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EXTENSION OF ANALYTIC COVERS BY EXTENSION OF THEIR
RAMIFICATION DIVISORS

L. LAVOINE

ABSTRACT. This paper deals with extension of analytic covers. We prove topological
extension theorems for analytic covers. The main result is an extension theorem which
only uses the extension of the ramification divisor. We give also a Thullen-type and a
Hartogs-type extensions theorems.
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1. INTRODUCTION

By an analytic cover we understand a triple (X ,¢,X) where c : X — X is a zero-

dimensional proper surjective holomorphic map between normal complex spaces X and
X.
Zero-dimensional means that for every € X the preimage ¢~ !(z) is discrete. Since c is
in addition supposed to be proper it is a finite map. There exists a proper analytic set
R C X such that the restriction of ¢ over X \ R induces a finite unramified cover, see
details in section 2.1 The set R is called the ramification locus of the cover. One says
that (X,c,X) is a connected analytic cover if the covering space X is connected.

The goal of this paper is to study when an analytic cover over a domain Dy C C" can
be extended to an analytic cover over a bigger domain D;. Clearly in order to achieve
this it requires that the ramification locus extends to an analytic set in D;. The main
problem is to understand if it is sufficient. Examples are an important part of this paper.
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2 Section 1

1.1. Statement of results.

Theorem 1. Let (DO,CO,DO) be a bg-sheeted connected analytic cover over a domain
Dy C C™. Suppose that its ramification locus Ry extends to an analytic set Ry in a
domain Dy D Dy and the natural homomorphism i, : m1(Do\Ro, z«) — m1(D1\R1,24) i
surjective. Here z, is some point in Do\Ro andi: Dy — Dy denotes the natural inclusion.
Then (Dy,co, Do) extends to a connected analytic cover (Dy,cy,Dy) over Dy in the sense
that there exists a holomorphic map 1: Dy — Dy such that the diagram

-k
Do—i>D1

is commutative i.e., cyoi=cy . Moreover the cover (Dy,ci,Dq) verifies the following:

(i) the number by of its sheets doesn’t exceed by and 1 is surjective over Dy i.e., 1(Dg) =
C;1<D0)7' L B
(i) if by = by then the map i: Dy — Dy is injective;
(iii) every connected analytic cover (D},cy,Dy) which is an extension of (Dy,co, Do)
has the number b} of sheets not more than by;
(iv) if by = by then (D},cy, D1) and (Dy,c1,D1) are equivalent.

Two analytic covers (Xg,co,X) and (X;,c,X) over a normal complex space X are
equivalent if there exists a biholomorphic map ® : Xy — X; such that ¢; o ® = ¢,.

The map 1 of Theorem |1]is surjective over Dy but may not necessarily be an injection.
In general let (XO, o, Xo) be an analytic cover over a normal complex space X,. One says
that it extends to an analytic cover ()N( 1,¢1,X1) over a normal complex space X; if there
exists a holomorphic imbedding i : Xy — X; and a holomorphic map/injection i: )~(0 — X 1
such that the diagram

X, —= X (1.2)
Xo —= X,
is commutative. Depending on whether 1 is supposed to be an injection or not one gets

different notions of extension of analytic covers. Theorem [I| provides us an extension in a
“weak” sense. The conclusion of Theorem [I|is not necessarily true if the morphism

i: Wl(Do\Ro, Z*) — 7T1(D1\R1, Z*)
is not surjective as it is shown by the following in Section [8.1]

Example 1. There exist domains Dy := A* € D; = C*, a divisor R; C D; and a
3-sheeted connected analytic cover (D), co, Do\ R1) such that

(i) it does not extend to a 3-sheeted connected analytic cover over D1\ R, ;

(ii) but it extends to a 4-sheeted connected analytic cover (D}, c;, Dy \ Ry).

Remark 1. In this paper speaking about extension of analytic covers we always assume
that i should be surjective over Xy, i.e., i(Xg) = c; (Xo).
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For R > 0 denote by Ak the k-dimensional polydisk of radius R and set A¥ = A¥. The
one dimensional disk of radius R will be simply denoted Ag.

Theorem 2. Let Dy := A% x A be a polydisk in C", 0 < R < 1. Let (Do, co, Dy)
be a by-sheeted connected analytic cover over Dy. Suppose that its ramification locus R
extends to an analytic set Ry in A" such that R, does not intersect A" 1 x OA. Then :

(i) (DO,CO,DO) extends in the weak sense to a by-sheeted connected analytic cover

(Dy,c1,A™) over A™. Moreover condztzonsl H m andm (iv)| in Theorem I 1| are
satisfied.
(i) if bg = 2 then (Dy,co, Do) uniquely extends in the strong sense to (Dy,ci, A™); i.e.,
the map 1 in diagram 18 injective.
We prove also the Hartogs type extension theorem for analytic covers over a 2-convex
Hartogs figure. Recall that a g-convex Hartogs figure is the following domain in C"

HM =A< ATUA" 1 x (Aq\A )
for some 0 < r < 1.

Theorem 3. Let (H,co, H""2) be a by-sheeted connected analytic cover over a 2-convex
Hartogs figure (n>3). Then :

(i) the cover extends in the weak sense to a by-sheeted connected analytic cover over

A"™ which verifies conditions l m andm (iv)| of Theorem |1 I
(i) if by =2 then the cover (H,co, H™"~ 2) extends in the strong sense to (Dy,cp, A™).

Remark 2. (a) There exists in Theorem|[2.(ii)|and Theorem|3.(ii)|a holomorphic func-
tion f € O(A") such that Dy := {(¢,2) € Cx A™ : ¢ = f(2)} and ¢, is induced
by the canonical projection C x A™ — A™.

(b) The “strong” parts of Theorem [4 and Theorem [3 are no longer true when the
number of the sheets is larger than 2 as it will be shown in the following example.

Example 2. Set 2 := {2, € C: |21 —1| < 1}. Let f(2) be the branch of /> on 2 such
that f (1) =1. Let (Dy,co, Dy) be the 3-sheeted connected analytic cover over Dy := 2 x C

defined as Fa) .
~ 1 129
Dy =1 (zw w =0
o= {w Rk
with ¢ : [)0 — Dy induced by the natural projection. Then there does not exist a
connected extension of (Dy,cy,Dy) over Dy = C? with more than one sheet. Remark

that (DO,CO,DO) can be extended to a 3-sheeted analytic cover over the Hartogs figure
H:= [Q X A4] U [A4 X (A4\A3)} .

One says that an analytic cover (X,c, X) is Galois if the restriction over X \ R induces
a Galois regular cover.

Let us give the following example of a non-extendible Galois analytic cover in the strong
sense over the polydisk.

Example 3. In the notations of Example[2 we set Dy = Q x C and
Dy = {(z,w) € Dy x C : w® — (21— 22)(g(21) — 22) = 0},

where g(z) is the branch of /z on Q such that g(1) = 1. Let ¢y : Dy — Dj be the
restriction of the canonical projection. Then D inherits a structure of a normal complex
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space such that (Do,co, Dq) becomes a 3-sheeted Galois analytic cover over Dy and there
does not exist a connected analytic extension over D; = C? with more than one sheet.

1.2. Structure of the paper. We begin by recalling in Section [ the definition of an
analytic cover over a normal complex space and list some elementary properties of such
covers. Then we give a topological extension result which allows us to extend topologically
a regular cover through an analytic hypersurface, see Theorem [2.1} This result is due to
K. Stein, see [St]. A complete proof of this theorem is given in Section for the reader’s
convenience following the construction given by [Ni]. Section|3is about Theorem 3.2 of H.
Grauert and R. Remmert. We recall in that section a complete proof of this Theorem using
L? estimates methods given by G. Dethloff in [Del], see Theorem . Then one obtains
Theorem which provides an analytic structure of the cover space. One deduces in
Section [4 some extension results for analytic covers, see Theorem [4.1], as well as one more
example of an extension the so called Thullen-type extension theorem for analytic covers.
We give it here for the sake of the future references.

Theorem 4. Let X be a normal complex space, A be a proper analytic subset of X and
Xo be an open subset of X which contains X \ A and intersects every one-codimensional
branch of A. Let ¢y : Xo — Xo be an analytic cover over Xo. Then it uniquely extends in
the strong sense to an analytic cover c: X — X over the whole of X.

We prove in Section [J the main result of this paper i.e., Theorem [I] and give some
immediate consequences. Section [f] is about Theorem [4 Theorem states that the
hypothesis of Theorem [I] are satisfied as soon as

RiN(A" ' x0A) = 2. (1.3)

It is a somewhat precise version of Lemma[6.1] due to E. Picard and E. Simart. We check
that the proof of this Lemma given by T. Nishino in [Ni] can be adapted to prove also
Theorem [6.1] Then we prove Theorem [2 In Section [7] we give the proof of Theorem [3
using some techniques of exhaustion by (n—2)-convex domains. At the end of this section
we give details about Examples|[I] [2] and [3]

[ am grateful to S. Ivashkovich and S. Orevkov who gave me valuable hints and examples
for the proofs in this paper.

2. TOPOLOGICAL EXTENSION OF COVERS

2.1. Analytic covers and their extensions. Recall that a regular cover is a locally
homeomorphic map ¢ : X — X between Hausdorff topological spaces such that for every
ro € X there exists a neighbourhood U 3 zg such that its preimage ¢™*(U) is at most
countable disjoint union of its connected components U; and for every i the restriction
|, U; — U is a homeomorphism. As it is well known (and obvious) if ¢ : X — X is a

regular cover then for every path v :[0,1] — X and every a € X such that c(a) = 7(0)
there exists a unique lift 4 of v starting at a, i.e., a path 4 :[0,1] — X such that 5(0) =a
and (co¥)(t) =~(t) for all t € [0,1].

