
ON LEFT INVERSES IN THE LEMPERT THEOREM

WŁODZIMIERZ ZWONEK

ABSTRACT. In the paper we discuss the problem of existence, uniqueness and extension through
the boundary of left inverses to complex geodesics in Lempert domains. We concentrate on
special left inverses (so called Lempert left inverses) characterized by the fact that their fibers
are intersections of affine hyperplanes with the domain.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a domain D ⊂ Cn we define the Carathéodory pseudodistance

cD(w,z) := sup{p(F(w),F(z)) : D ∈ O(D,D)} (1.1)

and the Lempert function

lD(w,z) := inf{p(λ1,λ2) : ∃ f ∈ O(D,D), f (λ1) = w, f (λ2) = z} , w,z ∈ D, (1.2)

where p is the Poincaré distance on the unit disc. We also put c∗D := tanhcD and l∗D := tanh lD.
A fundamental Lempert theorem states the following ([16], [17], [18]).

Theorem 1.1. Let D be a strongly linearly convex domain in Cn, n ≥ 2 or a convex domain in
Cn, n ≥ 1. Then cD ≡ lD.

Any taut domain D ⊂ Cn for which the Lempert theorem holds is called a Lempert domain.
The Lempert domain may be characterized in the following way. For any pair of different
points w,z ∈ D there is a holomorphic mapping f : D → D passing through w and z, and a
holomorphic function G : D → D such that G( f (λ )) = λ , λ ∈ D. In this case f is called
the complex geodesic and G its left inverse. Sometimes the left inverses are understood up to
the post-composition with an automorphism of D, i. e. (a ◦G)( f (λ )) = λ , λ ∈ D, for some
holomorphic automorphism a of D. As a good reference for the theory around the Lempert
theorem, to some extent also as reference on properties of holomorphically invariant functions
that we use in the sequel, we recommend the monograph [11].

Denote the class of Lempert domains by L . The Lempert Theorem states that all bounded
convex and strongly linearly convex domains (as well as their biholomorphic images) belong to
L . Note that the equality of invariant functions as in the Lempert Theorem remains valid under
taking the union of an increasing sequence of domains. Therefore, assuming the increasing
sequence of Lempert domains is taut it will also be the Lempert domain.
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In his proof Lempert showed more; namely, the left inverses he constructed were Lempert left
inverses. We call the left inverse G Lempert (sometimes in the literature they are called good) if
G−1(λ ) is the intersection of an affine hyperplane with D. Note that the Lempert left inverse G
on D is determined by the value of its derivative G′( f (λ )): G−1(λ ) = ( f (λ )+kerG′( f (λ )))∩
D, λ ∈ D.

Denote by L0 a subclass of L of domains for which all complex geodesics have Lempert
inverses. Therefore, assuming the union of increasing sequence of elements of L0 is taut it
will also be an element of L0. As already mentioned all bounded convex and strongly linearly
convex domains belong to the class L0.

In his proof Lempert showed the existence of duals that are closely related with left inverses.
More precisely, let D be a domain where the Lempert method works and let f : D → D be a
complex geodesic.

The holomorphic mapping h : D 7→Cn is a dual to a complex geodesic f if h ∈ H1(D,Cn) is
not identically equal to 0 and the following relation is satisfied:

(z− f (G(z))•h(G(z)) = 0, (1.3)

where G is a left inverse to f .
Lempert proved that, under suitable assumptions on D, the above equation well defines the

holomorphic left inverse G. That is the value G(z), z ∈ D, is given as the only λ ∈ D such that

(z− f (λ ))•h(λ ) = 0. (1.4)

The above discussion as well as an alternate approach to the proof of the Lempert theorem by
Royden-Wong ([23]) may be found not only in Lempert papers but also in [11] and [1].

