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CARLESON AND REVERSE CARLESON MEASURES
ON HOMOGENEOUS SIEGEL DOMAINS

MATTIA CALZI, MARCO M. PELOSO

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study Carleson and reverse Carleson measures on holomorphic func-
tion spaces on a homogeneous Siegel domain of Type II. We prove several necessary conditions and
sufficient conditions in order for a measure p to be Carleson and reverse Carleson on mixed-normed
weighted Bergman spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

Carleson measures were first introduced by L. Carleson [I8 19] in order to study the corona
problem in the classical Hardy spaces on the unit disc. The study of these measures have flourished
since then, and has been generalized to several different settings. Form a general perspective, they
can be effectively defined as follows. Given a locally compact space T and a (quasi-)Banach space
X of (say) continuous functions on 7, a positive Radon measure p on 7T is said to be a p-Carleson
measure for X (p €]0, 00) if there is a constant C' > 0 such that

[ 1ler ) < ClIfIIx

for every f € X. Switching the roles of X and LP(u) in the above inequality, one then gets the
definition of a reverse p-Carleson measure for X. This kind of measures was essentially introduced
in a series of papers by D. H. Luecking [30l 31} B33, B34] for weighted Bergman spaces on the unit
disc or more general domains, and has been later generalized to different settings by several authors
(cf. [25] and the references therein).

In this paper we study Carleson and reverse Carleson measures on weighted Bergman spaces on
homogeneous Siegel domain, which we are now about to introduce.

Let E be a complex hilbertian space of dimension n, F a real hilbertian space of dimension
m > 0 and ) a convex cone in F' not containing any straight lines[] We also assume that € is
(affine-)homogeneous, that is the group G(2) of linear transformation of F' that preserve {2 acts
transitively on €.

Let ®: E x E — Fg be a non-degenerate hermitian mapping such that ®(¢) = ®(¢,¢) € Q for
all ¢ € E. Define the Siegel domain of type II associated with the cone €2 and the mapping ® as

D={((,2) e Ex Fg: p(¢,z) =Imz—®(¢) € Q}.
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In the case n = 0, i.e. E = {0}, D is said to be of Type I, and is often called a tubular domain
over the cone . The domain D is said to be homogeneous if for every ((,z),({’,2") € D there is
a biholomorphism ¢ of D such that ¢(¢,z) = ({’,2’). It turns out that one may then assume ¢
to be affine, cf., e.g., [46l Theorem 2.3]. More precisely, D is homogeneous if and only if for every
h,h' € Q there are t € GL(F) and g € GL(E) such that th = h' and such that t® = ®(g x g) (so
that g x ¢ preserves D), cf., e.g., [39, Propositions 2.1 and 2.2|. In particular, if D is homogeneous,
then 2 is homogeneous.

The domain D is said to be symmetric if it is homogeneous and admits an involutive biholomor-
phism with an isolated fixed point. If D is symmetric, then €2 is symmetric, that is, homogeneous
and self-dual. Conversely, if Q is symmetric and D is a tubular domain, then D is symmetric (cf.,
e.g., [42) Theorem| for more details on various characterizations of symmetric Siegel domains).

The Silov boundary of D is the set

bD :={(¢,2) € Ex Fg: p(¢,2) =0},

and it can be identified with F x F' via the mapping (¢,z + i®((,¢)) — (¢,z). In addition, bD
admits a step-2 nilpotent Lie group structure, whose product can be described as follows:

(€, 2)(¢,2') =+ 2 +2" +2Im ((, (),

for ({,x),(¢',2') € E X F, see e.g. [16], Section 1.1]. We denote by N the set E x F endowed with
this group structure.

Observe that, by definition, p maps D into €2, and that the fibres of p, namely the sets bD+ (0, ih)
for h € Q, give rise to a foliation of D. Given a function f defined on D, we shall often denote by
fn the restriction of f to bD + (0,4h), interpreted as a function on N for the sake of convenience,
so that

fu(C ) = f(¢ z+i®(C) + ih)
for every h € Q and for every (¢,z) € N. Observe that, identifying bD + (0,ih) with N as above
for every h € ), we get a left action of bD on D by affine biholomorphisms.

For p, q €]0,00] and s € R", the weighted Bergman spaces are defined ad]

(1.1)  AP9(D) ::{ f € Hol(D): /Q ( /N | fh(g,x)\pd(g,x))q/pAg;(h) dva(h) < oo }

(modification if max(p,q) = o), where d(¢,z) denotes a Haar measure on N and vq denotes a
positive G(€2)-invariant measure on 2, both fixed and unique up to a multiplicative constant. We
shall often simply write AS'? instead of AE?(D).

We remark that the spaces AL” are the weighted Bergman spaces, the unweighted case corre-
sponding to the value s = —d/p, while the spaces A5 are the classical Hardy spaces.

We denote by M (D) the space of positive Radon measures.

