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M=

AR TIE RIMS :[EF7E THEMERO bR e o — EFAEK ] BT 2HONEIINZ, 0
BEONIT- & HFEOMMVEIC X 2 M ZARE O 72 2 FHE AT I OW TR T 5. SO N T [6]
ZIRICLTZbDOTH Y, GHRZER O ERIZREYEIC X2 MSHREOREMTICET IO ThH o7z,
T/ DN T b Z DN Z RIS O TH 523, Gromov OFFMMEL DD &9 JR
INETEITRALD. b, Gromov X Forstneric 512 X - T 5417z subelliptic 72 & 13
ThH2 &) EEOHFEAR, [5] (21T 5 Gromov O PRI 5 HERRRENNED .

1 EZHEEEERFERE

FTHIDOIC, KFRIZBT 2 HFEOBAZ LT <. AR CIER SRR ITETE N DH nH A%
W=7 b0 & L, ZERONA & LT BEuclid (4R, BARZEMOAFE & L CTid =277 RBINLAH O A
BERD. FICEFESRIKE XY, Z, 2037 MEE K CX IZXRLT, f: Zx K =Y DEAIGH
ThoH L, K OBTE U C X BFEEL f NERIEGEH Z xU - Y RSN Z L ET5.

U ED¥EfO S &, RRRIZBWTERBROR G L 22 DS REEZEANT 5. MZARBITRO X D
(2, ERIEA 0 Runge BLEEUEBE B U NEDZERIA L L TER SNLD.

T 1. HHLEA Y PEASHEETHS LI, LEOHRK n e N BLOEED 2 L7 hUES
K CC" ot LCHIBS&OES OC™,Y)|x C OK,Y) 75 L 7252 & Th 5.

] Z 4R 1T Gromov [5] DfEF % Forstneric X° Larusson H 238k L OWEM T 2R CAENT
BEETH D, MBI L WD AR, Stein 2241670 B [ ZERIE~D GG 3R D K O IR DO JFEE (BI%k
ACIR T DT =) AT 2 LK 5.

EHE 1 (cf. [3, Theorem 5.4.4]). X % Stein ZHRIK, Y Z[ZHRIE, K C X =237 F O(X)
MES X C X ZBMITEIE S EA S L, BB fo: X — Y 13 K olrfE: X' o ETIEH

LEANE b EPNG. Kox) = {p € X : |f(p)] < maxgex |f(x)], Vf € OX)} B K I LLEVS 2L Tha,
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ThHHLETH. ZOLE, fo BAEEL fL e O(X,Y) LARBFERE— fi: X oY, te0,1] T,
2TO t e [0,1] IR LIKBRY oL 5 R ORFEET S f, 12 K 0¥ e X' o LTERTS

D, filx = folk™ 2 filx = folx'-

ZOMOFEOMIZE, ¥ x v MEBRICET 2 MOFEC/ ST 2 — X ROROJFER 72 & 638 &
THEY, ZL OREREWVZEHETH D Z ENMBILTND (cf. [3, §5.15]).

b HDERLEENRI THHNE I WHRITHZ L 2B 220 EFE IR 5 EAGGOI PR E
ZEHEM OIE—BKICE THEL <, 2 2T Gromov 23 A L7z MR B9 5. Gromov [4, 5]
(X o THPE L BET 2M& L L TEASHIAMMER, REOIERZEMIE L A CEREFFOEHE L
LTt Tz, Lo LEURAGICHEIME & v 9 ST TIE, LT T2 % subelliptic, elliptic, Elly
® & 9 7% dominability & B4 2 EHIZEMEZ 5T O Y TH 5. Gromov [4, 5] TOMMMEL,
Forstneric [2] TEA I -FEMMHTH 5 subelliptic & W H SO EFRE DL FIZHRR5:

o WHELERIAY I3 subelliptic TH 5 E1L, Y EOFRMOTERNY MK 7, B; — Y &%)
WHCHIIRT 2 L ES 5 2 5 TEAIEE s, - E; - Y, j=1,...,m T, fEED y € Y \Zxf L
T Y (dso, (Bjy) = Ty Y™ L7222 bOREET D2 L Th 5.

o BWHELIEIRY 2 elliptic THDH L, ETm=1LLEbDORKY IS ETHS.

