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WEIGHTED 0-INCOMPLETE PLURIPOTENTIAL THEORY

MUHAMMED ALI ALAN

ABSTRACT. Weighted pluripotential theory is a rapidly developing area; and Callaghan
[Cal07] recently introduced 6-incomplete polynomials in C? for d > 1. In this paper we
combine these two theories by defining weighted #-incomplete pluripotential theory.
We define weighted 6-incomplete extremal functions and obtain a Siciak-Zahariuta
type equality in terms of f#-incomplete polynomials. Finally we prove that the ex-
tremal functions can be recovered using orthonormal polynomials and we demonstrate

a result on strong asymptotics of Bergman functions in the spirit of [Ber].

1. INTRODUCTION

The theory of #-incomplete polynomials in C¢ for d > 1 was recently developed
by Callaghan [Cal07]. It has many applications in approximation theory. He also
defined interesting extremal functions in terms of #-incomplete polynomials and related
plurisubharmonic functions.

This paper has three goals. The first one is to further develop the f-incomplete
pluripotential theory of Callaghan. The second goal is to combine this theory with
weighted pluripotential theory and get a unified theory by defining weighted #-incomplete
pluripotential theory in C%. If § = 0, we get weighted pluripotential theory, and for
the weight w = 1, we get f-incomplete pluripotential theory. Finally we show that
extremal functions in these settings can be recovered asymptotically using orthonormal

polynomials.
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In this section we recall some definitions and major results of weighted pluripotential
theory and we recall Berman’s paper [Ber] which is a special case of weighted pluripo-
tential theory. Our initial goal was to study Berman’s recent work on globally defined
weights within the framework of #-incomplete pluripotential theory. We were able to
prove many results for admissible weights defined on closed subsets of C*.

In the second section we recall some important results of #-incomplete pluripotential
theory. We improve a result of Callaghan and we extend a result of Bloom and Shiffman
[BSO7] to the #-incomplete extremal function Vi g associated to a compact set K for
0<0<1.

In the third section we work on closed subsets of C?. We define the weighted 6-
incomplete extremal function Vi g ¢ for a closed set K and an admissible weight function
w and we give various properties of this extremal function. We also show that Vi g ¢ can
be obtained via taking the supremum of #-incomplete polynomials whose weighted norm
is less then or equal to 1 on K, generalizing the analogous result for Vi y (unweighted
case) from the previous section. In particular we state analogous results in the case of
global weights.

In the last section we recall the Bernstein-Markov property relating the sup norms
and L?(p) norms of polynomials on a compact set K with measure u. We define a
version of the Bernstein-Markov property for #-incomplete polynomials in the weighted
setting. Then we prove results on asymptotics of orthonormal polynomials to extremal
functions in the #-incomplete and weighted setting. Finally in Theorem [4.7], we prove

a result on strong asymptotics of Bergman functions analogous to the main theorem

in [Ber].

1.1. Weighted Pluripotential Theory. We give some basic definitions from weighted
pluripotential theory. A good reference is Saff and Totik’s book [ST97] for d = 1 and
Thomas Bloom’s Appendix B of [ST97] for d > 1.

Let K be a non-pluripolar closed subset of C¢. An upper semicontinuous function

w: K — [0,00) is called an admissible weight function on K if

i) the set {z € K |w(z) > 0} is not pluripolar and
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ii) If K is unbounded, |z|w(z) — 0 as |z| — o0, 2z € K.

We define (Q = Q,, = — log w, and we will use () and w interchangeably:.

The weighted pluricomplex extremal function of K with respect to () is defined as
(1.1) Vko(z) ==sup{u(z)|ue L,u<Qon K},
where the Lelong class L is defined as
(1.2) L := {u | u is plurisubharmonic on C% u(z) < log* |z| + C}.

We recall that the upper semicontinuous regularization of a function v is defined by
v*(z) := limsup v(w) and it is well known that the upper semicontinuous regularization

w—z
of Vi ¢ is plurisubharmonic and in L™ where

LT :={ueL|log"|z| + C <u(z)}.

By Lemma 2.3 of Bloom’s Appendix B of [ST97], the support, S, of (ddCV§7Q)d is a
subset of Sy, = {2z € K|V o(2) > Q(2)}.

Here dd°v = 2i00v and (dd°v)? is the complex Monge-Ampere operator defined by
(dd°v)? = ddv A - - - A dd“v for plurisubharmonic functions which are C?. For the cases
considered in this paper see [KIi91l, [Dem8&87] for the details of the definition.

A set E is called pluripolar if £ C {z € C?|u(z) = —oo} for some plurisubharmonic
function u. If a property holds everywhere except on a pluripolar set we will say the

property holds quasi everywhere.

1.2. A Special Case of Weighted Pluripotential Theory. We recall some defini-
tions from Berman’s paper [Ber], where the weight is defined globally in C¢. Let ¢ be
a lower semicontinuous function, and ¢(z) > (1 4 ¢)log|z| for z > 1 for some fixed

e > 0. The weighted extremal function is defined as

(1.3) Vy(z) == sup{u(z) |u € L and u < ¢ on C?}.
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We define
(1.4) Sy = {z€ C?| Vi(2) > ¢(2)} and
(1.5) Sy = supp((dchg)d).

This is a special case of weighted pluripotential theory with K = C? and Q = ¢.
Hence S, C 5.

Berman [Ber] studied the case where the global weight ¢ € C11(C?). In this case we
define

(1.6) Dy = {z€CVy(2) = é(2)},

(1.7) P = {z€ C?|dd°¢(z) exist and is positive}.

We remark that D, is a compact set and Sy, C D,. By Proposition 2.1 of [Ber], if
¢ € CH(CY), then we have V, € CH1(C?) and (ddVy)? = (dd°¢)? on Dy N P almost

everywhere as (d, d) forms with L> coefficients.

