ON REAL ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS ON CLOSED
SUBANALYTIC DOMAINS

ARMIN RAINER

ABSTRACT. We show that a function f : X — R defined on a closed uniformly
polynomially cuspidal set X in R” is real analytic if and only if f is smooth
and all its composites with germs of polynomial curves in X are real analytic.
The degree of the polynomial curves needed for this is effectively related to
the regularity of the boundary of X. For instance, if the boundary of X is
locally Lipschitz, then polynomial curves of degree 2 suffice. In this Lipschitz
case, we also prove that a function f : X — R is real analytic if and only if
all its composites with germs of quadratic polynomial maps in two variables
with images in X are real analytic; here it is not necessary to assume that f
is smooth.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this note, we are interested in Hartogs-type characterizations of real analytic
functions. Let us recall two fundamental results due to Bochnak and Siciak: let
U C R" be a nonempty open set and f : U — R any function.

Theorem A ([2, 16]). The function f is real analytic if and only if [ is smooth
and the restriction of f to each affine line that meets U is real analytic.

Theorem B ([3, 4]). The function f is real analytic if and only if the restriction
of f to each affine 2-plane that meets U is real analytic.

In Theorem A, the assumption that f is smooth cannot be omitted. Recently,
Bochnak, Kollar, and Kucharz [1] proved a global version of Theorem B: a function
f: M — R on a real analytic manifold M of dimension n > 3 is real analytic if f|x
is real analytic for every real analytic submanifold N C M that is homeomorphic
to the 2-sphere.

We will investigate versions of these results on closed fat subsets X of R™ with
cusps (that X is fat means that it is contained in the closure of its interior, i.e.,
X = X°). Even if X has Lipschitz boundary, we will have to compose f with
germs of quadratic polynomial maps instead of just affine maps. It will turn out
that the maximal degree of the polynomial maps needed to detect real analyticity
is strongly related to the regularity of the boundary (i.e., to the sharpness of the
cusps).
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A recent result of Kucharz and Kurdyka [9] (see Theorem C below) shows that,
for subanalytic functions on real analytic manifolds, real analyticity can be recog-
nized by restriction to real analytic subsets of dimension one. We will discuss a
variant on suitable closed fat subsets X of R".

This note is a natural continuation of our papers [13] and [14]. Before we can
state the results, some terminology must be introduced.

1.1. Plot-analytic functions. Let d, m,n be positive integers. Let X C R"™ be
nonempty. By an (m,d)-plot in X we mean the germ [p] at 0 of a polynomial map
p=(p1,...,pn) : R™" = R"
o of degree at most d, i.e., p; € Rlzy,...,2y] and maxi<;<, degp; < d,
e and image contained in X, i.e., there exists a neighborhood U of 0 in R™
such that p(U) C X.

We will write p instead of [p]; this slight abuse of notation will lead to no confusion.
Let Py,,q4(X) denote the set of all (m,d)-plots in X. We will also consider

Pon(X) 1= ) PrnalX)
d=1

and call its elements polynomial m-plots in X.

For any function f: X — R and any p € P,,,(X) it is meaningful to consider the
function germ f op at 0 in R™. We define ‘Kﬁ%d(X) to be the set of all functions
f X — R such that

fopis areal analytic germ at 0 € R™, for all p € P, 4(X).

Furthermore, we set

C(X) = () Cin a(X).
d=1

We call the elements of € ;(X) (m, d)-plot-analytic functions. Recall that f: X —
R is called arc-analytic if f o c is real analytic for each germ c of a real analytic arc
in X. The arc-analytic functions on X form a subset of €}’(X).

Let X C R™ be closed. Let C¥|x (resp. C*|x) be the set of all functions
f :+ X — R such that there exist an open neighborhood U of X in R" and a real
analytic (resp. smooth) function F' : U — R such that F|x = f. Note that each
f € C¥|x is the restriction to X of a holomorphic function defined on an open
neighborhood of X in C™.

