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We extend our previous sharp results on distances obtained for analytic Bergman type spaces in unit disk to some new analytic
Bergman type spaces in higher dimensions in C". Also, we study the same problem in anisotropic mixed norm h(p, g, s) spaces

consisting of n-harmonic functions on the unit polydisc of C".

1. Introduction and Preliminaries

The goal of this paper is to add several new results for
distances in analytic Bergman type and Bergman type n-
harmonic function spaces of functions of several variables.

It turns out that some of our distance theorem, which
we proved before for the case of unit disk, are valid under
certain natural conditions in various domains and various
Bergman type analytic spaces. Namely, we look at analytic
Bergman spaces in minimal ball and so-called analytic K-
Bergman spaces and in analytic Bergman-Orlicz spaces.
These analytic spaces act as direct extensions of well-known
analytic Bergman spaces in the unit disk. These analytic
spaces are relatively new and we will include some basic facts
on them in our paper; they will also be needed for proofs
of our assertions partially. We will turn also to polydisk and
n-harmonic function spaces on them providing also a sharp
result there. Note in less general case, namely, in analytic
Bergman type spaces in polydisk, this result is already known
(see [1, 2]).

Our intention in this paper is the same as our previous
papers on this topic; namely, we collect some facts from
earlier investigation concerning Bergman projection and
Bergman kernel and use them for our purposes in estimates
of disty (f, X) function (distance function).

Following our previous paper [1, 2], we easily see that,
to obtain a sharp result for distance function, we only need
several tools and the scheme here is as follows. First we need
an embedding of our quazinormed analytic space (in any
domain) into another one (X ¢ Y), this immediately poses
a problem of disty (f, X) = infgexllf —gly forall f e Y\ X,
and then we need the Bergman reproducing formula for all f
functions from Y space. Then, finally we use the boundedness
of Bergman type projections, with |[K(z, w)| positive kernel
acting from X to X, together with Forelli-Rudin type sharp
estimates of Bergman kernel. These three tools were used in
general Siegel domain of second type, polydisk, and unit ball
in [1-4] (see also various references there). We continue to
use these tools providing new sharp (and not sharp) results
in various spaces of analytic functions in this paper.

First we provide a known result in the unit disk with
complete proof taken from our previous paper ([1, 2]). In the
unit disk case all arguments here are short and transparent
and are based on several tools like Forelli-Rudin type estimate
and estimates for Bergman type projections with positive
Bergman kernel, and then we will see arguing similarly as
in unit disk; we will complete the proof of more complicated
cases easily. The complete formulation of our theorems will be
given, but only sketches of proofs will be added and details of
proofs of higher dimensional cases will be left to readers.



Note that it is easy to see that our assertions may have
various applications in approximation theory, for example.

We will need various definitions for formulations of main
results. All facts about polydisk are taken from [5].

Letn € Nand C" = {z = (21,...,2,):2z, € C,1 < k <
n} be the n-dimensional space of complex coordinates. We
denote the unit polydisk by

U'={zeC" |g|<1,1<k<n} 1
and the distinguished boundary of U” by
T"={zeC" |z|=1,1<k<n}. (2)

By m,,, we denote the volume measure on U" and by m,, we
denote the normalized Lebesgue measure on T". Let H(U")
be the space of all holomorphic functions on U".

Throughout the paper, we write C (sometimes with
indexes) to denote a positive constant which might be differ-
ent at each occurrence (even in a chain of inequalities) but is
independent of the functions or variables being discussed.

The notation A = B means that there is a positive constant
C, such that B/C < A < CB. We will write for two expressions
A < Bif there is a positive constant C such that A < CB.

We denote the interval (0, 1) by I, accordingly (0,1)" by
I

The Hardy spaces, denoted by H?(U") (0 < p < 00), are
defined by H?(U") = {f € H(U"): SUPo<, 1 M, (f,7) < oo},
where

My (fir) = [ I Golfdm, @,

M, (for) = gngIf(rE)l, (3)
rel, feH(U").

As usual, we denote by & the vector («;, ..., «,).

Forocj >-1,j=1,...,n 0 < p < 00, recall that the

weighted Bergman space Ag (U") consists of all holomorphic
functions on the polydisk such that

n .
”f"ig = Ln |f (Z)|P1;[(l - |Z,~|2)a'dm2n (z) <co. (4)
When «; = --- = &, = a, then we use notation Aﬁ(U").