Example 1.1. Let ¢(z) = |z|?>. Then we have

2 - 1
|2 if |z 7

| <
(1.8) Vs(2) =
log|z| + 2 — 2logs if |2 > 2

S

Clearly the plurisubharmonic function, V', on the right hand side is less then or equal
to ¢, hence V' < V,,. On the other hand the support of the Monge-Ampere measure of V/
is the closed ball of radius 1/4/2 centered at the origin. Since any competitor, u, for
the extremal function is less then or equal to |z|? on this closed ball, by the domination
principle, (see Appendix B of [ST97] or Theorem [ZT] below) w is less then or equal to V'
on C?. Therefore Vs <V and hence equality holds.
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2. 0-INCOMPLETE PLURIPOTENTIAL THEORY

We recall the basic notions of #-incomplete pluripotential theory from [Cal07]. We

fix 0 < 0 < 1. A f-incomplete polynomial in C? is a polynomial of the form

(2.1) P(z)= ) ca2”

|la|=[N0]

where [z] is the least integer greater than or equal to x. Here we use the following

multi-index notations. Let z = (21,...,24) € C? and a = (o, ..., aq) € N¢, then
2 =2"25% 025 and  Jo|l=a 4+t ag

The set of all §-incomplete polynomials of the form (2I]) will be denoted by 7.
We remark that when 6 = 0, 7y is the set of all polynomials of degree at most N; and
when 6 = 1, my g is the set of homogenous polynomials of degree V.

Related classes of plurisubharmonic functions are defined as follows (See [Cal07] for

details).

(2.2) Ly = {ue L|u(z) <0logl|z| + C for |z] < 1},
(2.3) Ly = {ué€ Ly| max(flog|z|,log|z|) + C < u(z) for all z € C*}.
We remark that if P € myy then %log |P| € Lg. Another observation is if 61 > 0s,

then Ly, C Ly, .

The next theorem gives a domination principle for Ly classes.

Theorem 2.1. [Cal07, Theorem 3.15] Let 0 < § < 1. Ifu € Ly and v € L} and if

u < v holds almost everywhere with respect to (dd°v)?, then u < v on CY,

We remark that for 0 < # < 1, we have u(0) = v(0) = —oo and the origin is a
distinguished point as it is charged by (ddv).
Callaghan [Cal07] defined the following extremal function for a set £ C C%

(2.4) Veo(2) := sup{u(z) : u € Ly and u < 0 on E}.
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We will call it the #-incomplete extremal function of E. The upper semicontinuous
regularization,Vy o, is in Ly if F is not pluripolar by Lemma 3.7 of [Cal07]. Also if K is
a regular compact set in C%, then Vit g = Vi Hence it is continuous except at z = 0.
Here regular means the extremal function of K, Vi := Vi is continuous. We remark
that (dd°Vj ,4)? is supported in E (J{0}.

According to [Cal07] we have the following result for compact sets K,
(2.5) Vi = log Py,

where
<I>’K79(z) = sup{|f(z)|1/N : f € myg for some N > 1, || fl|lx < 1}

We define the following functions for a compact set K. For N > 1 we let

(2.6) Pron(z) = sup{|f(z)|: f € mng, | fllx <1} and
(2.7) Dy = Sup(q)K,e,N)l/N-
N
The next proposition shows that the supremum in (2.7)) is actually a limit.
Proposition 2.2. With the above notation we have
! log ® = 1li ! log ¢ dd.,=o
S?vp N 0gPKroN = Nl_{I(l)o N 08 ProN NG L g = PK 9

Hence we have lim % log®xon = Vke.
N—o0

Proof. First of all we have @ g Pror < Prp s for all integers I,J > 0. For if

J I J+I
P(z)= > anz*and Q(2) = >, by2%, then PQ(z) = Yo cez¥isin myigg,
la|=[6.]] a=[61] a=[6.J]+[601]

since [8J] + [01] > [6(J + 1)].
By taking logarithms we get

(2.8) log @y +logPrer <logPr e i1,

so by Theorem 4.9.19 of [BG91], Nlim % log @ gy exists and equals sup % log ®r o n.
— 00 N

Now by Callaghan’s result (2.5) we get the last equality @, = P p. O
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In the next section we will extend this result to the weighted case. This proposition
also fixes a gap in the proof of Theorem 8.2 in [Cal06] and we will use it in the proof
of Theorem

The following theorem extends a result of Bloom and Shiffman [BS07] to the 6-

incomplete case.

Theorem 2.3. Let K be a reqular compact set in C*. Then

1
N log®ron — Vig

uniformly on compact subsets of C*\ Kj.

Here Kj is the f#—incomplete hull of K defined for a compact set K as
(2.9) Ky = {z € C|p(2)| < ||p|lx for all p € 7y for N =0,1,...}.

It is clear that for 6 > 0, the origin always belongs to Ky for any set K, so Kj is often
larger then the usual polynomially convex hull K := K. It is also easy to see that

Kg = {Z € Cd|VK79 < 0}

Proof. Let E be a compact set in C?\ Ky. First we want to show that there exists Ny
such that @ g n(z) > 1 for all N > N for all z € E.

We fix zp € E and § > 0 such that Vi g(z0) = 26. By the above proposition we have
Nli_r)rloo % log @k o.n(20) = 29, so there exists an integer NV, such that for all N > N, we
have % log @ o n(20) > 9. In particular @ g y(20) > 1 for all N > N,,.

Since @ g n., is the supremum of continuous plurisubharmonic functions, it is lower
semicontinuous. Hence U, := {z € C?| ®g . (2) > 1} is open. Now we can cover E
by the sets U,,, i.e., E C |J U,. There exists a finite subcover, U,,, .., U, , of E. Hence
taking Ny to be the largezsiEof N.,,...,N., , we can conclude that ®x o n(z) > 1 for all
z € F and for all N > Ny. Thus we have 1 < @r g7 < Prp s Pror < Prp i1 for all
I,J > Nyon E.