1.2. UPC sets. Let us recall (cf. [12]) that a closed set X C R" is called uniformly
polynomially cuspidal (UPC) if there exist positive integers m, D and a constant
M > 0 such that for each z € X there is a polynomial curve h; : R — R" of degree
at most D such that

(1) he(0) = =,

(2) dist(h(¢),R*\ X) > M t™ for all z € X and t € [0, 1].
In that case, we say that the UPC set X has the characteristic (m, D). (The con-
stant M will not be important for us.) Let char(X) be the set of all characteristics
of X. Note that if (m, D) € char(X) then (m, D) + N? C char(X). We define

d(X):=2 i Dj}.
( ) (m,D)Heltlzi’llar(X) maX{m, }
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Any UPC set X is fat. We say that X is simple if each x € 0X has a basis of
neighborhoods % such that U N X° is connected for all U € %. We shall see in
Example 3.3 that, regarding our results, to be simple is a natural and indispensable
condition.

An important class of UPC sets is the collection of all compact fat subanalytic
sets X C R™, see Pawtucki and Plesniak [12].

1.3. Holder and Lipschitz sets. Let o € (0,1] and 7, h > 0. The set

T (r, h) == {(x',xn) ER"IxR: || <7 () <2 < 1}
is a truncated open a-cusp. By an «a-set we mean a closed fat set X C R™ such
that X° has the wuniform a-cusp property: for each x € 0X there exist € > 0, a
truncated open a-cusp I' = T'%(r, h), and an orthogonal linear map A € O(n) such
that y+ AT C X° for ally € XNB(z,¢). A bounded open set in R™ has the uniform
a-cusp property if and only if it has a-Holder boundary; cf. [14, Remark 2.1]. We
say that X is a Holder set if X is an a-set for some « € (0, 1]; 1-sets are also called
Lipschitz sets. Note that Holder sets are always simple; see [13, Proposition 3.9].
By definition, any compact a-set X is a UPC set of characteristic ([a~!],1) so
that d(X) < 2[a~!], where [z] is the smallest integer m > z. If X is not a 3-set
with [371] < [a™1], then d(X) = 2[a~!]. For instance, we have

AT (r, b)) = 2m

for the closure f,ll/m(r7 h) of ry/m (r,h), where m € N>;.
1.4. Results.

1.4.1. Smooth plot-analytic functions. The first result extends Theorem A to simple
closed UPC sets with a precise control of the degree of the required polynomial 1-
plots in terms of d(X).

Theorem 1.1. Let X CR™ be a simple closed UPC set and let d := d(X). Then
f,jd(X) ﬂCOO‘X = Cw|X.

We shall see in Example 3.1 that d = d(X) is optimal: in general, ¢};(X) N
C®|x L C¥|x if d < d(X).
If we do not restrict the degree of the polynomial plots, we may infer:

Corollary 1.2. Let X C R™ be a simple closed set such that for each z € X there
exists a closed UPC set X, with z € X, C X. Then

G (X)NC™|x = C¥|x.

For instance, the corollary applies to the compact subset X = X'UlJ,~_, X, of
—1
R?, where X, i= Ty "™ (L, L) + 20 & — L — Ly and X' = [0, %] x [0, 1].
It is simple, since the cusps X, converge to the point (%2, 0). The spikes X,,, can
be replaced by suitable horn-like sets.
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1.4.2. Plot-analytic functions that are not presupposed to be smooth. Next we will
discuss extensions of Theorem B to closed fat sets. In the following, we will not
assume that f is smooth.

By a simplex in R™ we mean the convex hull of any collection of n + 1 affinely
independent points in R"™.

Theorem 1.3. Let X C R", n > 2, be a simple closed set such that for each
z € 0X there exists a simplex X, with z € X, C X. Then

Caa(X) =C"|x.

This is best possible; see Example 3.2. The assumption is fulfilled for all Lipschitz
sets. At this stage, we do not know if there is an analogue of Theorem 1.3 for Hoélder
sets or simple fat closed subanalytic sets. But in dimension two, we can give a fairly
complete answer. Here (for technical reasons) we need to work with

d(X):=2 min m - D.
(m,D)é&char(X)

For all compact Holder sets X we have d'(X) = d(X); in general, d'(X) > d(X).

Theorem 1.4. Let X C R2 be a simple compact fat subanalytic or Hélder set and
let d :=d'(X). Then
Coa(X) =C”|x.

It is likely that in this statement d’ = d’(X) is not optimal.

Corollary 1.5. Let X C R? be a simple closed set such that for each z € 0X there
exists a compact fat subanalytic set X, with z € X, C X. Then

€y(X) =C"|x.

