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On some extremal problems in Bergman spaces in
weakly pseudoconvex domains

Romi F. Shamoyan, Olivera R. Mihi¢ *

Abstract. We consider and solve extremal problems in various bounded
weakly pseudoconvex domains in C™ based on recent results on boundedness
of Bergman projection with positive Bergman kernel in Bergman spaces A%,
in such type domains. We provide some new sharp theorems for distance
function in Bergman spaces in bounded weakly pseudoconvex domains with
natural additional condition on Bergman representation formula.

1 Introduction and preliminaries

This paper deals with certain new applications of recent deep results on Berg-
man projection with positive Bergman kernel in Bergman type spaces in general {2
domains like smoothly bounded pseudoconvex domains of finite type m in C™ with
Levi form which has at least n—2 positive eigenvalues at each point of the boundary
09 and related domains to extremal problems related with distance function. This
paper can be also considered as direct continuation of our previous recent papers
on this topic (see [2], [14], [15], [16], [17]).

To make the exposition easier and convenient for readers in this section we
provide basic preliminaries on general pseudoconvex domains we consider in this
paper taken from [1]-]9], [10], [18], [19].

As the simplest model case we provide below a unit disk case with a complete
proof, then to pass to more difficult cases. In particular, among the other things,
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we provide a new sharp theorem for dist function for Hilbert A2 weighted Bergman
spaces for bounded pseudoconvex domains whose boundary points are all of finite
type and with locally diagonalizable Levi form.

Throughout this paper constants are denoted by C' and Cj, ¢ € N or by C with
other indexes. They are positive and may not be the same at each occurrence.

We will use the notation A < B, for functions A and B of several variables, to
denote that A < CB for a constant independent of certain parameters which will
be clear in the context. The sentence A ~ B will mean A < B and B < A.

The exposition in this paper is specific. We don’t move into all the details of
all objects referring the reader to concrete papers, but use some vital results from
those papers as tools to prove our theorems.

Now we collect some information on the Bergman projection with positive
Bergman kernel in various domains in higher dimension. We also provide pre-
liminaries on various types of weakly pseudoconvex domains and discuss the action
of the Bergman projection with positive Bergman kernel in Bergman spaces and
some related issues.

We provide some known facts on this function for completeness related with
so called Levi polynomial. The most natural way to define more general classes
of general domains than strongly pseudoconvex (weakly pseudoconvex domains) in
higher dimension is to put some condition on Levi form of that domain, namely
various natural conditions on that form. We add some basic facts and definitions
of Levi form now.

Let D be an open set. A domain D C C" is said to be pseudoconvex if the func-
tion ¢(z) = —logdist(z, bD) is plurisubharmonic on D. Note that ¢ is a continuous
function which tends to co as z — bD. We denote below everywhere by H (D) the
space of all analytic functions in D. We denote by dv or d\ the Lebesgues measure
on D.

Let now D be a bounded domain in C" which is with C? boundary and is
strongly pseudoconvex. Thus there is a defining function p € C*°(C") for D =
{p < 0} and |Vp| > 0 on bD, with p strictly plurisubharmonic. Define P,(z), the
Levi polynomial at w by

Pu(z) = Z agl(u )( Zi = Z aijk —wj)(zr — wy),

J

which is a quadratic (holomorphic) polynomial in z. A basic property of P, is that

p(w) +2Re Py(2) + Ly(z —w) =T, (1)

is the second-order Taylor expansion of p(z) about w.
Here o2
w
Ly(z—w) =Y Lf)(zj — w;) (2, — W)

is the Levi form and
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by the strict plurisubharmonicity we assumed. So we can write the above as

2Re(—p(w) — Pu(2)) = —p(2) = p(w) + L (2 = w) + o(|z — w]?) (2)

as |z — w| — 0. Now to extend the above when z — w is not small, we define the
function g(w, z) by

g(w, z) = =Py (2)x + |z = w*(1 = x) = p(w). 3)

Here x = x(]z—wl|?) is a C* function which is 1 when |z —w| < & and vanishes
when |z —w| > p. We take p to be a small constant, fixed so that (2) and the strict
positive of L  guarantee that we have

—p(w) — p(z) +clw — 22, if jw -z < p

2Re g(w,z) > { (4)

¢, iflw—2z|>p
for some constant ¢ > 0.
We need some basic facts from [4] on weakly pseudoconvex domains with diag-

onalizable Levi form. We refer the reader to [4] for definitions of complex tangent
bundle T7¢ of a domain.

