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POINTWISE ESTIMATES FOR THE BERGMAN KERNEL OF THE WEIGHTED
FOCK SPACE

JORDI MARZO AND JOAQUIM ORTEGA-CERD

ABSTRACT. We prove upper pointwise estimates for the Bergman kerntileoweighted Fock
space of entire functions ih?(e~2¢) where¢ is a subharmonic function with¢ a doubling
measure. We derive estimates for the canonical solutioretqreto the inhomogeneous Cauchy-
Riemann equation and we characterize the compactnessaftbrator in terms ah¢.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let ¢ be a subharmonic function i@ whose Laplaciam\¢ is a doubling measure. Far<
p < oo, we consider the Fock spaces

Fy = {f € H(C) : ||f||’]’r£ = /(C £ (2)[PeP*® dm(z) < oo},
and
2= {r em©): Wl =sup e < o0}
zeC

wheredm denotes the Lebesgue measur€in

Let K(z,¢) = K.(¢) denote the Bergman kernel 3%, i.e. for anyf € ]—"j,

16 = Ky = [ FOK(G Qe dm(©). <.

If 1 = Ag, the functiorp,(z) (or simplyp(z)) denotes the positive radius such thab(z, p(z))) =
1. The functionp—2 can be considered as a regularized version of see[Chro1] o [MMOQ3].
We write D" (z) = D(z,rp(z)) andD'(z) = D(z) (we will write D} () if we need to stress the
dependence on).

In this context the Bergman kernel has already been studinefChr91] M. Christ obtained
pointwise estimates under the hipothesis that a subharmonic function such thats A¢ is a
doubling measure and

1) inf yu(B(2,1)) > 0.

This result was extended to several complex variables bydin@nd N. Lindholm in[[Del98]
and [Lin01] under similar hypothesis. They obtain a very tiescay of the Bergman kernel away
from the diagonal.
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We will remove hypothesi§[1) (which in somes sense is rdladehe strict pseudoconvexity)
and keep only the doubling condition (that is morally classfinite-type). We still obtain some
decay away from the diagonal, we derive estimates for therdaal solution operator to the
inhomogeneous Cauchy-Riemann equation and we characteezompactness of this operator
in terms ofA¢. Our main result is the following estimate.

Theorem 1.1.Let K(z, ¢) be the Bergman kernel foF;. There exist positive constanisande
(depending only on the doubling constant fiag) such that for any, € C

1 e?(2)+(C)
p(2)p(C) exp (D)

p(2)

(2) |K(z,Q)<C

Although the estimate above seems to be asymmetric in thel@sz, ( one can see that for
|z — ¢| < Cmax{p(z), p(¢)} the values op(z) andp({) are comparable, see Lemal2.3. Also
when|z — ¢| > C'max{p(z), p(¢)} one can use Lemnia 2.6 to see that the same estimate holds
with p(¢) inside the exponential for a different positive exponefthis new exponent depending
only on the doubling constant fak¢). The symmetry becomes apparent when we wiite (2) in
terms of the distancé, induced by the metrip,*(z)dz ® dz. Indeed, by using Lemnia 2.6 one
can write [2) as

1 e?(2)+¢(¢)
p(2)p(C) exp (dg(z,€)<)’

for somee > 0 (different from the previous one but still positive). Théieste proved in[Chr91]
for the Bergman kernel oﬂ% defined for ap with doubling Laplacian and satisfyingl (1) is

(3) K (2,0 <C

O
p*(2) exp (edy(z, ()’

K (2,0 <C

for somee > 0 and allz, { € C. B B
Let N be the canonical solution operatordpi.e. 9N f = f andN f is of minimal L?(e~%¢)
norm and leC(z, ¢) be the integral kernel such that

Nf(z) = /C 00z, ) F(C) dm(©).

The boundedness and compactness of this canonical sobyenator fromL?(e=2?) to itself
has been extensively studied in one and several varialdes; $urvey on this problem and its
applications se€ [FS02]. It is shown in_[Has06] that for wsgon the class considered by
M. Christ, the conditiorp(z) — 0 when|z| — oo is sufficient for compactness. In the same
paper it is shown that the canonical solution operator with) = |z|? fails to be compact, all
these results are contained in Theotem 1.3. Finally, in [AHIBe authors prove a result similar
to Theoreni 1.3 with some extra regularity conditions/on

With Theorem_LIL we obtain a pointwise estimate on the keoh¢he canonical solution
operator.