We follow [BS07] to prove that the sequence converges uniformly on E. We will
write Yy = %log Prpn. We note that Yy, > 9y for all N > Ny. We see this by
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Uk = w108 Prconik > wg l0g(Pron)* = 3 log Doy = ¢ for N > Ny. From (2.8),
we have Nkyny + j¢; < (Nk + j)ngy; for Nk > 1, 5 > 0. Since ¢; > 0 on E for
j > Ny, using ¥y > 1y for such j we get

Nk Nk

(210) Ui 2 Jpa s S 2 g

Nk +j

Let e > 0. For each a € E we can choose N, > N large so that Vi g(a)—¢n, (a) < € and

Vi 9(a)
Ng

Vko(a) < e, ¥n,(2) > ¥n,(a) — e, and L‘(Z) < ¢ for z € U,. This is possible by

< &, and then we can find an open neighborhood U, of a such that |V g(z) —

the facts that regularity of K implies the contlnuity of Vkp and that ¢y, is lower
semicontinuous.

Now we find a finite number of points ai,...ap in E such that the open sets

Uays---,Ua,, cover E. We choose Ny = max (N2 + N,,). Now for each a; if N >
ai,...,apr

(N2 + N,,), we write N = N, (k — 1) 4 j, where k > N,,, and N,, < j < 2N,,. By

Proposition 22 and (ZI0) we get

Nai(k )

< -y < Vio— — - .
0<Vko—tn < Vkp No(k—1)+ IDN% < Vi N, + 2¢Nal Vi o IDNapLNai n 2VK,9
Let z € E, then z € U, for some a;, hence for all N > N; we have
0 < VKﬂ(Z) — IDN(Z) < VKﬂ(Z) — IDN%(Z) + 2¢
= [Viko(2) = Viko(a)] + [Vio(a:) — ¥n, (a:)] + [¥n,, (@) — ¥n,, (2)] + 2¢
< bHe.
Thus we have the desired uniform convergence on E. 0

3. WEIGHTED 0-INCOMPLETE PLURIPOTENTIAL THEORY

In this section we define and develop two weighted versions of #-incomplete pluripo-
tential theory. The first one is the #-incomplete version of the weighted pluripotential
theory in closed subsets of C? and the second one is the f-incomplete version of the
special case of weighted pluripotential theory studied in [Ber]. As in the § = 0 case the

second version is a special case of the first.
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3.1. Weighted #-Incomplete Pluripotential Theory with Weight Defined on
Closed Sets. Let K be a closed set in C? and w be an admissible weight on K as
defined in Subsection [[.LII Then we define

(3.1) Vkoo(z) =sup{u(z)|u € Ly, u < Q on K}.

We remark that Vi ge, < Vkge, if 61 > 65, The 6 = 0 case gives the classical
weighted pluripotential theory. Following Siciak [Sic81], it can be shown that Vi g =
Vi .q.0> 50 that Vi g ¢ is continuous on C4\ {0}, for K locally regular and Q continuous.
Here K locally regular means for all @ € K, we have K NB(a,r) is regular for all r > 0,
where B(a,7) == {2z € C¢||z —a| < r}.

Comparing the defining families we get the following obvious inequalities.

Proposition 3.1. Let K; C Ky and let w be a function defined on Ky which is an
admissible weight on both Ky and Ky. Then Vi, 00 < Vi, 0.0-

Using (ii) in the definition of admissibility from section 1.1, we show that Vi g

coincides with the weighted #-incomplete extremal function of a compact subset of K.

Lemma 3.2. If K is unbounded then Vg oo = Vi g, for some p > 0 where K, =
{z € K||z| < p}.

Proof. Since Vg 4 € L, there exists C' and p such that
Vi, qe(z) <log|z| + C for |z| > p.
Now by the second condition of admissibility we may choose p large enough that
Q(z) —log|z| > C+1forze K\ K,

If u € Ly and u < Q on K, so that u < V§p7Q79, by the above inequalities we get
u < Q on K. Hence we get Vi oy < Vg gy The other inequality is given by Proposi-
tion [B.I, which gives the equality. 0J

Proposition 3.3. Let K be a closed subset of C? and let w be an admissible weight

function on K then Vit o4 € Ly .
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Proof. The case € = 0 is the classical case and is well known. For 0 < 6 < 1 we will
follow the proof of Lemma 3.7 of [Cal07].
Since Vi 9 < Vi g and Vi 5 € LT, we have Vi 5, € L.

Next we show that Vi o, € Lg. Let M := sup Vg ,,(2) and u be in the defining
2€B(0,1)

class for Vg, . Then 5(u— M) < 0on B(0,1). Hence it is a competitor for the
pluricomplex Green function of the unit ball B(0, 1) with logarithmic pole at the origin.
The pluricomplex Green function of a bounded domain €2 with logarithmic pole at a € €2

is defined by

ga(z,a) := sup{u(z) | u plurisubharmonic on Q, v < 0 and u(z)—log|z—a| < C as z — a},

and gp(0,1)(2,0) = log |z|. Hence 5(u—M) < log |z| on the unit ball. Since u is arbitrary
we get Vi o o(2) < Olog|z| + M on B(0,1). Thus Vi, € Le.

By Lemma 3.2 we may assume K C B(0, R) for some R. Let A:= sup (flog|z|—
Q(z)), then u(z) = max(flog|z|,log|z|) — A is a competitor for the é)e(tBr(g;fl)al function

Ve and u € Ly, hence Vi oo € Ly O

We define the following sets:

(32) Skoo = {2 € K|Vgqge(z) 2 Q(2)} and

(3.3) SkQo = SUPP((ddCVI?,Q,e)d)-

Lemma 3.4. Let K be closed in C* and let w be an admissible weight on K. Then
SK7Q79 C S;{,Q,Q U{O} ZfO <0<1 and SK7Q79 C S;{,Q,Q Zf@ =0.