Definition 1.1. Given a Banach space X of functions on D and p €]0, o[, a measure p € M, (D)
is said to be p-Carleson for X if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

[fller ) < ClIfIIx

for every f € X. If, in addition, the canonical mapping X — LP(u) is compact, then pu is said to
be a compact or vanishing p-Carleson for X.

2The definitions of the rank r of Q, of the ‘generalized power functions’ Ag and of d € R are deferred to Section [3l
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A measure p € M (D) is said to be a reverse p-Carleson measure for X if there exists C' > 0
such that

1fllx < ClFll Lo
for every f € X.
Finally, a measure p € M (D) is said to be a sampling, or dominant, measure for X if it is both
Carleson and reverse Carleson for X, in other words, if X embeds as a closed subspace of LP(u).

Notice that, even though the definition of a p-Carleson and of a reverse p-Carleson measure
is quite standard, the definition of a vanishing p-Carleson measure is slightly more problematic.
Originally, Carleson measures were characterized requiring a suitable function F' to be bounded,
and vanishing Carleson measures were characterized requiring F' to vanish ‘at infinity’. As noted
in [41], this corresponds to the compactness of the canonical mapping X — LP(u). In the literature
also appear apparently different, but still equivalent, definitions of a vanishing Carleson measure
(cf.e.g., [28]).

In this paper we consider the problem of obtaining necessary and sufficients conditions for the
measure p to be a p-Carleson, a vanishing p-Carleson, or a reverse p-Carleson measure for the spaces
AR,

There exists a vast literature on Carleson measures on holomorphic function spaces, in one and
several variables, and it is impossible to give a proper and complete account of it. Hence, we limit
ourselves to the papers most relevant for this work, and extend our apologies to all other authors.
In [I8] 19, 21] 6], Carleson measures for the Hardy or Hardy—Sobolev spaces on the unit disc are
studied. In in [44] 47] Carleson measures for the Dirichlet and weighted Direchlet spaces still on
the unit disc are characterized. In higher dimensions, we mention [20], which deals with Hardy
spaces in the unit ball, [32], which deals with Bergman spaces on general domains, [7, [8 9] 10, 1T],
which deal with holomorphic Sobolev—Besov spaces on the unit ball, [I 28], 2 B, 4], which deals
with Bergman spaces on strongly pseudoconvex domains, and [40} 15, [14], which deal with various
function spaces on Siegel domains.

Carleson measures still draw a lot of attention, in connection with many problems in analysis
such as operator theory, interpolation, and boundary behavior problems, just to mention a few.
The results in this paper are applied in the study of Toeplitz and Cesaro operators on weighted
Bergman spaces on Siegel domains of Type II, see [17].

On the other hand, reverse Carleson measures appeared at a later time, and much less is known
about them. They have been studied by D. H. Luecking in the case of Bergman spaces on the unit
disc [30, 34} BT, 33), 37]. See also the recent survey [25] and references therein.

Among reverse Carleson measures, those which are also Carleson measures form a particularly
tractable subclass, for which better results are generally available. Such measures are often called
sampling measures, since they can be considered as generalizations of sampling sequences. A com-
plete characterization of sampling measures is available on the unit disc (cf. [37]), but not on more
general domains. Nonetheless, the techniques developed in [30, 31 B3] to characterize dominant
(or sampling) sets can be effectively extended to general weighted Bergman spaces on homogeneous
Siegel domains, as already noted in [33]. A subset G of D is said to be dominant for AP if the
measure Xg(Ags+d op) - H®F2m  As it turns out, this notion is independent of both s and p.

In this paper we consider weighted Bergman spaces on a homogeneous Siegel domain D of Type II.
We provide necessary and sufficient conditions for a measure p € M (D) to be a p-Carleson measure
for ALV (D) when p1,q1 < p (Theorems [5.4] and [5.9)), as well as in the general case, under suitable
additional assumptions (Theorems [B.5land [5.9). We also provide a sufficient condition for a measure
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to be a reverse Carleson measure (Theorem [[.14]), as well as necessary conditions and sufficient
conditions for a measure p € M, (D) to be a sampling measure for ALP(D) (Theorems [T.3] [7.6]
and[9). Finally, we remark that analysis of the theory of holomorphic function spaces, in particular
on homogeneous Siegel domains of Type II, is a quite active area of research, see e.g. |5l [6, B8] and
references therein for some recent results.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we review our main results in the particular
case D = C for the ease of the reader. In Section [3] we give the definition of homogeneous Siegel
domains of Type II, while in Section @ we give the definitions of several function spaces on D and
recall some of their most relevant properties which are involved in our analysis. In Section Bl we
prove necessary conditions and sufficient conditions for a measure u € My (D) to be a Carleson
measure for the weighted Bergman space A5?. Section [f] is devoted to an extension of a result by
Hardy and Littlewood about embedding the Hardy space into a weighted Bergman space. Finally,
in Section [l we prove our results concerning reverse Carleson and sampling measures.