A regular cover ¢ : X — X is finite if it is proper. In this case there exists b € N such

that every x € X has exactly b preimages. Recall the following facts, see [Hal] for more
details.
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Remark 2.1. Let (f(,c,X) be a b-sheeted regular cover. Fix z, € X and let w, € X be a
preimage of z, by c. We let m1(X, z,) denote the fundamental group of X with base point
z.. For every path v € m1(X, z,) we let c*y denote the lifted path of v starting at w,.
(1). Set K := {[y] € m(X,z) : c*yis closed in X}. It is a subgroup of index b in
m1(X,2.). Indeed let a, B be two closed paths starting at z, and let & := c*« and
B :=c*4. Then a&(1) = B(1) <= [B-a!] € K, which means that there are as many left
cosets of K in 71(X, z,) as preimages of z, by c. Conversely if K < (X, z,) is a subgroup
of index b there exists a finite regular cover ¢ : X — X with b sheets and a fixed preimage
w, of z, such that K = {[y] € m (X, z.) : c*v is closed in X}. In other words K = Imc,
where ¢, : m (X, w,) — m (X, z,) denotes the natural monomorphism induced by c.

(2). Suppose that X is path-connected and X is path-connected, locally path-connected
and locally simply connected. For every v € m(X,z,) and for every preimage w, of z,
the ending point c*()(1) lies in the fiber of z,. Thus one obtains a homomorphism p :
71(X, z+) = Sp to the symmetric group of b elements. The map p is called the monodromy
representation of the cover. Conversely suppose there exists a group homomorphism p :
(X, z.) — Sy, with transitive image i.e., for every i,j € {1,...,b} there exists v € m (X, 2)
which verifies p(7)(i) = j. Then there exists a b-sheeted regular cover (X, co, X) such that
its monodromy representation coincides with p.

A regular analytic cover of complex spaces is by definition a regular cover of normal
complex spaces. It should be said that regular covers are particular case of Riemann
domains.

Definition 2.1. An analytic cover is a triple (X,C,X) where ¢ : X — X is a zero-

dimensional proper surjective holomorphic mapping between normal complex spaces X
and X.

Let R C X be the set of critical points of c. It is a proper analytic set according to the
Theorem of Sard on normal complex spaces, see for example [Man|. Since c is proper,
Theorem of Remmert implies that its image R := C(R) is proper analytic in X, see Satz
23 in [Re]. The restriction c: X \R — X \ R is locally biholomorphic. By the hypothesis
there exists b € N such that every point z € X \ R has exactly b preimages. It follows
that c: X \R — X'\ R induces a b-sheeted regular analytic cover. Since R is normal the
analytic set R does not locally separate it. The set R is called the branching locus of the
cover and R the ramification locus.

If X € C"is a domain we may assume R is empty or a pure one codimensional analytic
set since there cannot exist some branching point over any point of R of an at least two
codimensional component of R.

In general the ramification locus of an analytic cover over a normal complex space may
have a codimension at least equal to 2 as it is shown in the following example.

Example 2.1. Let X C C? be the analytic hypersurface defined by 2> —xy = 0. Since
Sing (X) = {0} has codimension equal to 2 in X Oka’s Theorem implies that X is a
normal complex space, see [Be]. Let ¢ : C* — X be the holomorphic map given by
c(s,t) = (s%,12,st). Then (C?c,X) is a 2-sheeted analytic cover with ramification divisor
R ={0}.

Definition 2.2. One says that an analytic cover (X,C,X) is connected if X is connected.
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2.2. Theorem of Stein. The following statement can be found in [St], see Satz 1. We
give here the complete proof for the reader’s convenience. We say that a closed subset
R of a topological space X doesn’t locally separate it if for every zy € R there exists a
neighbourhood basis {U,} of o such that U, \ R is connected.

Theorem 2.1. Let X be a locally compact and locally connected Hausdorff topological
space. Suppose that R 1is a proper closed subset of X which does nmot locally separate it
and let ¢y : Xo — X\R be a finite reqular cover. Then there exists a unique locally compact,
locally connected Hausdorff topological space X1, a unique imbeddingi: Xo — X1 surjective
over X\R and a unique continuous surjective proper zero-dimensional map c; : X=X
such that R = c; '(R) is proper, closed, does not locally separate X, and the following
diagram

1
X\R—— X
18 commutative i.e., ¢ ol =Cy.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can suppose that X and X, are connected. Let b
be the number of the sheets of ¢y. For every p € R we use like in [Ni] a basis {U,} of
connected neighbourhoods of p such that U,\R is connected. Every c;'(U,\R) can be
decomposed into a finite number of connected components. If for every « there exists one
of those components 9, such that

Sas1 C 6, and (0o =2

we say that the sequence {J,}, defines a boundary point p of X, over p. The sequence
{04 }a is a fundamental system of  in Xy. Two systems {d,}, and {1z} 5 define the same
boundary point p if for every a (resp. ) there exists some [ (resp. «) such that 7z C d,
(resp. 0o C mp ). Set ¢ € RNU, and let ¢ be a boundary point of X, over q. We say
that G touches ¢, if there exist 5y and a fundamental system {n3} 556 of § in X, which is
contained in ¢,. Let R be the set of boundary points over R and set Xl = Xo UR. For
every a we let 0, denote the union of d, with the set of points ¢ which touch 8, where

q € RNU,. The sequence {Sa} is called a fundamental neighbourhood system of j in X.
Remark that there are at most b boundary points over p.

X, with the topology as above becomes a Hausdorff topological space. Indeed let p;
and py be two different points in X;. Let us prove there exist two neighbourhoods of
those points whose intersection is empty. We shall prove this statement when p; and ps
are different boundary points above the same point p € R. Let {41}, and {2}, be their
fundamental systems in X,. By the hypothesis we can suppose there exists some aq such
that for every a one has 62 ¢ 4} . Since 0} and ¢Z are some connected components
of ¢! (Us,) the fact that 62 ¢ 6} implies that they are distinct and therefore disjoint.
Moreover if § € R touches 62, then it can not touch &} . That’s why 6} and 62, are two

disjoint neighbourhoods of p; and p,. Moreover X is by construction locally connected.
Let us prove it is connected. Let E and F' be two disjoint open sets inside X such that
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X, = EUF and X, C E. Suppose F # @&. Since X; is locally connected one can find
p€RNF and a connected neighbourhood U O p. Then UNE and UNF are not disjoint
and we have a contradiction.

We define ¢; as follows. For every p e X,

~ Co (]3) if ]5 S X()
= ~ 2.2
<1(p) { P if p € R is a boundary point over p. (2:2)

The map ¢; : X, — X is obviously continuous and surjective. Let us prove it is open. Let
U C X, be an open set, U —cl(U) pe U and p € U be a preimage of p by ¢;. preéR
one can find an open set V containing $ such that ¢; is a homeomorphism on V. Then
V= cl(f/) is a neighbourhood of p contained in U. If p € R we take a neighbourhood
basis {04} of p such that 6, C U. Then U, = ¢1(d,) C U is a neighbourhood of p in U. It
follows that U is open and we deduce the result.

Let us prove that ¢; is closed. Let F be a closed subset of X; and take p € X\F
where [ := cl(ﬁ). We firstly suppose that p ¢ R. Let p € Xl\ﬁ be a preimage of p by
co- By the hypothesis on F one can find an open neighbourhood U C X; of p such that
UNF =@ and also UNF = @ where U := ¢;(U). The fact that ¢; is open implies that
U is an open subset of X\ F' containing p. If p € R we take a neighbourhood basis {U, }
of p. Let us suppose that for every a we have U, N F # &. Let p be a preimage of p by
c; and {Sa}a be its neighbourhood basis. Since p ¢ F one has p ¢ F and 6o N F is empty
for some . That gives us a contradiction because U, N F' # &. Therefore ¢; is closed.

Moreover the fiber c;*(p) of every p € X contains at most b points by construction.
It follows that c; is proper. The set R is clearly a proper closed subset of X, because
R is proper and c; is continuous. Moreover it does not locally separate X;. Indeed
let p be a boundary point, U be an open connected neighbourhood of p and {Sa}azao
be a fundamental neighbourhood system of p in U. Since c1(7~€) = R one obtains that
Sa\fz =J, is connected.

Let us prove that X, is locally compact. Let p € X; and let K, be the connected
component of ¢ '(K,) which contains p where K, C U, is a compact neighbourhood of
p. Then K, is compact. Indeed let V= {V : 1 € I} be an open covering of K,. Since ¢
is open V := {c;(V;) : i € I} is a open covering of the compact set K. It follows there
exists a finite subset {iy,...,i,} of I such that {c;(V},),...,c1(V;,)} is an open covering of
K,. Then {Vj,,...,V;.} is a finite open covering of K, extracted from V.

Finally let us prove the uniqueness of X;. Let X{ be a locally compact Hausdorft
topological space and ¢} : X{ — X be a continuous proper zero-dimensional surjective
map such that R’ := ¢, '(R) is proper closed and does not locally separate X!. Suppose

that there exist two imbeddings i’ Xo — X and 1 XO — X1 such that the following
diagram

X <X, X, (2.3)
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is commutative i.e., ¢;01=cy= c} o1. We have to prove that there exists a homeomor-
phism @ : X; — X’ such that ®oi=1.

Let 2 € i(X,) and ¢ be its unique preimage in X, by 1. The application @ : i(X,) —
i(Xy) defined by ®(2) = (¢ ) is homeomorphic and verifies ®oi = 1". Let us extend it
continuously to X;. Let JaS R, {0a}a be a neighbourhood basis of  such that 6,\R is
connected and p, € 6,\R. We denote Do = ®(Pa). The fact that (Pa)s converges to p
implies by continuity of & : Xl\R — X/\R' that (¢} 0 ®(,))a converges to p := cl(p)
It follows by connectedness of 4, \R that there exists a unique preimage p’ of p by c}
such that lim,p, = p’ € R'. Such §' does not depend of the choice of p,. We define
®(p) := /. One obtains a well-defined map ® : X; — X/ which is continuous and bijective
by construction. Theorem is proved.

O

Remark 2.2. (a) Taking as X a domain in C" and R a divisor in X we see that
Theorem provides a topological extension of a finite regular cover across an
analytic set.

(b) Remark that if in the conditions of Theorem [2.1| ¢y : Xy — X\R is a one-sheeted
regular cover then the extended map c; : X; — X is a homeomorphism.
(¢) In the assumption of T' heorem . 1| the space X7 is connected if X, is connected.