If u is n-harmonic (harmonic by each variable), then as
usual

[oe) n
i i lFejl ik jp;
u(rle‘p‘,...,rne(”“): Z Cy,... knl |rj]e % (5)
kiy..k,=—00 j=1

Let further
WP (&) = {u is n-harmonic:
Ln H(l —|z)™u (21, - . 2,)|Fdmy, (2) < o0,

k=1

0<p<oo,ock>—1,k:1,...,n]>.

(6)
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Also, we denote by B, the unit ball in C", B, = {w €
C":|lw| < 1}.For1 < p < +co and « > -1, denote by H (B,))
(or Ab(B,)) the space of all functions f holomorphic in B,
satisfying the condition

L |f(w)|p(1 - lez)lxdv (w) < +00, ?)

where dv is the Lebesgue measure in C" = R (see [6]).
Further, for a complex number 8 with Re 8 > -1, put

F(n+1+p)

o T (14 f) ®

¢ (B) =

Let AY(B,) = {f € H(Bn):supzeBnlf(z)I(l - lzD)* <
oo}, a > 0.

Remark 1. Analytic A%, spaces are well known in literature as
so-called growth spaces (see, e.g., [5]). It can be shown easily
that these spaces are Banach spaces. These spaces are playing
a vital role in this paper and are embedded in Bergman
spaces AP, for large enough f3. Hence the representation (10)
with f3 large enough index depending on « for all functions
from such classes is valid. The mentioned embedding is well
known and almost obvious and we leave the proof of it to
interested readers. This fact nevertheless is crucial for the
proof of Theorems 18 and 20 below and actually serves as
base of both proofs, along with well-known Forelli-Rudin
estimates for unit ball (see [5]).

We have the following theorem.

Theorem A (see [6]). Assume that1 < p < +00, « > —1 and
that the complex number [3 satisfies the condition

Ref>a, p=1,

a+l )

Ref > I, 1<p<oo

Then each function f € AP (B,) admits the following integral
representations:

£ (1-wpP)’

de(w), zZ € Bn’

f@=6@-]
(10)

dv(w), ze€B,, (11)

—_ P ﬁ
— (w)(1 - |wl
-0 | L (Lotuf)

B, (1~ (z,w))"""F

where (-, ) is the Hermitian inner product in C".
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For n > 1, the theorem was proved in [7] (when a = 0)
and in [8, 9] (when o > —1).

In monographs [5] one can find numerous applications of
the formulas (10) and (11) in the complex analysis. In [6] the
author generalized Theorem A to the space with anisotropic
weight function such as assuming that 1 < p < +o00, a =
(), ..., @,) € R" satisfies the conditions

«, > -1,
o, +o, > =2,

o, +o, o, , > =3,
(12)

A+ 0,  +0, 5+ +0,>—(n-1),

A+ 0, |+, 5+ o, +a >-n,

and then introduced the spaces AZ(B,) of functions f
holomorphic in B, satisfying the condition

j @) [(1 = ol = sl = = i) v (w)
B, i-1 (13)

< +00.

For these anisotropic spaces, similarities of the inte-
gral representations (10) and (11) are obtained, but in the
mentioned generalization special kernels Sﬁl B, (z,w) =
Sp(z,w) (where B, 1 < i < n, are associated with o, 1 <
i < n,and p in a special way) appear instead of ¢,(f3) - (1 —
(z,w)) "™ 1*P) (see [6], Theorem 4.7).

Suppose now that & = (&}, a,, ..., a,) € R". We put

m, = Z - o I, = Z“i' (14)

«;<0 ;<0

We will write « < (*) only if the following conditions are
satisfied:

o+, g+t >-—(m+1-4) (1<i<n). (15)
Similarly, if B = (B, By, -+, B,) € C", then we will write 8 <

() ifonly Re S = (Re 81, Re B,,...,Re B,) < ().
We have the following lemmas.

Lemma 2 (see [6]). Ifa < (), then

n

[, TIO =l = ol =+ = ) v
" (16)
7_[1’!

= < +00.
[T, (o, + oy + -+ +n+1—i)

We need also heavily the well-known Forelli-Rudin type
estimates for unit ball (see [5]).