Note that for each Holder set X, with z € X, C X we may find a compact fat
subanalytic set X, with z € X, C X/; the converse is not always possible.

1.4.3. Curve-analytic functions. We give an application to curve-analytic functions
on closed fat sets which extends a recent result of Kucharz and Kurdyka [9], see
Theorem C below.

Let X C R™ be nonempty and f : X — R a function. We say that f is curve-
analytic if for each real analytic arc ¢ : (—€,e¢) — R™ with image contained in X
there exist & € (0,€] and a real analytic function F' : U — R defined on an open
neighborhood U of ¢(0) in R™ such that ¢(t) € U and F(c(t)) = f(c(t)) for all
t e (—6,0).

Remark 1.6. If X is a real analytic manifold, then f : X — R is curve-analytic
if and only if f|c is real analytic for every locally irreducible real analytic set C
of dimension 1 in X; see [9, Lemma 2.2]. (That f|c is real analytic means that
for each x € C there is a neighborhood U of z in X and a real analytic function
F :U — R such that flenv = Flenu.)

Theorem C ([9]). A4 subanalytic function f: X — R on a real analytic manifold
X is real analytic if and only if it is curve-analytic.

It is an open question, if the assumption that f is subanalytic is necessary.

By definition, if f : X — R is curve-analytic, then f is arc-analytic, in particular,
f € € (X). Thus, any smooth curve-analytic f : X — R is the restriction of a
real analytic function, for all X satisfying the assumptions of Corollary 1.2. More
interestingly, without presupposing that f is smooth, we have:
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Theorem 1.7. Let X C R™ be a simple closed set such that one of the following
conditions is satisfied:

(1) n is arbitrary and for each z € 0X there is a simplex X, with z € X, C X.
(2) n =2 and for each z € OX there is a compact fat subanalytic set X, with
ze X, CX.
Let f : X = R be any function such that f|x. is subanalytic for all X, appearing
in (1) or (2). Then f is curve-analytic if and only if f € C¥|x.

All the results are proved in Section 2. The examples in Section 3 show that the
connection between the degree of polynomial plots that recognize real analyticity
and the regularity of the boundary is optimal and complement the investigation.

2. PROOFS

2.1. Localization of the problems. Proposition 2.2 shows that it suffices to
study the problems locally at boundary points. First we recall a lemma from [13].

Lemma 2.1 ([13, Lemma 6.1]). Let X C R™ be closed and U C R™ open with
UNX # 0. Then there exists an open subset Uy C U with UyN X =UNX
such that for all x € Uy and all a € X that realize the distance of x to X, i.e.,
dist(x, a) = dist(x, X), the line segment [x,a] is contained in Uy.

Proposition 2.2. Let X C R"” be a closed fat set. Let f : X° — R be real analytic.
Suppose that for all x € X there exists a neighborhood U, of x in R™ and a real
analytic function Fy : Uy — R such that Fylu,nxe = flu,nxe. Then there exists a
real analytic extension of f to an open neighborhood of X .

Proof. Let us show that f and the F, glue coherently to a global real analytic
extension of f. Invoking Lemma 2.1, we replace U, by the connected component
of (U)o that contains x. Then the open cover {U, : x € 0X} U{X°} of X has the
property that for each z € U, and each a € X that realizes the distance of z to
X the segment [z, a] lies in U,. Let V be a connected component of U, NU,. For
each z € V and each a € X that realizes the distance of z to X the line segment
[2,a] lies in V. Since X is fat, V has nonempty intersection with X°, and on this
intersection F, and F, coincide with f, by assumption. By the identity theorem,
F, and F,, coincide on V' and hence on U, N U,, since the connected component V'
was arbitrary. O

2.2. Strongly injective homomorphisms. We will use the following result.

Theorem 2.3 ([5, 6]). Let ® : K{Xq,...,X,} — K{Y1,...,Ys} be a homomor-
phism of convergent power series rings over the field K. Then the following condi-
tions are equivalent:

(1) ® is strongly injective, i.e., zf@ denotes the natural extension of ® to formal
power series, then ®(f) € K{Y1,...,Yy} implies f € K{Xy,..., X, }.
(2) The generic rank of ® is n.

2.3. Proof of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2.

Lemma 2.4. Let X C R"™ be nonempty and closed, f € C®|x, and d a positive
integer. Then the following conditions are equivalent.