3. THEOREM OF GRAUERT AND REMMERT

In this section the space C" is equipped with the norm ||z|| = max{|z;| : j =1,...,n}.
Let D be a bounded pseudoconvex domain in C", R be a pure one-codimensional analytlc
subset of D, D a locally compact Hausdorff connected topological space and c: D—Da
continuous proper mapping. Set Y := D\R and Y :=c (Y. Suppose that R :=c*(R)
doesn’t locally separate D and Cly Y — Y is a finite regular cover. Let b denote
the number of its sheets. Y inherits a canonical holomorphic structure which makes
Cly Y — Y holomorphic, see IGR4]. By a weakly holomorphic function on D one
understands a continuous function which is holomorphic at univalent points of the cover,
i.e., at points of Y.

3.1. L? existence Theorem. The following result is a L? estimate theorem for Riemann
domains which in the case of domains in C” is due to Hormander, see Theorem 4.4.2 of
[Ho]. For the reader’s convenience we sketch here the proof given in [De]. Remark that a
similar result is stated in [NS].

We set dv := c*(d\) where d\ := (%)ndz/\dé is the Lebesgue measure on C". Let
C“(}})(OJ) be the set of (0,1)-forms on Y with C® coefficients, ie., g = Yo 9idZ;
where g; € C®(Y). Cgo(f/)(o,l) denotes the subset of (0,1)-forms in C°°(§N/)(071) which are
compactly supported. Set |g|*> := " | |¢:|* and set ¢o(2) = 2nln||z|, z € C™

Theorem 3.1. With the previous assumptions let g € C®(Y )(01 be such that dg = 0
and N == [ |g]’e#°°°dv < 4o00. Then there exists u € C*(Y) such that du = g and
[5 [uPem?eccdr < kMg where k:= (1+ (diamY)?)%.

Proof. Let ¢ : Y — RU{—o00} be an upper semi-continuous function on Y. We define
the following vector spaces.
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Lz(Y,go):{f:Y—MC:/]f\Qe_“"d)\<—|—oo}
Y
and

L3(Y ,poc) = {f:f/—MC : [ | f|?e ?°dr < +oo}.
e

In the same way we define L2(Y, ) g and L2(Y,p0c), ) the set of (p,q)-forms whose co-
efficients belong to L(Y,p) and L*(Y,poc), respectively. Let ;, i =1,2,3 be continuous
functions. An element u € L?(Y,p10c) is in Dy if and only if du € L*(Y,pz0¢)(01). Since
Dy contains C5°(Y) which is dense in L*(Y,poc) one can densely define the operator
T=0:L*Y,p10c) = L*(Y,py0¢) (1) on Hilbert spaces. In the same way one can define
Dg and the operator S = : L2(Y,pa0¢) 1) — L*(Y,p30¢)(02). We let T* denote the

adjoint operator of T. Let ¢ € C*(Y) be strlctly plur1subharmon1c and v : Y — R be
continuous such that

Vw € C" one has H,(p,w) > v(2)|wl?, (3.1)

where H,(p,w) denotes the Levi form of ¢. Let {K,}, be an exhaustion of Y by compact
sets, 1, be a cutoff function in C§°(Y") such that 0 <7, <1 and 7, |, = 1. Let ) € C>(Y)
be a smooth function such that Y ,_,|0n,/0z]* < € on Y and ¢; == ¢+ (1 — 3)¢
(i=1,2,3).

The first result needed to prove Theorem is the following inequality. For every
f€C(Y)0,1) one has

/?(VOC—QI(?(?/)OC)I ) [ Pem2dy < 2T FIIZ o + 1S £ 15 0e, (3.2)

see [De] Lemma 2.1. We let A denote the subset of (0,1) forms in Dz« N Dg which are
compactly supported. One deduce the following main result.

Lemma 3.1. C°(Y )0,1) s dense in Dy« N Dg for the graph norm
F = 1 llgzoe + 1T fllproe + 15 F lpsoc-

The proof consists to see that A is dense in Dy-NDg and C§° (Y ) 0,1) is dense in A for the
graph norm. One mainly uses Hahn-Banach Theorem, Riez representatlon Theorem and
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence Theorem. By using the existence of a smooth strictly
plurisubharmonic exhaustion function s on the pseudoconvex domain Y one obtains the
following result, see Lemma 4.4.1 of [Ho|] for more details.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that the function v defined in 15 bounded and its lower bound
18 strictly positive. Then for every g € L2(Y gooc)(o 1) such that 0g = 0 there exists
u € L2(Y ,poc) which verifies Ou = g and

2
/ lu|?e™#°cdv < 2 |g| P Py < +oo.
Y
We assume now that ¢ is a C* plurisubharmonic function on Y. We can apply the

previous Lemma to z — ¢(z) + 2In(1 + ||z||*) which is strictly plurisubharmonic and
v(z) := (1+|2]|*) 2. One obtains the following statement.
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Lemma 3.3. There exists u € L>(Y,poc) such that Ou= g and
[ Py v < [ Jgkeeeds
Y Y

Now let us prove Theorem Let a € R. Set Y, := {s(z) < a} and Y, := ¢ }(Y,).
According to Theorem 2.6.3 of [Ho] there exists ¢, a C* plurisubharmonic function on
Y, such that ¢, \, ¢o. By Lemmaﬂ there exists u, € L*(Y,,poc) such that

a——+00
[ual*e™ 22 (L+[[c]*) Pdv < [ [ge™?*dv < Ao
Ya Ya
Then there exists a subsequence (ug,); from (u,) which weakly converges on every ffaj to
a function u € L2(Y, g oc) such that

Vj € N* one has / |uf?e™#% (1+ HCH2)_2dV < o
aj

Set k:= (1+ (diamY)?)%. By a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality one obtains

— .0 2 U2 aO o
(j%”|1426 ) < (f?l e ) <J§%.“42(1+-HCH2)26 #ucdy )

< Aok (fffa. |u]26_9”“jocd1/>
and then
/ lu|?e™%°°dr < k Ao.

One finally obtains by monotone convergence Theorem

/ [u|?e™#°dv < k M.
Ya

By the classical regularity of the d-equation, see Theorem 4.2.5 of [Ho|] the solution w is
C*> smooth and Theorem is proved.

O

3.2. Grauert-Remmert Theorem. The following theorem is due to Grauert-Remmert,
see [GR2] and [Ni]. We use the approach of [NS] and [De] for the proof of Grauert-
Remmert theorem concerning the existence of weakly holomorphic functions.

Theorem 3.2. (Grauert-Remmert) Let D ¢ C", Y = D\R and c : D — D be as in
Theorem . Then for every point z, € Y with c(z,) ={wy,...,wy} there exists a weakly
holomorphic function h on D which takes at {wy,...,wy} pairwise different values.

Proof. Fix some z, € D\R and let c™(2.) = {wy,...,wp} be as in the formulation of
the theorem. Since c:Y — Y is locally biholomorphic one can find a function p € COO( )
such that p = 1 in a neighbourhood of w; and p = 0 in neighbourhoods of ws,...,wy.

One can deduce from Theorem (3.1] there exists u € C>°(Y) such that du = Jp, u(uzl) =0
(i=1,...,b) and [ |ul*dv < +o00. Then hg:=p—u is a holomorphic function on Y such

that
1 ifi=1
%WWZ{O if i £ 1,
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and ff, |ho|*dv < co. The fact that D is a domain of holomorphy implies that there exists
a holomorphic function f on D such that f(z.) # 0 and f|z =0, see [GE]. In order to
extend hg through the points of ¢! (Reg(R)) one defines as in [Dé]

1
o)

Then t is a weakly holomorphic function on D such that tiz = 0. Moreover for every
i€{1,...,b} one has t(w;) =1 therefore (t-ho)(w;) = ho(w;).

Set Yy :=c 1 (D\SingR). By Lemma 1.8 of [De] t-ho extends to a weakly holomorphic
function A’ on Y.

Now let us prove that &’ is locally bounded on D. We define the Weierstrass polynomial
of h':

t(w) =

b
VCeC,Vze D\R, wi(2,0) == [[ (C=HW(w)=¢"+> ai(2)¢*".  (3.3)

wec™1(z) i=1
For every i € {1,...,b} the function a; is holomorphic on D\R and continuity of &’ on Y
implies that a; is continuous on D\Sing(R). According to Riemann Extension Theorem
the function a; holomorphically extends to D\Sing(R). Since codim (Sing(R)) > 2 there
exists a holomorphic function on D which extends a;. We still denote by a; this function.

One obviously has the following.

Lemma 3.4. Let P = (" + Z?Zl a;Ct be a complex polynomial. Then every root (y of P
verifies the following inequality

b
o] < max{1,2|ai|}.
=1

According to the previous statement one has |h/(w)| < max{l, Z;’:l |a,~(c(w))|} for every

w € Yy. The function R is also bounded near points of D\Y, and therefore h := t- k' is
weakly holomorphic on D and separates the sheets. Theorem is proved.
O
Theorem of Grauert-Remmert provides an analytic structure on the extended topolo-
gical space. The main idea of the proof follows [DGI.

Theorem 3.3. In the conditions of Theorem the space D inherits a unique structure
of a normal complex space such that c becomes holomorphic, R analytic and therefore
(f),c,D) becomes an analytic cover. The structure sheaf of D is the sheaf (9%) of weakly
holomorphic functions.