In the paper we make a bit different approach to the existence of Lempert left inverses. We re-
place the duals with objects defined by the derivative of a left inverse and then we produce from
the left inverse the Lempert left inverse and we present sufficient conditions for the uniqueness
of left inverses (Theorem 2.1). We then produce a family of Lempert left inverses connecting
existing two Lempert left inverses to the same complex geodesic (Theorem 2.3).

Further in Section 3 we present results on holomorphic extensions of left inverses through
the boundary.

In Section 4 we analyze special domains of the bidisc and the symmetrized bidisc where for
some complex geodesics the structure of the class of Lempert left inverses is studied.

Additionally, we recall examples of left inverses in the ball showing the possible obstructions
to the regularity of left inverses even in very regular domains.

2. LEFT INVERSES INDUCE LEMPERT LEFT INVERSES

As already mentioned we follow below the idea of Lempert but with a small modification.
Namely, instead of considering the dual we shall work with some other function that coincides
with the dual in regular situation. The attitude we present has advantage of being applicable in
more situations and lets us conclude more properties of Lempert left inverses constructed. In
many situations the functions coincide (up to some normalization constant) with the duals – this
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is for instance the case of strongly convex domains. Unlike the duals the functions we examine
behave well under the increasing sequence of domains.

We start with the following obvious observation. Having given a complex geodesic f :D→D
and a corresponding left inverse G : D → D we get the equality

G′( f (λ ))• f ′(λ ) = 1, λ ∈ D, (2.1)

where w• z := ∑
n
j=1 w jz j, w = (w1, . . . ,wn), z = (z1, . . . ,zn) ∈ Cn It follows from a result of [1]

(Lemma 2.6.44) that in regular situation (D being strongly convex) the dual h from the theory
of Lempert is unique (up to a positive constant) and related with G by the formula:

h(λ ) = G′( f (λ )),λ ∈ D. (2.2)

To avoid the necessity of taking the radial values of functions involved (which is a priori not
guaranteed for the general case for the function G′ ◦ f ) we make below observation that lets us
consider the Kobayashi balls rather than the whole domain and then we need not bother about
the boundary regularity of the functions involved.

Recall that the sublevel sets of the Kobayashi distance with one argument fixed in convex
domains behave well. More specifically, for the fixed p ∈ D, where D is a bounded convex
domain, the sublevel sets (Kobayashi balls)

Bk∗D(p,R) := {z ∈ D : k∗D(p,z)< R} (2.3)

are convex and
Bk∗D(p,ρR) = Bk∗Bk∗D

(p,R)
(p,ρ), 0 < R < 1,0 < ρ < 1. (2.4)

As a consequence of the method of Royden-Wong (as presented in e. g. [11]) we get the
following.

Theorem 2.1. Let D be a bounded convex domain. Let f : D→ D be a complex geodesic and
let G be its left inverse. Then for all z ∈ D there is exactly one λ =: H(z) ∈ D such that

(z− f (λ ))•G′( f (λ )) = 0 (2.5)

and H : D 7→ D is holomorphic.
Consequently, H is the Lempert left inverse to f with H ′( f (λ )) = G′( f (λ )), λ ∈ D.
Moreover, if G is a Lempert left inverse then H ≡ G.
In the case the supporting hyperplanes are determined uniquely for the Kobayashi balls cen-

tered at f (0) then there is only one Lempert left inverse to f (this holds for instance in the case
of strongly convex domains).

Proof. Define the real hypersurface MR := {z ∈ D : |G(z)|2 = R2}, 0 < R < 1. Note that MR
is disjoint from the convex domain Bk∗D( f (0),R) and for any |λ0| = R we have f (λ0) ∈ MR ∩
∂ (Bk∗D( f (0),R)), and MR is smooth (even real analytic) near f (∂△(0,R)). Consequently, the
vector G′( f (λ0))G( f (λ0)) = G′( f (λ0))λ0 is orthogonal to MR at f (λ0). As Bk∗D( f (0),R) is a
convex domain we easily get that the affine tangent space f (λ0)+ Tf (λ0)MR to MR at f (λ0),
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|λ0|= R, is disjoint from Bk∗D( f (0),R). Consequently, f (λ0)+Tf (λ0)MR is a supporting real affine
hyperplane to Bk∗D( f (0),R) at f (λ0) and then