o EHLKIKY M Ell, ThbLEIE, HEED Stein 2K X LEEOEAIEH fo € O(X,Y)
ICH LT, NeN LRGSR f:CVNx X =-Y T, % o€ X IZHLT f(0,2) = folz) >
D:ls=0f(z,2) : ToCN — Ty ()Y DRI D LONFEIET HZ ETHD.

o HRLARIKY S Elly TH D &13, Stein ZHAROARMTRII 3 EE DN D Y ~OIERIE
BRI LT, Ve y MERIZETAMOFERHK VLS L THD.

o WHERLEIKY M Ell,, THD LI, EE 1ICBI BEDOMS %2 ¥ = v MIEEIZ L7 o 5
DEERNT A —Z RPN T D Z & T 5 (cf. 5, §3.1]).

Gromov I [5] 123 T elliptic Z2#EHEZLERILD Ell (16> Thfl) TH 5 Z & &7~ L, Forstneric [2]
ILZ % subelliptic 72 DIZ—B L L7z, T o6 2 13 FE Lie B2 U IERIHEBRIIIIERT 5
BHELZRENRMTH D Z &0, HEGHBEE 2D 2 L TR S . BIEMSEREE L THmL T
HERZIEIRD L X, subelliptic THDH Z EZRIND I & THRIEZEND LN TN,

Gromov WFEHMEE WH SETEKR L2 01X, % Euclid 25/ C* 5% < O EAIG4 %5
KTHEVWOIHETHD. BIRTIE, 2OXH 72T L akka A G Z T HEEIXIER REME
(holomorphic flexibility) & TS, [ZERIRILR OJRELD AL HER 2 72 IERIZHRMEZ FF> 2 & 73
3% LT T, 2O THREM R ERIZRIEE 2T 5:

o WHELZHKIKY 7 dominable THDH X, D yeY ICxL, NeN & feOCVY) T
£(0) =y > dfg(ToCN) = T, Y £72% bOREETH L Th b,

*2 o IFMGZEM DA TRV E WS BRTH S,
B Ry E Oy L0774 8—%HKL, 0y FTOFMEERT.
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o BIBLZERIRY I strongly dominable THH L1%, LXK ye Y ITH LKV DT & ThHD.
o MFELIIRY H C-connected T 5 L1E, {EED a,be Y IZX L, ARED f; € O(C,Y),
j=1,....m Tac fi(C), b€ fn(C), f{{C)N fiz1(C)#£D, j=1,....m—1 L 725LD

PIFET D5 2L ThD.

o MFLERIKY 8 strongly C-connected ThH L1E, ETCm=1 L7 bDONRKYILDZ LT
b5

o BEHELIEIK Y M C-dominated T2 L%, f € OC,Y) T f(C)=Y &7 bDNREIET 2
ZLThHD.

M ZARIRAN LA EDOIERIZi M 2 2Tl 2 L ITER 1 266 Th D, 22T, ZTNETITE
ASNTEEOMORERZEH L T < (Ellw < Ellp 1 Oka ##H34 52 & Tt S 5):

elliptic =——=> Ell Elly Elly
subelliptic > Oka \ > strongly dominable =——=> dominable
C-dominated strongly C-connected =————=> C-connected

[if] Z ARG IV T, [ Z AR IR DR FHIRHEAST T 2152 2 &, R#IZ subelliptic = Oka O
DHENET D0 E D DRI b EERMEO—>Th D, T L T subelliptic = Oka = strongly
dominable ® “O>DKREID H 5, L7 &b —DOMIIHENL LN EAMLNTND [1]. ETEA
U 72 1E I ZRHRME 23 ] AR IR DA P RORFET 1T 2 5 2 TS N2 B LW O TR, i TRWERZERIR T
% strongly C-connected 7>> C-dominated & 72 55557038 5 Z & BIROBINE 305,

#5 (Rosay-Rudin [7]). C? NOMEERESEA D C C? Tho T, FURTRAMNIEA TH D L 5 7
TED fe OCHCH) I LT f(CO)ND #0 LRDLOMFEET D, ZDK57% D IR LT
Y =C*\D %#%x%. +5& EOMENS Y X dominable T2\ D Tl TRWA3, IRITHI 72 B H
(cf. [3, §8.8]) IZL D Y iF strongly C-connected 7>> C-dominated T %.