Proof. We shall prove that for every w € D we can find a neighbourhood U of w such
that (U ,Ob) is normal. Since D\R is locally homeomorphic to a domain of D\R it

is sufficient to prove the result when w € R. Let U be an open polydisk centered at
z := c¢(w) in D such that R does not separate the connected component U of ¢~ !(U)
containing w i.e., U \R is connected. We can apply Theorem . of Grauert-Remmert to
the restriction ¢z : U — U which we still denote by c. Let z, be a fixed point of U\R, h be
a holomorphic function on U which separates the preimages of z,, wn(z,¢) its Weierstrass
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polynomial on U as in and D(z) its discriminant. Set o := {z € U : D(z) = 0},
o:=c o) and M :={(2,{) € U xC : wy(z,¢) =0}. Consider the mapping

o: U — UxC
z > (c(z),h(z))

Then ®(U) = M is a connected analytic subset of U x C. Moreover z € ¢ if and only if
h does not separate some preimages of z by c. That’s why the restriction &, := @\0\& :
U\é — (U\o) x C is injective. Mappings ® and ®; are continuous, proper and surjective
onto M and M\ (0 x C) respectively. By Oka’s normalization Theorem there exists a

normal complex space N, a holomorphic map W : N — M and an analytic set A C Sing M
of M such that

e U!(A) is nowhere dense in N,

o U: U 1(A) — A is finite and

e U: N\U!(A) — M\A is biholomorphic.
Set M, := M N (o x C) and consider the biholomorphism

ti=d oW : N\U1(M,) - U\&(M,).

The fact that N is normal implies that t : N\U~'(M,) — U\® !(M,) holomorphically
extends to 7 : N — U. Indeed let w € W~'(M,) and W be an open neighbourhood of w in
N such that ¢ : W\W¥~(M,) — V is holomorphic where V is biholomorphic to a connected
analytic subset of some bounded domain in C™. One can replace ¢ by m holomorphic
and bounded functions t; : W\W~(M,) — C (i = 1,...,m). By normality of W every t;
extends to a holomorphic function ; on W. One obtains that the map (E, oy tm) gives
an extension  : N — U of t on the whole of N. Since W~1(M,) and ®*(M,) do not
locally separate N and U respectlvely one can apply uniqueness of Theorem [2.1] to the
one-sheeted regular cover (U\<I> Y(M,),t, N\U1(M,)). Tt follows that  : N — U is a
biholomorphism and then (U ,(9;]) and (N,Op) are isomorphic. O

Example 3.1. Set D = {(z,w) € CxC : w?> = 2z} and let ¢ : D — C be the map
induced by the projection (z,w) + z. Then (D,c,C) is a 2-sheeted analytic cover with
ramification divisor {z =0}. Let us define for every (z,w) € C? the polynomial h(z,w) =
(z—1)w. Then h € O'(D) and separates the preimages of z = —1 since h(—1,i) = —2i
and h(—1,—i) = 2i but does not separate the preimages of z = 1 because h(1,1) =
h(1,—1) =0. Let w(z,() be the Weierstrass polynomial of h defined in ie, w(z,() =
(—(z-1Dw][(+(z-1Dw] = ?—2(2—1)2 and M := {(2,{) € C? : w(z,() = 0}. Set
o={2€C:2(z—1)2=0}={0,1}.
One obtains that the map
®: D — M
(z,w) — (z,(z—1)w)

is well defined, continuous, surjective and the restriction of ® over M\ ({1,0}) is injec-
tive. Since ®~1(1,0) = {(1,1);(1,—1)} the map ® : D — M is not globally injec-
tive. It follows that (D,®, M) and (M,Id, M) are two different extensions of the cover
(D\{(l 1),(1,-1)}, @, M\{(1, 0)}) over M. This happens because {(1,0)} locally sepa-

rate M. Indeed let U be a small disk centered at z = 1 which does not contain 0 and
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f(z) a branch of &z on U. Then M N (U x C) can be decomposed into the union of the
branches :

My ={C(—f(2)(z—1) =0} and My :={¢+ f(2)(z—1) =0}.
which may intersect when f(2)(z—1) =0 i.e., at (1,7). Therefore M N(U\o x C) is not
connected.

4. THULLEN TYPE EXTENSION OF ANALYTIC COVERS

We give in this section some extension theorems for analytic covers. Let us start with
the following result, see Proposition 3.3 in [DGI.

Lemma 4.1. Let X be a topological space, X be a normal complex space and c: X — X
be a continuous map. Then (X,C,X) is an analytic cover if and only if for every z € X
there exists an open neighbourhood U C X of z and an analytic cover (U,m,V') over a
domain V- C C" such that the composed map ([~],7roc,V) 1s again an analytic cover where

U:=cY(U).

Proof. The condition is obviously necessary. Let us prove the converse. Let Sing X
be the singular locus of X, S := ¢ *(SingX)) and z € X\Sing(X). Let (U7, V) be
an analytic cover as in the formulation of the lemma. Since (U,moc,V) is an analytic
cover the fact that ¢='(U) = (moc)}(V) implies that the restriction (X\S,c, X\Sing X)
is an analytic cover. We let R denote its ramification locus. Since X is normal one has
codimSing X > 2 and R C X\Sing X uniquely extends to a proper analytic set R C X
which does not locally separate it, see Theorem 9.4.2 in [GR3]. Tt implies that (X,c, X)
is an analytic cover of ramification locus R.

O

A consequence of Grauert-Remmert and Stein Theorems is the following extension
result for analytic covers.

Theorem 4.1. Let (XO,CO,X\R) be a finite reqular analytic cover where X and X, are
normal complex spaces and R is a proper analytic subset in X which does not locally
separate it. Then there exists a unique normal compler space X1, a unique imbedding

i X, — X1 and an analytic cover (Xl,cl,X) such that the diagram (2.1)) is commutative
ie., cioi=cg.

Proof. According to Theorem there exist a unique locally compact Hausdorff topo-
logical space X1, a unique imbedding 1: Xy, = X; and a unique continuous surjective
proper zero-dimensional map ¢; : X, — Xsuch that the diagram (2.1) is commutative and
R :=c'(R) does not locally separate X;. If X is a domain of C*, Theorem . implies
that X inherits a structure of normal complex space and the result follows.

We suppose now that X is a normal complex space. Let z € X. There exist an open
subset U of X containing z, an open polydisk V' C C" and an analytic cover (U, 7, V) of
ramification divisor Ry . Accordmg to Lemmalt is sufficient to prove that (U, mocy, V)
is an analytic cover where U := ¢, *(U). Let Sing (X) denote the singular locus of X. Since
7 is proper Theorem of Remmert implies that (R USing (X)) is analytic in V. The set
R1 =Ry Un(RUSing (X)) is analytic in V' and does not locally separate it. The map
moc; induces also a finite regular cover over V' \ R;. According to the result proved

above it uniquely extends to an analytic cover (V,CV,V) over the whole of V. The fact



14 Section 5

that moc; : U — V is a continuous surjective proper zero-dimensional map implies by
uniqueness of Theorem . that there exists a homeomorphism ® : U — V such that
moc; = cy oP. That homeomorphism becomes a biholomorphism and it follows that
(U,mocy,V) is an analytic cover.

O

Remark 4.1. In the assumptions of Theorem the space X is connected if X, is
connected, see Remark 2.2[(c)

Corollary 4.1. Let X be a normal complex space and A C X be a proper analytic subset
which does not locally separate it. Let (XO,CO,X\A) be an analytic cover with ramification
locus R C X\A. Assume that R extends to an analytic subset R of X which does not
locally separate it. Then (Xo,co, X\A) uniquely extends to an analytic cover (X,cy,X)
over the whole of X.

Proof. We set Y := X\R and Y := ¢;}(Y). The restriction cojp : ¥ — Y induces
a finite regular cover which uniquely extends to an analytic cover (Xl,cl,X ) according
to Theorem One obtains two analytic covers (Xo,co, X\A) and (c;H(X\A),c;, X\ A)
which extend (Y, ¢, Y). By uniqueness they are equivalent and we can find a holomorphic
imbedding & : X, < X, such that ¢;o® = cg. Then (X’l,cl,X) also extends the cover
(Xo, Co, X\A)

O
Proof of Thullen type extension. Now let us deduce the Thullen-type extension Theorem
from Introduction. Let R C X, be the ramification locus of the cover (XO,CO,XO).
According to the Thullen-Remmert-Stein Theorem (see [Si]) the closure R of R in X is a
proper analytic set which does not locally separate X. Set Y := X\R and Y := e H(Y).
Then (?,CO,Y) is a finite regular cover. According to Theorem it uniquely extends
to a cover (X' ,¢,X) over the whole of X. By uniqueness of the extension it implies that
(X,c,X) extends (Xo,co, Xo).

O

Remark 4.2. The fact that Thullen type extension holds for analytic covers follows
from the fundamental papers of K. Stein [St] and Grauert-Remmert [GR2] is known to
the experts, see for example [DG]. But a complete proof to our best knowledge cannot
be found in one place in the literature. Therefore we give in this paper a reasonably
self-contained proof of the results stated above.

5. EXTENSION BY THE EXTENSION OF THE RAMIFICATION DIVISOR

In this section we prove Theorem from the Introduction. Set Y7 := Di\Rq, Yy =
Do\ Ry, Ro = ¢ ' (Ro) and Y, = DO\RO so that (%,CO,YO) is a finite regular cover. Fix
2. € Yy and let w, € Yy be a fixed preimage of z, by co. For every path « starting at z,
we let cja denote the lifted path of a starting at w,. Let i, : m(Yp,2.) — m (Y7, 24) be

the canonical morphism and K = {[y] € m1 (Y, 2.) : ¢y is closed in Yy} be the subgroup
defined in Remark 2]l

Definition 5.1. Let o} ,, a2, be two paths from z, to z € Y1. We say that o , ~ o2, if
2 1 71 .
ol -(al,)  €i(K).

ZxZ ZxZ
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In other words two paths o , and a2, based at z, are equivalent if a? - (ai*z)_l is
homotopic inside Y; to a loop v C Yy such that its lifted path based at some preimage of
z, 1s closed. Note that in general a loop v C Y| starting at z, may be homotopic inside Y;
to the constant path while its lifted path by ¢y based at any preimage of z, is not closed.
This definition gives an equivalence relation between paths in Y;. The equivalent class of
a path a,,, in Y] starting at z, is denoted by [a,,.]. If ol , and o , are homotopic inside
Y} then they are equivalent in the sense of Definition|5.1|. Set Y; := {[av,.] : z € Y1} and
¢1([ew,.]) = z. The map ¢ : Y; — Y] is obviously well-defined.

We define a topology on Y; as follows. A subset U of Y; is a neighbourhood of [a,, ] if
there exists a contractible open set I containing z in Y; such that

{[as..-B] : B is a path in U starting at z} C U.