Proposition 3. Suppose ¢ > 0 is real and t > —1. Then the
integral

t
1—|w)?) dv(w)
Ju@ = | (o) dw o )
> B, |1_<Z,w>|n+ +t+c
has the following asymptotic property:
Jou~(1=12) " as ol —1-. (18)

Definition 4. Assume that 0 < p < +00, @ = (&y,...,q,) <
(*). Denote by L£(B,) the space of all complex-valued
functions f in B, with

W) = | 1wl

<[T(1 = |’ = [wsf =~ [wi) " dv (w)
i=1

< 0.
(19)

We obviously have
ML (f +g) < 2" (M (f) + M (9))
M2 (cf) = FEE ().

Lemma 5 (see [6]). Assume that 0 < p < +00, & < (), and
f € H(B,). Then

(20)

22n+la

|f(z)|psc. ML(f) VzeB, (2)

2l
(1= 2D

where ¢, = ¥(B,)) is the volume of the unit ball of C".

Note that this lemma leads to an embedding theorem
immediately which allows us to pose a distance problem as
unit disk case.

Corollary 6 (see [6]). HE(B,) is a closed subspace in L2 (B,,).

We will need some facts from theory of Bergman-Orlicz
spaces (see [10, 11]).

Let now ¥:[0,00) — [0,00) be a continuous non-
decreasing function which vanishes and is continuous at 0.
Given a probabilistic space (2, P), we define the Orlicz class
LYQ, P) as the set of all (equivalence classes of) measurable
functions f on Q such that j Y(|f1/C)dP < oo for some
0 < C < oo. We used to define the Morse-Transue space
M¥(Q,P) by

MY (Q,P) = f:Q — C measurable,

/]

J ‘I’(—)dlp < oo forany C > 0},
Q C
(22)



and we also introduce the following set:

¥, p)

= {f:Q —> C measurable, L)‘I’(lfDdIP < oo}.
(23)

These three sets are not vector spaces and do not coincide,
but we have

MY Q,P) c ¥ (Q,P) c LY (Q,P). (24)

We also define the Luxembourg gauge on L (Q, P) by

||f||w=inf<)t>0,[0‘lf<%)dﬂ3s1). (25)

This functional is homogeneous and is 0 if and only if f =0
but it is not subadditive.

We say that the two functions ¥, and ¥, as above are
equivalent if there exists some constant C such that

CY¥, (cx) < ¥ (x) <C'¥, (C'x), (26)

for any x large enough. Two equivalent functions define the
same Orlicz class with equivalent Luxembourg functionals.

In order to define a good topology on L¥ (), P) and to get
properties convenient for our purpose, we will assume that ¥
satisfies the following definition.

Definition 7. Let 0 < p < 1. One says that ¥:[0,00) —
[0, 00) is a growth function of order p if it satisfies the two
following conditions.

(1) ¥ is of lower type p, that is, ¥(yx) < y?¥(x) for any
0 < y <1 and at least for x large enough.

(2) x — Y¥(x)/x is nonincreasing, at least for every x
large enough.

We will say that ¥ is a growth function if it is a growth
function of order p for some 0 < p < 1.

Sometimes we will use lower p index for our growth
function below.
In particular, a growth function ¥ is equivalent to the

function x — fox(‘l’(s) /s)ds which is concave (see [12]). Now,
for such a concave growth function of order p,

L'Q,P)c MY (Q,P) =2 (Q,P) =LY c L? (Q,P),
P
Il < min{ [ w(rpae, ([ wqrpae)],
(27)

while

£ = | YD aP s max{isl I} @8)

Moreover, if we define dy(f, g) = IIf — gly (d‘y(f, g) =
If- gII\P), then dy and d¥ (that we simply denote by || - Iy
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and | - |¥) are two equivalent metrics on LY(Q, P) for which
it is complete. Without loss of generality, we then assume that
every growth function that we consider further is concave and
diffeomorphic.

When we deal with spaces of holomorphic functions,
it is very natural to require subharmonicity. Then we will
assume that WV is such that ¥(|f|) is subharmonic when
f is holomorphic. We will refer to such a function as a
subharmonic-preserving function.

Here are some examples of (concave) growth function
that we may consider further.

For ¥ a subharmonic-preserving growth function and
a > -1, the weighted Bergman-Orlicz space A of the ball
consists of those holomorphic functions on B, which belongs
to the Orlicz space L¥ (B,,,), where, as usual, for any real
number &, dv,(z) = ¢, (1 - |z|)*d¥(z) for |z| < 1. Here, if
a<-1l,¢,=landifa > -1,¢, =T (n+1+a)/T(n+1)I'(ax+1)
is the normalizing constant so that v, has unit total mass.