POINTWISE ESTIMATES FOR THE BERGMAN KERNEL 3

Theorem 1.2. There exists an integral kernél(z, ¢) such that
u(z) = [ OGO f(C) dm(c),
C

solvesdu = f and

— (™ =l < p(2)
con<d o le=d |z~ ¢| < pl=),
OIS (PR aI RSS s
Moreover, the integral kernel'(z, ¢) giving the canonical solution td in L?(e~2?) has the same
estimate (with a different exponent- 0).

One can compare this result with the estimate[on [Chr91, fEmed..13] where the author
proves that

(I ¢l < pl2)
4 ool o l=d 2= (| < (),
@ LCROTES TRk By b
As an application of the estimaté (2) we characterize thepemtmess of the canonical solution
operator ta) in terms of the measur&¢.

Theorem 1.3.Let¢ be a subharmonic function such thap is doubling. The canonical solution
operator N of minimal norm inL?(e~%¢) to the inhomogeneou-equation defines a bounded
compact operator froni.?(e=2?) to itself if and only ifp,(z) — 0 when|z| — oc.

Any of the estimates o6/(z, {) (the estimate in Theorem_1.2 or the result by Christ, (4)) can
be used in order to prove this theorem, because as soon agmesss the compactness of the
canonical solution operatdY, the functionp turns out to be bounded and therefdre (1) holds.

There is some natural gain (or loss) in the Hormander egtisn&the Laplacian ob is big
(or small). If we incorporate the Laplacian in the weightrthvee always get boundedness, under
some mild regularity assumption (the doubling property)oe never get compactness:

Proposition 1.4. Let ¢ be a subharmonic function such that is doubling. The solutiom to
the equatiordu = f of minimal norm inL?(e=2¢) is such thatjue=?||z»c) < || fe =l 1o(c), for
all p € [1, o0]. Moreover, the solution operata¥ acting fromZ?(e=¢p?) to L?(e~2?) is always
bounded but it is never compact.

Remark.The first statement in this proposition has been proved@regMMOO03, Theorem C]
by using peak functions instead of estimates for the Bergkeamel.

2. PRELIMINAIRES

In this section we collect some material from [Chr91] and [KARE] that will be used along
the proofs and we deduce some easy estimates for the Bergmaal kear the diagonal.

Definition 2.1. A nonnegative Borel measutds called doubling if there existS > 0 such that
u(D(z,2r)) < Cu(D(z,r))

forall = € Candr > 0. The smallest constantin the previous inequality is called the doubling
constant for.
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Lemma 2.2. [Chr91, Lemma 2.1] et x be a doubling measure i. There exists a constant
~ > 0 such that for any disk®, D’ with respective radius > r’ and withD N D’ # ()

(A2 <25 (22"

Remark.In particular for any: € C andr > 1 there exists a constant> 0 (depending only on
the doubling constant fqr) such that

() r S (D (z)) St

AN

It follows inmediately from Lemmp_212 that the functipris nearly constant on balls.

Lemma 2.3.If D(z) N D({) # 0 thenp(z) ~ p(¢), with constants depending only on the
doubling constant folA¢.

Remark.There exist constantg C' > 0 and0 < § < 1 such that
—1

C
- < < B
o S () < Cl
for |z| > 1, [MMOOQ3, Remark 1].
The following lemma shows that our main estimate (2) is symiman the variables, C.
Lemma 2.4. [Chr91, p. 205])f ¢ ¢ D(z) then
plz) _ <|z—<|)”
p(¢) =\ p(¢)
for some) < § < 1 depending only on the doubling constant fog.

Definition 2.5. Givenz,( € C
1nf/ 1y (¢

where~y runs on the piecewis@! curvesy : [0, 1] — C with 7( ) =zandy(1l) = (.

The following lemma was proved ih [MMOO03, Lemma 4].

Lemma 2.6. There exist$ > 0 such that for every > 0 there exists”, > 0 such that

IERY |z — (]
"op(2) p(z)

o ('Zp(zf')é < dy(2,¢) < C, <%)H, for ¢ € D" (z)°.