Y; becomes a connected topological space and the map c; is open and continuous.
Let us prove that Y; is Hausdorff. Let [ a, o) 7 [az .,)- We shall prove there exist two

disjoints neighbourhoods U, of [al 2., and U, of [a? 2] in Y,. The case z; = 2, is obvious
so we can suppose that z; = zo = z. Let U be an open contractible neighbourhood of z
and suppose that there exist Z € U and two paths 3., 3% between z and Z in U such that

The following equality holds in (Y7, 2)

2 2 1 1 —1 _ 2 1 -1
[az’*z'/@%' (Oéz*z' Zg) ]m(Yl 24) B [az*zl (az*z) ]W (Y1,24)
12k e

22

(o, 2~} : (5.1)

ZxZ zz

and implies that o? - (a;*z)_l € i,(K). Hence [a} ] = [a2 Z2] which gives us a
contradiction. Then U := {[a! _-B] : 8 C U} and Uy := {[a? - 8] : B C U} are the
desired open sets. Y; is a Hausdorff topological space.

Let us prove that (Y3,cy,Y?) is a regular topological cover. Fix z € Y7 and let { }ZE ;

be the preimages set of z by c; where [ is at most countable. Let U be a Contractlble
open neighbourhood of z in Y;. One obtains that

= U{[ai*z-ﬁ] : fis a path in U starting at z}.
i€l
The fact that U is contractible implies that the previous union is disjoint. Therefore c¢; is
a regular cover and Y; inherits a structure of complex manifold.

For every w € Y, we set I( ) := [co 0 A\y,w| Where Ay, is a path joining w, and w in
Ys. Then by construction of the equivalence relation the map i: Yy — Y is well-defined,
continuous and verifies c; oi = cg. Let us prove that its restriction on the fiber c;'(z,) is
surjective onto c; *(z,). Let [a] be a preimage of z, by ¢;. Since i, : 71 (Y0, 2.) — 71(Y1, 24)
is surjective the loop « is homotopic inside m(Y7,2) to v C Yy. It follows that o and
~ are equivalent in the sense of Definition [5.1. Denoting w := ¢{y(1) one deduces that
i(w) =[] = [a] and i : ;' () —cp !(2,) is surjective. By using the lifting property
of regular covers one obtains that 1: Yy — ¢;'(Yp) is surjective. In this case (Yl,cl,Yl)
is a finite regular cover with b; sheets where b; denotes the cardinal of c¢;*(z) which
doesn’t exceed by. := #I < by. By Theorem and Remark it uniquely extends to
bi-sheeted connected analytic cover (l~?1,c1,D1) over D;. Let us prove that i )70 — }71
can be extended to Dy. Fix wy € Ry and set zp := co(wp). Let U be an open connected
neighbourhood of wy inside f)o such that U \7€0 is connected and let V be a connected
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component of ¢; }(U) inside Dy such that i: U\Ry — V is holomorphic, where U := co(U).
After shrinking U we can suppose that V is biholomorphic to an analytic subset A of
some bounded domain €2 C C™. Then one can replace i by m bounded holomorphic maps
- U\Ry — C (k= 1,...,m). By normality of U C Dg every 1 can be extended to a
holomorphlc function Ik U — C. The map (i,,...,1,,) : U — A extends i i:Yy— Y] on the
whole of Dy. Denoting by 1 that extension one obtams that i: Dy — D; is holomorphic
and diagram [1.1] is commutatlve The first statement of Theorem [I]is proved.
Let us prove statement If 61 = by the restriction of the map i: Yy — Y7 on the fiber
Co, 1(2,) becomes bijective onto ¢;*(z,). It follows that i: Yy — Y; is globally injective and

(Dy,c1,Dy) is an extension in the strong sense of (Dy,co, Dg) over D;.

Let (D/,c},D;) be another connected extension of (Dy,co,Yp). We shall proved that
the number of its sheets can not be larger than b; i.e., (Dl,cl,Dl) is the unique maximal
analytic cover which extends (Dj,co, Dy). There exists a holomorphic map i’ : Dy — D),
such that the following diagram

Dl <1 Py —is D,

D1 <1—)D0%> D1

. . . T o s rr oL . N
is commutative i.e., cjoi = ¢y =cjoi. Set Y] := c1 Y(Y1). The restriction ¢} = Cilyy

Y/ — Y} is a regular analytic cover over Y;. Let ¢/ be a preimage of z, by ;. We shall
prove the following

Lemma 5.1. Let aq, as be two equivalent paths in the sense of Definition |5.1|. Then its
lifted path cf (a2 . afl) starting at . is closed.

Proof of Lemma . Let v C Y; be a loop such that ay-a; " is homotopic inside Y; to 7
and such that ¢y is closed. Since c] oi = ¢ it follows that c;*y is closed and one deduces
that c/* (a2 . afl) is closed. Lemma is proved.

O

Now let us prove statements and Let o C Y; be a path starting at z,. By the
previous Lemma the map

v Y, — }71’

o] — cra(l)
is well-defined, continuous, surjective and it verifies ¢, oW = ¢;. Hence (Y{,c},Y}) is a
finite regular cover and the number b of its sheets can not be larger than b;. Remark
that if & = by the restriction ¥ : ¢;(2) — ¢, '(2) on every fiber is a surjective map
between finite sets with b; elements. It is injective and W : Y7 — Y/ becomes bijective.
Its inverse is holomorphic given by U= :( € Y’ [c’l O@CLC} where a¢ ¢ is path between
¢! and ¢ inside Y/. One deduces that ¥ is a biholomorphism which uniquely extends to

a biholomorphic map ¥ : Dy — D/ such that ¢ o ® =¢;.
O

Remark 5.1. In the assumptions of Theorem |1|if the analytic cover (Do, co, Do) is Galois
then (Dy,cq1,D;) is Galois.



Extension of analytic covers over a polydisk 17

The following example is well known. It shows that an analytic cover can be extended
only by gluing the sheets. Remark that the branching divisor in it is empty.

Example 5.1. Take as X = C?\R? and as X a b-sheeted regular analytic cover of X.
It cannot be extended over any point of R? in the strong sense because holomorphic
functions on this X do not separate points. But it obviously extends to a trivial cover
(C?,1d,C?) after “gluing the sheets”.

6. EXTENSION OF ANALYTIC COVERS OVER A POLYDISK

6.1. Lemma of Picard-Simart. The following statement is due to [PS]. It is proved in
INi].

Lemma 6.1. Let A" C C" be the unit polydisk and I' := {|w| < 1} C C be the unit disk.
Let R be a one-codimensional analytic subset of A™ x I' such that RN (A" x dI') = @.
Then there exists a proper analytic subset o C A™ such that for every z, € A™\o any

one-dimensional closed curve 7 in (A" x I') \R can be continuously deformed to a closed
curve in ({z,} xI')\R.

By using the methods of the proof of Lemma given by [Ni] one deduces a more
precise statement about surjectivity of the natural map between fundamental groups.

Theorem 6.1. In the assumptions of Lemma there exists a nowhere dense subset
A C A" such that for every z. € A™\A and every Z, = (z,,w,) € (A" x ')\ R the natural
homomorphism

Lom [({z ) xD\R, Z,] = m [(A" x )\ R, Z,]
is surjective i.e., every loop v in (A" xT')\R starting at Z, is homotopic to some path
v C ({2} x T)\R within the loops starting at Z,.

Proof. We denote the standard coordinates in C*"™ as z = (21,...,2,) = (T1+1Y1,. .., T+
iyn) € A™ and w = u+iv € I'. By the hypothesis on R there exists a monic Weierstrass
polynomial

P(z,w) =w"+ Z a;i(2)w” ™"
i=1

such that a; is holomorphic on A", P(z,w) has no multiple factor and
R={(z,w) e A" xI': P(z,w)=0}.

Since A is biholomorphic to the square {z=z+iy € C: —1<z<land —1<y <1} we
may assume that A" is the cube. Set o := {z € A" : Discr,,P(z,w) =0}. The following
statement is proved in |[Ni| as Lemma 2.9.

Lemma 6.2. Let D be a domain of C"™! whose coordinates are denoted as z = (21,.-,2n) €
C" and w € C. Let R = {f(z,w) = 0} be an analytic hypersurface of D. There exists a
linear transformation ¢ of C"*! such that in the coordinates (z’,w’) = ¢(z,w) one has

V(ay,...,a,, b)) e C" [fop ' (a),...,a,, b)) =0= fop ' (a},...,a,,w') #0].

’'n? o

We prove Theorem [6.1] by induction.

Case n = 1. According to Lemma[6.2 we can suppose after taking a linear transformation
that R does not contain any complex hyperplane of the form w = d where d € T' is
constant. The set 0 C A consists of a countable number of points A, = A} +iA},k € N.
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Set Ai={zx+iyec A: Ik eNz=A, ory=Al}. Let Z, = (T, Y, Us, i) € (AXT)\R be
such that z,+iy, ¢ A and «y be a loop in (A™ x I') \R starting at Z,. We can suppose that
v is a real analytic path and its projection onto every real axis x, y, v and v is not reduced
to a single point. For every M = (2, yn, un,vpr) € v we set Xy :={y = yp } NA and
we let X, denote the cylinder X,; x I'. We have the following.

Lemma 6.3. For every M = (xn,ynr,unr,vy) € v we can find a real one-dimensional
open line segment L(M) C Xy containing M of the form

L(M) :={(z,yp,up +an(x—xp), 000 + By —xpp)) - ¢ € [—1,1]} (6.1)
where apy and By are real constants and such that :
(1) LIM)NR =2 and
(2) LM)N[{lz| <1} x {yn} x Ol = 2.

Let My € v and let g and [y be the real constants in the definition of L(M;). There
exists a subarc [M}M]] of v which contains M, as an interior point and such that for
every M € [M]{M]] we can take aps = ap and By = Sy in the definition (6.1)) of L(M).
By compactness of v we can find a finite number of points My, My, ..., M, such that:

o v = UL MM,

o My=M,=Z, and

e for every point M € [M;M,1] we can take ap = a; and By = B; where «a, 3;
correspond to the definition of L(M;) in (6.1)).