6] TIEZD LD RBERDOY &, BREFED ERIZFHRMEZ T T < IERIBAG 0 22 [ o 1ERI| Fe ikt &
THEZ DI L TR KM EAEMAT T 2572, RFETIX [6] TH ORI REB X OZ OFERIC
DTS 5.

2 BREMOIERZFIREIC K S S HRIEDEET T

BHREBIK (b LIZZ0a LA MAHER) X,Y, Z Ikt LFE f: Z — O(X,Y) SEBT
HHEX, BRIMNMET 258 Zx X =Y, (z,2) — f(z)(x) DEAITHLZ L ETDH. ZDX
INCHBZEM Ak e T2 ERIGBZERT D 2 & T, AIE CTEA L ERI M2 55 22 M2kt
LCHRERICE 2D Z LN TE%. dominable, strongly dominable LA# D EFE DAL IZH A TH
5. O(X,Y) 78 strongly dominable T 5 &%, fEED ¢ € O(X,Y) IZxt L, N € N L IERIG#
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f:CN = O(X,Y) T f(0) = PAEED z € X ZxtL d(evyo f)o(ToCN) = Ty Y™ L7225
LOWGFHETDHZ L THD. FRICEBRZEM O(X,Y) 28 dominable THHEWH ZEHERLL LD
LT 5L, ik Y A dominable TH 25 Z & AL MNZEMEIZ 72> T LE S 720, BRZERICx LT
dominable TH LN E I NIHBEZX72NZ LIZT 5.

WOFEEN [6] IZBITHEEETH Y, GARZEM OBRES ORI K 2EFEEIC X - THIZERAZ
RPN TN .

E# 2 ([6, Theorem 3.2)). EREZEIKY (KL, UL TFORMFEZFETH S

1. Y XMk Th 5.
2 ATEOA RN Q LEEOETAVHESOM U,V C OQ,Y) o3t L, ERIG 4
FiC = OQ,Y) T O U, F)EV LRDHOBEIETS.

Z DRSS T LR DI D, BARZER O IERIZR8MEIT 1 2 LU T OFRFEAT T 2N EIZHE S .
F 1 ERZHREY (SHL, UTORMIFEETH S

1. Y ZMZRETH 5.

2. {EE D Stein 24K X 12Xk L, O(X,Y) OEZEOIREFEK 21X C-dominated TH 5.

3. AEEOAFMEE Q o5t L, O(Q,Y) I C-dominated T 5.

4. fEE D Stein ZERIE X IZx L, O(X,Y) OAEEOIMRER 5 1T strongly C-connected T
5.

S MAEEOAFMEEK Q 1okt L, O(Q,Y) IX strongly C-connected TH % .

PUFCIGER 2 ORI 2R 5. 9D OEE R 25 v 713, MEREEO TR % IR (ct.
E 1) A7 D < HAASERIEIC RS SE5 2 L ThD. T8y MUEEA K C CM L RE
WBAM A CP 2R SR, EH a e RICHL, K) = {2 € K: \2) < a} B 281275,

BE LY BERLEEL TS, LB Y MRS K C C" LEEOHRFIE A C" 5 R
Zx L, O(K,Y)|x € O(KQ,Y) BB ToHH LTS, OLE Y EMThHD.

ZOMEIZa N7 MVER 2B IIR TR T 5 2 & TEBICHE D . FEBOFEMITANET 5.

H O —DODEBERAT v L, M 1 O PRIEOMR & 72 5 IERIFGH 2 060 B oI Lo TR
% & ZAThD. Forstneric IZX D0 GOEMBEELARICHE T BIZ LIEROEREZ WD Z &1Z
7%, BUSOBLEE U C CN 1o LERIE f: U — O(X,Y) 28 dominating T % & %, fEEO
re X IZHLTd(evgof)o: ToU = Troym)Y WEHTHLZ L LTD. £/ resg DL HITHED
T OHIRE®R o — |k KT

EE 3 (cf. [3, Proposition 5.9.2]). X % Stein 28K, Y #HFE LK, (A, B) % X N Cartan
pair (cf. [3, Definition 5.7.1]) £+ %. THIBEH f: DY — O(A,Y) T resangof : DV —

*evy, TH oz ZRATHE5H ¢ — p(x) 2ET.