Re
(
(z− f (λ ))•

(
G′( f (λ )))/λ

))
< 0, |λ |= R. (2.6)

Now we may use Lemma 11.2.2 from [11] to get that there is the (Lempert) left inverse HR to
f|△(0,R) in Bk∗D( f (0),R). And thus passing with R → 1 we easily get the Lempert left inverse H
to f in D.

The equality of derivatives follows from the fact that the fiber of H over λ is determined by
the kernel of G′( f (λ )) and the uniformizing equality H ′( f (λ )• f ′(λ ) = G′( f (λ ))• f ′(λ ) = 1.

The equality of G and H in the case G is the Lempert left inverse follows directly from the
equality of derivatives at f (λ ).

As the kernel of H ′( f (λ )) is a complex supporting hyperplane to Bk∗D( f (0), |λ |) at f (λ ) in
the case the supporting hyperplanes are determined uniquely there is only one Lempert left
inverse to a given complex geodesic. □

Now we show how we may produce a one parameter family of left inverses under the as-
sumption that there exist two different Lempert left inverses.

Remark 2.2. We start with the following obvious observation. For the given complex geodesic
f : D→ D let G0,G1 : D →D be its different left inverses. Then certainly the functions (convex
combinations of G0 and G1) (1− t)G0 + tG1, t ∈ [0,1], are (pairwise different) left inverses to
f . However, in the case G0,G1 are Lempert left inverses their convex combination need not be
a Lempert left inverse. But utilizing the previous theorem in place of the convex combination of
original left inverses we may produce a one parameter family of Lempert left inverses joining
the original Lempert left inverses.

Theorem 2.3. Let D⊂Cn be a bounded convex domain and let f :D→D be a complex geodesic
with two left inverses G0 and G1. Then there is a one parameter family of Lempert left inverses
Ht : D →D, t ∈ [0,1], for the complex geodesic f connecting the corresponding left inverses H0
and H1.

Proof. The functions Gt := (1− t)G0 + tG1 are left inverses for f . By Theorem 2.1 there are
Lempert left inverses Ht satisfying the equation:

H ′
t ( f (λ )) = G′

t( f (λ )) = (1− t)G′
0( f (λ ))+ tG′

1( f (λ )), λ ∈ D, (2.7)

which finishes the proof. □

Remark 2.4. The above theorem is non-trivial even in the case G0 and G1 are different Lempert
left inverses and it produces a one parameter family of Lempert left inverses connecting two
given ones giving us a version of the convexity property in the class of Lempert left inverses.
In other words any two Lempert left inverses for the given complex geodesic in the bounded
convex domain are homotopic.
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3. REGULARITY OF (LEMPERT) LEFT INVERSES

Let us recall that the regularity properties of complex geodesics f , their duals h and Lempert
left inverses G in strongly (linearly) convex domain D may be found for instance in [16], [17],
[18], [1]). Let us list some of the properties of the functions mentioned.

• f extends to a Hölder mapping on D,

• the dual h is uniquely determined (up to a multiple scalar) and it extends as a Hölder
mapping on D – actually, up to a positive constant h(λ ) = G′( f (λ )), λ ∈ D,

• f ′(λ )•h(λ ) =C > 0, λ ∈ D.
Other results on regular extensions of complex geodesics may be found for instance in [19],

[7], [6], [10], [5], [24].
Let us prove now a result on holomorphic extension of the left inverse through a point of the

boundary of a complex geodesic. Variations on the regular extensions of left inverses may be
found in [1] (Theorem 2.6.43).