If M € [M;,M;1] the line segment L(M) is denoted by L;(M). We denote M; =
(x;,y;,u3,v;). Since the projection of v on the axes x and y does not reduce to a point
we can suppose after a small perturbation that M; ¢ AxT for i = 1,...,q. For every
M = (zpr,ynr,unr, var) € [M;M; 1] we define its projection to the real hyperplane {z = z..}

pi(M) = Li(M)|,_, = (s, yrr,uns + (2 — 2p1), 00 + Bi(T4 — 221)).
Set p; == pi(M;) and p := p;(M;;1). Remark that every M; has two projections p; and

pi i in {z.,y;} x . We can continuously deform the arc [M;M;4] to the arc [pip!] =
{pi(M) : M € [M;,M;11]} in such a way that M € [M;M,; ;] moves to p;(M) along
L;(M), see Figure [I] By hypothesis on L;(M) this deformation is in (A xT)\R. Since
Py = Py = Z. the arc [MyM;] can be deformed to [Mopg] within the paths starting at
M. Likewise [M,_1Mo] can be deformed to [p] ;M| within the paths ending at M. Let
A; be the path between p | and M; on the segment L;_1(M;) and A/ a path between M;
and p; on L;(M;). Then denoting A; :== \,- X/ C Xy, \R one obtains that v is homotopic
in (A xTI')\R to the loop
y = [Mopf)/] A [p,ﬂ?,f] ) ")‘q—l ’ [p/quo]
within the loops starting at My = Z,.
We have the following.

Lemma 6.4. Let D :=]—1,1[xI' CR? be a cylinder and L; : (t,u;(t),v;(t)) a smooth arc
inD (j=1,...,v). We make the following assumptions.

(1) £;N([-1,1] xIT") =@ for every j=1,...,v and

(2) LiNL, =0 if j #k.
Set L :=U;_, L; and let v be a path in D\L such that (0),7(1) € {to} x ' for some
to €] —1,1[. Then v is homotopic to a path 7 C {to} x I within the paths starting at v(0)
and ending at y(1).
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Y="yi
Li1(M; ) /
________>_‘____>__p"71
Lia(M;) N
(M) T
)\//1.
L,;(M'/Jrl‘)» T
r =
FIGURE 1.

The proof of this Lemma consists in observing that there exists a homeomorphism
®: D — D such that
o Vte|-1,1[P({t} xT') ={t} xT,
o O(L;) =] —1,1[x{(a;,b;)} where (a;,b;) # (ax,bi) if j # k and
e the restriction ®: {to} x I' = {to} x I is the identity mapping.
On deduce that we can deform 4 in (A xI")\R to a closed curve 4 in Y(z,)\'R where

V(zi) = (AxT)N{x =x,}.

Indeed since (x;,y;) ¢ A we have Xy, No = &. Then RNA),;, consists of an union of v real
analytic arcs £; verifying the assumptions of Lemma Moreover for every i € {1,...,q}
Xi(0) = pfy € {zs,yi} x ' and A\;(1) = p € {4, y;} xI'. Since A; does not intersect R
Lemma implies that for every i =1,...,q—1 there exists a path A\; € ({z.,1:} x I)\R
starting at p/_, and ending at p! such that ); is homotopic to \; inside X, \R with the
same initial and terminal points. Thus 7 is homotopic in (A xI')\R to
7= Mopgl - Av - [Php] -+ Mg [P Mo] € Y (2)\R.

The last thing is to prove that 4 can be deformed to a close path v* in {z,,y.} x . But
this is an application of Lemma to 4 by taking ¢t = y. Theorem is proved when
n=1.

Casen > 2. Let z, = (},...,2%) € A"\ o where 2} = 2} +iy}. According to Lemmal6.3 we
can suppose after taking linear transformation that R does not contain any complex lines
of the form {z; = ¢1,...,2,_1 = Cu_1,w = d} where (c1,...,¢c,_1) € A" ! and d € T are
constants. Let v be a closed curve starting at Z, = (z,,w,) € (A" x T')\R. As previously
we can suppose that 7 is real analytic of the form ~(¢) = (o(t),x'(¢),x"(t),0'(t),¢"(t))
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where ¢ : [0,1] — A" and x/,x",¢,¥" : [0,1] —] —1,1] are real analytic functions
such that the projection of v onto every axis x1,y1,...,Zn,Yn, v and v is not reduced to a
single point. We shall prove there exists a nowhere dense subset A of A™ such that the
assumption of the lemma is satisfied if z, ¢ A.

Fix M € v and denote M = (2}, Zpr,yYnrs s, var) = (0(8), X' (5), X" (5),1(s),9"(s)). Set
X = {(o(s),z,xX"(s)) € A" : =1 < x < 1} and Xy = Xy x . There exists a real
one-dimensional segment L(M) C X); containing M of the form

L(M) :=={ (2, v, yar,uns +ang(x —zpr), o0 + By (x —apy) - =1 <2< 1} (6.2)
where ap; and (), are real constants such that
(1) LIM)NR =@ and
(2) LOM) ({24} x {lal < 1} x {yar} x OT) =

Set Ay := A" Ix{zt} x{|y,| <1} xT, yM(z*) = {( (s),zi,y) e A" : =1 <y <1}xI
and 377 UMEV Y (z.). According to the method used in the proof of the case n = 1 there
exists a nowhere dense subset A’ C {|z,| < 1,|y,| < 1} such that for every (z},y%) ¢ A’

the curve ~ is homotopic to a closed path 4 : t — (6(t), 2%, y(t),u(t),v(t)) in Y, \R where
y(t),u(t) and v(t) are continuous.

Then 7 can be deformed in A,:\R to a curve ¥4 in (UMEV{( (), 2k, y5)} F> \R.

Denoting A" := A" ! x {2} xT" and R""! := RNA""! one obtains that 4 C A" "\ R"!
and the proof of the Lemma reduces to the case n — 1. By induction Theorem [6.]] is

proved.
O

6.2. Proof of Theorem [2 We prove in this section Theorem [2 from Introduction.

According to Theorem there exists z, € Dg\R such that the natural morphism
L : m(Do\R,z) — m(A"\R,z.) is surjective. By Theorem (Il one obtains Theorem
. The second part of the Theorem is a particular case of the following statement, see
Theorem

Theorem 6.2. Let (D,c,D) and (D',c', D) be 2-sheeted connected analytic covers over a
domain D C C" with the same ramification divisor R C D. Then the covers are equivalent
i.e., there exists a biholomorphic map i: D — D' such that ¢’ o1 =c.

Proof. The proof consists from the following steps.

Step 1 : Let us prove the result when D = A" is the unit polydisk and R is such that
RN(A™ ! x A) = @. The divisor R is the zero set of a Weierstrass polynomial of degree v
with respect to z,. According to Theorem there exists 2/ € A" such that the natural
morphism i, : m (A, \R,2.) = m(D\R,2,) is surjective where z, = (2,,2,) € D\R and
A, =2 xA. Set Y :=c Y(D\R) and Y := ¢ "'(D\R). Let w, € Y and w, be some
preimages of z, by c and ¢’ respectively. The point z has been chosen so that A., NR
is a finite set of v elements {as,...,a,}. Fix i € {1,...,v} and take a neighbourhood U;
of a; inside A,, such that ¢ *(U;\R) is connected. Let z; € U; \'R. The generator [c]
of m(U;\R,z;) ~ Z is such that the lift of o; at any preimage of z; by ¢ and ¢’ is not
closed. Let \; be a path between z, and z; inside A,/ \R and define ; := X; - a; - A, ! By
construction the lift 4; of ~; starting at w, by c is not closed. By using the same argument
one obtains that the lift 4/ by ¢’ starting at w, is not closed. Moreover 71 (A, \R,z2,) is
the free group generated by {[n],...,[7.]}. It is easy to prove by induction that the lift
of any loop ;" -+~ C A, \R by c is closed if and only if 1y +--- +n, is even.
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One deduces that if two paths i' -+ and 7" -~~'y;7;s' are homotopic inside D\R
then ny +---4+ng— (my+ -+ +my) is even. Moreover Theorem implies that every
loop v in D\R starting at z, is homotopic inside D\R to 7" -+ C A, \R for some
n; € Z* (j =1,...,s). According to the previous remark one deduces that the parity of
ni+---+n, does not depend of the choice of such a decomposition. Then c*« is closed if
and only if ny +---4+ng is even. In particular the lift c*« of any loop a C D\R by c is
closed if and only if c*« is closed. The regular covers (Y/,C,D\R) and (f/’ ,¢', D\R) are
equivalent and according to Theorem and Remark [4.]] the result follows.

Step 2 : We need to prove the following.

Lemma 6.5. In the assumptions of Theorem for every p € R there exist a neighbor-
hood U, of p inside D and z, € U,\R such that the fundamental group m (U, \R,z,) is
generated by v, loops y1,...,%, based at z,. Moreover for every j =1,...,v, and for any
two preimages wy, and w), of z, by ¢ and c’ respectively the lifts c*v;, c'*'yj based at w, and
wy, respectively are not closed.

Proof. Fix p € R. One can find a complex line L containing p and a neighbourhood A
of p inside L such that ANR = {p}. Take a complex orthogonal direction L+ of L at p in

C™ and let 2 = (z1,...,2,) be the coordinates chart corresponding to L+ x L. There exists
e > 0 such that A" ' x A C D and (A" ! x 9JA)N'R = @. By using the construction used
in the previous step one deduces the result. U

Remark that the open sets U, in the lemma can be chosen so that {U, : p € R} is an
open covering of D.