Proof. The classical case, i.e. when 6§ = 0, is Lemma 2.3 of Appendix B of [ST97].
Therefore we assume 0 < 0 < 1. Let z be a point in K \ {0} such that Vi ; ,(20) <
Q(z20) — ¢ for some positive . We will show that Vi 5, is maximal in a neighborhood
of 29, i.e (dd°V} ;)" = 0 there.

Since @ is lower semicontinuous we have {z € K |Q(z) > Q(zy) — ¢/2} is open

relative to K. Similarly we have {z € C*| Vi 4 4(2) < Vi g 4(20) +/2} is open. Thus
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we may find a ball of radius r around 2q such that sup Vg ,,(2) < inf  Q(2)
z€B(z0,r) e z€B(z0,r)NK
and 0 & B(z,r).
By Theorem 1.3 of Appendix B in [ST97], we can find a plurisubharmonic function
u with u > Vi 4 on B(zg,7), u = Vi 4 on C*\ B(z,7), and v maximal on B(z, 7).
Then u < Vi ggbecause u(z) < sup Viggo(2) < inf  Q(z) forall z € B(z, 7).
o z€B(z0,r) e z€B(z0,r)NK

Since B(z,7) N {0} we have u € Lg. Hence u = Vi 5, Therefore we get Vi 5, is

maximal in a neighborhood of z;. Hence zy is not in Sk ¢ 4. [

A special case of this is when the admissible weights are globally defined. Let
¢ : C? — R be an admissible weight function. Generalizing the case of [Ber] we

define weighted f-incomplete extremal functions by
(3.4) Vso(2) =sup{u(z)|u € Ly and u < ¢} for 0 <6 < 1.

Observe that Vj, = Vy g if ¢ is continuous, for in this case Vj, < ¢ on C? so that
Vg < Vso. We also remark that 6 = 0 gives Vo =V, and Vi 9, < Vi, if 61 > 03 since
Ly, C Ly,.

We define the following sets:

(3.5) Dyo = {ze€C? Vie(2) > ¢(z)} and
(3.6) Sep = supp((dchq;(,)d).

If 8 =0, we will write Dyg = Dy and Sy o = Sg. If ¢ is continuous then Vj is

continuous and we have

Dyo ={z € C!| Vyo(z) = ¢(2)}.

If ¢ is a globally defined admissible weight function then we define K := D,y and
Q = ¢|k. Clearly V;, < Q quasi everywhere in K so Vj, < Vg ).

Conversely, on K, Vkgg < Q = ¢ = V,p quasi everywhere. Since (ddCVg’@)d is
supported on K (J{0}, by Theorem 2.l we have Vi o, < Vi, Hence Vi, = Vi,
This shows that we may reduce the global weighted situation to the compact case by

considering the sets Dy g.
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As a consequence of the above definitions, Lemma [3.4] and earlier results of this

section we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.5. Let ¢ be a globally defined admissible weight, then we have
i) Spo = supp((ddV;s)") C Do U{0} if 6 >0, and for § =0,
supp((dd°V;)") € Dy,
ii) Dg1 C Dy, C Dgg, C Dyo = Dy where 61 > 05,
iil) Vyg isin L for 0 <6 <1,
iv) ifu e Ly and u < ¢ on Dy g then u < V.

The next lemma shows the monotonicity of the extremal functions under increasing

and decreasing 6.

Lemma 3.6. Let K C C? be a closed set and let w be an admissible weight on K. For
0 <0 <1, as 0\ 0y we have Vi 5 5 increases to Vi o o quasi everywhere. If 6 /7 0,

* *
we have Vi o 4 decreases to Vi o g .

Proof. The last statement is clear, thus we consider 8 \, 6y. Clearly we have monotonic-
ity of the Vi 4. Since Vi 5, are bounded above by Vg o, we have V¢ 5 5 increases
to a function, v, whose upper semicontinuous regularization v* is plurisubharmonic and
again bounded above by V¢ 5.

Since Vi 4 € Ly we have Vi, 4(2) > max(flog|z|,log|z]) + My where My is a
constant depending on 0. As 6 N\, 0y we get v* € Lgo since v* < Vi 54, Also by
monotonicity we get (dd°Vy 4 4)* = (ddv*)* weak-*.

We will write S := supp(dd®v*)? \ {0} and S’ := {z € K|v*(z) > Q(2)}. By the
lower semicontinuity of @), and upper semicontinuity of v*, we have S’ is closed. Next
we will show that v* > @ on S by showing that S C 5.

Since (dd°V )" — (ddv*)? we have S C ‘U Sk.04 \ {0}. By Proposition 3.4,

0>0q
we have | Sk \ {0} € U Skoe \{0} C {z € K|v(z) > Q(2)} C 5. Since
6>6o 0>0o
S’ is closed, we get | Sk, \ {0} C S". Therefore S C S'. Since Vi, < @Q

0>6o
quasi everywhere on K and (dd“v*)? does not charge pluripolar sets except the origin,
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we have Vi o < v* almost everywhere with respect to (ddv*)? on the support of
(dd“v*)?. Here we recall that if § > 0 then Vi ;4 (0) = v*(0) = —oc. Therefore by the

domination principle (Theorem 2. we get Vii 5 < v* on C%, so that Vi 5 = v*. O

Corollary 3.7. Let ¢ be a globally defined admissible weight. Let 0 < 6y < 1, as 6 0y
we have VJ, increases to V5, quasi everywhere, and if 6 / 6y we have V;, decreases

to Vi,
The following example illustrates the above corollary.

Ezample 3.8. Let ¢(z) = |z|>. Then we have for 0 < 6 < 1

fOlog|z| + & — Slogd if |2 < \/g,

Vool2) = 22 it /3 <12 < /1,
loglz| + 1 —ilogt if 2] > \/g

If 0 =1 we get
Vio(2) = Via(z) = log 2| + = — = log -
¢792’—¢712—ng 5 2og2
We had given V,, earlier in (L.8).