Definition 1. Let 2 be a bounded pseudoconvex domain in C™ with smooth C*
boundary. Let p be a point on the boundary of Q2. We say that the Levi form is
locally diagonalizable at p if there exist a neighbourhood V' of p and a smooth basis
B of sections of the complex tangent bundle 7% in V' N &N which diagonalizes the
Levi form. When this property holds at every point of the boundary, we say that
Q has a locally diagonalizable Levi form.

Definition 2. A function K(z,w) € L*( x Q) is called a B-type kernel if there
exist two constants C' and C’ such that, for (z,w) € Uy x Uy,

K (z,w)| < CT] AV (e 60,
i=1
where 0, = |p(2)|+ |p(w)|+ vk (2, w) and for (z,w) ¢ U;ICV:1 U x Uy, | K(z,w)] < C'.

We refer the reader to [4] for definitions of U}, sets and FF functions and v (z, w)
functions.

Remark 1. Note that the notion of B-type kernel does not depend neither on the
choice of the basis diagonalizing the Levi form nor on the choice of m and the Uyk.

The following assertion is vital for our next section.
Proposition 1. (see [4]) Let K(z,w) be a B-type kernel. Let |P| be the opera-

tor associated to |K(z,w)| (Bergman type projection with positive Bergman type
kernel). Then |P| maps continuously LP(Q) into itself for 1 < p < +o0.
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Note in [4] the Forelly-Rudin type estimate can also be found for this domains.
Namely

/Q\K(Z,W)HT(’LU)I*ECIU(W) SIr2)™s, 2 €9,

where € € (0,1), for all B type kernels.

We assume that in this type domains in this paper the Bergman kernel is B
type kernel. Then the Bergman projection with positive kernel is bounded. This
follows directly from Schur test and estimates of Forelly-Rudin type, (see also [4]).

We also need some facts for pseudoconvex domains whose boundary Levi form
has at most one degenerate eigenvalue.

In [7], the author shows that the Bergman kernel function, associated to pseudo-
convex domains of finite type with the property that the Levi form of the boundary
has at most one degenerate eigenvalue, is a standard kernel of Calderiin-Zygmund
type with respect to the Lebesgue measure. As an application, author shows that
the Bergman projection with positive Bergman kernel on these domains preserves
some of the Lebesgue classes.

Let © C C™ be a bounded domain. The Bergman projection P on 2 is the
orthogonal projection.

P:L*(Q) = H(Q)NL*(Q) = A%(Q),

where H () denotes the set of holomorphic functions on . There is a corresponding
kernel function Kq(z,w), the Bergman kernel function, such that

Pf(z) = /QKQ(Z,U))f(U/)dw7 z €.

Theorem A. (see [7]) Let Q be a pseudoconvex domain of finite type with the
property that the Levi form of the boundary has at most one degenerate value. Let
P be the Bergman projection or the Bergman projection with positive Bergman
kernel associated to the domain 2. Then P maps LP(Q) to LP(Q2), boundedly, for
all1 <p < oo.

We need for proof the Forelly-Rudin type estimate for bounded symmetric do-
main (see [9] and references there). The weighted Bergman projection is bounded
in these domains, see [9], [10], [18], [19]. We refer the reader to [9] for the Forelly-
Rudin type estimate in these domains.

This lemma leads to a boundedness of the Bergman projection with positive
Bergman kernel in these types of domains (see [9], [10], [18], [19]).

Lemma A. (see [8]) Let 2 be a bounded symmetric domain, t > —1 and ¢ € R
such that ¢ > @ Then

h(w,w)? e
Li(2) = /Q de(w)wh(z,z) .

Let D C C be a bounded, strongly Levi-pseudoconvex domain with minimally
smooth boundary. In [11] authors proved LP(D)-regularity for the Bergman projec-
tion P, and for the operator | P| whose kernel is the absolute value of the Bergman
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kernel with p in the range (1,400). As an application, in [11] authors shows that
the space of holomorphic functions in a neighborhood of D is dense in YLP(D).

Paper [11] is the first in a series of papers dealing with the LP-theory of reproduc-
ing operators such as the Cauchy-Fantappie integrals and the Szegd and Bergman
projections for domains in C™ whose boundaries have minimal smoothness. In the
paper [11] authors study the Bergman projection with positive Bergman kernel on
domains in C™ that are strongly pseudoconvex and have C? boundaries.

