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ON THE CORONA PROBLEM FOR STRONGLY

PSEUDOCONVEX DOMAINS

AKAKI TIKARADZE

Abstract. In this note we solve that the corona problem for strongly pseu-
doconvex domains under a certain assumption on the level sets of the corona
data. This result settles a question of S. Krantz [K].

Recall that given a bounded domain Ω ⊂ Cn, the corona problem for Ω asks
if the following question has an affirmative answer. Throughout H∞(Ω) denotes
the algebra of bounded holomorphic functions on Ω.

The corona problem. Let f1, · · · , fm ∈ H∞(Ω). Assume that there exists ǫ > 0
such that

∑
j |fj(z)| > ǫ for all z ∈ Ω. Does there exist gj ∈ H∞(Ω), 1 ≤ j ≤ m

so that

1 =
m∑

j=1

fjgj .

The corona problem for the unit disc was settled affirmatively by Carleson
in 1962 in his celebrated paper [C]. Later on the corona problem was solved
positively for many planar domains (see for example [GJ]). Currently, there is
no known domain in C for which the corona problem has a negative answer.

The case for high dimensional domains is a lot more complicated: there are
examples of smooth pseudoconvex domains for which the corona problem has a
negative answer (see [FS], [S].) Meanwhile, the corona problem is still widely
open for such basic domains as balls and polydiscs. More generally, the answer
to the corona problem is unknown for any strongly pseuodoconvex domain in
Cn, n ≥ 2.

To motivate our result, note that the assumption on functions f1, · · · , fm in the
corona problem states that there exists ǫ > 0 such that

⋂
i |fi|

−1(−ǫ, ǫ) = ∅. We
solve the corona problem (for a class of domains) assuming that the intersection
of closures of |fi|

−1(−ǫ, ǫ) in Cn is empty.
To state our result, it will be convenient to use the following definition.

Definition 0.1. Let Ω ⊂ C
n be a domain. We say that Ω is a ∂̄L∞-domain if

for any smooth, bounded, ∂̄-closed form ω on Ω, there exists a smooth bounded
form ω′ so that ω = ∂̄(ω′).
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Example of ∂̄L∞-domains include products of C2-smooth strongly pseudocon-
vex domains [SH], as well as smooth bounded pseodoconvex finite type domains
[R].

Theorem 0.1. Let Ω ⊂ C
n be a ∂̄L∞-domain. Let f1, · · · , fm ∈ H∞(Ω). Suppose

that there exists ǫ > 0 so that
m⋂

j=1

|fi|−1(−ǫ, ǫ) = ∅.

Then there exists gi ∈ H∞(Ω) so that

1 =

m∑

j=1

fjgj .

For m = 2, this result was obtained by Krantz [K]. In [P] a similar conclusion
is obtained under a much more restrictive assumption that there exist j 6= k such
that |fj |−1(−ǫ, ǫ) ∩ |fk|−1(−ǫ, ǫ) ∩ ∂Ω = ∅.

For the proof we need to recall the following crucial result which should be
well-known to experts.

Lemma 0.1. Let Ω ⊂ C
n be a ∂̄L∞-domain. Let f1, · · · , fm ∈ H∞(Ω). Assume

there exist gi ∈ C∞(Ω) so that gj, ∂̄gj are bounded and

1 =

m∑

j=1

fjgj .

Then there exists hj ∈ H∞(Ω) such that

1 =

m∑

j=1

fjhj.

Its proof uses the usual technique of the Koszul complex of the sequence
(f1, · · · , fm) and is identical to that of [[ST], Corollary 3] where functions gj
are taken to be f̄j/

∑
j |fj |

2. We give the proof in an effort to keep this note self
contained.

Proof of Lemma 0.1. At first, we define the Koszul complex on the sequence
(f1, · · · , fn) with coefficients in bounded C∞-differential forms on Ω. Let

V = ⊕m
i=1Cei, Kj,l = ΛjV ⊗C C∞

0,l(Ω),

where C∞

0,l(Ω) denotes the space of (C
∞) smooth (0, l)-forms on Ω. Then we have

the Koszul differential b : Kj,l → Kj−1,l defined by the formula

b((ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ eit)⊗ ω) =

t∑

p=1

(−1)p+1ei1 ∧ · · · êip · · · ∧ eit ⊗ (fipω).
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One can easily check that b2 = 0. We also have the ∂̄ operator: ∂̄ : Kj,l → Kj,l+1

defined as follows:

∂̄((ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ eit)⊗ ω) = (ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ eit)⊗ ∂̄(ω).

Clearly b and ∂̄ commute. So, Ker(∂̄)∩K0,l is the space of ∂̄-closed (0, l) forms.
Remark that our assumption of (f1, · · · , fm) implies that for any bounded x ∈ Kj,l

such that b(x) = 0, there exists a bounded x′ ∈ Kj+1,l with b(x′) = x. Indeed, it
is straightforward to check that the following choice of x′ = η(x) works:

η(x) =

m∑

j=1

ej ∧ gjx, b(η(x)) = x

To prove the lemma we show a more general statement: If x ∈ Kj,l is bounded
and

b(x) = ∂̄(x) = 0,

then there exists a bounded x′ ∈ Kj+1,l such that

b(x′) = x, ∂̄(x′) = 0.

We proceed by downwards induction on l. The base case of l = n + 1 obviously
holds. Since x = b(η(x)), then

0 = ∂̄(b(η(x))) = b(∂̄(η(x))).

So we may apply the inductive hypothesis to ∂̄(η(x)): there exists bounded ∂̄-
closed y ∈ Kj+1,l+1 such that b(y) = ∂̄(η(x)). Now, since Ω is a ∂̄L∞-domain,
there exists bounded z ∈ Kj+1,l so that ∂̄(z) = y. Hence,

∂̄(b(z)) = ∂̄(η(x)).

Finally, put x1 = η(x)− b(z). Then b(x1) = x and x1 is a bounded ∂̄-closed form,
as desired. �

Proof of Theorem 0.1. Put Uj = Cn \ |fj |−1(−ǫ, ǫ), 1 ≤ j ≤ m. So Uj, 1 ≤ j ≤ m
is a an open cover of Cn. Let ρj , 1 ≤ j ≤ m be a smooth partition of unity
corresponding to this cover. So

∑
j ρj = 1 and supp(ρj) ⊂ Uj . In particular

||∂̄(ρj)||∞ < ∞ for all j. Then

||∂̄(
ρj
fj
)||∞ ≤ ǫ−1||∂̄(ρ)||∞, ||

ρj
fj
||∞ ≤ ǫ−1||ρj||∞, 1 ≤ j ≤ m.

Put
gj =

ρj
fj
, 1 ≤ j ≤ m.

Then gj, ∂̄(gj) are bounded for all j and

1 =
∑

j

fjgj .

Thus we are done by Lemma 0.1.
�
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