2. CARLESON AND REVERSE CARLESON MEASURES ON C.

In this brief section we present our main results for weighted Bergman spaces on €, where they
become particularly simple.
In this case, for p,q €]0,00] and s € R,

- a/p 4
vt { f € Hol(C): /0 yqs</]R|f(x+iy)lpdy> gy < OO}

(modification when max(p,q) = o0). Then, A7 = 0if s < 0or s =0 and ¢ < oco. In addition,
AP is the Hardy space HP.

Theorem 2.1. Take p1,q1,p €]0,00] with p < oo, and s > 0. Take a compact neighbourhood K of
iinCy, p€ My(D), and define

Mg(p): C1 3z p(Rez+ (Imz)K) € Ry,
Then, the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) ABY" embeds continuously into LP(u);
(2) setting p* = max(1,p1/p)’, ¢* == max(1,q1/p)’, and s* = —max(1,p/p1) — ps,

00 . . q*/P dy
[ </|MK<M><:c+z'y>|p dy> b
0 R Yy

(modification when max(p*,q*) = o).

(Cf. Theorem [5.5 and Propositions .9 and 10| below.)

Even though Carleson measures for the Hardy spaces AJ'°°(C;) have been characterized in the
literature, it is known that the problem of determining the Carleson measures for Hardy spaces on
higher rank irreducible Siegel domains is highly non-trivial.

Concerning sampling measures, Theorem [7.9 becomes:

Theorem 2.2. Take p,s > 0, and a p-Carleson measure pu for AY?. Assume that the support of
every vague cluster point of every sequence of measures of the form yP* ™ (x+y-).(p) (x € R,y > 0)
is a set of uniqueness for A((Izgq)s for some (fized) q €]0, p].

Then, p is a p-sampling measure for ASP.
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Observe that the above sufficient condition is likely to be necessary as well, in this case, since
the corresponding assertion on the unit disc is true (cf. [37]).

Nonetheless, since the above sufficient condition need not be easily managed, other sufficient
conditions can be provided.

Proposition 2.3. Take p,s,e,C’ > 0, and a compact neighbourhood K of i in C,. Then, there is
a compact neighbourhood K' of i in Cy such that, for every p € My (Cy) such that

N(p):= sup y ""Pu(z+yK') < oo
zeR,y>0

and such that
H*({z €z +yK: p(Rez+ (Imz)K') > e(Im2)" PN (u) }) > C'y?
for every x € R and for every y > 0, is a p-sampling measure for AYP.

The above result is a consequence of a characterization of dominant subsets of C (cf. Theorem [7.3]
below) which is very close to what one obtains applying Proposition Z3]to the measure yg(Im - )P5~1.
H? and to some e €]0, 1], where G is a measurable subset of C,. Here and in what follows, we
denote by H™ the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

Proposition 2.4. A subset G of C, is dominant if and only if there are a constant C' > 0 and a
compact neighbourhood K of i such that

H2(G N (z+yK)) = Cy?
for every x € R and for every y > 0.

Finally, the following result provides a sufficient condition for a (not necessarily Carleson) measure
to be reverse Carleson (see Theorem [7.14]).

Theorem 2.5. Take p1,q1,p €]0,00] with p < oo, and s > 0 or s > 0 if ¢ = oo. Define

pr=p1/(p—p1)+ and ¢ = q1/(p — @)+
Then, there are 6 > 0 and a constant C' > 0 such that every p € M4 (D) such that

okp[s+1/p1]
<N([52kj, 028(j + 1)) + i[52k’52k+1])>]‘,k
is a p-reverse Carleson for AL

< 00,
™ (Z,7)

»q1

3. HOMOGENEOUS SIEGEL DOMAINS OF TYPE II

For the general theory of homogeneous Siegel domains of Type II and further details we refer the
reader to [45], 26 [16]. Throughout the paper we adopt the notation of [16].

3.1. The structure of homogeneous cones and a description of D.

Definition 3.1. Take r € IN and let A = EB;M Aj 1 be a graded algebra endowed with a linear
involution * such that the following hold:

. Aj7kAk/7g - A]}f if k =k’ and Aj,kAk’,ﬁ = { 0 } if k 75 k:,;

e Ag={0}and dimA;; =1 for every j =1,...,7;

e Ag={0}and dimA;; =1 for every j =1,...,7;
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o for every j = 1,...,r there exists e; € A;; such that the left multiplication by e; is
the identity on Aj;; and the right multiplication by e; is the identity on Ay ;, for every
k=1,...,7;

o if we define Tra = Z§:1<€;’,a> for every a € A, where e;» is the unique graded linear
functional on A which takes the value 1 at e; (j = 1,...,7), then the mapping (a,b) — Tr(ab)
is symmetric;

« for every a,b,c € A, Tr(a(bc)) = Tr((ab)c);

. A;k = Ay j for every j,k=1,...,r and (ab)* = b*a* for every a,b € A;

« the symmetric bilinear mapping (a,b) — Tr(a*b) is positive and non-degenerate;

o setting 7" := P, Ajk, one has t(uw) = (tu)w and t(uu*) = (tu)u* for every t,u,w € T.