Let further 2 be smoothly bounded pseudoconvex domain of finite type m in
C™, and the Levi form of b{) has at least n — 2 positive eigenvalues at each z € bf).
The Bergman projection, as usual, is the orthogonal projection

P: L*(Q) — H*(Q),

with corresponding kernel function K (z,w) called, as usual, the Bergman kernel
function. We set

Ly(Q) ={f € LP(Q) : D*f € L”, |a| < k},

and let A, (€) be the Lipschitz space of order « > 0. If Q is strongly pseudoconvex,
Phong and Stein (see [13]) proved continuity results of P in the spaces mentioned
above. For weakly pseudoconvex domains in C”, however, much less is known.
When (2 is a smoothly bounded convex domain of finite type in C™, McNeal and
Stein (see [12]) proved the continuity results in L (), 1 < p < co, k > 0, and in
Ao (), a > 0.

In [1] authors assumed that € is a smoothly bounded pseudoconvex domain of
finite type m in C™ and the Levi-form of b2 has at least n — 2 positive eigenvalues
at each z € b2, and in this paper [1] the authors proved sharp Sobolev space and
Lipschitz space estimates for the Bergman projection operator P, associated to 2.
We refer to [1] for definitions of functional spaces BMO and Lipschitz class.

In [1] authors proved the following theorem:

Theorem B. (see [1])

1. The Bergman projection operator associated to 2, P, maps L% (Q) to L} (),
boundedly, for 1 < p < oo and k € N.

2. P maps A, () to Ao (€2), boundedly, for all 0 < a < co.
3. P maps L () to BMO(S?), boundedly.

To prove this theorem, the authors used a detailed analysis of the local geometry
of b2, and use estimates of the Bergman kernel function and its derivatives near b{2.

We refer the reader for definitions of important 7; and M functions to [1], [7]
to formulate next proposition.

Definition 3. A smooth function, K(z,w), defined on  x Q is said to be a kernel

of B-type if there is an independent constant C' > 0 so that for every z,w € €,

K (zw)| < O] n(z0)2,

=1
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where § = |r(2)|+|r(w)|+ M (z,w) and where r is a defining function of our domain
(see [1], [7])-

Note that the Bergman kernel function K (z,w) is a kernel of B-type, (see [1],
[7] for this fact).

Let again 2 be smoothly bounded pseudoconvex domain of finite type m in C",
and the Levi form of b() has at least n — 2 positive eigenvalues at each z € b{2.

Theorem C. (see [1]) Let K(z,w) be a kernel of B-type on ). If | P| is the operator
associated to |K(z,w)| (Bergman projection with positive Bergman kernel), then
|P|: LP(Q) — LP(Q), 1 < p < 00, boundedly.

The proof is based on Proposition 3.1 of [1].

Proof. (Sketch) Let 0 < & < 1 be arbitrary and let Uy, Uy, ..., Uy be the open sets
as in the proof of Proposition 3.1 of [1], then we have (Forelly-Rudin type estimate)

¢ —€ - (2,8)  2dv(w
| Gl 5 [ [tz 0w

where ¢ is defined as in [1]. Since 0 < ¢ < 1, we may apply integrations similar to
those in the proof of Proposition 3.1 of [1] to find that

/ K (2, w)||r(w)| ™ do(w) < |r(z)|~*
Q

The authors also obtain analogous estimates when the integration variable is z
instead of w. If ¢ is the conjugate exponent of p and f € LP(Q), then Holder’s
inequality implies

p/q
(PIHEP < ( / K(z,wnf<w>|p|r<w>|fp/qdv<w>) ( / |K<z7w>|r<w>6dv<w>)
< ( / K(z,w)lf(w)lplr(w)l‘sp/qdv(w)) Ir(z)] P/,
Thus it follows that
2 Pdz Z. W W) [Pl (w) 5P r(2)| P Udu(w)dz
/Qf(lPlf)()\d s/Q/Q|K<, )1 () Pl ()19 ()| =P/t (w)d
-/ ( / |K<z,w>||r<z>|—fp/wz) w2191 £ (w0) P ()
< /Q | () Pdv(w),

if e < q/p. O
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2 Main results

In this section we first formulate a result in the unit disk (see [15]) and then repeat
arguments we provided in proof of that theorem in various situations in higher
dimension to get results in weakly pseudoconvex domains. The core of all proofs is
the boundedness of the Bergman projection with positive Bergman kernel. These
type results we provided above in various weakly pseudoconvex domains. The next
important tool for our proofs is the Forelly-Rudin type estimates in these domains
which we also discussed in previous section (Forelly-Rudin type estimates in the
unit disk).