Further, we will denote by ||,y the correspond-
ing Luxembourg (quasi)norm and by |- II: the quantity
JBn Yl fDdv,. A:f: is metric space for the distance d,y or

d} defined by, respectively, dow(f,g) = If —gl,y and
d:(f, g) = \f —gIIZ. If ¥(t) = t?, then we recover the
usual weighted Bergman space A?. We have the following
inclusions:

1 v
A, Cc A, c AP, (29)

whenever V¥ is a growth function of order p.

Note that the second inclusion which we see before leads
to another inclusion, namely, Az, is embedded in A‘Eg 1)/ pr
This last inclusion will lead us to distance theorem. We
showed a complete analogue of a theorem in the unit disk
below.

It is important to mention that a linear operator T' from
AY to X with X = L*(B,,v,) or X = A™2, where ¥, and ¥,
are two growth functions, is continuous if and only if it maps
a bounded set into a bounded set, or equivalently if and only
if there exists a constant C > 0 such that

max (|7 (£, IT (NI) < (30)

forany f € A::l such that min(||f||“’\y1, ||f||2l‘) <1L.IX=C,
then T is bounded ifand only if [T'(f)| < C for f as previously.

The next proposition says that the point evaluation
functionals are continuous on A .

Proposition 8 (see [11]). Let « > -1 and let ¥ be a
subharmonic-preserving growth function. For any o € B, and
any f € AY, one has

(n+a+1)
rolsv () e @

The proof is the same as that of [10, Proposition 1.9] and
so is omitted (still use the hypothesis that W(| f|) is subhar-
monic). We easily deduce from this and the completeness of

L the following result.
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Corollary 9 (see [11]). AE:, endowed with d, .y or d:, isa
complete metric space.

Some facts from theory of n-harmonic function spaces
will be needed by us. We will use the same notation for
M P( f, ) for harmonic and analytic functions.

Definition 10. The quasinormed space L(p,q,«) (0 < p,q <
00, & = (0g,...,0,), o > -1, j =1,...,nis the set of those
functions f(z) measurable in the polydisc U”, for which the

quasinorm

f n 1 n l/q
(Lﬂ (1= 7)) M2 (fr) Hdrj> ,
j=1

j=1
"ﬂbwz. . ) 0<g<oo,
esssup[ [(1-7;)"M, (f.r),
rel” j=1
q= oo,

(32)

is finite. For the subspace of L(p,q,«) consisting of n-
harmonic functions let h(p,q,«) = h(U") N L(p,q, «) (see
(13]).

For p = g < oo the spaces h(p, g, «) coincide with the
well-known weighted Bergman spaces, while for g = co they
are known as growth spaces.

Let now 1 < p,q < co,; > 0. The following inclusion
will be used by us (see [13]):

h(p,q, ) C h(00,00,a). (33)

This inclusion as in unit disk case (see [2]) allows us to
pose a distance problem in spaces of n-harmonic functions
we consider in this paper (we also did the same in spaces of
analytic functions in the unit polydisk (see [1])).

Now we define Poisson kernel P, in the unit disk

2
Pa(z):l"(oc+1) Rem—l , zelU, a=>0.
(34)
Let P,(z,&) = P,(z&). For polydisk we have
P (8 =[], (2§). (35)
j=1

where & = (a,....0q,), a; 2 0,§ € U', z € UL P, is
n-harmonic by both variables z and & and obviously holds
P,(2,8) = P,(§,2) = P, () (see [13)).

Reproducing integral formula Poisson-Bergman type will
be presented in the following theorem.

Theorem B (see [13]). Let a; > 0,u € h(p,q,«). If 0 < p,
g< o0, B;>max{a; +1/p-Lahorl<p<oo,0<g<l,
Bjzaj(l<j<n)

u(z) = n;
[T3.T (B;)
< T 1P) Py 0y @, ©),
=1
: zeU".
(36)
Let Sg, be alinear operator Bergman type
S (f) (2)
1-Jep)’
= u (37)

T(B+A)
<[ 1) B @] £ @ i, .

Theorem C (see [13]). Let 1 < p, g < 00, @ /Sj, )tj €
R, ﬁj > a; > —)Lj, 1 < j < n. Then the operator S
continuously maps the space L(p,q,«) into itself. Moreover,
then operator S[.M is bounded in L(p,q,«) if and only if §; >
ocj>—/lj, I1<j<n

We will also need basic facts from theory of Bergman
spaces in minimal ball (see [14, 15]). For the convenience of
readers we will give some details about them.