The following lemma will be used repeatedly in what follows.

< dg(z,0) < C, for ¢ € D' (2),

and
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Lemma 2.7. Let ¢ be a subharmonic function witlh = A¢ doubling. Then for any > 0 and
k>0

‘Z - C‘k k
/@ T ) < O

whereC' > 0 is a constant depending only @ne, and on the doubling constant for

Proof. Let f(t) = §t§—1 — ¢+ then for anyz > 0

+oo
/ e f(t) = e Tghle

and

L
/ =) < HOuD) + /
C

k ot ;
exp dgy(z, C) e’ (€) /( g f(t)dtdu(z)

p(¢)

< P +M(0) /1+Oo e F(Ou(D"(¢)dt S p*(C) (1 + /1+Oo etf(t)tl/“dt) .

We will also use some Cauchy-type estimates for functioniserspace,

Lemma 2.8. [MMOOQ3, Lemma 19]For anyr > 0 there exists”' = C'(r) > 0 such that for any
feH(C)andz € C:

@) [f(2)Pe2® < C [, [F(O)Pem© deéé)-
(b) [V(IFle=)(2)]? < C [ (o) 1F(Q) PO L2 »
() If s >r, |f(2)2e ) < C, fDS(z)\DT(z) 1£(C)[2e2(©) pT(C) .

The following result proved in [MMOQ3, Theorem 14] showstttiee same spacEj can be
defined with a more regular weight.

Proposition 2.9. Let ¢ be a subharmonic function such that is doubling. There exish% €
C>(C) such thatop — ¢| < C with A¢ doubling and
1 1

—~
2

A¢p ~ 5
Ps Py

As afirst step in proving Theorédm 1.1, in the remainder of dutisn we derive some estimates
for the Bergman kernel on the diagonal or near the diagonal.

Proposition 2.10. There exist” > 0 such that

026(2) K(2.2) C€2¢<z>
< K(z,2) <
p*(2) p*(z)

(6) o
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Proof. Let z € C be fixed. For anyM € N there exists a holomorphic functiad® such that

P.(z) =1and
M
[P(0)] S #97# min {1, (|f f')d) } ,

see [MMOO3, Appendix]. For somg > 0 (to be determined) we define the entire function

£0) = o )
(C) = co——=P,(().
"o(2)
Then
2M
_ dm(¢) i
(OO dm §0c2+/ < p(2) ) — (14 <1
JAG] ©Oscir | (Zg) e = ohtt )
for ¢, small enough. For such a fixeglwe havef.(z) = c;e?® p~1(z) and therefore

£26(2)
K(z,2) =sup{|f(2)]*: f € Fi, I flr2 <1} 2 2(2)

The other estimate follows by using the reproducing prgdertthe Bergman kernel, Lemrha 2.3
and inequality (a) in Lemnia 2.8, see the next propositiorgrelthis is done in detail. O

The following coarse estimate will give us (2) when the peint € C are close to each other.

Proposition 2.11. Let K (z, ) be the Bergman kernel fﬁj. Then there exist§' > 0 (depend-
ing only on the doubling constant fax¢) such that for any, ( € C

@ K(z0) < 0
ErG

Proof. Let z € C be fixed. Applying (a) in Lemm@_2.8 to the reproducing kerReland using
Lemmd2.3

|KZ(C)|2€—2¢(C) </ |K ( )|2 _2¢(w)dm(( ))

p?
/|K |2 —2¢w)d m(w) K<Z72)'
p(C) Q)
Finally, by using Proposition 2.10 the estimate foIIows. O

S

3. PROOF OFTHEOREM[L ]

We will follow a similar argument as in [Lin01] when Lindholstudies the case whekg is
bounded. In fact the basic trick goes back to Kerzman in [Rgn&here the Bergman kernel is
estimated using the estimates on the solution to an inhonemges Cauchy-Riemann equation.

We are interested in studying the behaviourgf:, ) when the points, ¢ are far apart.