O(AN B,Y) 2% dominating T2 b DI L, WAmMIZT 0 <r <1 BFEETDH: EHIER g
DY — O(B,Y) Tresanpog ~resanpo f &5 bDIZxt LT, EIGH h:rDY — O(AUB,Y)
Trespoh =~ f|,pv, respoh = gl,py ERDEDONBFIET D (2L DEBOREEIX, resanpo f
& resanpog DIESITKFT D).

B 2 OFEH. i 1 5 2 28 2 L IIMOFHENSHA LN TH S, o TULTF TIREME 2 21K
ELTY BHSHAETHL Z L z2mnTd.

EEOa Ry NYES K C CY EHIBIABEE X : C" — Rk L, i 1 O E2MHND 5.
FEICF e OK},Y) 2t %. E#X0 F i3bsARMER Q O K £ TEANCIEESNS.
e>0% KXCQrhnkiicts ZoLs (KX K\ KL, it Cartan pair iI725 T 5. %
e K2NK\KY, =KX\ K}, K2UK\K), =K Ths. EHFH G:DY - O(KY) T
resmoG 2% dominating 72 b D% & 5 (ZD XK 5 70 b OIXRFTEEZ W TES ITHEETE 5).
VERS QD KX &#ih s 2 LT EL D EAIEE f: C— ODY,0(Q,Y)) (20D xQ,Y))
T resgpo(f(0)) = F, resmo(f(l)) A reSMOG LD bORNEET D, Ky &
K2\ KD, @Iy 2Rl /2\ a8 MWER THHOT, Ky U KX\ K, BREEANTH .
o T, ERIBEL @ € O(C") T gy % 0, plripr ™ 1 &7 bO%-Weil OIFRIERLL Yt
o EMTE S, ERER F DN = O(KXY) % F'(2)(x) = (fop(x))(2)(z) LEHET DL,
resga o ' = I, res oF' ~ressx—0G &7 5. B3 LV F &L G #50 &5bETE

5% H:rDY — O(K,Y), 0 <r <1 WM TE, resgr o H mresgy o F'|py = F L7252 &
e H0) € OK,Y) ik K &k F il 5. O

ZOAOEREMBICE L DD L, C NOHHRERA~DOEATBRAKRET 52 & T, ZEEES
G OFEPRE Z BRI < 2 LA TE 2 I 2B R BIEREE O PREIC - B L TN THib,
Forstneric LY & HEMIEZ MO THUSHRBMEOMITUZRE > TS 2L WO bDTH S, HilTFk
DTAT T HHNDZ & T, GHZER]N strongly dominable T % &5 M G M SRR K 2 FF AT
D EMy ol IROFETILE OFFEATT & 2N 65t 5 BEARR, sSEHOMZEIZ OV THT 5.

3 TEAMEIC & D SHRIADEEST T

Al F CTlX C-dominated, strongly C-connected &\ 9 IEHIZRIRMEZ BARZEMICx L THEXDH I &
T, MEREENEBMTOND Z &2 Rz, oo B 422 o E I Zdk: & LT, C-connected &
strongly dominable 23% %. G727 C-connected T 2 5E1E, A0 &b % veid (TP 3
CBFEDYN 0LZA% {0} 12)THZLTHMTHDLZ EEZMHATEL LA YN, ZOWHNETH
LW ORMIRTH D, — 5T, BARZE/]N strongly dominable 72 51X TH D &V H RO EHE
RITIZ > CRET 5 Z &N T&E T2,

B 4. HESZREY G L, UTORMHIFETH S :



1Y [ 3MSRETH 5.
2. {LE O Stein 28K X 12X L, O(X,Y) I strongly dominable T 5.
3. AEEOAF MK Q 125k L, O(Q,Y) I strongly dominable TH 5.

COEBIZBITLRME21T,Y B ElL Z2HRETHD ZLEORELE VR THDL Z LITHEETS.
IhbARLRRE LT, FAMEIC K5 MSAREDORHEAT T 2E S .