Then, we say that A is a T-algebra.
Definition 3.2. Given a T-algebra A, define
(3.1) Ty ={aeT:(a)>0 Vj=1,...,r}, H(A) ={acA:a=d"},
C(A) ={tt*:teT,}, C'(A) ={tt:teTy}.
The cones C(A) and C'(A) are said to have rank r.
The following theorem was proved in [45].

Theorem 3.3. Let A be a T-algebra. Then, the following hold:

(i) Ty, endowed with the product induced by A, is a Lie group;

(ii) C(A) and C'(A) are homogeneous cones, and are dual to one another with respect to the
scalar product on H(A)

(iii) (tx)t* = t(xt*) and (t*z)t = t*(at) for every t € Ty and for every x € H(A) ;

(iv) the mappings

(t,z) — tat* and (t,z) — t'xt

are simply transitive left and right actions of T on C(A) and C'(A), respectively, which are
dual to one another with respect to the scalar product on H(A) .

In addition, if Q) is a homogeneous cone in a finite-dimensional vector space F' over R, then,
there exist a T-algebra A’ and an isomorphism W : H(A") — F' such that ¥(C(A")) = Q.

By the previous results, given a homogeneous cone 2, we may select a subgroup Ty of G(Q)
which acts simply transitively on © and, by transposition, on the dual con €. In order to avoid
some notational inconveniences, we shall write ¢ - h instead of ¢(h) or th, and A -t instead of Aot or
At, for every t € Ty, for every h € Q, and for every A € . Then, the following hold (cf., e.g., [16]
Lemma 2.9]):

« for every ¢t € T there exists ¢ € GL(FE) such that t - ® = ®(g x g)H
o for every s € C" the mapping AS: T, — C* defined by AS(t) = H;Zl(eg,tysf is a group
homomorphism;
o there is b € R” such that A7P(t) = detr(g) = |detc(g)|? for every t € T, and for every
g € GL(E) such that t - ® = ®(g x g).
We recall that D is a tube domain, that is, £ = { 0 }, if and only if b = 0, cf. [16] Remark 2.13].

3In other words, C(A) = { z€ HA): VA e C'(A\{0} Tr(Az)>0 }

4This follows from the requirement that D be homogeneous (for a suitable choice of T7).
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3.2. The generalized power and Gamma functions. Using the characters AS we define the
generalized power functions Ag, and Ag), on Q and €, respectively.

Definition 3.4. Fix base points eg € Q and eq € €, and define the generalized power functions
Ag, and A, for s € C", by
A% (h) = A%(t) and AH(N) = AS(t)

where t,t" are the unique elements of T’y such that h =t -eq and XA = eq - t, respectively. We also
set m; = dim A and define

o e (So) e (S

Jj=1,...,r

. . j=lor
k>j k<j

The generalized Gamma functions on 2 and ' are defined for Res € 3m + (R%)" as

T s
To(s) = / e~ oM AR (h) dvo(h) = e TT T (5 72)
Q ey
and, for Res € %m’ + (Rj_)r’

T m/‘
FQ/ (S) = /l e_<)\759>A?2/()\) dl/Q/ ()\) = C H F(s] — 7j>’

j=1
where ¢ > 0 is a suitable constant.
Furthermore, we set d := —(lr + %m + %m’) and define

(3.3) v =A% - H™ and vy =AY, - H™,
where H™ denotes the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure on € and €', respectively.

We point out that v and vq: are two G(€2)-invariant measures on €2 and €, respectively: cf. [16]
Lemma 2.18| for T -invariance, and argue as in the proof of |23 Proposition 1.3.1] for G(Q)-
invariance.

Definition 3.5. We denote by (I§)secr the unique holomorphic family of tempered distributions
on F such that I3 = #(S)AE -vg for Res € 2m+ (R%)" (cf. [16, Lemma 2.26, Definition 2.27, and
Proposition 2.28]). We call ‘Riemann-Liouville operators’ the operators of convolution by the I3,.

3.3. Lattices on D. We shall make extensive use of the notion of a lattice on the domain D. We
first introduce some Riemannian metrics on €, and D.

Definition 3.6. We endow D with the Bergman metric, that is, with the (complete Kéhler) metric
k defined by

K¢ yow = 0,04 log(APT24 6 p)(¢, 2)
for every ((,z) € D and for every v,w € E x F¢ (cf. [16, §2.5]). We denote by B(((,z), R) the
corresponding open ball of centre (¢, z) and radius R. We denote by vp the corresponding invariant
measure (AP+2d o p) . 127+2m on D (cf., e.g., [I6, Proposition 2.44]).