(1) f € €ry(X).

(2) f ey 4(X) for allm > 1.



6 A. RAINER

(3) f €€y 4(X) for somem > 1.

Proof. (1) = (2) Let f € €1°4(X), m > 1, and p € Py, .a(X). Fix a representative
of p, also denoted by p. So there exists an open neighborhood U of 0 € R™ such
that p(U) C X. Let z € U, v € S"7!, and ¢(t) := x + tv for ¢ near 0 € R such
that ¢(t) € U. Then the germ of ¢ belongs to P ,1(U) and that of po g to Py q(X).
Thus, f o po q is real analytic, by (1). Since f op is smooth, f op is real analytic,
by Theorem A. (In fact, it is clear from the above that f o p|sny is real analytic,
where £ is the affine line generated by ¢.)

(2) = (3) Trivial.

(3) = (1) This follows easily from the fact that P; 4(X) can be identified with
a subset of Py, ¢(X) (viewing z1 — p(z1) as (z1,...,2m) — p(z1)). O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The inclusion C*[x C €}°,(X)NC*>|x is clear. Suppose that
f €y (X)NC>®|x. By Theorem A, f|xo is real analytic. By Proposition 2.2, it
suffices to show that for each x € 0X there exist a fat set II, such that x € 9II, and
IT7 € X°, a neighborhood U, of x in R, and a real analytic function Fy : U, - R
such that f|UmHg = Fw|UmH;. Indeed, since X is simple, we may assume (after
possibly shrinking U,,) that U, N X° is connected. Thus, f|y,~nxe = Fx|v,nxe, by
the identity theorem, and Proposition 2.2 implies the statement.

Fix x € 0X. Since X is a UPC set with d = d(X), we have d = 2max{m, D}
for some (m, D) € char(X). So there is a polynomial curve h, : R — R™ of degree
at most D such that h,(0) =0 and

dist(hy (1), R"\ X) > Mt™, =xe€ X, te|0,1].
We have h,(t) = tPh,(t), for some integer p > 1, where h,(0) # 0. Let v; :=

h(0)/|he(0)] and choose unit vectors vs, . . ., v, in R™ such that vy, ..., v, forms a
basis of R™. Then

0:(81,.--y8n) :=hz(s1) + 8502+ -+ v,

is a polynomial map 6, : R” — R™ of degree at most max{m, D} which takes the
set C:={(s1,...,82):0<s1 <1, ]|s5] < ( M )1/m51 for i > 2} into X. Indeed,

2(n—1)
dist(0, (51, -, 8,), R\ X) > dist(hz(s1), R"\ X) — |s2|™ — -+ — |sa]™
> Msi' =) stpysi'
j=2
= %8?7
if (s1,...,8,) € C. Since C is a 1-set and 0 € 9C, there is a linear isomorphism

£:R™ — R™ such that ¢(S) C C, where S is the convex hull of 0, ey, ...,e,. There
is an open neighborhood U of 0 in R™ such that ¢ : R™ — R”™ given by
q(zy, ..., x,) = (23, ... 22)

takes U into S. Thus the polynomial map 9, := 0 0foq : R™ — R" of degree at most
d takes U into X and so we may consider the composite f o 1,|y. By Lemma 2.4,
fot,|u is real analytic. Since f is smooth, by assumption, we have its formal Taylor
series F,, = T, f at . Then the power series F, 01, = Ty(fo1),) has positive radius
of convergence. By Theorem 2.3, F, has positive radius of convergence and thus
defines a real analytic function, again denoted by F}, on an open neighborhood U,
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of z in R™. Clearly, flu,nn, = F:lu,nm,, where I, := 4, (U). This shows the
claim and hence completes the proof. ([

Proof of Corollary 1.2. This follows easily from Theorem 1.1 (applied to each X,)
and Proposition 2.2. Note that X is fat. ([

2.4. Proof of Theorem 1.3. We need a variant of Lemma 2.4, where f: X — R
is not necessarily smooth.

Lemma 2.5. Let X CR" be nonempty, f: X — R any function, and d a positive
integer. Then the following conditions are equivalent.

(1) f e C5y(X).

(2) fe €y 4(X) for allm > 2.

(3) f €€ 4(X) for some m > 2.