Proposition 3.1. Let D be a bounded convex domain in Cn and let f be a complex geodesic in D,
h its dual and G the Lempert left inverse to f determined by h (which in particular means that it
satisfies the equation (1.3)). Assume further that f ′•h≡C > 0 on D. Fix z0 ∈ ∂D and let λ0 ∈D
be such that λ0 belongs to a cluster set G∗(z0). Assume that f and h extend holomorphically
through λ0 (which is trivially satisfied if λ0 ∈ D). Then G extends holomorphically through z0.

Proof. Actually, consider the equation

Φ(z,λ ) := (z− f (λ ))•h(λ ) = 0 (3.1)

that for z∈D and λ ∈D defines a Lempert left inverse H, H(z) := λ . We know that Φ( f (λ0),λ0)=

0 and ∂Φ

∂λ
( f (λ0),λ0) =− f ′(λ0)•h(λ0). The last expression is different from 0.

Then the implicit mapping theorem finishes the proof. □

In the proof of the above proposition the crucial property that enabled us to use implicit
function theorem was the fact that f ′ •h ≡C on D. Note that replacing in the assumptions h(λ )
with G′( f (λ )) the property will be satisfied so combining the above result (and its proof) with
Theorem 2.1 we may formulate the following.

Corollary 3.2. Let D be a bounded convex domain in Cn, let f be a complex geodesic in D and
let G be its left inverse. Assume that f extends holomorphically through λ0 ∈ D and G extends
holomorphically through f (λ0) ∈ ∂D. Then the corresponding Lempert left inverse H (the one
existing by Theorem 2.1) extends holomorphically through f (λ0).

The above result means that the holomorphic extension property of the left inverse implies
the holomorphic extension property of the corresponding Lempert left inverse.

We close this subsection with some further properties. First we have
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Corollary 3.3. Let D be a strongly convex domain in Cn. Assume that the complezx geodesic
f and its dual extend holomorphically through the boundary. Then the corresponding Lempert
left inverse extends holomorphically through the boundary of D.

And an immediate consequence of a result of Lempert we get the following known property
(see [16], [1], compare also [12]).

Corollary 3.4. Let D be a strongly convex domain with real analytic boundary. Then the
Lempert left inverses extend holomorphically through D. Moreover, for z ∈ D |G(z)| = 1 iff
z ∈ f (∂D).

3.1. Obstruction to regular extensions of left inverses. It is known that for very regular do-
mains there exist left inverses that are not Lempert which shows that the uniqueness of left
inverses to complex geodesics does not hold generally (for results on that topic see for instance
[13]). The simplest example in that context that also shows the noncontinuity of left inverses
(being certainly non Lempert) in very regular situation is the function

B2 ∋ z → z1√
1− z2

2

∈ D (3.2)

that is a left inverse to the complex geodesic D ∋ λ → (λ ,0) ∈ B2 and it does not extend
continuously through the points (0,±1).

A more refined example of a (non-Lempert) left inverse in the unit ball B2 is the following
example (see [14], compare also [15])

G : B2 ∋ z →
2z1(1− z1)− z2

2
2(1− z1)− z2

2
∈ D (3.3)

that is a left inverse (up to a post-composition with an automorphism of the unit disc) to a ’big’
family of complex geodesics

ft(λ ) =
(

t2 +λ

1+ t2 ,
t(λ −1)

1+ t2

)
, λ ∈ D, t ∈ R. (3.4)

The function G does not extend continuously through the only point (1,0) and extends holo-
morphically through all other boundary points. It also assumes at the boundary of B2 the values
from ∂D for all z ∈ ∂B2 \ {(1,0)} iff Im(z2(1− z1)) = 0, which shows that the behaviour of
left inverses in very regular domain (the ball) differs significantly from the behaviour of the
Lempert left inverse.

4. EXAMPLES OF DOMAINS ADMITTING MANY LEMPERT LEFT INVERSES

As we saw in regular domains (strongly convex) the Lempert left inverses are uniquely deter-
mined (unlike the case of general left inverses). We present below the situation in a less regular
domains and we concentrate on two important classical examples.
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4.1. The bidisc. In the case of the bidisc the study of complex geodesics may be reduced (up
to holomorphic automorphisms of the bidisc) to the two cases. We shall consider them below.