We endow 2 with the quotient metric induced by the submersion p: D — Q, and Q' with the
Riemannian metric induced by the correspondence 2 3t - eq +— eqs -t € ' (cf. [16, Definition 2.45
and Lemma 2.46]). We denote by Bq(h, R) and Bq/(\, R) the corresponding open balls of centre h
and A, respectively, and radius R.
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Definition 3.7. Given § > 0 and R > 1, we say that a family (hg)gex of elements of Q is a
(0, R)-lattice if the following hold:

« the balls Bq(hg,d) are pairwise disjoint;
« the balls Bq(hg, RJ) cover D.

We define (4, R)-lattices on €’ in an analogous fashion.
Furthermore, we say that a family ((jx, 2jx)jesrex of elements of D is a (d, R)-lattice if the
following hold:

o there is a (0, R)-lattice (hy)rer on Q such that hy == p((jk, 2jk) for every j € J and every
ke K,

o the balls B(({jk, 2jkx),0) are pairwise disjoint;

o the balls B(({jk, 2jk), RS) cover D.

The following result is [16, Lemma 2.55], and guarantees the existence of lattices as above on D.
Lemma 3.8. Take § > 0. Then, there is a (6,4)-lattice on D.

3.4. Fourier transform on N. We now recall the definition and a few properties of the Fourier
transform on N, cf. [16], Section 1.2] for further details.

Define W := { XA € F': 3¢ # 0 such that (A\,Im ®({, -)) = 0 }. Observe that, for every A € F/\W,
the quotient N/ ker A is a (2n + 1)-dimensional Heisenberg group, so that the Stone-von Neumann
theorem (cf., e.g., [24] Theorem 1.50]) implies that there is up to unitary equivalence) a unique
irreducible unitary representation 7 of N in some hilbertian space Hy such that m)(0,iz) = e HA)
for every x € F. Using the Plancherel formula on the quotients N/ ker A and integrating in A, one
may then find the Plancherel formula for A" (cf.,e.g., [12} Section 2|). Namely, there is a constant
¢ > 0 such that

By = [ Imal) gy AP () 4y
FAW

for every f € LY(N)NL?(N) (cf. [16], Corollary 1.17 and Proposition 2.30]), where .22 (H)) denotes
the space of Hilbert—Schmidt endomorphisms of Hy.

Notice, though, that m)(fz) = 0 for almost every A € F/\ (W UQ'), for every h € Q, and for every
f in the space AE? to be defined below, p €]0,2] (cf. [16, Corollares 1.37 and 3.3, and Proposition
3.2]). For this reason, we shall only describe 7 for A € Q' (‘Bargmann representation’). We define
H)y = Hol(E) N L?(vy), where vy = ¢ 220D .42 and

(3.4) mA(¢,2)p(w) = o202y (o — ),

for every ¢ € H), for every w € E, and for every ((,z) € N. Denote by P\ the self-adjoint
projector of Hy onto the space of constant functions, for every A € €, and define Py = 0 for
A€ F'\ (WUQ'). The introduction of P is justified by the observation that mx(f4) = mx(fn)Px0
for almost every A € F/\ W, for every h € Q, and for every f in the space AL'? to be defined below,
p €]0,2] (cf. [16, Corollares 1.37 and 3.3, and Proposition 3.2]).

4. FUNCTION SPACES

In this section we introduce the functions spaces on D and N that we shall consider in this paper.
We refer the reader to [16] for further details and references.
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Definition 4.1. Take s € R" and p, ¢ €]0, 00]. We define

LPYD) = { f:D—C: fis measurable,/Q <A5(h)”thLp(N)>qdVQ(h) < oo}

(modification when ¢ = o0), and Lg:g(D) as the closure of C.(D) in LEY(D). Constistently
with (1)), we define
APA(D) = [B9(D)NHol(D),  and  AZI(D) = LZ4(D) NHol(D).
Notice that LEG(D) = L&9(D) and AL((D) = AL(D) if (and only if) p,q < oc.

It is possible to characterize the values of p,q,s for which A?(D) is non-trivial. The following
is [16, Proposition 3.5].

Proposition 4.2. Take s € R" and p,q €]0,00]. Then, AZ§(D) # {0} (resp. AS(D) #{0}) if
and only if s € im + (RL)" (resp. s € R, if ¢ =00).

Definition 4.3. For s € C" we define the kernel function B*® as
z—2
Bl (G, 2) = A?z< - (¢, C')>

21
for every ((¢,2),(¢',2')) € (D x D)U (D x D).

Remark 4.4. It turns out that, when s € 2m + (R%)", the reproducing kernel of A%? is given by

I'o(2s—b—-d
Kal(6,2),(¢12) = r B D s

for a suitable constant ¢ > 0, cf. [16, Remark 3.12].
In addition, we can also describe the Cauchy—Szegd kernel, that is, the reproducing kernel of the
Hardy space Ag’oo. Indeed, for every ((,z) € D and for every (¢',2') € N, set

Sie)(¢a') = ¢ (BRI (¢ )
for a suitable constant ¢ > 0, cf. [16, Lemma 5.1]. Then, for every f € A%,oo’

f(¢,2) = (folS,2))
for every (¢, z) € D, where fy := }lg]% fnin L2(N).