Proof. (1) = (2) The proof is analogous to the one of Lemma 2.4 except that now
q is a (2,1)-plot that parameterizes a piece of an affine 2-plane contained in U and
we use Theorem B.

(2) = (3) Trivial.

(3) = (1) Ps,q(X) can be seen as a subset of P, ¢(X) if m > 2. O

Lemma 2.6. Let g : R" — R™ be the map defined by q(z1,...,x,) = (23,...,22).
Let I, := (—r,r)" CR"™. Then Q, := q(I) is a neighborhood of 0 in the first orthant
Q={xeR":z; >0 forall <i<mn}. Forany function f : Q, — R such
that f oq: I, — R is real analytic there exists a real analytic function F: U — R

defined in a neighborhood U of 0 in R™ such that Flung, = flung,.-

Proof. This is a consequence of a theorem of Luna [10], since z%,...,22 are the
basic invariants of the natural action of the group G =Zo X ---xXZs on Rx --- X R.

Let us sketch an alternative proof. Take a smooth function x : R” — R such that
x = 1 in a neighborhood of 0 and x = 0 outside I, where s < ’I“2.~ Then f := xf
extends by zero to a function defined on all of @ = ¢(R") and fogq: R* - R
is a G-invariant smooth function. Thus, by [7] or [15], there is a smooth function
g:R™ = R such that foq=gogq,ic., gextends f to R”. In particular, f has a
smooth extension to a neighborhood of 0 in R™. If F' denotes the Taylor series at 0
of f (equivalently, of g), then F' o ¢ = Ty(f o ¢) has positive radius of convergence,
since f oq is real analytic. By Theorem 2.3, F' converges and defines a real analytic
function with the desired properties. (I

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We have to show €3%(X) C C¥|x. Let f € €5%5(X). By
Lemma 2.5, f € €,/5(X). Fix z € 0X and let X, be a simplex such that z € X, C
X. There is an affine isomorphism ¢ : R” — R™ with ¢(0) = z such that X, is the
image of the convex hull of 0, ey, ..., e, under £. So there is an open neighborhood
U of 0 € R" such that folog:U — R is well-defined and real analytic. It follows
from Lemma 2.6 that f o /|, has a real analytic extension to some neighborhood
of 0 and thus f|yq)) has a real analytic extension to some neighborhood of z.
Since z was arbitrary, the theorem now follows from Proposition 2.2. O

2.5. Proof of Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 1.5. Let d > 3 and consider the
map o = (01,03) : R? — R? defined by

o1(z,y) =22+ 3%  oo(z,y) == Re((z +iy)?).
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Then o(R?) = {(x,y) € R? : 2 > 0, |y| < %2} =: ¥. In fact, in polar coordinates
o1(re®) = r? and oo(re®) = r?cos(df) so that o maps the circle with radius r
around 0 onto the vertical line segment between the points (2, +r%). The polyno-
mials o; and o5 are the basic invariants of the dihedral group G = I consisting of
the orthogonal transformations of R? that preserve the regular d-gon.

Lemma 2.7. Let I, = (—r,7)?> CR%. Then %, := o(I,) is a neighborhood of 0 in
3. For any function f : ¥, — R such that foo : I, — R is real analytic there
exists a real analytic function F: U — R defined in a neighborhood U of 0 in R?
such that F|Un§]r = f‘UﬁET-

Proof. Follow the proof of Lemma 2.6 and make the obvious modifications. a

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We first assume that X C R? is a compact Holder set. Then
d:=d(X)=d'(X) and for each x € X there is an affine isomorphism ¢ : R?> — R?
with £(0) = x and r > 0 such that ((3,) C X. If f € 63°;(X), then foo: [, - R
is well-defined and real analytic. Now the result follows from Lemma 2.7 and
Proposition 2.2.

Let now X C R? be a simple compact fat subanalytic set and d’ = d'(X). Let
f € €5y (X). Fix x € 0X. There exist (m, D) € char(X) with d' = 2mD, a
polynomial curve h, of degree at most D, and a basis vi,v2 as in the proof of
Theorem 1.1 (on page 6). Consider the polynomial map ©, : R? — R? given by

©:(81,82) := hy(s1) + S202.