Step 3 : Proof of Theorem Fix z, € D\R and let w,,w, be two preimages of z, by ¢
and ¢’ respectively. Let « be a loop inside D\R at z.. According to the previous step
there exists a finite number of points py,...,py in R such that o C (U;U---UUyx)\R
where Uy, := U, (k =1,...,N) is the open set defined in Lemma . One can find a
decomposition o = a --- g Where «; is a path inside some Uy;) \ R where 1 < k(i) < N
such that a;(1) = a;41(0), i =1,...,¢q—1. Fix i € {1,...,q} and take a point z; € U;\ R
which verifies the assumptions of Lemma Let \; (respectively p;) be a path inside
U;\R between «;(0) and z; (respectively between a;(1) and z;). According to the previous
lemma the loop A, Lo p; based at z; is homotopic inside U; \ R to some fyz ;-’11 “Viga,
where v, ;, verifies the assumptions of the previous lemma and n;; € Z (1 <k <'s;). Such
a decomposition of A\;!-a; -y, is not unique but one can prove like in Step 1 that the
parity of n;; +---+n,, is constant. Moreover the lift of A;° Y, -y, is closed if and only
if nj1+---+mn;s is even. Finally one deduces that a is homotopic inside D\R to

ni,1 ni,sq —1 n21 n2,s9 —1 Ng,1 Ngq,sq -1
A1 (71,3‘1 Mg, ) [y A2 (72,j1 25, ) "':Uq—1)\q (’Yq,jl " Vagsy ) Ha

By induction one can see that if that decomposition is homotopic to the constant path

inside D\ R then
q Si
533
i=1 k=1
is even. Then the parity of this sum is independant of the choice of such a decomposition
for a. Finally one can prove that the lift of « is closed if and only if S is even. Theorem

is proved.

Ni,s;

U
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Theorem 6.3. Let Dy be a domain and (DO,CO,DO) be a 2-sheeted connected analytic
cover with ramification divisor Ry C Dy. Suppose that Ry extends to a globally defined
hypersurface Ry in Dy D Dy i.e., there exists a holomorphic function f € O(Dy) be such
that Ry :={z € Dy : f(z) =0}. Then the cover (Dy,cq, Do) uniquely extends in the strong
sense to a 2-sheeted connected analytic cover over Dy with ramification divisor R,.

Proof. One can choose f € O(D;) of multiplicity one such that R’ := {(0,2) € Cx D :
f(2) =0} does not locally separate D' := {(¢,z) € Cx Dy : (2= f(z)}. Then (D},c,D;)
is a 2-sheeted analytic cover where ¢’ : DI1 — D is induced by the projection Cx Dy — D;.
By Theorem the restriction of this cover over Dy is equivalent with (DO,CO,DO). One
deduces the result. 0J

Theorem is a direct consequence of the previous Theorem.

7. HARTOGS TYPE EXTENSION OF ANALYTIC COVERS

Recall that a smooth real valued function p in an open set 2 C C" is called (n—q)-
convex at point z, € Q if its Levi form L,(z,) has at least ¢+ 1 positive eigenvalues. Let
us prove Theorem [3 from Introduction. It consists from the following steps.

Step 1 : Let us prove the following result.

Lemma 7.1. Let ¢ > 2 and M = {p = 0} be a smooth strongly (n — q+ 1)-convex
hypersurface in a domain D C C". Set Dt ={p> 0} and let (D*,co, DT) be a by-sheeted
connected analytic cover over DT . Suppose that the ramification divisor R extends in a
neighbourhood of every p € M. Then there exists a neighbourhood U, of p such that the
cover extends to a by-sheeted connected analytic cover over DY UU,, where by < by. It

verifies properties [D|[()][(iil)] and in. Theorem 1]

If ¢ > 3 such a hypersurface R always extends in A", see Theorem 8.3 in [ST].

Proof. Let V be the neighbourhood where R extends. We may assume that p = 0 and
every branch of R in V' contains 0. Let 3 be the complex tangent of M at 0. There
exists a non empty subspace S C X on which the complex Hessian of L, is positive
definite. One can find a one-dimensional disk A C D™ centered at 0 sufficiently close
to S such that ANR = {0}. Take a complex orthogonal direction L of A at 0 in C"
and let z = (21,...,2,) be the coordinates chart corresponding to L x A. There exist
e > 0 such that A” ' x A C D and RN (A x9A) = @. Moreover one can find a
polydisk W € A"! such that W x A € D*. By Theorem @ the restriction of the cover
(D, co, D) over W x A can be extended to a bi-sheeted connected analytic cover over
DT U(A" ! x A) where by < by.

OJ
Step 2 : One obtains the following result.

Lemma 7.2. In the statements of Lemma (DT, co, D) extends to a by-sheeted con-
nected analytic cover of DT UU, where U = UpeM U, and by < by.

Proof. Let U,, U, be polydisks inside D centered at p € M and ¢ € M respectively such
that

(1) U,nU,NM # @,

(2) (D*,co, DF) extends to a by-sheeted cover (U,,c,, D UU,) and

(3) (D*,co, DY) extends to a by-sheeted cover (U,,c,, DTUU,).
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Set W:=U,uU,, WH:=WnD*, Uf:=U,ND* and U :=U,ND*. It suffices to prove
that there exists an analytic cover over D™ UW which extends ¢, and ¢,. By construction
of U, and U, there exists z,. € U,NU,N D™ such that the natural morphisms

it (U \R, ) = m(Up\R, 24)

and
ige : T (US\R, 2) = m(U\R, %)
are surjective, see Theorem [6.1 Recall the following.

Lemma 7.3. Let X = X;UX, be an union of path-connected open sets such that X1 N X,
15 path-connected. For every x, € X1 N Xy the natural homomorphism

7T1(X1,.T*)*7T1<X2,33*)—>7T1<X,I*) (71)

is surjective. Here m (X1, x,) * m(Xa,x.) denotes the free product of m(Xi,x.) and
7T1(X27$*)-

This is the “weakest” part of the proof of Van Kampen Theorem, see [Hal] for more
details. By Lemma it implies that every loop « inside W\R is homotopic to a}* - - - ay,”
where n, € Z and oy, C US\R or app C US\R, k = 1,...,p. It follows that i, :
m (WN\R,2z.) = m (W\R,z) and i, : m (DT\R,z,) — m ((DTUU)\R,z2,) are sur-
jective. By Theorem |I| there exists a by -sheeted connected analytic cover over D= UU
with ramification divisor R which extends (ﬁ*,co,Dﬂ, where by, < by. Lemma is
proved.

O
Step 3 : Now we need to exaust A" by smooth (n — ¢+ 1)-convex domains starting from

H»~4. The idea of the following construction is inspired by §3 from [Iv2]. For o > 0
consider the smooth function

2, 177 r? 20
Pa(w) = —[wi["+—+ 1= — | [wa[™. (7.2)
4 4
Here C" 3 w = (wy;ws) with wy = (21,...,2n—¢), W2 = (Zn—qt1,---+2n). Set
Df ={we A" : po(w) >0}, D, :=A"\D} (7.3)
and the hypersurface
Yo={weA": p,(w) =0} (7.4)

separating DI from D_, see Figure

Lemma 7.4. i) For every a > 0 the hypersurface ¥, is strictly (n—q+1)-convez in
A”\{|w1\ < %,’wQ = 0}
ii) For a sufficiently big the domain D7 is contained in H»"~ 7 and

| Ds=am\ (Agjlq X {o}) . (7.5)

a>0

Proof. The Levi form of p. , at w is

Lpo(w) = ( _2'01"“1 (1_?2) i ) (7.6)
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FIGURE 2. For a; > 1 the hypersurface ¥, (solid line) belongs to H»" .
For ap < 1 (dot line) X,, approaches {wy = 0} when ay N\, 0. Those
hypersurfaces are smooth and strictly (n—g+1)-convex outside of the sphere
{Jwi1]| < e/2,wy =0} (punctured line).

where H is the matrix of the Levi form of (z,_g11,---,2n) = (|2n_gs1]? + - +]2a|*)" which
is strictly plurisubharmonic. This readily implies the assertion i) of the Lemma. Assertion
is left to the reader.

O

Step 4. End of the proof. Applying Lemma [7.2 one deduces the set of a such that our

cover extends to a neighbourhood of D} is a non-empty open closed subset of ]0,+o0].

By Lemma we extend the cover to A™\ (A77? x {0}). According to Thullen type
27

extension Theorem |4 there exists a by-sheeted connected analytic cover (Dl, 1, A™) which
extends (H,co, H*"~?). By construction that cover verifies conditions and in

Theorem . Theorem is proved.

The second assertion is a consequence of Theorem[6.3 Indeed by Theorem of Rothstein
(see Corollary 2.19 in [Si]) the ramification divisor Ry of the cover uniquely extends to
an analytic hypersurface Ry C A"™. Thus R, is the zero set of a holomorphic function
f € O(A™). The cover (H,co, H*" %) also extends in the strong sense to a 2-sheeted
connected analytic cover over A",

[l

8. EXAMPLES

8.1. An exemple related to Theorem[1] We give in this section details about Example
from Introduction. Let m > 4 be an integer and X,, be the configuration space of m
points in C, i.e., X,, is the space of unordered m-tuples (z1,...,2,) of complex numbers.
It can be identified with C™ viewed as the space of monic polynomials of degree m.

m—1
X" wp X (8.1)
k=0
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with coefficients being elementary symmetric functions on 21, .., 2p,. Le., wo = (=1)"21...2m, ...,
Wp—1 = — (214 ...+ 2z or, equivalently z1,...,2,, are the roots of (8.1)). Denote by

m—1
R = {wECm:Disch (Xm—FZkak) :O} (8.2)
k=0

the discriminant variety, i.e., the divisor of such w that the corresponding polynomial
has multiply roots. Or, in z-presentation such m-tuples (z1,...,2,) where not all z; are
distinct. The discriminant variety has equation

Rlz{zeXm:H(zi—zj)on}. (8.3)

1<J

m

Set Dy := X,,. Fix a point p := (1,...,1,1—1—%,...,1%— M=) € Ry, here 3 < n < m.
——

Fix a sufficiently small neighborhood D, with center at p. One can suppose Dy is the
product of a polydisk A™ with center at (1,...,1) in X,, and a polydisk A™™ centered
at (1+L,...,14+™=2) Set Ry := DyNA. Finally fix some z, € Do\ Ro. As it is well
known 71 (D \ Ry, 2.) = By, the braid group with m strands, see [KT] for details. After
shrinking D one has 71 (Do\ Ry, 2«) = Bp. Let go : B, — S, be the natural homomorphism
onto the symmetric group of n elements. It defines a regular n-sheeted connected cover
Co: f)6 — Do\ Ro over Do\ Ry, see Remark (b) By Theorem it can be extended to
a n-sheeted connected analytic cover over Dy with ramification divisor Ry. Suppose that
this cover extends to some n-sheeted connected analytic cover c; : Dy — D, over Dy with
divisor Rq. Then there should exist a homomorphism g; : B,, — 5,, making the following
diagram commutative.