We add some preliminaries in the unit disk which will be needed for our main
results.

Let U be, as usual, the unit disk on the complex plane, dms be the normalized
Lebesgue measure on U. Let H(U) be the space of all analytic functions on the
unit disk U. For f € H(U) and f(z) = Y, ax2", define the fractional derivative
of the function f as usual in the following manner

oo

D f(z Z “Yapz®, a e R.

k=0

We will write Df(z) if & = 1. Obviously, for all « € R, D*f € H(U) if f € H(U).
For k > s, 0 < p,q < 00, the weighted analytic Besov space AZP(U) is the class
of analytic functions satisfying

: :
111 » =/0 (/T |Dkf(r§)Pd§> (1= 1) =991y < o0,

where T = {{ : |£| = 1} be circle and d¢ be the Lebesgue measure on the circle T
and with standard modification for p = co or ¢ = oo

We denote by A%(U) the A24(U) analytic Besov spaces in the unit disk for all
real numbers s. Note also that for s < 0 we have that these spaces are A _(U)
Bergman spaces according to definition above for unit ball and we will use this
notation below for all negative s numbers in Besov spaces

It is well-known that A% (U) C A%,(U), t=s—,t<0,5<0.

Let further

Of_, ={z € U:|D"f(2)|(L —|2*)* = ~t},

e> O, t < 0, Qg,ft = stft.
In the following sharp theorem we calculated distances from a weighted Bloch
class to Bergman spaces for ¢ < 1.

Theorem D. (see [15]) Let 0 < ¢ <1 <, s < 0, ¢t < s—%, 8 > 17quq—2and
B> —1—t. Let f € A%,. Then the following are equivalent:

1. Iy = dista= (f, A Sq D

B+t

q
2. 1y = inf{s >0: [y (fﬂa,ft(f) %dmﬂw)) (1—]2]) % Ldma(2) < oo}.
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Proof. First we show that I; < Cls. For 8 > —1 — ¢, we have

_ =)’ =)
f(z)=C(B) (/U\Q 0 —wnie o >+/Qm T Areal o >>
= f1(2) + fa(2),

where C'(5) is a well-known Bergman representation constant.
For t <0,

w — |wl|)?
F@I o),

U\Q, ¢ ‘1 _EZ‘B+2

< Ce/ Mdm (w)
U

1 —wz|ft2

1
<Cerr.
(1 —=1]z)~*

L) <C

So sup, ey |1 ()/(1 — |2])~* < Ce.
For s <0, t < 0, we have

/ Fa(2)|(1 = [2]) =0 dma(2)
18]

< C’/ </ (1|w|)ﬁ+tdmg(w)> (1= |2))=7 Ydma(z) < C.
U Q

o 1= w2
So we finally have
distax, (f, A2,,_1) < C|If = follax, = Cl fillax, < Ce.

It remains to prove that I < [;. Let us assume that I; < l3. Then we can
find two numbers €, 1 such that ¢ > ¢; > 0, and a function f., € Aqfsqfl,
If = feillax, < €1, and

— |w|)B+t q
-/U (/Q deﬂW)) (1 — |2]) 7% dmy(z) = 0.

Hence as above we easily get from [|f — f, [|a < &1 that

(£ = e)xa. _(n ()1 = |2)" < Clfe, (2)],

and hence

_ X () (2) (1 = w])P / e
M= /U (/U 11— wz|P+2 dm2(w)> (1—1z) dma(2)

<o [ ([ Vol ) (o tamate).
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Since for ¢ < 1,

(= ) < [ HEOOREGREanat, o

wz|t |1 —wz|te

where o > 1;—‘1, t >0, fo, € H(U), z € U and the Forelly-Rudin type estimate

(1 —Jz[)>t c
. dez(z) < (1 — |w|)eaB+D+sa—1° (6)
where s < 0, § > 1=2¢ —2 w € U, (Forelly-Rudin type estimates in the unit disk).
We get
MO [ 1= al) ™1 o).
So, we arrive at a contradiction. The theorem is proved. O

The following theorem is a version of Theorem D for the case ¢ > 1. The core of
the proof of Theorem E as we see from the proof of Theorem D is the boundedness
of the Bergman projection with positive Bergman kernel and the Forelly-Rudin
type estimates. This simple observation will be heavily used by us below.