We consider the domain B, in C", #n > 2, defined by

B, ={zeC"|zl’ +|z+2| < 1}, (38)
where
n
ZeoeW = szwj’ (39)
j=1

for z and w in C". This is the unit ball of C" with respect to

the norm
N, (2):=\|zP +|z+2l, zeC" (40)

The norm N := N, /+/2 was introduced by Hahn and Pflug in
[16], where it was shown to be the smallest norm in C" that
extends the Euclidean norm in R” under certain restrictions.

The domain B, has since been studied by Hahn and Pflug
[16], Mengotti and Youssfi [15], and Oeljeklaus and Youssfi
[17]. In particular, it is well known that the automorphism
group of B, is compact and its identity component is

Aut) (B,) = S'- SO (n,R), (41)

where the S$'-action is diagonal and the SO(n, R)-action is
by matrix multiplication (see [17], e.g.). It is also well known
that B, is a nonhomogeneous domain. Its singular boundary
consists of all points z with z ¢ z = 0, and the regular part of
the boundary of B, consists of strictly pseudoconvex points.



For each s > -1 we let v, denote the measure on B,,
defined by

dv,(2) = (1- N2 (2)) dv(2), (42)

where v denotes the normalized Lebesgue measure on B,,. For
all 0 < p < 0o we define

d? (B,) =% (B,)nLP (B,.|lz+ 2" dv,), (43)

where 7(B, ) is the space of all holomorphic functionson B, .
Naturally, the spaces &/?(B,) are called weighted Bergman
spaces of B,.

When p = 2, there exists an orthogonal projection from
Lz([EB*,dvs) onto M?([EB*). This will be called the weighted
Bergman projection and is denoted by P .

It is well known that P is an integral operator on

LZ([EB*,dvs), namely,

P,s f(2) = [B Ko (5w) f(w)dv, w),  (44)

*

where
Koa, (zw) = e @)
(n*+n-s)v,(B,)(X2-Y)
is the weighted Bergman kernel. Here
X=1-zew, Y=(ze2)weuw, (46)

and A(X,Y) is the sum

© . .

ch’s,jxnﬂ—l—Z]Y]

j=0

n—-2j+s)(n+1+2s
x[2(n+s)X—( j*s)( )(XZ—Y)
n+s+1
(47)
As usual,
_[(n+s+1
nsj =\ 2j+1

(48)

s+ ) (n+s)-(n+s-2j+1)
- (2j+1)!

is the binomial coefficient and v (B,) is the weighted
Lebesgue volume of B,. See [15, 17] for these formulas and
more information about the weighted Bergman kernels.

Because of the infinite sum A(X,Y') the formula for K p_
is not really a closed form. As such, it is inconvenient for us
to do estimates for P directly. Thus we employ a technique
that was used in [15]. More specifically, we relate the domain
B, to the hypersurface M of the Euclidean unit ball in C"*'
defined by

M={zeC™ \{0}:zez=0,]z|<1}.  (49)
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IfPr: C"™' — C"is defined by

Pr(zy,.o s 2 2pe1) = (2055 24) 5 (50)
and F = Pryy, then F: M — B, - {0}. Let
HZ{ZEC"+1\{0}:Z'Z=0}. (51)

It was proved in [17] that there is an SO(n + 1, C)-invariant
holomorphic form « on H. Moreover, this form is unique
up to a multiplicative constant. In fact, after appropriate
normalization, the restriction to H N (C \ {0})"*" of this form
is given by

n+1(_1)j—1 .
(x(z):z - dzy N Ndzj N+ Ndz,,,,. (52)
=1 %

Our norm estimates for the weighted Bergman projection
P,z on L? spaces will be based on the corresponding

estimates on M. Therefore, we will consider the spaces L? (M)
consisting of measurable complex-valued functions f on M
such that

sa(z) Na(z)

1y = [ 1F@P (- 12 L5 <o, (s

where
C := (=1)"" D24y, (54)

We use Af (M) to denote the subspace of all holomorphic
functions in L?(M). The weighted Bergman projection P,
is then the orthogonal projection from Li(M) onto Ai(M).
Again, it is well known that Py, is an integral operator on
Li(M) given by the formula

sa(z) Na(z)
C

>

P (= | Koo £ @) (1- 1uP)
(55)
where K, is the corresponding Bergman kernel.

The starting point for our analysis is the following closed
form of K ;, which was obtained as Theorem 3.2 in [15].