First consider the complex geodesic

D ∋ λ → (λ ,λψ(λ )),λ ∈ D, (4.1)

where ψ : D→ D is holomorphic.
Then the (only) left inverse (and thus the only Lempert left inverse) is the projection on the

first coordinate.
On the other hand the complex geodesic

fd : D ∋ λ → (λ ,λ ) ∈ D2 (4.2)

has many left inverses. More precisely, any left inverse to fd hast the following form (see [2],
Example 11.79):

G(z) =
tz1 +(1− t)z2 − z1z2h(z)
1− ((1− t)z1 + tz2)h(z)

, (4.3)

where t ∈ [0,1] and h : D2 → D is holomorphic.
There are also many Lempert left inverses to fd . For instance, for t ∈ [0,1] the function

D2 ∋ z → tz1 +(1− t)z2 ∈ D is a Lempert left inverse to fd .
Below we shall prove that these are all Lempert left inverses to fd .

Proposition 4.1. Any Lempert left inverse to the complex geodesic fd is of the following form:
G(z) = tz1 +(1− t)z2, t ∈ [0,1], z ∈ D2.

Proof. Let G be a Lempert inverse. It must be as in (4.3). In the case t = 0 or t = 1 we get that
G is one of the projections.

Assume then that t ∈ (0,1) and let G be a Lempert left inverse. Then G must be as above
such that for any α ∈ D we get v ∈ C2 \{(0,0)} such that

G(α(1,1)+λv) = α (4.4)

for all λ with |α +λv1|, |α +λv2|< 1. Transforming the last formula we get that

λ (tv1 +(1− t)v2) = h(α(1,1)+λv)λ (α(tv1 +(1− t)v2)+λv1v2). (4.5)

This gives for λ ̸= 0

(α(tv1 +(1− t)v2)+λv1v2)h(α(1,1)+λv) = tv1 +(1− t)v2. (4.6)

Consequently, either h(α(1,1)) = 1/α , which give a contradiction or tv1+(1− t)v2 = 0. In the
latter case we may choose v = (1− t,−t) and then h(α(1,1)+λ (1− t,−t)) = 0 for all α ∈ D
and sufficiently small λ ∈D. Then by the identity principle h ≡ 0 which finishes the proof. □

Remark 4.2. Note that unlike in the case of the unit ball the holomorphic automorphsims of the
bidisc do not transform affine complex lines to affine complex lines so the fact that we gave
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a complete description of Lempert left inverses for fd does not mean that we get a complete
description of Lempert left inverses of complex geodesics of the form

D ∋ λ → (λ ,a(λ )) ∈ D, (4.7)

where a is an automorphism of D.

4.2. The symmetrized bidisc. The symmetrized bidisc G2 defined as

G2 := {(λ1 +λ2,λ1λ2) : λ1,λ2 ∈ D} (4.8)

is a Lempert domain that is not biholomorphic to a convex domain or even cannot be exhausted
by domains that are biholomorphic to convex domains (see [3], [8], [9]). However, it is an
increasing union of strongly linearly convex domains (see [22]) which consequently by the
standard properties of invariant functions implies directly from the papers of Lempert that it is
a Lempert domain and even more, it is from the class L0.

There is a complete description of all complex geodesics in the symmetrized bidisc. They
are uniquely determined and extend holomorphically through the boundary of D which differs
from the case of the bidisc (see [4], [21]).

Unlike in the case of the bidisc any holomorphic automorphism of the symmetrized bidisc
maps intersections of G2 with affine lines to intersections of G2 with affine lines.