For p, q €]0, 0], and two sets J and K, define
P K) = { X e C: (N\r)jes)wer € LU P()) 1,
endowed with the corresponding quasi-norm, and define ¢59(J, K) as the closure of C(
PeJ K).
Definition 4.5. We say that property (L), , (resp. (L)) holds if for every o > 0 there is a
(0,4)-lattice ((jk, 2jk)jetkek, With 0 €]0, o], such that, defining hy, :== p(jk, 2j,%) for every k € K
and for some (hence every) j € J, the mapping

T\ Z )\chB(S/ AgﬁLd)/piSiS,(hk)

Cjkr25,k)
j?k

JXK) in

is well defined (with locally uniform convergence of the sum) and maps £5(J, K) into AZG(D)
continuously (resp. maps 74(.J, K) into AY(D) continuously).
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If we may take ((jk, 2jk)jetkek, for every dg > 0 as above, in such a way that the corresponding
mapping V¥ is onto, then we say that property (L), ; (resp. (L')2'9)) holds.

/
s,s’,0

We shall present later (cf. Proposition EI0]) some sufficient conditions for property (L) to hold.
See also [16] for a more thorough discussion and some necessary conditions.

In this paper we are also interested in a family of spaces of holomorphic functions on D, denoted
by AR(D), which is defined in connection with the boundary values of the elements of A2%(D). We
begin by introducing some Besov-type spaces defined on the Silov boundary bD, that we identify
with V.

We define a space of test functions on N by setting

SoWN) ={ v e SN): Fp e CZX(QA)VA e FF\W mx(¢) = p(A\)Pro }.
Then, define S, 1,(N) = S(N) *Sq(N), endowed with the inductive limit of the topologies induced
by S(N) on its subspaces S(N) %1, ¥ € So(N)B Denote by Sq, 1. (N) the dual of S, 1,(N). See [16]
Propositions 4.2 and 4.5, and Lemma 4.14| for a proof of the following result.
Proposition 4.6. The following hold:
(1) the mapping Fpr: @ — [A = Tr(ma(p))] induces an isomorphism of Sq(N') onto C°(SY);
(2) given two (0, R)-lattices (\g)kex and (N )wekr on &, and two families (Vg )kek, (V) ke
of elements of So(N') such that ((Fatg)(-tr)) and ((Far,)(-ty.)) are bounded families of
positive elements of C°(Y), where ty, t), € Ty are such that A\ = eqy -ty and X, = eqy -1},
and

S Fntn Y Faw > 1
k K’

on Q, one has

Agy (Awr)

[ x|

for every u € S, 1 (N).

= HAE,(Ak)Hu <k | Lo

)

Lr(N) 0a(K)

(K’

Definition 4.7. Let s € R", p,q €]0,00]. Take (A;)rex and (¢) as in Proposition Then, we
define By (N, Q) as the space of u € S, | (N) such that

(A% (M) (u* ¥p))x € L1(K; LP(N)),

endowed with the corresponding topology. We denote by é;q(./\/ ,) the closure of Sq r(N) in
B (N, Q), which is the space of u € S,  (N) such that

(A% (M) (u i) )i € L5(K5 L(N)).-
We are now able to define an extension operator from the Besov-type spaces B, 7 (N, Q) on the
Silov boundary A to D to the function spaces A2%(D) and EE:S(D) on D.
Definition 4.8. Take p,q €]0,00] and s € %(b +d)+ %q,m' + (R% )", so that, for every (¢,2) € D,

Sic,) € é;f;,l/p_1)+(b+d) (N, Q) (cf. [16, Lemma 5.1]). Then, define, for every u € B, 5(N, Q) and

for every (¢,2) € D,
Eu(C, z) = (ulS¢ ),

5Tt is not hard to see that this definition is equivalent to [16] Definition 4.4].
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so that & maps B, $(N, Q) into A" P

(b+d)/p( ) continuously (cf. [I6] Theorem 5.2]). We define

ALID) = E(B, sV, Q) and  ALY(D) = E(B, (N, Q)),

and endow both spaces with the corresponding (direct image) topology.
In addition, we define the boundary value operator B: A%’OO(D) — Bgz(/\/, )

B: AZ®(D) > f lim f, € L2(N)

We remark that, by [16, Corollary 1.37], B is well defined and continuous, and that EB = I.

It is possible to describe the boundary values of functions in ASY(D), that is, the the limits
of fr, as h — 0,h € Q, for f € APY(D), as elements of B, 5(N, Q). Conversely, under suitable
assumptions, every element of B, *(N,Q) is the boundary value of a unique element of Ag(D).

Precisely, the following holds, cf. [16, Theorem 5.2, Proposition 5.4 and its proof, and Corollary
5.11].