B~ B, (8.4)

| |s

Sni>sn

Here i, : B, — B,, denotes the homomorphism induced by the natural inclusion i :
D()\RO — Dl\Rl.

Proposition 8.1. For (m,n) = (4,3) such g, doesn’t exist.

Proof. Suppose the contrary. Let o1,09,03 be the twist generators of B, and denote
by t; = gi1(0;) € S; their images under g;. Then applying gy = g1 01, to 01,02 we see
that we can suppose that t; = (12) and t2 = (23). Moreover all twists in the braid
group are conjugate to each other. Indeed for every k = 1,...,3 one has c*oc™* = oy,
where ¢ = 0;...04. It follows that all ¢; are conjugate as well. Therefore t3 should be a
transposition and, moreover, it should commute with ¢; and ¢5. But no transposition in

Ss commutes with ¢; and ty. Contradiction.
O

Remark 8.1. (a) One can prove more generally that such g; doesn’t exist for m >
n = 3.
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Dg

(a) Construction of Dy (b) The cover over C,,
FIGURE 3.

(b) Since the diagram
B, "~ B, (8.5)

3 |s

Sn% S

is commutative the cover ([)O,CO,DO) tautologically extends to a 5-sheeted con-
nected cover over Dy. Herei: S, — 5, denotes the standard monomorphism of
symimetric groups.

8.2. A non-extendible cover in the strong sense. We detail here Example [Z from
Introduction. The idea is inspired by the construction of the cover in Figure [3]

Fix 2, # 0 in C and set C,, := {2} xC, D; := C% Define Ry = {2 = 23}.
The intersection Ry NC,, consists of two points a and b. Let ()N(,CO,CZ*) be the 3-
sheeted analytic cover as shown in Figure . There exist two generators oy and ag of
71 (C.. \{a,b}, z.) such that the lift of o := «; - a5 at some preimage Z, of z, is open. Since
« is equivalent to the constant path inside D;\R; it follows the cover can not be extended

to a 3-sheeted analytic cover over D;. However one can extend it over D := €2 x C where
2 C C is a neighbourhood of z, such that m (Dy\ Ry, z:) = m1(C., \{a,b},z2), see Figure
3(a)} i

We give here an analytic definition of the cover (Dg,co,Dp). Let f be a holomorphic
function on Q := {z; € C : |z; — 1| < 1} such that f(21)® = 2z; and f(1) = 1. Set Dy :=
QO xC,

~ f(=1) i2 }

Dy =3 (z,w) € Dy xC : w®+ w+—=0 8.6
and ¢g : DO — Dy induced by the canonical projection Dy x C — Dy. Set Ry :=R1NDy.
Lemma 8.1. In the notations as above we have the following.

(1) (DO,CQ,D[)) 18 a 3-sheeted connected analytic cover with ramification divisor Ro;
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(2) if (ﬁl,cl,Dl) is a connected extension of (DO,CO,DD> in the weak sense over D
with ramification divisor Ry then the number of its sheets is equal to 1.

Proof. Proof of The space Dy is a complex manifold and the map ¢ : Dy — Dy
is holomorphic, proper and surjective. Recall that the discriminant of the polynomial
w3 + pw + ¢ with respect to w is equal to —4p® —27¢%. Fix (21,22) € Dy. Ry is the set

where the discriminant of w3+ £ Ezfl)w+ \“/Zi with respect to w vanishes. One deduces that

(DO,CO, Dy) is 3-sheeted analytic cover with ramification divisor Ry.
Proof of . Take z, :=(1,0) € Dy\Ry. The fundamental group of D;\ R; is isomorphic
to Z and 71 (Dy \ Ro, z) is free-generated by the homotopy classes of those loops
ai(t) = (1,1 —e ™)
(8.7)
as(t) = (1, —1+e™™)
By Theorem there exists a connected extension (Dy,cy, Dy) of (Dy,co, Dy) over Dy

with ramification divisor R;. Moreover the number b, of its sheets can not be larger than
3. Let us prove that b; = 1 by contradiction.

Suppose that by = 3. (Dy,cy, Dy) is an extension in the strong sense of (Dy, o, Dy) over
D;. Let v be the loop defined as

v(t) = (e7*™,0). (8.8)
One can see that «; and « are homotopic inside D;\R;. Indeed the map
H: [0,1? — D\ Ry

(5,8) > [s+(1—s)e ™™ \/s(1—e )]
is a continuous deformation between a; and ~y. Likewise the loops ap and v~ : ¢ — v(1—t)
are homotopic inside D;\R;. It follows that o := « -z is equivalent to the constant path
in 7T1<D1\R1, Z*>

Lemma 8.2. There exists a preimage x, of z, by ¢y such that the lifted path of a; at =,
is closed.

Proof. Every point of Ry has exactly two preimages by ¢o. Indeed for every (z1,29) € Ry
there exists ¢ € C such that z; = 4¢5, f(z1) = V/4¢? and 2, = 2¢°. Then

w3+f\(/z_1) +fji +(w+22\/<—;_7:(w—%) <w+%)2. (8.9)

One deduces there exists a preimage of (1,1) which is of order 1 i.e., there exists an
open neighbourhood V of (1,1) and a connected component V of ¢y H(V) such that the
restriction coy : V — V induced a homeomorphism. Fix z € VA\Ry and let A be a path
between z and z, inside DO\RO. One can find a loop «] starting at z inside V\Ry such
that o, is homotopic to A™'-a/ - \. Let = € V be the preimage of z by CO\V and let &,
A be the lifted paths of o), by ¢y at z. By construction the lift of A™'-a} -\ by ¢ at
= \(1) is closed. Lemma |8.2is proved.

O

One deduces the lift of a by ¢y at x, is not closed, see Figure . If not Lemma
implies that the lifted path of ay at . is closed too. Since m(Dy\Ro, 2.) is generated by
(1] and [as] it follows that the lift of every loop § inside Do\ Ry by ¢q at . is closed. Also
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z, can not be joined to any other preimage x! of z, inside DO\RO This is not possible
because RO does not locally separate DO

By construction we can not extend (DO,C,DO) in the strong sense to a cover over D,
because the lifted path of o previously defined is not closed in Dy while « is equivalent
to the constant path in 71 (D1\R1, 2,). It follows that b; < 3 and we have a contradiction.

Suppose that b; = 2. We may assume by Theorem that Dy = {(2,6) € Dy xC : €2 =
21— 22} and c; is induced by the natural projection (z,€) — 2. There exists a holomorphic
map
I : DQ — Dl

(z,w) — [z,0(z,w)]
where ¢ is holomorphic on Dy such that ¢(z,w)?> = 2, —23. Let € > 0 be such that
21 :=4e € Q. Remark that the projection
m: Dyn{zn =43} — C
(4e3 29,w) — w

induces a biholomorphism. Thus there exists a holomorphic map
g:weCr (453,i\/27(w3+5w),w>

such that g( )2 = 4e34-27(w*+ew)?. That is not possible because the image of g contains
0 (take w? = —¢/3). We have a contradiction. The cover (f)l,cl, D) has exactly one sheet
i.e., ¢ : Dy — Dy is a biholomorphism. By Theorem I if ( D’l,cl,D’ ) is another extension
of (DO,CO,DO) the number of its sheets b} is equal to one i.e., (D}, c,,D}) and (Dy,cq, D)

are equivalent. Lemma is proved.
O

Remark 8.2. Since R does not intersect Ay X (A4\A_3) the cover (DO,CO,DO) can be
extended to a 3-sheeted connected analytic cover over the 1-convex Hartogs figure

H = [Q X A4] UA4 X (A4\A_3) .

8.3. A non-extendible Galois analytic cover. We give here details about Example
@ from Introduction. Set Ry := {(21,22) € Dy : 21 =22} and Ry = Ry N Do. The map
c¢: Dy — Dy induces over DO\RO a 3-sheeted regular cover. Moreover the set Ro = ¢~ 1(Ro)
does not locally separate Do. Indeed let (z1,20) € Ro where z; € . Without loss of
generality we may assume that z; = 1. If 2, =1 we denote by U, the polydisk centered at
(1,1) of radius r > 0. There exists ro > 0 such that for every r €]0,r¢[ the preimage set
c (U, \ Ry) is homeomorphic to

{(W,2) €CxU\ Ry : W?=(g(21) — 2)°}

which is connected. If 25 = —1 one deduces in the same way that ¢~ !(U, \ Ry) is homeo-
morphic to
{W.2) eCxU\ R : W* = (g(21) +22)}

which is also connected.

By Theorem . the space Dy inherits a unique structure of a normal complex space
such that (Do,co, Dg) becomes a 3-sheeted analytic cover with ramification divisor Ry.

By Theorem |1 there exists a connected extension (Dl,cl, D) of the cover over D = C?
with ramification divisor Ry. Let us prove by contradiction that the number b; of its
sheets is equal to one.



Examples 29

Let a1 and ag be the loops defined in . Then the lifted of o = a4 - by ¢y based at
any preimage of (1,0) is not closed whereas « is homotopic inside D\ R; to the constant
path. It follows that the extension is not in the strong sense and b; < 2.

If by = 2 one deduces by Theorem that Dy is equivalent to

Di={(2,() €D xC:*=2z—2}.

and there exists a holomorphic function ¢ : Dy — C such that for every (z,w) € Dy

o(z,w)? = 21 — 23. The function h(w) = p(w, (¥51)?, 21

on the open set W = {w eC: (%)2 € Q} which contains 0.. We have a contradiction

) is well-defined holomorphic

because h(w)? = w? for every w € W.
Finally one deduces that b; = 1 and every connected extension of (Dy,cg, Dy) over Dy
is the trivial cover.
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