It has degree at most D and takes the cusp S = {(s1,52) : 0 < 51 < 1, |s2] <
Ms} into X° U {a}. The function f o ©|s belongs to 65, (S) and hence it
is the restriction of a real analytic function defined on a neighborhood of S, by
Theorem 1.4 for Holder sets (since d'(S) = d(S) = 2m). We may compute

0%, (f0Oq)(s1,52) = dby, f(Os(s1,52)), k€N,

for (s1,s2) € S° (since f is real analytic in X°, by Theorem B) and letting
(s1,82) — (0,0) we see that the directional derivatives on the right-hand side ex-
tend continuously to x. This remains true for all v5 in a small neighborhood of the
chosen ve. By the proof of [13, Theorem 1.14] or [14, Theorem C], we find that
f is the restriction to X of a C*°-function defined on R?. The cited proof shows
that the derivatives of all orders extend continuously to the boundary of X. Since
compact fat subanalytic sets are Whitney p-regular, for some positive integer p,
these derivatives define a Whitney jet of class C*° on X which extends to a smooth
function on R2.

Now it suffices to invoke Theorem 1.1 and Lemma 2.4 (since d'(X) > d(X)) in
order to complete the proof of Theorem 1.4. ([

Corollary 1.5 follows easily from Theorem 1.4 and Proposition 2.2.

2.6. Proof of Theorem 1.7. If f is the restriction of a real analytic function,
then clearly f is curve-analytic. So suppose that f is curve-analytic.

Lemma 2.8. Let m > 1. Let p € Pp(X) be such that f op is subanalytic (for
instance, if the image of p is contained in X, for some z). Then f op is real
analytic.
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Proof. Let ¢ : (—¢,¢) — R™ be a real analytic arc in the domain of definition
of (a representative of) p. Since f is curve-analytic, there exist 6 € (0,¢] and a
real analytic function F' : U — R on a neighborhood U of p(c¢(0)) in R™ such
that p(c(t)) € U and F(p(c(t))) = f(p(c(t))) for all ¢ € (=§,6). Thus fop is
curve-analytic and subanalytic so that f o p is real analytic, by Theorem C. O

By Lemma 2.8, f|x. € ¢5°(X;) and hence f|x, € C*|x., thanks to Theorem 1.3
and Theorem 1.4. Then Theorem 1.7 follows from Proposition 2.2.

Remark 2.9. An important step in the proof of Theorem C in [9] is the criterion
that an arc-analytic subanalytic function f defined on an open subset U of R™ is
real analytic at a point € U if and only if f satisfies the (p, ¢)-test at x for all pairs
(p, q) of positive integers. That means that for every pair of linearly independent
vectors £, v € R"™ and all a,b € R, p(t) := f(z + atP€ + bt?v) is a real analytic germ
at 0 € R and the support of ¢ is contained in Np + Ng. Theorem 1.7 suggests that
often not all (p, ¢)-tests are necessary to detect real analyticity.

3. EXAMPLES

The first example shows that in general the degree of polynomial test plots in
Theorem 1.1 is optimal.

Example 3.1. Let D be a positive integer. The horn H = {(x,y) € R? : 0 <
r < 1,2P <y < 22P} is a UPC set with characteristic (D, D) and d(H) = 2D.
Indeed, every polynomial curve h : R — R? with h(0) = 0 and h([0,1]) € H must
be of degree at least D and dist(h(t),R?\ H) < tP for t € [0,1]. Every polynomial
1-plot in H through 0 must be of degree at least 2D.

The function f : H — R given by f(z,y) := e~V @+ for (z,y) # (0,0) and
£(0,0) := 0 belongs to C*°|z and to €1, (H), simply because f is real analytic
away from 0 and for all p € Py op_1(H) we have p(0) # 0.

On the other hand, f ¢ €15 (H) either by Theorem 1.1 or by observing that
for p(t) := (t2,t*P), which lies in H for all ¢ near 0, the composite

1
(7op)(®) = exp (= o=y
has no analytic extension to ¢t = 0.
The following easy example shows that Theorem 1.3 is best possible.

Example 3.2. Let X = {& ¢ R": a; > 0 for all 1 < i < n} be the first orthant. A
plot p € Py, 1(X) (m arbitrary) can satisfy p(0) = 0 only if p = 0. In other words,
an arbitrary function f € € ;(X) is unrestricted at 0.

The next example shows that the assumption of being simple is essential.