Proposition 4.9. Take p,q €]0,00], and s € sup (2—1qm, %(b +d) + Ziq,m’) + (R%)". Then, the
following hold:
(1) (Eu)p converges to u in B, 3(N,Q) (resp. in S 1 (N)) for everu u € E;Z(N, Q) (resp. for
every u € B, 5(N,Q));
(2) the operator B induces a continuous linear mapping
B: ABY(D) — B,5(N,Q)  (resp. B: ALE(D) — B, 5(N,Q))

such that EB = I;
(3) there are continuous inclusions

E(Sa,L(N)) C ARUD) C ALYD)  (resp. E(Sa,LWN)) C ALH(D) C ALH(D));

: . 1 1 1 1 1 *\7
(4) if, further, s € sup <2—qm+ (W — 2—q)+m/’ s(b+d)+ 2—q,m’> + (R%)", then,

APY(D) = AP9(D)  and  ADY(D) = ALY(D).

We now present some sufficient conditions for property (L'). See [16, Corollary 5.14| for a proof
of the following result.

Proposition 4.10. Take p,q €]0,00], s € sup (z—lqm, %(b+d)+2iq,m’)+(Ri) ,ands’ € mm( )(b+

d) o 2_1qm (2mir}(1,p) o 2lq>+m - 8- (Ri)r [f AIS):(()I(D) = Als):g(D) (7"68]). Aé)’q( ) = AIS)7q(D))f
then property (L"), o (resp. (L')2'Y,) holds.

s,s’,0

We conclude this section with a technical lemma that will be very useful later on.

Lemma 4.11. Take s € R", p,q €]0,00], t € Ty, and g € GL(E) such thatt-® = ® o (g X g).
Then,

bd
1f o (9 x )l 2oy = AFTVPS@)If | ooy

for every vp-measurable function f on D.
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Proof. Observe that
(f o (g X t))h(C?'%') = ft-h(ggat : .%')
for every (¢,z) € D and for every h € Q, so that
I(f o (9 % Dall oy = APTV2O | frnll oy
for every h € Q, thanks to [16, Lemmas 2.9 and 2.18]. Then,

[fo(gxt)papy = A(b+d)/p_s(t)|’f”L§”q(D)a

whence the result. O

5. CARLESON MEASURES

In this section we prove our main results concerning Carleson measures for AL?. For every
€ My(D) and R > 0, we set

(5.1) Mp(p): D > (¢, 2) = u(B((¢, 2), R)) € [0,00].
Lemma 5.1. Take s € R", p,q €]0,00], and p € M4 (D). Then, the following conditions are

equivalent:

(1) there is R > 0 such that Mg(n) € LEY(D);
(2) Mg(p) € LEY(D) for every R > 0;
(3) there is a (6, R)-lattice (Cj ks 2jk)jesker on D, with § >0 and R > 1, such that

(A;_(bJ“d)/p(p(Cj,k, 2j k) Mps (1) (G Zj,k)) & 4, K):;

(4) for every (8, R)-lattice (Cjk, 2jk)jesker on D, with § >0 and R > 1,

—(b+d
(A5 VP0G 2j0) ) Mps (1) (G 25.0)) € P9(T, K.
The same holds if one replaces Ls'*(D) and £79(J, K) with L{(D) and (5(J, K), respectively.

This extends [40, Lemmas 2.9 and 2.12|, where the case in which p = ¢ € [1,00], D is an
irreducible symmetric tube domain, and s € R1,, is considered [d

Proof. We shall only prove the first assertion. The second assertion is clear if u has compact support,
and then follows by approximation, since the equivalence of conditions (1)—(4) is quantitative by
the closed graph theorem, or by the proof below.

(1) = (2). Take R’ > 0. Observe that, since B((0,ieq), R') is compact by [16, Proposition
2.44], there is a finite family ((j, z;) jes of elements of D such that B((0,ieq), R') € U,c; B(({j: 25), R).
For every j € J, choose t; € T} and g; € GL(FE) in such a way that t; - ® = ® o (g; x g;) and
tj-eq = p((j,z5). If we define

i (G,2) = (G Rez +1®(()) - (95,85 - 2),
then ¢; is an affine automorphism of D and B(((, 2), R') C U;c; B(¥;(¢, 2), R) for every ((,2) € D.

Therefore, in order to prove that Mg () € L5 (D), it will suffice to prove that Mg(p)op; € LEY(D)
for every j € J. Since this follows easily from Lemma 1T} this proves (2).