Note that Dy g = B(0, %)\B(O, \/g) which increases to B(0

: %) \ {0} as 6 decreases
to 0.

We define the following notions. Let K C C? be compact and w be an admissible

weight on K. We define

(3.7) DY po(z) = sup{|P(2)|"" | |[w" Py||x <1 where Py € mn4}
and
(3.8) Do = S‘jtp{q)%,@e} = ]\}1_{%0 (I)%,Q,e-

We can see that the supremum is actually a limit by following the proof of Proposi-

tion

Theorem 3.9. Let 0 < 0 < 1. Let K C C? be a compact set and w be a continuous

admissible weight on K. Then Vi g = log Pk .0
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Proof. Let Py € mx g satisfying ||w” Py||x < 1. Then we have
1
N10g|PN(z)| < Q(z) on K.
Hence we get
(39) 10g ®K7Q’g S VKQ,g.

The rest of the proof essentially follows the proof of Callaghan [Cal07]. We will
modify the last step using a result of Brelot-Cartan instead of Hartog’s lemma.

We fix € > 0 such that 6 +¢ < 1. Let u € Lyp,. and u < (Q on K. By Theorem 2.9
of Appendix B of [ST97], we have

1
u(z) = lim — max log |P; ;(2)|,

j—)OON 1<k<t;

where the sequence is decreasing and each Py ; is a polynomial of degree at most N;.
Here t; is a finite number depending on j.

As in [Cal07] we write

Pk] E Caij

|a|=0

and
|N;0]

R E Cak]Z

|a|=0

Py 4

where |x] is the largest integer less then or equal to .
We remark that Py ; — P ; is a f-incomplete polynomial. By Callaghan’s asymptotic

estimates we get

1
u(z) = lim — max log| Py ;(2) — P ;(2)]

j—=oo Nj 1<k<t;
pointwise on C.
By Theorem 3.4.3 ¢) of [Ran95|, for £; > 0, there exists j; such that for j > j; we

have

1
— max log|Py (2) — P,;](z)| <Q+e on K,

[ 1<k<t;
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since () is continuous. Now we have
1
u(z) = lim — max log|Py;(z) — P,;j(z)\ <log Prga(z) + €1

j—oo Nj 1<k<t;

for any e, and therefore u(z) < log @k ge(z). Hence we get

Vic,Qo+2(2) < log Piq(2)-
By Lemma [3.6], as ¢ — 0 we get
(3.10) Vk.0o(2) <log Pk goe(2).
Combining (3.10) with (3:9) we get the desired result. O
Note that if & = 0, we recover

(311) VK7Q = lOg CDK,Q where (I)K7Q = (I)K7Q70

Corollary 3.10. Let 0 < 6 < 1. Let ¢ be a globally defined continuous admissible
weight, then we have Vy g = log @4 g, where

(3.12) @gg(z) = sup{|P(2)|"" | ||e_N¢PN||D¢,9 <1 where Py € Ty}
and
(3.13) Dy = s?vp{@f;ﬁ}.

Corollary 3.11. Let 0 < 6 < 1. Let ¢ be a globally defined continuous admissible
weight, then we have Vg = log 5¢,g, where

(3.14) BN (2) == sup{| P(2)|"™ | [le™N? Py ||ca < 1 where Py € mng}
and
(3.15) Byg = s?vp{c”ﬁg@}.

Proof. Tt is sufficient to show that for any Py € 7ng, [[eV?Pyllca < 1 if and
only if |e"V®Pyl/p,, < 1. The ”only if” direction is trivial. For the other direc-
tion let Py € myy and [eN*Py||p,, < 1. We will show that [|e™?Py|ca < 1.
We have e NV¥®)Py(z) < 1 for z € Dyg so we get +log|Pn(2)] < ¢(2) on Dyp.
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Hence it is a competitor for the extremal function V4, and we have + log|Py(2)| <

Vso(2) < é(2) for all z € CY. Therefore we get e V4G Py(2) < 1forall € C O

4. ASYMPTOTICS

Let K be a compact set in C? and u be a Borel probability measure whose support
is in K. We say that the pair (K, i) satisfies a Bernstein-Markov property if for

any € > 0 there exists C' > 0 such that
(4.1) IPllx < Ce™ [Pl

holds for all polynomials of degree at most N. KEquivalently, there exists My with
(M N)% — 1 as N — oo such that the following inequality holds for all polynomials of

degree at most N:
(4.2) 1Pl < Myl P|l12g0)-

We remark that if K is a regular compact set then (K, (dd°Vi)?) satisfies the Bernstein-
Markov property. See [Zér85] for details.

We fix 0 < 6 < 1. If these inequalities are satisfied for all P € 7y g forall N > 0, then
we say the pair (K, u) satisfies a Bernstein-Markov property for #-incomplete
polynomials.

Let p be a measure such that (K, pu) satisfies the Bernstein-Markov property for
f-incomplete polynomials. Let {P;} be an orthonormal basis of 7y with respect to
the inner product (f,g) := [ fgdu. We define the Bergman function Ky (z, w) =
Z;l(:]\l[’e) P;(2)P;(w), where d(N,#) is the dimension of 7y .

The following two lemmas are generalizations of results of Bloom and Shiffman

IBS07).

Lemma 4.1. If (K, u) satisfies the Bernstein-Markov property for 6-incomplete poly-
nomials, then for all e > 0, there exists C' > 0 such that

(Pron(2))?