We know a family of Lempert left inverses from which we may find left inverses to all com-
plex geodesics in the symmetrized bidisc. Define

Ψω(s, p) :=
2p−ωs
2−ωs

, (s, p) ∈G2, |ω| ≤ 1. (4.9)

The family {Ψω : |ω|= 1} may replace the family of all bounded holomorphic functions in the
definition of the Carathéodory distance and thus for any complex geodesic in the symmetrized
bidisc there is a left inverse of the form Ψω , |ω|= 1 (up to a composition with an automorphism
of the unit disc).

Note that Ψω , |ω| = 1, does not extend continuously through the point (2ω,ω2). On the
other hand Ψω , ω ∈ D, extends holomorphically through all other boundary points of G2.

In [13] the authors found a complete characterization of uniqueness of left inverse to complex
geodesics. In most cases the complex geodesics admit only one left inverse (that is then the
Lempert left inverse). The cases of complex geodesics with non-uniqueness comprise the royal
geodesic and flat geodesics that we discuss below. And a very special case of complex geodesics
omitting the royal variety that we shall not discuss.

4.3. Lempert left inverse to the royal geodesic. We start with the royal geodesic that is the
geodesic of the form

fr : D ∋ λ → (2λ ,λ 2) ∈G2. (4.10)

We have a complete description of all left inverses to fr.
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Proposition 4.3. The mapping Ψ : G2 → D is the left inverse to the complex geodesic fr iff

Ψ(s, p) =
s−2ph(s, p)
2− sh(s, p)

, (s, p) ∈G2, (4.11)

where h ∈ O(G2,D).

Proof. It follows from the description of left inverses to complex geodesics in the bidisc that the
arbitrary left inverse Ψ to fr is such that Φ := Ψ◦π , is the left inverse to the complex geodesic
fd in D2 so it is of the form as in (4.3) with the additional symmetry condition. It means, in
particular, that

t =
∂Φ(0,0)

∂ z1
=

∂Φ(0,0)
∂ z2

= 1− t, (4.12)

which means in particular that t = 1/2 and easily finishes the proof. □

Note that the functions Ψω , |ω| ≤ 1 being the left inverses (up to a composition with the disc
automorphisms) of complex geodesics of the symmetrized bidisc are Lempert left inverses.

Below we present an implicit way of the application of Theorem 2.1 and provide more exam-
ples of Lempert left inverse to the royal geodesic. Note that we cannot apply this theorem as the
symmetrized bidisc is not convex (nor even biholomorphic to a convex domain) but we show
how the construction presented in Theorem 2.1 leads to the formulas for new (in our opinion
unexpected) Lempert left inverses to fr. But as we cannot apply Theorem 2.1 we have to, after
establishing the possible formula for the Lempert left inverse, verify that the function given by
that formula is in fact the left inverse for fr.

Note that the functions −ωΨω , |ω|= 1, are left inverses to fr and

(−ωΨω)
′(s, p) =

2
(2−ωs)2

(
ω(ω − pω),ω2s−2ω

)
, (s, p) ∈G2. (4.13)

The equation in Theorem 2.1 describing the Lempert left inverse would be(
(2λ ,λ 2)− (s, p)

)
• 2
(2−ω2λ )2

(
1−ω

2
λ

2,−ω(2−ω2λ )
)
= 0. (4.14)

Now the way the intermediate Lempert left inverses are produced in Theorem 2.3 gives us (in
the case the left iverses related with ω2 =−ω1 =−1 and t = 1/2 are considered) the following
relation

−sλ
2 +2λ (1+ p)− s = 0. (4.15)

Consequently, our candidate for the Lempert left inverse would be the function

Φ(s, p) :=
s

1+ p+
√

(1+ p)2 − s2
, (s, p) ∈G2, (4.16)

where the square root in the definition of Φ is chosen so that
√

1 = 1. At this place note that for
(s, p) = (λ1 +λ2,λ1λ2) ∈ G2 we have (1− p)2 + s2 = (1−λ 2

