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ABSTRACT. We prove that a piecewise smoothly bounded strictly pseudocon-
vex domain with a non—compact automorphism group is biholomorphic to the
ball. A boundary version of the Schwarz lemma for automorphisms of such a
domain is settled.

0. INTRODUCTION

Let 2 be a domain in C™ and p a boundary point of 2. We say that the boundary
bQ) is strictly pseudoconvex piecewise C* smooth and generic at p, if there exists a
neighborhood U of p in C" such that

(1) QNU ={z€Ulrj(z) <0, j=1,... ,m},

where every function 7;(z) is C* smooth and strictly plurisubharmonic on U,
ri(p) =0,7=1,...,m, and Ory A ... AN Orp, # 0 on U. Thus, QNU is the
wedge with generic edge

(2) M={zeUlrj(z)=0, j=1,...,m}

of codimension m. A bounded domain 2 CC C" is said to be a strictly pseudo-
convex domain with piecewise C*¥ smooth generic boundary if bQ is a topological
manifold and there exists a finite covering of b2 by open neighborhoods U; such
that every QN U; has the form (1) (with r;(z) and m depending on 7). In what fol-
lows Aut(2) denote the holomorphic automorphism group of 2 with the standard
compact open topology.

Our first result is the following

Theorem 0.1. Let Q@ CC C™ be a strictly pseudoconver domain with piecewise
C? smooth generic boundary. Assume that Aut(Q) is non—compact. Then Q is
biholomorphic to the unit ball B of C™.

Together with well-known results of Pinchuk [24] this immediately implies

Theorem 0.2. Let Q CC C" be a strictly pseudoconvexr domain with piecewise C?
smooth, but non—smooth, generic boundary. Then Aut(Q) is compact.
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The above theorems will work together with the following boundary rigidity
principle.

Theorem 0.3. Let Q CC C" be a strictly pseudoconvex domain with piecewise C*
(k > 3) smooth generic boundary and let Aut(Q) be compact. Suppose that p € bS)
is a boundary point, and f € Aut(Q) is an automorphism such that

f(z) =z+o(lz—pl) as z — p.
Then f(z) = z.
From Theorems 0.1, 0.2, 0.3 we will get our main result.

Theorem 0.4. Let 0 CC C™ be a bounded strictly pseudoconvex domain with
piecewise C* (k > 3) smooth generic boundary. Assume that p € b§) is a boundary
point, f € Aut(Q) is an automorphism and

f(z)=2+o0(]z —pl*) as z — p.
Then f(z) = z.

Theorem 0.1 generalizes the well-known results on characterization of smoothly
bounded domains with non-compact automorphism group [28], [30]. Our proof
is based on Frankel’s blow up technique [13]. This approach has been intensively
exploited by Kim [18], [19]. It would be of interest to adapt the scaling method of
Pinchuk [25] in order to get the purely local version of Theorem 0.1 ; now we are
ready to do it for the case where all edges (2) in b have codimension < 2 (the
details are rather complicated and we do not include them in this paper). We note
that Kim [20] investigated the asymptotic behavior of the sectional curvature of
the Bergman metric of a piecewise smoothly bounded domain using the arguments
close to Pinchuk’s scaling (we refer the reader to [14] for the profound discussion
of the “blow—up philosophy”).

Theorem 0.4 can be treated like a boundary version of the Schwarz lemma.
For the case where p is an interior point of €) it relies on the classical Cartan
theorem [22]. The boundary version of this rigidity phenomenon was discovered by
Krantz [17] and then developped by Burns and Krantz [7] and Huang [16] provided
Q is a smoothly bounded pseudoconvex domain with standard restrictions (strict
pseudoconvexity, condition R, etc.). It is worth to remark that in [7] arbitrary
holomorphic self-mappings of €2 were treated also. The methods of these papers
rely on deep properties of the Bergman metric and the Lempert theory of extremal
disks. In this note we will show that (for the automorphism case) this boundary
rigidity phenomenon has a simple nature and can be deduced from the classical
Bochner linearization theorem [5].

We express our thanks to the referee whose remarks and suggestions improved
the first version of the present article.

1. COMPACTNESS OF THE AUTOMORPHISM GROUP

In this section we shall prove Theorem 0.1. We begin with a geometric remark
about strictly pseudoconvex domains with piecewise smooth boundary. This is well
known for strictly pseudoconvex domains.