Let z,¢ € C be fixed points such thdd(z) N D(¢) = 0. Let0 < x < 1 be a function in
C>(C) with suppy € D(¢) such thaty = 1in D'/?(¢) and

Oy|? < X

~ p2C)
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We have that

1
K.(C 2672000 < / K, (w 267200 dm(w
1 / 2 —2¢(w) 1 2
= x(w)| K, (w)|“e Wdm(w) S || K. 2(ye—2
PQ(C) DU2(0) ( )| ( )| ( ) pQ(C)H ||L (xe—29)

Then, of coursﬁKZH;(Xe,%) = sup; |(f, K.)2(ye-2¢)| Where the supremum runs over #lbe
a holomorphic function irD(¢) such that

/ |fI2e %y dm = 1.
As fx € L*(e”?%) one has
<f7 KZ)LQ(Xe_Q‘f’) = P(fX)(Z),
whereP = P, stands for the Bergman projection
PAIIE) = [ K(2Q0(Oe ) din(0)
C

which is bounded froni*(e~>?) to F;. Now

u=fx—P(fx),
is the canonical solution (ih?(e=2?)) of
(8) du=09(fx) = fox,

and, sincey(z) = 0, one has

|(f, KoY pae2e) | = [P(fX)(2)] = Jul2)]-

We use a Hormander’s type theorem to majorize this lastesgion by an integral involving
fOx. One technical difficulty is that our functiafis not smooth enough, so first of all we define
a regularized version.

Let0 < e < 1 a constant to be chosen later. Let

jw—¢] ) ‘
plw) = )
=55
(we will write ¢, if we need to stress the dependence)o he functiony is subharmonic and

O _o=d@=0 =g
ow (w) 2/);(@“) ’ p(w) 4/);(0

Considering the dependence ©ane has

2

_ |90
A@%@0—4’&U@0
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The Laplacian ofy is not bounded above, so we define

1
V= mch‘) * 0,

wherex,, ) = xs,,, is the characteristic function d¥,, ) = B(0, p(¢))-
By Holder’s inequality
2
1 § Oy
= Xpg(Q) * | 5~
Byl |ow

I

=
and

1 1 1|2
AwQE( ) (|B |XP¢>(C * ASOQG) ( ) <|B |XP¢(<) %

2
) (w).
We denoteb = Ay, (w)/4 and, as before, we will writé. if needed.

By [MMOO3, Theorem 14] one can builgl € > such thato — 5\ < C with A¢ doubling
and

~ 1 1
Ps Py

Lemma 3.1. There exist) < ¢ < 1 and0 < C,Cy < 1 (depending only on the doubling
constant forA¢) such that for any) < e < ¢

e
5 (W)

This Lemma is an easy consequence of the following:

2
< CiAd(w), and Ay.(w) < CHAG(w).

Lemma 3.2. For anyC' > 0 there exist$) < ¢y < 1 (depending only on the doubling constant
for A¢ and (') such that

1
o (w)<C
(w) p(w)
if0<e<e.
Lema3.2 implies Lemnia 3.By (9) letC’ > 0 such that
1 ~
——— < C'Agp(w).
py(w) ~ #w)

Let ¢y > 0 the one provided by Lemna 3.2 f6t > 0 such thatC'C’ < 1. If 0 < € < ¢ we
have
|

5 (W) < CC'Ad(w),

and
Ape(w) = 4P, jo(w) < 4C

1 ~
<4C0C" Ag(w).
P (w)
Then it is enough to tak€, = C'C" andC; = 4CC". O
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Lemmd_3.2 We want to see that faf’ > 0 there existd > ¢, > 0 such that fol < € < ¢,

1 dp|” 1
—X * | — w) < C———.
We will split the proof in two cases:

[ Bos()l
CASE 1: Suppose thdd(w) N D?(¢) # (. The function® has a maximum im = ¢ (because
|00/ 0w|*(u) ~ 1/|u — ¢[*~*) so itis enough to see thét (¢) < Cp,*(w).

R
20 =20 /D g )

€ 2¢—2 € pQ) - p2m 2e—1 €
=T /D ) = g ) =
so we need
€ <,0(C)>2
4~ \p(w)/)

and this property holds fdr < € < ¢, because(() ~ p(w).
CASE 2: Suppose thdd(w) N D?(¢) = 0.