Theorem E. (see [15]) Let ¢ > 15 <0,t <s—, > % and B > —1—t. Let
f € A%,. Then the following are equivalent:

1. 11 = dist g, (f,A 75q )i

-~ . — B+t q sg—
2. 5 =inf{e > 01y (Jo () s dma ()" (1= |2) =0~ dms (2) < oo}

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

Indeed the close inspection of the proof of Theorem D shows the proof of The-
orem E is the same as the proof of Theorem D but here we will use (7) (see below)
instead of (5). Fore >0,¢> 1,8 >0, a > _71,

(/ |f|1 — 1_ |Z|) de(Z)) <C |f( )‘ (1 — |Z‘)aqdm2(z)(1—‘w|)_6q,w c U7

wz|5+2 U |1 — wz|Bq_Eq+2 (7)

which follows immediately from Holder’s inequality and (6).

Now we will add a new results. Since all proofs are short repetitions of argu-
ments which are needed in higher dimension, they will be partially omitted. Let
D be a bounded domains (domain) in C". We put for f € H(D)

O = {z € D |f(2)| (dist(z, D)% > g}.
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For a bounded domain D with C? boundary we define Bergman spaces A? and
A7’ as follows

AP (D) = {f € H(D) : /D |£(2)|P dist(z, 0D)*du(z) < oo}, a> -1,

A¥(D) = {f € H(D) : sup|f(2)|dist(2,0D)” < oo}, 3>0,

because of known embedding between these two spaces (see [6]) for such type
domains dist problem can be posed and more generally we arrive at problem of
estimates of dist x (f,Y) if X, Y are quazinormed spaces, subspaces of H(D), f € X
and Y is embedded in X.

We deal with bounded domains with C? boundary at least below so the dist
problem can be always posed. The core of all our proofs are so called Forelly-
-Rudin type estimates and boundedness of Bergman type projections with positive
Bergman kernel for various types of domains discussed in previous section. The
rest follows from the proof of the unit disk case which we provided above. The
short proofs in more complicated domains hence will be partially omitted.

We assume that in our Theorems 1, 2 the following condition holds: p(z) is
equivalent to dist(z,0D), z € D, where p is a defining function of D domain. We
also assume that for each F, F' € A‘(’Z +1)/p the Bergman reproducing formula with
kernel K is valid that is

F(w) = /DK(z7w)F(z)dv(z), w e D.

Note as we can check (see [3]) these both conditions are valid for bounded
strongly pseudoconvex domains with smooth boundary.

Namely for example for bounded strongly pseudoconvex domains and for defin-
ing function of a domain p(z) it is known p(z) is equivalent to dist(z,9D), (see [4],
[7])-

Moreover the second condition is valid in homogeneous Siegel domains, in tubu-
lar domains of second type, and bounded symmetric domains (see [14], [15], [16],
[17]).

Similar condition on defining function of a general pseudoconvex domain can
be seen in [5].

Theorem 1. Let D be a bounded pseudoconvex domains with C? boundary whose
boundary points are all of finite type and with locally diagonizable Levi form,

n+1 oo
=<1, 1<p<ooandlet fe A(n+1)/p(D). Then

dist g0 (f, A§(D))

(n+1)/p

xinf{s >0: /D (/D XQE)f(z)|K(z,w)dist(z,BD)_n;ld)\(z)>pd)\(w) < oo}.
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Proof. Let us show first that
p
W) = distaz,, (£, A7)
P
< Cinf {6 >0: / (/ Xa. ; (2)| K (z,w)] dist(z,aD)_;ld)\(z)) dA(w) < oo}
D \JD
= Cla(f).
We repeat unit disk arguments now. According to our assumptions we have

/sz 2)d\(z), weD

(for bounded symmetric domains this is valid automatically).
Then following unit disk case we have

F(w) = Fi(w) + Fy(w), weD
Fo(w) = / K (2, w)F(2)dA(2), weD
D\, ¢
/ K(z,w)F(z)d\(z), we D.

Note again using the Forelly-Rudin estimate

1
|Fy(w)] < Ce (p(w) ™), TZ”;, we D,

and also obviously, since dist(z,0D) < p(z),

/ |Fy (w)|Pd\(w) < C/ (/ Xa..; (2)[ K (z,w)| dist(z, aD) d)\( ))pd)\(w) <C,

where 1 < p < o0, ”Tfl<1.
We used that (see previous section)

/D K (2,w)| p(z)TdA(2) < p(w)™", weD, re(0,1).