Proposition 1.1. Let Q be a strictly pseudoconvex domain with piecewise smooth
boundary, and let p be a boundary point of Q). Then, there exists a local holomorphic
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change of coordinate ® and a neighborhood U of p such that ®(p) = 0 and (QNT)
18 convez.

Proof. By definition, there exist strictly plurisubharmonic functions r; (1 < j < m)
defined on a neighborhood U of p such that QN U has the form (1).

We introduce the mapping « : z — w defined by

n
or; .
wj 8—J(P)(zk — Pk) for 1 <j<m,
° Zk
Jj=1
wj = 2j —Dj form+1<j<n.

or;
Since one can assume the matrix <—J(p)) to be invertible, a is
OCk 1<j<m,1<k<m
a change of variables. In these coordinates p is 0 and the Taylor expansions of
functions r; (1 < j <m) are :

rj(w) = 2Re(w;) + 2Re B;(w) + Hj(w) + R;(w),

where Bj is a bilinear form, H; is a positive definite hermitian form, and R; is
o(|w|?). Now, we introduce the mapping 3 : w — @ defined by the equations

w; = wj+ Bj(w) for 1 <5 <m,
w; = wj form+1<j<n.

As each Bj is bilinear, 3 is a change of coordinates near 0. Moreover, in these
coordinates, the Taylor expansions of functions r; (1 < j < m) are

rj (@) = 2Re(w;) + H; (@) + R;(|@]*),

where E[j is a hermitian form and }N%j is o(|w|?). Let ® = Boa. In the local
coordinates given by ®, each function r; is convex near 0 and thus ®(Q N U) is
convex.

For the rest of this section, we consider the situation of Theorem 0.1. By the
non—compactness of Aut (£2), there exists a sequence (f*), of automorphisms of
) and a point 2 of © such that (f™(29)), converges to a boundary point p. First
of all, we have the following essential property :

Lemma 1.2. The sequence ("), converges uniformly on compact subsets of Q to
the constant mapping z = p.

Proof. Remark that the boundary of €2 does not contain any analytic set of positive
dimension since the functions r; are strictly plurisubharmonic. Thus, the lemma
follows from the maximum principle since (f¥), contains some converging sequence
by Montel’s theorem : any limit point takes the boundary value p at the interior
point zg.

Now, we describe Frankel’s blowing up method [13]. We may use this method
because Proposition 1.1 gives that the domain is h—convex in Frankel’s sense [13].
We may assume that p is the point 0. Since (f*), uniformly converges to zero
on compact subsets of €, the domains Q¥ = (f¥)"1(Q2 N U) contain any fixed
compactum of {2 for v sufficiently large and Q = (J,, V. The mappings fv=dof
from Q¥ onto ®(QNU) are biholomorphic, and the sequence f* converges uniformly
on each compact subset of €2 to zero. In what follows, we shall omit the tilde.
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Set p* = f¥(2Y) and introduce the mappings A” and g defined by A”(z) =
[df*(20)]7*(z — p”) and g¥ = AY o f¥. Frankel’s results [13] allow us to prove the
following :

Lemma 1.3. There exists some subsequence of the sequence of conver domains
DY = A”[®(2NU) NeB] converging to a convex domain D (in the local Hausdorff
sense) for any small € > 0. Moreover, after passing to a subsequence if necessary,
the sequence (g¥) converges to a biholomorphism from Q onto D.

Proof. Tt is important to note that g”(z9) = 0 is a fixed point. Frankel [13] proved
that the sequence (g”) is normal on 2 and, passing to a subsequence if necessary,
converges to a biholomorphism g of € to a convex domain ¢g(€2). Moreover there
exists some subsequence of convex domains D” = A”[®(QNU) NeB] converging to
a convex domain D (in the local Hausdorff sense) for any small . In fact, we have
g(Q) = D. In Frankel’s paper, this is completely proved only for convex domains
Q). But this is true also in our situation. Indeed, thanks to the convexity of the
converging sets DY = A”[®(QNU)NeB], any compact subset of D is contained in D
for v sufficiently large. Then, if we can consider the inverse mapping h” = (g*)~!,
this sequence (h”) is well defined on any compact subset of the domain D and, as Q
is completely hyperbolic, is also normal ; we may assume its uniform convergence
on compact subsets of D to a holomorphic mapping h. Since h”(0) = zg belongs to
Q) for any v, and the boundary of 2 does not contain any analytic set of positive
dimension, h is a map from D into €. The relation g¥ o h¥ = Id for any index v
gives easily g(Q2) = D. The lemma is proved.