(4.3) 00

S KNﬂ(Z, Z) S C€€N((I)K79’N(Z))2d(N, 9)

for all z € CA.
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Proof. To show the first inequality we take P € 7y and ||P||x < 1. Then we have

[P(2)| =

[ Hxaterw)Pw)dute \ [ xatzwlauto)

< /K (Kna(2,2))2 (Kno(w, w))2dp(w) = (Kno(z,2))2 | (Kno(w, w))2 || 11
< (Kno(2,2)) 21| 2o | (K nvo(w, 0)) | 12 = (Kn(z, 2))2d(N, )3,

Taking the supremum of all P as above we have ®x g n(2) < (KNﬂ(Z,Z))%d(N, 0)2,
which gives the first inequality.

For the second inequality, let {P;} be an orthonormal basis of 7myg. Then by the
Bernstein-Markov property we have ||P;||x < Ce*V, hence |P;(2)| < || Pj||lkPron(z) <
Ce NPy g n(2), for all P;. Thus we have

Kno(z,2) Z |Pj(2)]* < d(N,0)C**N (P o.n(2))>

Hence we get the second inequality. O

Lemma 4.2. Let 0 < 0 < 1. Let K be a reqular compact set in C?. If (K, ) satisfies

the Bernstein-Markov property for 0-incomplete polynomials, then we have

1
ﬁlOgKNg(Z Z) — VK@( )

uniformly on compact subsets of C%\ K.

Proof. We remark that d(N, ) < d(N) := d(N,0) and d(N) = (V1) < (N + d)%.
Taking logarithms in (4.3]), we obtain

K 2,2
_logd(N.0) _ log((_éK],ve",gN(—(z>)>2) < log(Ce™d(N., 0))

N - N - N

By the above observation we get

1 KN’Q(Z, Z)

log C' d
< — .
(I>K79,N(z))2) < +e+ N log(N + d)

KN,G(sz)
(Pr,0,n(2))?

Theorem [2.3] O

—% log(N +d) <

Since ¢ is arbitrary we have < log( ) — 0, which gives the desired result by
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Let K be a compact set with admissible weight w on K. Let p be a Borel probability
measure on K. We say the triple (K, u, w) satisfies a weighted Bernstein-Markov
property if there exists My > 0 with (My)""N — 1 such that for any polynomial Py
of degree N,

(44) H’UJNPNHK S MNHwNPNHLQ(u)-

We remark that if K is locally regular and @ is continuous then (K, (dd“Vk.g)?¢, w)
satisfies a weighted Bernstein-Markov property by Corollary 3.1 of [Blo06]. Also

(Dy, (dd°V,)?, e=?) satisfies the weighted Bernstein-Markov property if ¢ is continuous
by Theorem 4.5 of [BBJ.

Theorem 4.3. Let K be a compact set with a continuous admissible weight w on K.
Let p be a probability measure on K such that (K, u,w) satisfies a weighted Bernstein-
Markov property. Then we have

(4.5) lim  sup  (|Bpn(2)])/N = Vel
N—00 =1, .. d(N)

where {Bka}z(le) 1s an orthonormal basis for the polynomials with degree at most N

with respect to the measure w*" .

We remark that unlike the unweighted case, where w = 1, each time N changes the

basis and the L? norms change.
Proof. By the weighted Bernstein-Markov property we have

||'wNBk,N||K < MNH?»UNBk,NHL?(p),

so we get
1 B
Nlog% < Q(z) on K.
Hence
1 B
N log % < Vi g(z) on C%
1
Since (My)YYN — 1, we have limsup( sup (| Bpn(2))"Y < limsup(e"xe@MY) <

N—oo  k=1,....d(N) N—o0
eVK’Q(z)_
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Now we want to show that lﬁio%f(sung)ﬂBk,N(z)|)1/N > V&) for Vi o(2) > 0.
Let P be a polynomial of degree at most N such that ||[w™ P|x < 1. We will write

w = e 9. Since { By, N}Z(:Nl) is an orthonormal basis we have

d(N)

P(z)=Y_ < /K PBLNe_zNQd,u) Bjn(2).

j=1
By the triangle inequality we have

d(N)

[PE)I< )

j=1

/ PBj,Ne—WQdu‘ |B;n(2)].
K

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

d(N) 1/2 1/2
|P(2)] < Z (/ |P|2@—2Nleu) (/ |Bj7N|2€_2NQd/JJ)
et K K

Now since ||[w¥P||x <1 and {Bk,N}Z(:]\P is an orthonormal basis we get

|Bjn ()]

d(N)
|P(2)] < IBjw(2)]
j=1
This implies that

(4.6) IP(2)] < (dN) S5 B (2)) for amy = €

We fix z € C? Then we have

(4.7)

1/N
eVieal®) < liminf< sup |P(z)|1/N> < lim inf(d(N))/¥ (é“{o’(ww(z)n) .

N=oo \ Pemy o, [wd Pl <1 e 7=t

Here eVx.@ < lim inf ( Sup |P(Z)|1/N) follows from (B.1I). Now since (d(N))l/N —

N=oo \ perpo, [wN Pl <1
1 we get the result.
Corollary 4.4. Let ¢ be a globally defined continuous admissible weight and p be a
Borel probability measure on Dy such that (D, 1, e~®) satisfies a weighted Bernstein-
Markov property. Then we have

(4.8) lim  sup (| Bpn(2))N =%,
N=00 k=1, . d(N)
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Here {Bk,N}Z(:]\? is an orthonormal basis for the polynomials with degree at most N with

2N

respect to the measure e~ p.

If (4.4) holds for any Py € 7y o then we say (K, i, w) satisfies a weighted Bernstein-
Markov property for f-incomplete polynomials.

We remark that if a triple (K, u, w) satisfies a weighted Bernstein-Markov property,
then it satisfies the weighted Bernstein-Markov property for #-incomplete polynomials.