Lemma 11 (see [14]). The weighted Bergman kernel Ky, of
A%(M) is given by

Cn-1+n+1+2s)zew)

(1 —Ze w)n+s+l

Ks,M (z,w) = > (56)

where C is a certain constant that depends on n and s.

Let f:B, — C be a measurable function. We define a
function T f on M by

(Tf)(2): (2(1:1—;1)2)1/1) (f=F)(2)

Zn+1f(zl""’zn).
201+ 1)

(57)
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The operator T will also play a key role in our analysis. In
particular, we need the following result which was obtained
as Lemma 4.1 in [10].

Lemma 12 (see [14]). For each p > 1 and s > -1 the

linear operator T is an isometry from LP(B,, |z  z| P2/*dv,)
to LE(M). Moreover, we have Py T = TPy on

LP(B,, |z « 2|77 dy,).

Theorem B of [15] states that the operator with positive
kernel P_y maps L¥(B,, |z zl(p_z)/zdvs) boundedly onto
.fo (B,) for all p > 1. We need to derive an improved version

of the classical Forelli-Rudin integral estimates in the case of
the minimal ball.

Lemma 13 (see [14]). Suppose T > 0, A > -1, and d is
a nonnegative integer. Then there exists a constant C > 0
(depending on d, T, and A, but not on t and s) such that

| .—|2d . -
J, u—zz-%(l - W) o (w) AT (w)
<L+ DT®
(1-12P)

forall-1<s<A, 0<t<T,andz e M.

(58)

For any s > —1 we consider the measure
dA; (2)

3 I'(n+s)
C20@M) T (n-1)T(s+1

)(1 ~ |2’ a(2) NG (2),
(59)

on M, where w, w is the (2n — 1)-form on oM defined by
w(@) (Vs s Vo) =a(@) Aa(2) (2, V..., Vy, ). (60)

Proposition 14 (see [14]). Suppose1 < p < coand -1 < s <
00. Then

|9 (2)f” < lg )P w) (g

)
(1 _ |Z|2)n+l+s M
forall g € A¥(M) and z € M.

This proposition leads directly to embeddings between
A and eszifl for some s and s, as we had above for unit disk
case (see [2]) and we showed that this repeating arguments of
unit disk case leads to new theorem we formulate below, in
next section, for Bergman spaces in minimal ball.

2. On Distances in K-Bergman Spaces, Large
Bergman-Orlicz Spaces in C", and Bergman
Spaces in Minimal Ball

Based fully on preliminaries of previous section, the plan of
this section is the following: first we formulate a result in the

unit disk and then repeat arguments we provided in proof
of that theorem in various situations in higher dimensions.
Since all proofs are short, the repetitions of arguments which
are needed in higher dimension will be omitted; only sketches
will be given.

Itis well known thatAq_sq_l(U) c A%(U), t=s-1/g, t <
0, s <0 (see [18]).

It is easy to note, based on previous section results, that
the complete analogues of the embedding we just provided
are valid also in Bergman spaces in minimal ball for n-
harmonic function spaces in polydisk and in K-Bergman
spaces, and this is based completely on preliminaries we
have in previous section. We leave this easy task to readers.
This allows us to pose a distance problem in each space we
consider in this paper.

In the following theorem (see [1]) we calculate distances
from a weighted Bloch class to Bergman spaces for g < 1. It is
easy to note that each argument below is also valid not only in
unit disk but based on preliminaries in the previous section
in Bergman spaces in minimal ball and polydisk and K-
Bergman spaces and Bergman-Orlicz spaces. So this theorem
is very typical for us though it is known.

Theorem 15. Let 0 < g < 1,s < 0,t <s—1/g, B> (1 -
sq@)/q—2,and 3 > —1—t. Let f € A%,. Then the following are
equivalent:

(@) I = dista (f; A7, ),

®L = > 0 [o o (=D

@ w)I*F)dm, w))’ (1 - |2) " dimy(z) < oo},

inf{e

Proof. First we show that [, < Cl,. For f > —1 — t, we have

f(w) (1 - |w])f
—d
s (1= (@ 2))f? 2 w)

f<z>=C(/3)<jU

N J f(w) (1 - |w])f (62)
Q

o (1—(@,2))P*?
= f1 (2) +f2 (2),

dm, (w))

where C(f3) is a well-known Bergman representation constant
(see [5, 18]).
Fort <0,

- B
hl <c| If @)@ - w)”

v, |1-(wz)f?