The difficulty to exploit the former result is that D is unknown. We are going
to prove that, in our situation, D is an unbounded realization of the ball and
necessarily () is smooth.

Set R” = df"(29). Since the sequence (R") goes to zero, the sequence of domains
(R")~1(eB) goes to C™. Thus, in order to identify the domain D, it suffices to follow
the behavior of the defining functions r; (1 < j < m) under the blowing up A”.

For v sufficiently large, A¥[®(2NU) NeB| is defined by

{we (R”)_l(E]B)|r§’(w) =7r;(p"+ R'w) <0,1 <j<m}

with p¥ = f¥(20).

Using estimates for the Kobayashi infinitesimal metric [27] : Kq(z,v) >
Cy|v| dist(z,bQ)~/2 and the invariance property under biholomorphic mappings,
we get: |RY|| < C(6)'/2, where 6" is the distance of p* to the boundary of Q, and
C a constant independent of v. We may assume that the sequence (R”/(6")'/?)
converges.

By Taylor’s formula, we have (for each 1 < j < m)

i (w) = ¢f +Re (9r;(p”), R"(w)) + H} (¢ (w),... £ (w)) + o(6")

uniformly on any compactum, where g7 = r; (p¥),¢Y,... €% are the components of
R” and HJ is a positive defined hermitian form.
It is convenient to make the linear change of variables defined by

- " O, y .
w; = Za—zi(p Jwg, for 1 <5 <m,

=1
w; = wj form+1<j<n.
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When v goes to infinity, this linear mapping tends to the identity and so, it is
invertible. In this coordinates, we have

r¥(w) = gf +2Re 0% (w) + HY (& (w),... , 5 (w)) + o(8"),

where H ¥ is a positive definite hermitian form. Moreover the sequence (E’; /(6V)Y?),

converges for each j ; let Zj be the limit.

As the functions r; are smooth, there exists a constant C' such that for any w
in Q, dist(w, bQ) < C'inf |r;(w)|. Thus, the sequence (6”/|¢¥|), is bounded and we
also may assume that it converges to a positive number denoted by 6;. It follows
that the quantity ¢7 + ﬁj"(g‘l’(w), 0 (w)) 4 o(8) s O(lgj|) on compact sets.

Since 0 is an interior point of D, by the convexity of 7/ there exists a ball B C D
centered at the origin such that r7 < 0 on B for v large, and then the real part of

linear forms A? defined by \Y(w) = ZZ’ (w)/q% is bounded from above on this ball.
Thus, we may assume also that this sequence of linear forms converges. Let \; be
the limit.

It follows that the functions 77 = r} / q; converge uniformly on compact sets of
C" to a function p; defined by p;(w) = —1+2Re\;(w) + & H; ({1 (w), ... , Ly (w)),
where Hj is the hermitian part of the Taylor expansion of the function r; at 0.
Then D is the set {w € C"|p;(w) <0, 1 <j<m}.

Now, we have to determine some relations between the linear forms Ay, ..., Ay,.
We consider the indices such that §; is 0 and we way assume that there exists an
integer s such that 6; is not 0 if j < s, and §; is 0if s +1 < 7 < m. We claim

- or
that ¢; is 0 for 1 < j < s. Indeed, as L(0) = 6;x and the sequence (R¥/(8)'/?)

(9Zk
converges, the sequence (X/q¥/(6")'/?) converges to £;. For 1 < j < s, |g}] is
&Y &Y 1/2 N
equivalent to 5 and )\]’4q}’/(6”)1/2 to %)\;’ which converges to 0. Thus ¢; is
J J

0.

For s +1 < j < m, the two forms A; and Zj are linearly dependent since it is
true for any v.

Thus, we may assume that there exists an integer ¢ (s < ¢ < m — 1) such that
Ajisnot O for s <j<t,and \;isOfort+1<j5<m.

Remark that the functions p; have the following expression :

pi(w) = —142ReXj(w) + 6 H;Asr1(w), ..., Xe(w), Ly (w), ..., ln(w))
for 1< j<t,
pi = —1 fort+1<j5<m.
We claim that the forms Aq1,..., A, ZH_l, . ,Zn are linearly independent. In-

deed, the intersection E of the kernels of these n linear forms is contained inside
D. As D is hyperbolic, the only complex vector contained in D is {0}. Thus F is
{0} and these forms are independent.