1 )(1−λ 2
2 ) so the square root in

the definition of Φ (and thus the function Φ) is a well-defined holomorphic function.
What remains to prove is to show that |Φ(s, p)|< 1, (s, p) ∈G2.
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Note that Φ(s, p) = s/(1+p)

1+
√

1−(s/(1+p))2 . In other words we have the composition of two func-

tions Φ = α ◦β , β (s, p) := s
1+p , α(λ ) := λ

1+
√

1−λ 2 . The calculations carried out on p. 153 in
[20] give the following

β (G2) =
⋃

λ∈D
△
(

2i Imλ

1−|λ |2
,
|1−λ 2|
1−|λ |2

)
. (4.17)

As
∣∣∣±1+ 2i Imλ

1−|λ |2

∣∣∣= |1−λ 2|
1−|λ |2 we get that β (G2) =C\ ((−∞,−1]∪ [1,∞)) =: A. On the other hand

one may verify that α(A) = D which completes the proof of our claim.

Remark 4.4. It would be desirable to try to find all the Lempert inverses to the royal geodesic.
As we saw in Proposition 4.3 the full description of left inverses to the royal geodesic is known.
But it seems that a nice description of all the Lempert left inverses could be more challenging.

4.4. Analysis of the case of flat geodesics. Another class of complex geodesics admitting
many (Lempert) left inverses are so called flat geodesics. They are of the form

D ∋ λ → (β +βλ ,λ ) ∈G2, (4.18)

where |β | < 1. As all flat geodesics are biholomorphically equivalent we may assume that
β = 0. All the functions Ψω , |ω| ≤ 1 are its Lempert left inverses (up to rotations). Let us
repeat the reasoning as in the case of the royal geodesic. The formula for the left inverse in
Theorem 2.1 would lead to the following equation

((0,λ )− (s, p))• (λω −ω,2) = 0. (4.19)

The reasoning as in the case of the royal geodesic that imitates the procedure introduced in
Theorem 2.3 with ω1,ω2 ∈ D, t ∈ [0,1] leads to the solution of λ = Ψtω1+(1−t)ω2(s, p). And
thus in this case the procedure delivers the known Lempert left inverses.

Remark 4.5. The above considerations leave a lot of problems open; some of them have al-
ready been mentioned. As to other problems one may ask the question whether the family of
all Lempert left inverses to a given complex geodesic in the symmetrized bidisc is always con-
nected. Can one have a counterpart of Theorem 2.1 in a wider class of domains or applied to
special complex geodesics, perhaps for the symmetrized bidisc? Can one find all (Lempert) left
inverses to flat geodesics or a royal geodesic?
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[15] Ł. KOSIŃSKI, W. ZWONEK, Extension property and universal sets, Canadian J. Math. 73 (2021), no. 3,
717–736.

[16] L. LEMPERT, La métrique de Kobayashi et la représentation des domaines sur la boule, Bull. Soc. Math.
France 109 (1981), no. 4, 427–474.

[17] L. LEMPERT, Holomorphic retracts and intrinsic metrics in convex domains, Anal. Math. 8, (1982), 257–261.
[18] L. LEMPERT, Intrinsic distances and holomorphic retracts, in Complex analysis and applications ’81 (Varna,

1981), 341–364, Publ. House Bulgar. Acad. Sci., Sofia, 1984.
[19] P. R. MERCER, Complex geodesics and iterates of holomorphic maps on convex domains in Cn, Trans. Am.

Math. Soc. 338, (1993), 201–211.
[20] N. NIKOLOV, P PFLUG, W. ZWONEK, An example of a bounded C-convex domain which is not biholomor-

phic to a convex domain, Math. Scand. 102 (2008), 149–155.
[21] P. PFLUG, W. ZWONEK, Description of all complex geodesics in the symmetrized bidisc, Bull. London Math.

Soc. 37(4) (2005), 575–584.
[22] P. PFLUG, W. ZWONEK, Exhausting domains of the symmetrized bidisc, Ark. Mat. 50 (2012), 397–402.
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