Example 3.3. Consider the set X; := {(z,y) € R? : 2 >0, V2<y<aV24 z?}.
Every smooth curve ¢ in X; must vanish to infinite order on ¢=1(0); see [14, Example
6.7]. Thus € (X1) (m arbitrary) contains elements that do not have a real analytic
extension.

Let X5 := {(z,y) € R? : # < 0} be the left half-plane and consider X := X; U X5
which is not simple. But for each point z of 0X there exists a simple fat compact
subanalytic set X, such that z € X, C X. Again it is easy to find (even smooth)
elements of € (X) that do not admit a real analytic extension.
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Note that it was wrongly stated in [13, Corollary 1.17] that, in a related result,
the assumption that the set is simple is not needed.

There are algebraic sets X in R? for which €“(X) (m arbitrary) is essentially
bigger than C¥|x:

Example 3.4. Consider the algebraic set X = {(z,y) € R? : 2% = ¢?} and the
function ¢ : X — R defined by ¢(z,y) = y'/3. Then p € €% (X) for all m > 1.
Indeed, let p = (p1,p2) € Pm(X). The composite u = ¢ o p satisfies u> = p; and
u? = pg so that u is smooth, by a result of Joris [8], and in turn real analytic, by
[11, Proposition VI.3.11].

In fact, we can completely describe € (X): for all m > 1,

Cn(X) =" C*(R) :={gop:g€C”(R)}.
That ¢*C¥(R) is contained in €% (X) is an easy consequence of the fact that ¢ €
€« (X). Conversely, suppose that f € €“(X). Then g(t) := f(t?,t3) defines an
element g € C*(R) satisfying g(p(x,y)) = f(y*/3,y) = f(x,y).

REFERENCES

[1] J. Bochnak, J. Kolldr, and W. Kucharz, Checking real analyticity on surfaces, Journal de
Mathématiques Pures et Appliquées 133 (2020), 167-171.
[2] J. Bochnak and J. Siciak, Analytic functions in topological vector spaces, Studia Math. 39
(1971), 77-112.
, Analytic functions in topological vector spaces, mimeographed preprint, IHES, 1971.
[4] —, A characterization of analytic functions of several variables, Ann. Polon. Math.
(2018), DOI:10.4064 /ap180119-26-3.
[5] P. M. Eakin and G. A. Harris, When F(f) convergent implies f is convergent, Math. Ann.
229 (1977), no. 3, 201-210.
[6] A. M. Gabritlov, Formal relations among analytic functions, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser.
Mat. 37 (1973), 1056-1090.
[7] G. Glaeser, Fonctions composées différentiables, Ann. of Math. (2) 77 (1963), 193—-209.
H. Joris, Une C*-application non-immersive qui posséde la propriété universelle des immer-
stons, Arch. Math. (Basel) 39 (1982), no. 3, 269-277.
[9] W. Kucharz and K. Kurdyka, Analytic functions and Nash functions along curves, Selecta
Math. (N.S.) 29 (2023), no. 1, Paper No. 16, 12.
[10] D. Luna, Fonctions différentiables invariantes sous l’opération d’un groupe réductif, Ann.
Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 26 (1976), no. 1, ix, 33-49.
[11] B. Malgrange, Ideals of differentiable functions, Tata Institute of Fundamental Research
Studies in Mathematics, No. 3, Tata Institute of Fundamental Research, Bombay, 1967.
[12] W. Pawtucki and W. Plesniak, Markov’s inequality and C*° functions on sets with polynomial
cusps, Math. Ann. 275 (1986), no. 3, 467-480.
[13] A. Rainer, Arc-smooth functions on closed sets, Compos. Math. 155 (2019), 645-680.
[14] , Arc-smooth functions and cuspidality of sets, Journal d'Analyse Mathématique
(2023), to appear, arXiv:2112.14163.
[15] G. W. Schwarz, Smooth functions invariant under the action of a compact Lie group, Topol-
ogy 14 (1975), 63-68.
[16] J. Siciak, A characterization of analytic functions of n real variables, Studia Math. 35 (1970),
293-297.

=

FAKULTAT FUR MATHEMATIK, UNIVERSITAT WIEN, OSKAR-MORGENSTERN-PLATZ 1, A-1090
WIEN, AUSTRIA
Email address: armin.rainer@univie.ac.at



	1. Introduction
	2. Proofs
	3. Examples
	References