By an obvious global change of coordinates, we may assume that D is the set
{wlp;j(w) < 0,1 < j <t} with

p](w) = _1+2Re(wj) +6JHj(ws+1a y Wiy We1, - - - awn)

(remark that the functions p; for j greater than s+ 1 are linear).
Now, we study the behavior near the boundary of the biholomorphism f from
D onto €.
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A point ¢ in the boundary of D is said to be regular if the boundary of D is
smooth near ¢, that is to say that there exist a neighborhood V of ¢ and an integer
k such that DNV = {w € V|pr(w) < 0 with dpg(q) # 0}. We have:

Lemma 1.4. Any biholomorphism from D onto Q2 extends continuously to a neigh-
borhood of any regular point.

Proof. We have the estimate for the Kobayashi infinitesimal metric [27] :
(3) Ka(z,v) > Cy|v|dist(z, bQ) /2

for any z in £ and any v in C™.
Applying the Hopf lemma for piecewise smoothly bounded domain [4] to the
function py o f~! we get :

dist (f(w),bQ) < C dist (w,bD)?

for some real number 8 < 1 and w in D NV. Now, the usual techniques [2], [11],
[27] imply that f extends continuously up to the boundary near q.

We can complete the proof of Theorem 0.1 by proving s =t = 1. Suppose that
t > 1. Then, there exists a regular point ¢ in the boundary such that p;(q) = 0.
Let a be a point in bD near ¢ and let (a”) be a sequence of points in D converging
toa. If v=(1,0,...,0), we have p;(a” 4 (v) = p;(a”) < 0 for any complex number
¢. Since p;(a) < 0 for 1 < j <, there exists r > 0 such that a” + (v belongs to D
for || < r and any v.

The estimate (3) applied to the analytic disc ¢” defined by ¢” : ( — f(a” + (v)

gives :

op” 0

‘ ch (0)‘ = a—i(au) < C/r dist (f(a”), b)Y

. . (Of :
As f extends continuously near a, we get lim 8—(@”) = 0. That is to say
v Zl
0
that the holomorphic mapping % extends continuously up to the boundary of D.
1
0]

The uniqueness theorem on generic manifold [23] implies that of isOon D. Itisa

(921

contradiction since f is biholomorphic. Then ¢ is 1 and D is defined by the function
p1 = —1+4+2Re(wy) + Hy(wa, ... ,wy), where Hy is positive. As D is hyperbolic,
H, is positive definite and so D is biholomorphic to the ball. That proves Theorem
0.1.

2. BOUNDARY RIGIDITY

In this section we will prove Theorem 0.3 ; we suppose that Q and f € Aut(f)
satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 0.3.
Let us consider the action of Aut(2) on . This is a real analytic mapping

¢ QxAut(Q) — Q,
¢ (2.9)—g(2).
Since every g € Aut({)) extends to a homeomorphism of Q [27], one can also

consider z in the boundary and assume that Aut(Q2) acts on Q. We obtain the
following :

Lemma 2.1. The action ¢ extends to a continuous mapping (in both variables
(z,9)) which maps Q x Aut(2) onto .
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For the smooth boundary case similar results were obtained by Greene—Krantz
[15], Bell [3], Bedford [2], Barett [1] and the authors [10].

Proof. A simple modification of the proof of Hopf’s lemma for piecewise smoothly
bounded domains [4] in spirit of [9] shows that there exist a > 1, a compact set K
in  and a constant Cy > 0 such that any negative plurisubharmonic function p on
Q) satisfies

|p(2)] = Colinf [p(2)]) dist(z, )"
Since Aut(€) is compact, by Cartan’s theorem [22] we have
(4) Cy = inf{rog '(z)lg € Aut(Q), z € K} >0,

where 7(z) = minr;(z) (r;(z) being the defining functions (1) of ). Now (4) and
J

the standard arguments with Kobayashi metric give that there exists a constant
C3 > 0 such that any g € Aut(Q2) satisfies on ) :

dist(g(z), g(w)) < 0201—1/2(1 dist(z, w)¥/2*, Vz,we Q.