1 Elw — 2 — |22
1Bo, )| J, 4p*(()

62

=R 2 |w — u* 2 dm(u) < —
4‘BP¢(C)‘/)26(C) /B%(Q 4p%(C)|w — (|22

P (w) =

dm(z)

6222—26

So we need
€2|w _ C|25—2 1

22p%(¢) 7~ pA(w)

or equivalently

2:C (Jw—¢I\'"™ _ plw)
(10) € ( p(C) ) & p(¢)’

and this follows from Lemmla 2.4 because¢ D(w). We would like to mention that, d8 — (| >
p(¢), the last inequality holds also for any exponent smallen thaFinally, as2¢C/e goes to
infinity whene — 0, one can find, such that[(10) holds for any < ¢ < ¢. O

From now on we will fixe > 0 in such a way that the conclusions of Lemimd 3.1 do hold. The
following Lemma is an easy consequence of the previous ones.

Lemma 3.3. For o = gz~6— 1, one has

~ 1 1
AQ ~ Agb, and - ~ -
pg pa
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Proof. As ¢ is subharmoniCAgg > A§§ — Ay = Ap. The other inequality follows from

Lemma3.1 sincé\p > (1 — C5)A¢, with 0 < C, < 1. The relation between the corresponding
regularization follows automatically. O

As Dy4(¢) N Dy(z) = 0, the functionfx vanishes offD,(¢) and therefore (recall that by
Lemma 3.8, ~ p; ~ py) the functionu is holomorphic inDj(z) for somer > 0 again by (a)
in Lemma 2.8

[u(z)[2em 22 S Juy(z) P20 200 IU(Z)|26‘29

</ e (“’) < / u(aw) e~ dinw)

w)|?e 2™ dm(w).

(11)

p3(2)
We estimate this last integral using the classical Hormeattteorem:

Theorem 3.4(Hormander) Let$2 C C be a domain and € C%(Q) be such that\¢ > 0. For
any f € L _(Q) there exist a solutiom to 9u = f such that

[ < |f\2

and also with a variant due to Berndtsson (.:ee [BerOl, Lem@ja 2

Theorem 3.5.If

2
< CiAgp, with 0< () <1,

ow
and for anyg one can finds such thaidv = ¢ with
(12) /|v|2 ~26-2) < |g\2 —2¢—2¢’
Ag

then (forv,) the canonical solution i?(e~2¢), one has
Il

/|UO|26—2¢+2w < 0/9_~€—2¢+2w7
< Ao

We know thatA(¢ + 1) > 0,then applying Theorem 3.4, &( f),one has such thabv =

g(fx) with
2 242 < |51’|2 —25—2¢
/ lofe / (<;s+z/z)

a ~
O 52

A¢

whereC' = 6/(1 — C})2.
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As |o — $| < C we have that(12) holds and by Theorem 3.5

/|UI26_2¢+2¢ < C/—'gufe‘%*w.
< A7

The functionsp, 5 are pointwise equivalent arﬁsi% ~ p;Q S0 one can estimate (11) as

L w(w)|?e=2¢™) dm(w 1 2(w)|o w)2e=2®) dm(w
i [ e an) § s [ B e dmw)

_ L 2 (o () P o 200) g
(3) Ty AN @ e dma),

The functionty is bounded above iD({) by a constant depending only on the doubling
constant forA¢, indeed, forw € D(()

1 1 .
m /XB%(C) (w—u)p(u)dm(u) < ﬂpi(C) /[)2(0 o(u)dm(u) < 2°.

So finally (13) can be estimated by

Pi(w)|f(w)l2x(w)efag(w) mlw Med(b(w) ) — —
/D(o Pe(2)P3(C) dm{ )S/Dm P2 (2 dm(w)

SN—
he)
o
VS
N
SN—

and we have
1 026(2)+26(C)

Pa(2)pg(C) e

(14) | K(C2)]* S

3.1. Pointwise estimates.In this subsection we deduce a new expression, witgodor (14).
The new expression is the one appearing in Thedrem 1.1 arefahe this will finish the proof.

Lemma 3.6. If D(¢{) N D(w) = 0 there existg” > 0 such that
[V(w) —p(w)] < C.