(1w (63)

dm, (w)

E—.
(1-1z)*

So sup,ylfi (2)I(1 - lz])™" < Ce.



Fors < 0, t < 0, we have

IU |f2 (2|1 - |z) 1 dm, (z)
(- T (64)
<C J;J (L}at - (@, Z>|ﬁ+2 dmz (w)>
x (1 - |z])™1'dm, (z) < C.

So we finally have

dist 4o (f> Atisq—l) <C|f- fz"&g =C|f; "A‘f; < Ce. (65)

It remains to prove that [, < ;. Let us assume that

I, < I,. Then we can find two numbers ¢, & such that
: q

e > & > 0,and a function f, € AT, ”f_fsl"A’i‘: <

en and [ (o (1= [wlP/11 = G w)F)dm,w)'( -

|z])"*'dm,(z) = oo. Hence as above we easily get from
If - fe ||A03 < ¢ that(e—¢)xq (21~ lz])f < Clf,, @I,
and hence

= Xo, () (@) (1= [w])P* q
e JU <JU 11— (w,z)|P*? dm, (w)

x (1= |z])™ " dm, (2)

_ B 1
< CJ (J f£1 (w)' (1—wl) dm, (w))
U U

11 - (w,z) |
x (1-z))"* " 'dm, (z).

(66)

Since for g < 1 (see [5,18])

( J |f., (2] (1 = |2])*dm, (2) )q
U

11— (w,2)[

o
U

where e > (1 —q)/gq,t > 0, fs1 € HU),w € U, and

(67)

o, @[ (1= 2T dm, (2)

1= (w,2)["

>

J (1- |z~ C
U

<
m, (z) < (1 ) FomrT ,

1~ (@,2) "D o

where s < 0, > ((1 -sq)/q) — 2, and w € U. We get

msc| |, @fa-e @, ©)

So, we arrive at a contradiction. The theorem is proved. [

The following theorem is a version of Theorem 15 for the
caseq > 1.

Theorem 16. Let g > 1,5 <0, t <s—1/g, f > (-1 - s9)/q,
and > —1—t. Let f € A% Then the following are equivalent:

(a) ll = dlStAcic;(f; Aq—sq—l)’
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®L = inffe > 0 [ (f, (@l

11 - zw*P)dm,(w)) (1 - |2]) 1 dm,(2) < co}.

The proof of Theorem 16 is the same actually as the proof
of Theorem 15. The only difference is the boundedness of
Bergman type projection operator but with positive Bergman
kernel. This fact will be used by us below heavily.

Indeed the close inspection of the proof of Theorem 15
shows that the proof of Theorem 16 is the same as the proof
of Theorem 15. but here we will use (70) (see below) instead
of (67).Fore >0, g>1, >0, a > —1/q (see [18])

_ o q
(JU |f (2]~ z]) dmz(z))

11— wz|P*?

q o7
sCJ |f (2)]"(1 - 1z)™
U

|1 - wz P4+ dim (2) (1 = Jw)™,

weU,

(70)

which follows immediately from Holder’s inequality and (68)
(see [18]).
We formulate one more theorem in this direction.

Theorem 17. Let B; > By, j = 1,...,n, for large enough f,,
p>Llanda;>0,j=1,...,n Then for f € h(co,00,a) we
have

distyo,00,3) (f 1 (P> P> &))

:inf{s>0:

jUn (.[Qg,‘ .nl P, (Zf’wf>| |f @)l (71)

& J=

" P
. (1_|wj|)ﬁ,m,.d%(w)>

Jj=1

<10 e @) < oo}

k=1

where

Q)= {z eU @[] -|al) = e},
k=1

(72)

>0, £>0.

Note also that now even a more general theorem for
all mixed norm spaces is valid, namely, for h(p, g, ) spaces
based on facts we provided already above concerning projec-
tion theorems. We leave this to interested readers.

The scheme of proofs of all high dimensional theorems of
this section is the same. The main tools are (see [1, 2]) the
Bergman representation formula for larger space (for each
f function from Y, f € Y, X < Y). Then we use the fact
that [|[P|fly < Clfly f € X, where |P| is a Bergman
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projection with positive Bergman kernel. Then we use Forelli-
Rudin type estimate. As example we provide a complete proof
of Theorem 17. For a parallel proof of other assertions we refer
the reader to facts we provided above taken from mentioned
papers and leave this procedure to readers.

Now we return to the proof of Theorem 17. We follow
arguments of unit disk case.