% 2. ERZEIKITHL, MEBRETHDLZ L L Ell) ZHRETHL Z LITFRMTHS.

subelliptic 72 51X Ell; Th 25 Z LI HIZH 5 (cf. [3, Proposition 8.8.11]) ®T, % 2 7 H
Forstneri¢ [2] (T & % subelliptic 72 51X TH 5 &5 FROBFEAPE LN D.

Gromov % [5, §1.4.E”] IZ8\W\T, [4, p. 72] IZ8i} 5 Exercises (d), (e), (¢) #f#< Z LN TX /2
< Conjectures & FEONZ2WEIRRTWS. 26 OREIL Ell; Z28K1C% L CROJFEEA L Y 32>
MNEMIEHIRBLDOTHSD. LR 2 LY Bl ZEERIIMOFEEEZRZTZ ENDNnDDT, IROD
RBED .

% 3. Gromov DTV [5, §1.4.E”] ([4, p. 72] D Ezercises (d), (e), (e’)) 1ZA&TIELV.

£72 [4, p. T3] T El 26 Elly B89 2 E 2 DAHTH D LR BN TV, ZORRE b i#
WTEF-ZLITRD.

UTTIZER 4 OFERICHOWTHET 5. &ME3ZRELTY M THLZ & 2rmEidt+
STHD. WORMENGEROF—RA > b Thb FAGEH f: CV - OWK,Y) Icx LT
fEO(K,CY) = O(K,Y) % fK(p)(x) = (fop(a))(z) LEDD.

WE 2 K CCr a5y hES, A: C" - R 2B f: CY - OK),Y)
% dominating 72 ERI G &+ 5. ZoLx f(0) € OK, Y|y 25HE, fF9 (0K, CN)) C
O(K,Y)|gy MDD

SIEA. £ e >0 T f:CV - OKY) BE#HSH T dominating (2725 b D% & 5. E
£0 go € O(K)Y) T goly = f(0)|y £7RDHOREET B, BHERDIE e > 0 2HYH
ZHZET, go 1T K2 o ETH f0) I+ ELTEY. ZoESBEABERERL Y, 0 12Ty
p € O(K2,CN) T fE2(p) = golka L7122 bONHEIET 5. HERIIKIEEF ([3, Theorem 3.4.1]) %
d:CN = OKNY), (2) = fE(p+2) WHWSZ LT, §>0 LEHIEH g: DY — O(K,Y)
T, resgx o g A% dominating 7>> g(0) = go, resgrog = Plspy LR D b O EMELT D L2
TE%. BORMEETHLIY, 0< 4§ < & 0 ITHVWEMER ¢ : DY — OK2,CN) T
K2 o0 g = resgroglgpy ERDHOBHEET H. EEIC fRO(p) € FK5 (0K, CN)), o €
O(K},CV) & &%, K) UKM\KY, BEEXMTHDOT, M-Weil OITEES L 0 ERIT 4
Y DN — O(K2,CN) T I‘eSKé\Ow/ ~ 1, resIO\KA o(p+4¢g) &db
DNWFAET D, WO T 1“esto(fKeA o)) ~ K3 (1) o resmo(fK? o)) ~
0 (D2 0 ¢') = resr—s—oglspy E72B. Mo TEMI LV K oy & glspy ZIE

[¢) = res
v K2\K?),

res—xon—
K2\K?2, KX\K2,



B h:rdDN — O(K,Y), 0 <r < 1ICHEW AbE 52 ENTE, h(0) € OK,Y) IX K k
PO () = FK2 0! (0)| ey HIEWIT 5. .

EHJOFH. K C C* #3827 NYES, A C" —» R 2%BILMEE 35, Mgl Lo
O(K,Y)lr = O(KQ,Y) L7252 & amdiE L 0m, O(KY,Y) 320 T O(K, YY)k 738
ThoHILEREETATHL. EEIC ¢ € OK,Y)[g &%, (LY, dominating 72 1E
HIGH f:CV - OK)Y) T f(0) = ¢ &5 b0REET S, K (O(K),CN)) oMz
UCOK,Y) &35, f 5 dominating TH5HZ & EREKERLIY o= f0) el 725, —
TCHiE2 50 UCOK,Y)|xr ThBEDT, o 18 OK,Y)[r PNETHDZ Limhote. O

25 30K
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