Proof. Using the subharmonicity

1 1 ‘dm(u) — |lw — C|¢
@b(w)—w(w):pe(o{m [l - d}zo.

fw — (| < 2p(() itis plain that

1 1 . .
V) = D) /D(o fw—ul*dm(u) <3

and therefor® < ¢ (w) — o(w) < 3¢,

On the other hand, i




12 JORDI MARZO AND JOAQUIM ORTEGA-CERRB

For|w — (| > 2p(§) (we will write v(z) = |w — z|°) we have
o) =) = 5 { e [ vtwyamiu 210}
1

= 5 0 /D<<> {log (|j<_oc|> + % ((%)2 - 1) } Av(u) dm(u)

= 27TP1€(C) /D(C) o <\1f(—<)C|) Bolu) dm{u),

for the second equality see [BO97, section 3.3.]. By [MMOD&mnma 5] the last integral is
smaller than

1
277 () /D(C) Av(u) dm(u),

times a constant depending only on the doubling constariidfwhich in turn depends only on
€). For anyu € D(({) one deduces frorfw — (| > 2p(¢) that|u — w| > p(¢),and

en2 1
/ o Avw)dmi) < () = OmD(O),

so finally
2
blw) - p(w) S 3

4. PROOF OFTHEOREMS[I.2AND 1.3

Theoreni 12L et {z;} be a sequence of points@andr > 0 such tha{ D"(z;)} is a covering of
C. Let {x;} be a partition of unity subordinate to the covering. kef() = K(z,¢)/\/K(z, 2)
be the normalized reproducing kernelﬁj. Consider the operator

()3 fror ) = ko) [ L

By Cauchy-Pompeiu formula one has that = fy,. Then the kernel

o= <Z <§Zi—<zz)>>fii%> e

dm(C).

is such that
u(z) = [ HH0G( () dm(0
C

solvesdu = f. Letz € C be fixed andz — (| < Rp(z) for some fixedR > 0, then there is a
finite number of balls of the covering intersectifjz) and by Proposition 2.11 one has

Gz Ol S == ¢
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Also when|z — (| > Rp(z) there is a finite number of balls in the covering containing
and this will give us a finite number of summandsGn For one of these terms one has by
Theoreni Ll that

#(2)
(o)) = il g <
IKll ™ p(=) exp do(z, 2:)
and
‘M’ s0-o) PO 1
(C - Z>kzz(C> p(Z)pfl(C)eiﬁ(C) ~ p(z) exp d¢(2, ZZ')€7

but asd,(z, z;) ~ dy(z, ¢) this gives us the estimate Of.

Now we want to show that the same estimate holds for the kérndf NV is the canonical
solution operator and/ is the solution operator given by the kerrdelabove, one can see that
N = M — PM whereP stands for the Bergman projection. Then foe ]—"j,

Nf(z) = /C Oz, Q)" £(¢) dm(©)
where
C(2:¢) = Gz, ) — %) /C K (2,€)G(E, O)e*© dm(e).

Suppose first thdt — (| < p(z). We split the last integral and use the estimates;cend the
Bergman kernel

a —(6E) (=) < 1 e e
JALEOEETE im(©) o [ Ok I amee

B pe
" p*(C) /DK(QC exp dg (&, C)° dm{¢)

and we get that the first integral is bounded by a constantrevie> 1 is such thatD(z) C
DX(¢). Now by Proposition 214 there exists> 0 such that

O ey < A (Y
/DK«)ceXPdcﬁ(faC)E m(g)N/DK«)cm{ucg@(s)} expdy(E, O )

p(Q)  dm(§) _
+/I>K<<>cn{5:<s|zp<o} expdy(§, Q)¢ p*(§) ™~

where for the first integral we use thit : [¢ — £| < p(€)} € D¥'(¢) for someK’ > 0 and for
the second one we use Lemmal 2.7 together with Propo5itibgetiag

1O (2,0 S == (|7, when|z —¢| < p(2).
For |z — ¢| > p(z) and giverD < n < 1 we split the integral in the regions defined by

(i) dy(&,¢) < ndg(z,Q),
(ii)) dy(&,C) > ndy(2, ) anddy(€, z) > ndy(z, ).