The rest follows similarly as above in case of the unit disk. Let us show now the
reverse that is I3(f) < I;(f). We again repeat arguments of the unit disk case using
the Bergman projection theorem.

For some ¢, €1 > 0, € > 1, f., € A5(D) and assuming the reverse that [; < o,
we have now

I(f = fellas, <& (8)

(n+1)/p
and

() = [ ([ xa, @G 0 ase00)F 06 dw) - .
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Hence from (8) we have

(e —e)xa.;(2)p(2) " < Clfe,(2)|, 2€ D, 7= ”; :

From here we have that obviously

M(f) < C /D ( /D Ifsl(Z)IK(Z,w)d/\(Z)>pd/\(w) < Clfer s

for 1 < p < oo.

Since the Bergman projection with positive kernel is bounded (see previous
section) we got contradiction.

The proof is complete. O

Note, the proof of the Theorem 1 is based fully on estimates from [4] and remarks
we made above. This result is sharp under certain natural additional conditions.

We always assume below that Q is bounded domain with C? boundary (at
least), so dist problem can be posed.

Based on our discussion and results of Ahn-Cho we can now formulate the
following result.

Theorem 2. Let Q) be C*° smoothly bounded with defining function r pseudocon-
vex domain of finite type m in C" and the Levi form on 02 has at least n—2 positive
eigenvalues at each z € 0%). Let ”Tfl <1,1<p<ooandlet fec A‘(’;H)/p(D).
Then

distaz (f, AG(D))

(n+1)/p
p
= inf {5 >0: / </ xa. ; (2)| K (z,w)| dist(z,&D)#dA(z)) dA\(w) < oo} .
D \JD
Proof. Let us show first that

L(f) =distax, (f, A7)

(n+1)/p
< Cinf {s >0: /D (/D Xo. ; (2)| K (z,w)| dist(z,aD)—’TdA(z))pdA(w) < oo}
= Cla(f).

We repeat unit disk arguments again. According to our assumptions we have
F(w) = / K(z,w)F(z)d\(z), w€D
D

(for bounded symmetric domains this is valid automatically).
Then following unit disk case we have

F(w) = Fi(w) + Fy(w), we D

Fy(w) = /D\Q K(z,w)F(z)d\(z), weD

Fi(w) = /Q K(z,w)F(z)d\(z), w e D.
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Note again using the Forelly-Rudin estimate

1
|Fa(w)| < Ce (p(w)™7), T=”;, weD,

and also obviously, since dist(z,0D) = p(z),

[ 1ptwraw <o [ ( / XQE,f<z>|K<z,w>|dist(z,aDr’TdA(z))pdA(w)sc,

where 1 < p < o0, ”T'fl<1.
We used that

/D K (2,w)| p(=)TdA(2) < p(w)™", weD, re(0,1).

The rest follows similarly as above in case of the unit disk. Let us show now the
reverse that is lo(f) < I1(f). We again repeat arguments of the unit disk case using
the Bergman projection theorem.

For some ¢, €1 > 0, € > &1, f-, € A}(D) and assuming the reverse that 1 < lo,
we have now

[(f = fellaee  <e (9)

(n+1)/p

and
win=[ ([ XQE,Az)K(z,w>|dist<z,aD>"fsz))pdA(w):oo.

Hence from (8) we have

(e - eD)xa., ()p(z) T < Clfu(2)], z€D, Tz”;fl.

From here we have that obviously

M(f)<C /D ( /D |f51<z>|K<z,w>dx<z>)pdx<w> < Ol ferllag,

for 1 <p < 0.

Since the Bergman projection with positive kernel is bounded (see previous
section) we got contradiction.

The proof is complete. O

From [9] taking into account our discussion above and repeating arguments of
the unit disk case we have another sharp theorem (without additional assumption
needed for other two theorems):
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Theorem 3. Let ) be bounded symmetric domain with C? boundary, 1 < p < oo.
Then we have

dist 400

o (FAR(Q)

= inf{s >0: /Q</Q XQEJ(Z)W(}L(Z’Z))*tJrﬁd(S(z))p
X (h(w,w))adé(w) < oo}7

for all B > By, for all t = W < 1 and for some large enough .

Similar results with similar proofs are valid based on discussion above for pseu-
doconvex domains of finite type with the property that the Levi form of the bound-
ary has almost one degenerate eigenvalue. We leave this to interested readers.
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