() without some neighborhood of the vertex. Besides
that,

2, R" > C(n\B(0, ).

It is clear that the conditions of Theorem D are satisfied (we can assume
that | /| < C,e“% everywhere in Q,, otherwise replace Q, with Q,; for some
small ¢ <#/4, see also Remark 2 following Theorem 2).

Let f(z) be a given function from the class H(W; 1, ¢). By Theorem D,
there exists an entire function g(z) of exponential type <Ko, with
K= K(n, n) not depending on fe H(W,; 1, g), such that

1f(z) —g(z)| <e P <F, zeQ,),.
Therefore

sup |g(x)| <2F.
x e En C(n/2)\B(0, 1/2)

Since
En C(17/2)\B(0, 1/2)

is dense (of order 1) relative to C(#/2), Remark 2 following Theorem 2
implies that

sup [g(x)| < oo,
xe C(n)
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and for some 4 < oo and R < o0.

sup lg(x)|<4- sup lg(x)| <24F.
xe C(m\B(0, R) xe€En C(n/2)\B(0, 1/2)

Since | f(x)— g(x)| <F on 2, ,, we obtain the required estimate for our
function f.
The theorem is proved.

Proof of Theorem 2. The proof repeats the proof of the previous
theorem with the only difference that Theorem C(b) is applied instead of
Theorem B(b). Note that if E was an e-net for R”, then En C(7/2)\
B(0, /2) would be a 4¢-net for C(#/2) for any 5 € (0, ¢).

4. PROOF OF THEOREMS 3 AND 4

Proof of Theorem 3. Given a function f analytic in W(z) and of order
p, denote hf(l/ﬁ, vy l/ﬁ) by H, and let H/(E) be the corresponding
limit calculated over the set E. It is obvious that

H/(E)<H,

We need to prove the converse.
The way to do this is to use Theorem D to find an entire function
ge H(p, «o) with the properties
H,=H,

g

and
H(E)=H(E)
and use Theorem E for entire functions to prove that

H(E)=H,,
which yields the desired relation.

First, we can assume that C(n)=R”" (otherwise apply a linear trans-
formation  which does not change the order and leaves our set E and
&(R)-net of the same order). Next, as in the previous section, we can
assume that p =1 (apply the transformation 7', otherwise; E becomes then
an ¢(R)-net of order 1 and W, becomes W, for some 7' which can be
assumed >1).

We consider two cases. Assume first that H,(E)> — oo. Since the multi-
plication of our function by e+ +) does not affect the investigated
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property of the set E, we can always assume that H.(E)>0. Hence an
entire function g uniformly approximating f in a cone containing the ray
¢/ ={(t, ... 1), t>0} will have the same values of H,(E) and H, as f. Thus,
in view of Theorem E, it is enough to construct such a function.

Take N=1, w(z)=max;_, _,(—Rez;)+# |z, for such ¢ and #" that
the cone Q,={z=w(z)<0} is contained in W,, and take ¢(z)=max
(0, |z]l,), 6>0. For e (0, 1 —7') the set Q,={z=w(z) < —ep(z)} which is
Y,(n' +¢&) without a neighborhood of the vertex) has the property

Q,NnR" > C(n' +¢)\B(0, &).

Applying Theorem D, we are done.
Now consider the case H/(E)= —oco. We need to prove that H,= — o0.
We choose w and ¢ to be the same as above. Fix some ¢ (0, 1 —#) and
denote by g, the entire function of finite type corresponding to the choice

of N>=1 in Theorem D. Note that for any such function
H, (E)=H

&N &N’

The entire function gy satisfies |f(z) —gn(z)|<e VIl on Q,, in
particular, on C(¢') for |x| large enough We have

Ho<tim Gmsp QUL len(o) = )

n— |x|—>o00,xeEn C(yg) |X|

<max(—N, H.(E))

= —N,

and
1 —
H<tim im 8@+ ea0) S0
7n—0 |x|—> o0, xe C(n) |x|
=max(—N, N, )
=—N.
Since N was arbitrary, we conclude that H,= —oo. The theorem is

proved.

Remark. 1In the case p>1 it is also possible to give another proof of
Theorem 3 based on Theorem 2 (and thus using Theorem D indirectly).

Proof of Theorem 4. Let /={(t, ,t>0}. The conditions of
Theorem 4 imply that the rays e’(”/z”)/ and e”(”/z”)/ both belong to the
cone where our function is holomorphic. From Theorem 3 it follows then
that the plurisubharmonic function H,(z) = — oo on some cone C() = R", .
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C(n) is a non-pluripolar set, H (z) = —oo where it is defined, in

particular, on the two rays mentioned above. By the properties of the
indicator [ Ro, Ch. 3, section 5], f=0.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank S. Yu. Favorov, A. Yu. Rashkovskii, L. I. Ronkin, and M. L. Sodin for
helpful discussions.

[Ber]
[Beu]
[C]
[Ke]
[Le]
[L1]
[L2]

[L3]

[Ro]

[Ru]

[Rul]

REFERENCES

V. Bernstein, Sur les propriétés caractéristiques des indicatrices de croissance, C. R.
202 (1936), 108-110.

A. Beurling, On the balayage of Fourier-Stiltjes transforms, in “The Collected Works
of Arne Beurling,” Vol. 2, Birkhduser, Boston, 1989.

M. Cartwright, On certain integral functions of order one, Quart. J. Math. Oxford Ser.
7 (1936), 46-55.

M. V. Keldysh, Sur I'approximation des fonctions holomorphes par les fonctions
entieres, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 47 (1946), 239-241.

B. Ya. Levin, Majorants of some classes of subharmonic functions, preprint 18-84,
FTINT, 1984. [in Russian]

V. N. Logvinenko, On a multidimensional generalization of a theorem of Cartwright,
Soviet Math. Dokl. 5 (1974), 1617-1620.

V. N. Logvinenko, Boundedness conditions for entire functions of exponential type
inside the hyperoctant R”,, Math. USSR - Izv. 34 (1990), 663-676.

V. N. Logvinenko, Radial indicator of an entire function may be calculated over a
discrete subset of a subspace of small dimension, preprint, 1994; see also V. N.
Logvinenko. V. Bernstein-type theorems about indicator and uniqueness theorems for
entire functions of several complex variables, in preparation.

L. I. Ronkin, “Introduction to the Theory of Entire Functions of Several Variables,”
Translations of Mathematical Monographs, Vol. 44, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence,
RI, 1974.

A. M. Russakovskii, Approximation by entire functions on unbounded domains in C”,
J. Approx. Theory 74 (1993), 353-358.

A. M. Russakovskii, Approximation by entire functions and Arakelyantype examples
for moving targets, lllinois J. Math. 40 (1996), 439-452.



	1. INTRODUCTION 
	2. SOME REMARKS CONCERNING CONES IN CN 
	3. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1 AND 2 
	4. PROOF OF THEOREMS 3 AND 4 
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 
	REFERENCES 