Using only the orthonormal basis for 7y and using Theorem instead of (B.11])
we get the following theorem by the same proof as for Theorem (4.3

Theorem 4.5. Let 0 < 0 < 1. Let K be a compact set with a continuous admissible
weight w on K. Let u be a measure on K such that (K, p,w) satisfies the weighted

Bernstein-Markov property for 0-incomplete polynomials. Then we have

(4.9) lim  sup (|B ()N = efeec),
N=00 k=1, d(N,0) ’

where { By k(]\i 9 is an orthonormal basis for TN with respect to the measure w?™ p.

Corollary 4.6. Let 0 < 0 < 1. Let ¢ be a globally defined continuous admissible weight.
If (Dy, i, e=?) satisfies a weighted Bernstein-Markov property then we have

(4.10) lim  sup  (|BY y(2))N = e,
N=00 k=1, . d(N,0) ’

where { By y k(]\i 9 is an orthonormal basis for TN with respect to the measure e 2Ny,

Finally, we prove the strong Bergman asymptotics in the weighted #-incomplete set-
ting following [Ber| closely. We fix 0 < 6 < 1. Let ¢ be a globally defined admissible
weight and ¢(z) > (1 + ¢)log|z| if |z| > 1. Let {pi,...,pawe} be an orthonor-
mal basis for myy with respect to the inner product (f,g) = fcd fge 2N%w, where
wa(z) = (dd°|z]*)?/4%d! on C?. We denote the L*—norm by ||pn||3s = llpnlI2, no =
Joa lpn (2)[2e™2N9Ew,(2). We define the N—th f-incomplete Bergman function by

d(N,0)
(4.11) Ky(z) =K Z Ip;(2)|2e 2N,
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By the reproducing property of the Bergman functions we have

(4.12) Kn(z) = sup  |pn(2)Pe MO /||yl 3y
pNETN,0\{0}

Theorem 4.7. Let ¢ € C*(C?) with ¢(z) > (1 + €)log|z| for |z| > 1. If V4p €
CHHCI\ {0}) then (dd°V,)? is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesque measure
on C1\ {0} and det(dd°¢p)wy = (ddVye)? on C4\ {0} as (d,d) forms with L3S (C?)

loc

coefficients. For a compact set K we have a local bound

1
Moreover we have
1 1 det(dd®¢) . 1, 4
4.14 — J\ — ———=inL
(4.14) AN 0) N 7 Ao g Xrenr— g M L(C)
and
1 1 (dd°Vye)?

4.15 — J\ ’ k— DyoN P.
(4.15) NG Nwd_)(l—ﬁd) o) weak — * on Dy g

Here det(ddu) := % and for a twice continuously differentiable function u we
have det(ddu) = 2i det[%] jk=1,.d- The characteristic function of a set A is denoted

by xa. We remark that we assume V4 € CH1(C4\ {0}).

We will use the following lemma from measure theory in the proof of the theorem.

Lemma 4.8. [Ber06, Lemma 2.2] Let (X, p) be a measure space and let {fnx} be a
sequence of uniformly bounded, integrable functions on X . If f is a bounded, integrable

function on X with

(1) imyooo [y fvdp = [y fdp and
(2) imsupn_,oo fv < f a.e. with respect to p

then fn converges to f in L*(X, ).

Proof of Theorem[4.7]. The 8 = 0 case is proven by Berman in [Ber], so we assume

0<6<1.
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By assumption V9 = ¢ on Dgy N P and both are C*' on Dy N P. Therefore
det(dd®¢)wq = (ddVy )Y on Dy N P almost everywhere as (d, d) forms with L™ coef-
ficients by the argument in Section 12 of [Dem92].

First of all using (AI2) to prove an asymptotic upper bound on Kn(z) at a

_1
A(N.9)
point zp = (2%,...,29), we can assume that near zg, ¢ is of the form

d
(4.16) $(z) = > Nlzj = 217 +0(]2 — 2f*)
j=1

as in [Ber|. Namely we assume that ¢(zp) = 0 and the first order partial derivatives of
¢ vanish at 2.
Following [Ber], we have for each zy € C? there exist R > 0 and a constant C' such

that
(4.17) ¢(2)] < Clz — %|* on Bz, R),

and for any R > 0 we have

(4.18) lim [ sup

N—oo | 2eB(0,R)

d
No(z/VN +20) = > Al
j=1

]:0.

We fix 29 be a point in C?. We take a polynomial py € Ty satisfying the extremal

property (£I2) at zp. Then we have

1 KN(ZO) _ |pN(ZO)|26_2N¢(ZO) _ |pN(ZO)|2
d(N, ) AN, O)llpnll%y AN, 0) Jealpn(2)[2e=2NoEw,(2)

By positivity of the integrand we have

LKN(ZO) < ‘pN(ZO)P .
4[N, 0) = A0 [ renrun P ()P N0, ()

We choose R as in (EI7) so that we can replace ¢(z) by C|z — z|? in the integrand
and thus we have
1 [P (20)]?
——Kn(2) < .
a0, 6) N ) S G B T o o () Pe PR ()
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We apply the subaveraging property to the subharmonic function |py|? on the ball
{|z = 2| < R/VN} with respect to the radial probability measure with center z

672N0\zfz0\2wd(z)

Js i<y e N0 g (2) to obtain
1 1
d(N,0) Kn(z0) = d(N,0) i e 2NClz—20l%y,(2)
20| <R/VN
Nd
<
T f|2,|<R e—20T2 P, (2')

For the last inequality we used a change of variable z — 2/ := (2 — 29)V/N, where
wa(?') = Nwy(z). Since d(N,6) =< (1 — 6% d(N,0), we have d(N,6) > (1 — 6%)d(N,0)
for all N > N, for some 6 > 6. Now using the estimate d(N,6) > (1 — 6%)d(N,0) =

(1 =6 (") > (1 - §4)N4/d! for all N > Ny, we get

1 d!
—Kn(2) < _ for all N > N,.
d(N,0) n(0) < (1—69) f\z'\gR e=2C1=' Py () =10

The right hand side of the inequality is uniformly bounded. As zy varies on the compact

set K, we get a constant C'(K) giving a local bound for all N > N,. By continuity

of WKN(Z), and considering the maxy—j ... n, SUD,c ¢ 7o Kn(2) We get the local

a(N,0)
bound (AI3) holds at each point of K.