p(¢),
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In case(i) we havel,(z, () < dy(z,&)+dy(£, C) < dy(z,&)+nds(z, () anddy(z, &) < dg(z, )+
dy(&,¢) < (1 +n)dy(2, C) then

(1 =n)dy(2,C) < dy(2,8) < (1+n)ds(2,C)
and (recall thalG (¢, ¢)| < p'(C) exp(—d (&, C)°) for [€ — ¢| > p(C))

(2. 6)G GO+ g () < 1 d
/d¢<g,<>gnd¢<z,¢>' (5 8)GIE, e CEFEy| 0 PO = epdy(z,ay m©

1
- /{d¢(g,c)gnd¢(z,<)}mDT(c)c p(C)p(2)p(€) exp(dy(z, &) + dy(z, §))

-1 ¢ 1 p~ (&)
o @en(-de o) (14 o [ ).

and the last integral can be bounded as above. An entirelp@mas argument proves case
(77). Let A be denote the region defined by:) (in the estimates which follow the value of the
exponent may change from line to line although it is always strictlysjtive)

1 / p~ ' (§)
p(C)p(2) Ja exp(dy(z, ) + dy(€, ))

dm(§)

/ K (2, €)G(E, O)le @O+ di(e) < dm(€)
A

1 P (€) p (&)
< - I Y R RCE
7 PQ)e(z) </Aﬂ{d¢<éﬁz>Sd¢<&o} exp 2dy(z, )¢ m(€)+/Aﬂ{d¢(§,z)2d¢(§70} exp 2dy(&, €)° m(§)>

1 p(&) 1 o(€)
S o900 O 0 |, e

now we have

! /)(f) d < ;d < oo ~tgtd
p(2) /AeXP dy(z,&)¢ ule) 2 /A exp dy(z,&)° e = /cl¢(z,£)>nd¢,(z,c) /%(Z,g)e e dtdu(§)

+o0 1

+00
< / p({€ - dy(z,€) <t/ Ve tat 5/ e tdt < ——
nedg(2:0)° nedy (2,0)° exp dy(z, C)*

O

Theoreni 113Let {z;} be a sequence of complex numbers such that co for j — co. We
want to show thap(z;) — 0 whenN is compact. By Theorein 1.1

K (=0l £#(0)
k()] = S '
|k.(C)] .|| p(Q) expdy(z, )¢

Defining holomorphig0, 1)—forms f; and functions:; as

fi(z) = key(2)dz, ui(2) = (2 = 2j)ks, (2),
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thendu; = f;. Observe that; € 7 because of the above estimate, Lenimé 2.7 and Proposi-
tion[2.9

1= 5Pl P9 dm(e) 5 () < o
C
Finally, as the reproducing kern€dl,, } ,<c are dense iﬂ-‘j and

(uj, kw) = ((z = 2)k=,(2), ku(2)) = 0,
the solutiony; is the canonical solution td i.e. u; = N f;. By hypothesis, the operato¥ is
compact and| f;|| = 1 and therefore there exist a convergent subsequen¢e;pf(which we
denoted as before).

The functionsu; are basically concentrated dn(z;). Indeed, by Proposition 2.1 one has
|-y (2)] S p7'(25)e?™ s0

1
[l @ O dn) S o [ (o= 5P dm(e) S 2)
Dr(z) p (Zj) D7 (z5)
and conversely by Lemnia 2.8 (c)
[ 1wk )P dnts) 2 [ (2 = 2k, ()22 dim(2)
Dr(z5) D7 (z;)\D"/?(z;)

0 ot
Zp4(zj)/ [key (2) P20 =222 2 (2)) ks, (25) e 2050 ~ ().
D7 (2;)\D"/2(z;) p*(2)

In particular, just because the operatoiis bounded, the sequenég(z;)} has to be bounded.
Also by Lemmd 27 and Propositibn 2.9 one has

/ (2 — )k, ()P dm(2) < Crp(2))
Dr(z;)°

whereC, — 0 whenr — .
The sequencéu; } is a Cauchy sequence so

e — gl = [Jus)|* + [lugll* + 2 Re(uy, ug) — 0,
for j, k — oo. To complete this part of the proof we have to see that thesgabduct is small

also wherne; andz;, are far enough from each other. Indeed, given0 there exists.. such that
forr > r,