Therefore, by AS(E)li’S theorem, any sequence converging in Aut({2) also con-
verges uniformly on 2. This implies the desired statement. O

Let U be a neighborhood of p such that QN U has the form (1) and M is defined
by (2). We prove :

Lemma 2.2. There exists a neighborhood W of p such that the restriction f|MNW
is a C? diffeomorphism of M NW.

Proof. We will use the arguments of Forstneric [12].

For every ¢ € U N b2 we denote by k(g) the number of defining functions (1)
that vanish at ¢. The function ¢ € U NbQ — k(q) € Z4 is upper semicontinuous.
For s=1,... ,m we set

Ms={zcUnNbQk(z) =s}.

Each M; is a locally closed, generic manifold of codimension s in C™. Remark
that M; is the set of smooth points in the boundary. Recall that f is a homeomor-
phism of  and f(p) = p. We will show that (near p)

(5) f(My) = My for every s.

We need the following generalization of Pinchuk’s results [24] due to Forstneri¢
[12], Prop. 1.4.

Proposition 2.3. Let D and D’ be domains in C™ of the form

{pj(z) <0, j=1,...,d}

defined by C? p.s.h. functions p;, resp. p}, with generic edges M, resp. M’', of
class C*, k > 3. Suppose that the Levi form of every function p; s positive definite
on the complex tangent bundle T°M , and the analogous condition holds for M'. If
f + D — D' is a biholomorphic mapping that extends continuously to D U M and
satisfies f(M) C M’, then M and M’ have the same dimension.
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Now suppose that (5) does not hold. Then there exists a point ¢ € M, such that
f(¢) =n € My for some s’ # s. One can assume s > s’ since the same argument
works for f~1 at 1. Choose a sufficiently small neighborhood V 3 ¢ in M, and let

s1 = min{k(w)|lw = f(2),z€ V} <s.

Let ¢; € W be a point where the minimum occurs. Since k(w) is upper semi-
continuous, k(f(z)) = s; for any z in a neighborhood V' C V of {;. Hence, f maps
the edge V' C M, into the edge M, with s1 # s : a contradiction with Proposition
2.3. Thus, (5) holds.

Since p € M = M,,, f(M) = M’ is an edge of the largest possible codimension
m. But f(p) = p, p € M', and, therefore, M = M’ near p. Now, by the results of
Forstneri¢ [12] f extends C? smoothly to M near p. |

Proof of Theorem 0.3. We denote by G the closure in Aut(2) of the cyclic subgroup
(f™)nez. Then, by Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, one can treat G as a compact group of
local fixing point diffeomorphisms of M (in the sense of [5]) and the action

o : MxG— M,
¢+ (2.9) = g(2)

is continuous in both variables. Now, the theorem of Montgomery [21] (see also [8])
implies that all partial derivatives of ¢ with respect to z are continuous in (z, g) as
well. Thus, by the classical Bochner linearization theorem [5], there exists a local
smooth change of coordinates on M, centered at p and with the identical linear
part, such that in the new coordinates the restriction of any automorphism g € G
to M is linear (we emphasize that the Bochner theorem is applied to the action
of the diffeomorphism group on M, where p is an interior point). Hence, since
df (p) = id, the restriction f|M coincides with identity near p. It follows by the
boundary uniqueness theorem [23] that f(z) = z on Q. This proves Theorem 0.3.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 0.4

In view of Theorem 0.3, it remains to treat the case where Aut(§2) is not compact.
It follows from Theorems 0.1 and 0.2 that € is biholomorphic to B and b2 is
smooth. By [26] f extends to a C? diffeomorphism of Q. Let g : © — H =
{Imz, + |21 + -+ + |zn—1|> < 0} be a biholomorphism ; by [26] g is of class
C?(Q) and without loss of generality one can assume that p = 0, g(p) = 0. Then
h(z) = go fog! belongs to Aut(H) and h(z) = z + o(]z|?) near the origin.
Set z = ("z,2n), 'z = (21,... ,2n—1). It is well known [29] that any fixed origin
automorphism of H has the form

'z = NU(z+az,)/{1—2i(z,a) — (r+ila,a))z,},
25 = Nz, /{1 -2i(za) — (r +i{a,a))z,},
n—1 B
where (a,b) = Zajbj’ A>0,reR,aeC" ! andUisa (n—1)x (n—1) unitary
j=1

matrix. Since h(z) = z + o(|z]?), we get immediately that r = 0, a = 0, A = 1,
U = id, that is to say h(z) = z and then f = id.
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