Proof of Theorem 17. Let suprdn([_[;'ﬂ(l - rj)“f)MOO(f, r) <
0.
Then J'U” If(z)lp(]_[;.lzl(l - Izjl)ﬁf')dmz,,(z) < oo for all
B; > Bo> j = 1,...,n, where f, is large enough. This means
that based on lemmas on n-harmonic functions from the
previous section that for large enough B;, B; > fy, j =
1,...,n,

1
f (Z) = AN
[T (5)

<, (f10-1e)

j=1
X Ps(2,8) f (&) dmy, (§),  zeU,
|P5c (Z,f)l
SC(Oﬂﬂ)ﬁ _1 o 2teU a;20.
=gz

(73)

Thenwehaveﬁj > By j=1,....m f = f, + f, as in unit
disk case,

|fi (@)] < Cre— R
T (- =) (74)
|f2 (@) < C2"f"h(oo,oo,oc)'

So finally we have dist), o o0 (f2 H(p, @) <

C”f - f2 "h(oo,oo,oc) = C"fl "h(oo,oo,(x)'
To get the reverse we again repeat and follow arguments

of unit disk case and use the fact from the previous section

Sz,f (2)

@],

(1-160)" |ps 28| £ @ o, ©

(75)

n

L

j=1

maps for large enough 3, and for all a;j > 0,1 <pgc<

00, j=1,...,n, L(p,q,«)into L(p,q, x). O

The following theorem is based heavily on Remark1,
which we provided above, and Forelli-Rudin type estimates
for unit ball (see [5] and Proposition 3) and some elementary
arguments we see in proof of unit disk case.

We formulate complete analogue of Theorem 15 in K-
Bergman spaces.

Theorem 18. Let 3 > fB, for large enough ), & < (*), 0 <
p < 00 ly = Yoo Let g € HB,). If IPslgll ,, <

Clgl A
lg )| (1 = [w))? )”
Ln (L =z uwype

. H(l - Z‘i|zj|2> dv (2) (76)
i= j=

i

<1 - Z|wj|2> !dv(w),
=1

(B,,) we have

n

< CLn |g(w)|P . 1:1[

then for f € A(E;?’H'la)/}’

dist
AnetpBr) \J> 7 et n

= inf s>0'J (J M)P
: B, \JoL (N |1-{z, w>|n+1+ﬁ 77)

ﬁ(l - Zi:|wj|2> dv(z) < oo]> ,
i=1 =1

where
0l ()= {z B [f @] -1z > ¢},
~ - 2n+l, (78)
e>0, t>0, t=
p

Remark 19. Note that the condition in Theorem 18 is true
whena; =0, a,#00ra; =0, =1,...,n This is a classical
fact of theory of Bergman spaces in the unit ball (see [5]).

The following theorem is based heavily on Remark]1,
which we provided above, and Forelli-Rudin type estimates
for unit ball (see [5] and Proposition 3) and some elementary
arguments we see in proof of unit disk case.

We formulate complete analogue of Theorem15 in
Bergman-Orlicz spaces.

Theorem 20. Let « > -1, 0 < p < oo. Then for f €

A?Z+1+a)/p(B‘rl) we have

dist
A?:+1+a) /p

1- ﬁ—(n+1+oc)/pd
= {g>0: J \IIP(J' ( |wl) lerlH:/(u)) v,
B Qéz:,(n+l+1x)/p 1~ {(z,w)|

n

<o}

(8,) (f> A (Bn))

(79)
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where

= {ZGBn3|f(Z)|(1—|Z|)?>s}, >0, >0,
(80)

. Y, ~

if 1Pglgll = < Cligll v, for g € AJ(B,)), &> -1, B> B,
for large enough By, where Py is a weighted Bergman projection
in Bergman-Orlicz spaces.

We formulate complete analogue of Theorem 15 in mini-
mal ball.

Theorem 21. Let 3 > f3, for large enough B, 1 < p <
00, =1 < s < 00. Then for any f € AT, (M) for which

(n+1+s)/p
Bergman representation (55) is valid

dist
A?ﬁ‘* 1+s)/p

<in{eso:f ([

&(n+1+s)/p

o (AL (M)

K (z:w)] f (w)

P
x (1 - |w|)Pdr (w)> dA, (w) < oo},
(81)

wheret = —(n+1+s)/p and

Qﬁf{ZGM:If(Z)|(1—|z|)fz(s}, >0, £>0. (82)
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