/ |(z — zk)kzk(z)|26_2¢(z)dz,/ |(z — zj)krzj(z)|26_2¢(z)dz < e.
Dr(zx)°

Dr(z;)e
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Now let|z; —z;| > r. max{p(z;), p(zx) }. TheL*—norm ofu; on D" (z;) is pointwise equivalent
to p(z;) (and this value is bounded above) so applying Holder'suadty to

(g ur)| S/C|Z—Zj||z—zk||kzj(2)l|kzk(z)|e—2¢<2> dm(2)

/ +/ +/ ] |2 = zjll2 = 2l k2, (2)| | (2) 720 dim(2),
() Jore)  Jevoreunrea

we deduce that the scalar product is arbitrarily small and

S

p'(2) ~ llugll* =0, j — oo
Suppose now that(z) — 0 when|z| — oo and let
M : L*(e7) — L*(e™%?)
be such a solution operator, i@) f = f. If M is compact then the canonical solution operator
will be compact because it can be writtens= M — PM whereP is the Bergman projection.

So all we have to show is that there exists a solution opefatothe 0 problem which is
compact. First of all, the operatdrs : L?(e=2?) — L?(e~2?) defined as

Mef() = | G QF (e dm()
{¢€eC:dy(2,()<6}
has normD(¢) aso — 0. Indeed, let: € C be fixed, then

—o(z — 1
M G)e ] < e “lmier [

z—cl<Cop(z) |2 — €]
where the constarit only depends on the doubling constant fop. Also

[E M5 f(2)le™*) dim(z) S bllpllscllfe oo,

and by Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem, whers bounded, the norm of the operator from
L2(e72%) to L?(e= %) is O(9).
We define now (for big? > 0) the operatoi/{* as

MEF(2) = vaom () / G2, O F(Q)e?@ 50 dm ().

{¢eC:d<dy(2,)}
This operator is compact because it is Hilbert-Schmidt

/ / 1G(z O dm(C)dm(2)
B(0,R) J{CeC:6<dy(2,()}

1 1 2
S /B(O,R) p*(z) /l)g(z)c exp(2dy(z, C)°) dm(¢)dm(z) < O(R?).

Finally, for big R > 0, we define the operatdi/"* as

MRF(2) = xson-(2) / G2, €) F()e*® 9 di(()

{¢€eC:d<dy(2,0)}

dm(¢) < Cép(z)|| fe || L (c),
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We can control its norm, because

|MF7 f(2)e” | < xpo.me(2)p(2) 1 fe %L ()
and therefore
le™*M" f|| ooy S sup p(2)|| fe™ |l (c)-

|2|>R

For the! norm

Br(2)e ) dm(z L L e~ dm m(z
L an s [ s | Qe dm(@m)

1
~<§‘i%p )/ QI [ P Tomtae g )

the inner integral is finite again because of Lenimé 2.7 coetbmith Proposition 219. Finally,
by the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem

e ®ME fll2c) S sup p(2)| fe |2,

|2|>R

and the norm of\/” goes td) whenR — oo. So we have that/ = M;+ M + M% is compact
because the norm dffs + M’ can be made arbitrarily small addf is compact. O

Propositior 1.4.We will use again Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem. Bese of the decay
of C(z,¢) we have forfe=?p € L? that

u(z) = / Oz, Q) F(Q)e?D ) dm(¢),

is a well defined function. Now the estimates on the kefiel, ¢),

dm(¢) dm(¢)
/D@ 2 ~P) and / PO exp dy(z, 0 ~ ")

yield [ue™®|| <) < || fe ?pl () and|lue™?|| 11y S || fe pllri(c)- The rest of the proof is
similar to the proof of Theorem1.3.

Assume now that the operator is compact. {et} be a sequence of complex numbers such
that the disk9D(z;) are pairwise disjoint. If

fi(z) = ij(%)dZv u;i(2) = (2 — 2)

one havu; = f; and
[ 1@ ) () £ 1
and one can extract a converg(?ng subsequené¢e gf But as before, from
g — will* = [lul® + lusll? + 2 Refuz, ug) — 0

we get a contradiccion because;|| ~ 1 and|(u;, u;)| — 0 for a fixedk whenj — oco. O
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