For the rest of the proof, we fix zy and start with the inequality
1 [px (20)]?

——Kn(z) <
a0 M) S Ny e Iy (P ()

which holds for any R > 0. By using the same change of variable and estimates as

above we get

L Ky() € —— Dl
a(N.6) (L0 [ o (VN + 20) Pe N VR ()

for all N > N, where 6 > 6. Multiplying the integrand by e 2 Xjm MIF 2 X Ml
and taking the infimum of exp [—2 ’Ngb(z’/\/ﬁ) - Z?:l Ajl 252 } on B(0, R) out of the
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integral, we get
N GOl 250D [ NO(/VN) = Sy Al
N(20) > o )
d(N ) (1—69) fng lpn (2 / VN + z)[2e Zgzl/\jlzﬂzwd(fz')

Y

for all N > N,. We apply the subaveraging property to the subharmonic function
~257 AJ"Z;‘zwd(z’)

_ d 152
223.:1)\ |2%]

lpn(2'/V/N 4 2)|?> with respect to radial probability measure

Jnzre 77 wa(z")
and we get
. dlexp [2sup,i<p [NO(= V) = S Al
KN(Z()) S ~ 2 d Nil2”]2
d(N, 9) (]_ _ ed) f|z’\<R e~ PR ERRVIEA Wd(Z/)

for all N > Ny. By (4.18)), exp [2 SUD|./|<R ‘Ngb(z’/\/ﬁ) - Z?=1 )\j|z;|2H —las N —
0o. Therefore we have

d!
(1 — 64) Jioen e 2T N15 P (o)

1
i — K <
msup 7y, gy v (o) <

As R — oo the Gaussian integral on the right hand side goes to
and to +oo otherwise. Since det(dd°d(zg)) = 4%d!\; - - - Ay we have

det(dd°¢)

if all A; > 0

_nt
20 Ay

1 1
4.19 li ——— Kpn(2) € ———— .e on C%.
(4.19) 1ﬁﬁammN@—a_wMWW(%Vaﬁm
Letting 6 — 0 we obtain
) 1 1 det(dd¢) d
4.20 1 —K < — —— a. Ce.
(20 msup Gy V) S ey XPeonr gy e on
By the definition of lim sup and using the extremal property (LI12), we get
1
(4.21) m|pN(z)|26_2N¢(z)/||pN||?v¢ < Cy on Dy for any py € Ty,
where Cy = ﬁ SUPep, 40P %. Next we will show that
1
(4‘22) WKN(Z) < CN6—2N(¢(Z)—V¢,0(Z)) on C%.

Let py € mn,g such that ||py||3s = N™%, then by (@2I) we have

‘pN(Z)|26_2N¢(Z) S CN on Dd)’g.
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By taking logarithms we get

1 1
oV log |[pn(2)|* < ¢(2) + N log Cy on Dyg

and thus we have

1 1
N log |pn (2)]? < Vio(z) + N log Cy on C%.

So from the extremal property of Bergman functions ({12 we obtain

1
WKN(Z) = sup |pn(2)Pe VR < Cye V@ TVo0 @) on €4
Pl 3y =N~

Since ¢(z) > Vyp(2) on C?\ Dy g, we obtain
) 1
A}l_r}r(l)o WKN(Z) =0on C?\ Dyy.

Using d(N, 6) < (1 — 0%)d(N,0), we obtain

1
lim ———Ky(2) =0 on C?\ Dyy.

Vo (N, 0)
From (@22 and the growth assumption on ¢, for a sufficiently large R, there is a C'
with
1
(4.23) — Kn(z) < C|z|72Y¢ for |2| > R.

Nd

By combining the local bound ([AI3]) and above estimate (£23)) we get a global bound

1

for YT

K. Therefore Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem gives that

1
4.24 li ————K = 0.
) w50 Jonp,, dN6)

Next we show that

| ) ! det (dd<o)
4.25 lim — Kpnwy = 7/ —a g Wd-
(4.25) N5 S op AN, 6) YT 0600 Jp, e 2

To prove ([A25]), we know that

KNCUd = d(N, 9)
cd
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and using (4.24]) we have
1

1= i —— K = i ——— Kywy.
N Jea d(N,0) YT N g d(N,6) N
On the other hand, using the positivity of the integrand and applying (£.20) on Dy,
we have
, 1 1 det(dd¢)
1=1 < — :
NS | ., d(N.8) Kywa < (1—06%) /Dwmp T 2md

By the first part of this theorem, we can replace det(dd°¢)wy by (dd°Vye)® which has
total mass (2m)%(1 — 6%) on Dy N P, hence we have

1 1 (ddVyg)?  (2m)%(1 — 6%
1= lim — Kywg < ———— / 8) _1
N=oo [, o AN 0) T (1= 09) Jp, op (27)1 (2m)4(1 — 6)

This gives (A25). We will use this relation, together with (£14), to show that
1 1 det(ddg)

— K - S Cd
AN, 0) N T {1 = g4y XPeen P () LAY,
We set fiy := g Kiv and f == = 9d)XD¢> enpde(t(dd ¢) By the upper bound [20) we
have lim sup fx § f almost everywhere and by (£.24)) and [.28)) we have imy_,o0 [ra fywa =

N—oo
det(dd®¢)

fcd fwg. Thus by Lemmal4.8 we get the convergence of ﬁKN to ﬁ){[)d) oOP

(2m)d
det(dd°g) |
(2m)d

in L1 (C?). This implies the weak-* convergence of 277 N 0 Kywy to = Gd)XD¢ oP

and completes the proof of the theorem. O
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