6No‘cice7 though, that in [40] Lemmas 2.9 and 2.12| the use of the ‘pure-norm’ spaces L” and ¢? allows for the use
of more general lattices.
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(2) = (4). Let (¢jk»2jk)jeskek be a (6, R)-lattice on D for some 6 > 0 and R > 1. Observe
that

> Mps(Cir 210X B(Cpz0:8) < Mia1)5 (1) (G 27.8)
j7k‘
on D, so that

> Mps($iks 26X B(C pz0),0) € LEID).
gk
Now, observe that there is a constant Cy > 0 such that

(X B((0,ie0).0))nllLr Ay = Ch
for every h € Bq(eq,d/ Q)EI so that, by homogeneity,

—(b+d
OB, 1m0 il Er ) = C1AG T D (1)

for every h € Bq(hy,6/2) and for every (j,k) € J x K, where hy, := p((j i, 2;1) for every (j,k) €
J x K. It then follows that

> (XB((gj,k,zj,k),5)>  Mrs(Ciks 2jik)
Gk Lr(N)

>y H (Ag;(b—i_d)/p(hk)MRé(Cj,ky Zj k)X By (hy,d/2) (h))j,k

P(JxK)

for every h € €2, whence
<A;_(b+d)/p(hk)MR5(Cj,k7Zng)) € (P1(J, K)

thanks to [16, Corollary 2.49].

(4) = (3). Obvious by [16, Lemma 2.55].

(3) = (1). Take a (6, R)-lattice ((jk,2jk)jcskck as in the statement, define hy == p((jk, 2j.k)
for every (j,k) € J x K, and let us prove that

(a8 VP (hi) MG o 230) ) € P9, K)

for every R’ > R. Indeed, for every (j,k) € J x K, define V};, as the set of (j',k') € J x K such
that d(((jrs zjk), (Grrs 27.00)) < (R+ R')6, and observe that N := sup Card(V} ) is finite by [16]

7.k
Proposition 2.56|. In addition, by [16, Corollary 2.49] we may find a constant Co > 0 such that
1 _ _ _
EA; (b+d)/p(hk/) < A?z (b+d)/1’(hk) < CQA; (b+d)/p(hk/)
for every (j,k) € J x K and for every (j',k") € Vj ;. Then,

A5 OV () M5 (G 2i) < Co Z A5 OV () Mps (1) (G o 25 1)
(4" k) EVj k

"Observe that, since B((0,ieq), d) is an open set, the mapping h — ||(X5((0,icq),5))r || Lr (v) is lower semi-continuous,
and that it vanishes nowhere on the compact set Ba(eq,§/2), thanks to [16, Lemma 2.46].
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for every (j,k) € J x K. Define V] as the set of ¥ € K such that d(hy, hy) < (R + R')J, so
that k' € V! for every (j/,k") € V,i and for every j € J by [16, Lemma 2.46]. In addition,
N’ := sup Card(V}) is finite by [16, Proposition 2.56]. Therefore,

k

H (A5 TV () Mrs (G %K),

fP(J)
< CyNmax(L1/p) H P (N Mps (G e 20)) jo g IxV))
for every k € K, so that
< Oy Nmax(1,1/p) yrmax(1/p,1/q) (A;_(ber)/p(hk/)MRé(M)(Cj/,k“21/7’“/))%;4 (I K)

whence our claim.
Now, let (Bj ),k be a Borel partition of D such that B;, C B(((jk, 2j,k), RJ) for every (j,k) €
J x K, and observe that

M(;(,u) < Z XBj,kM(R+1)5(<jyk’ ZjJﬁ)
j?k
on D. In addition, arguing as in the proof of [16, Theorem 3.23|, we see that there is a constant
C3 > 0 such that
+d)
(XB((¢,2),rs) )nllLr(ary < C34¢ AP (p(¢, 2 2))X Ba (p(¢,2),k6) (1)
for every (¢, z) € D and for every h € €. Hence,

—(b+d
IMs()nll oy < Cs|| (X e ()AL TV () Mgy (G 28)) 5

Now, by [16, Corollary 2.49 and Proposition 2.56| there are two constants Cy > 0 and N” € IN such
that

wIxK)

1
= Aa(h) < Ag(hi) < Calg(h)

Cy
for every h € Bq(hg, R0) and for every k € K, and such that Y, X g, (n,,rs) < N"Xxq. Then,
—(b4d)/
M) 500 < G | (85 P )My Gt 2600) s s
where Cs := C3Cyvq(Bq(eq, RS))Y4N"max(1/p1/4)  Thus, (1) follows. O

The next proposition provides a first sufficient condition for a measure p € M, (D) to be a
p-Carleson measure or a compact p-Carleson measure. It extends [40), Proposition 3.5 and Theorem
3.8 (i)], where the case in which p; = ¢1,p € [1,00[, D is an irreducible symmetric tube domain,
and s € R1,, is considered.

t\é\/e shall often use the following notation. Given p1,qi,p €]0,00], with p < co and s € R”, we
se

(5.2) p*=(p1/p), ¢ = (a/p), and s":=max(1,p/p1)(b+d)-

8Recall that ¢’ := max(1,t)’ for every t €]0, oc].
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Proposition 5.2. Take p1,q1,p €]0, 00|, with p < oo, and take s € R" such that s € ﬁm%— (R%)"
ors € RY if g = oco. Let p*,q*, and s* be as in (B.2). Let p € M (D), and take R > 0. Assume
that

M) € LL (D).

Then, AE¥™ (D) embeds continuously into LP(u).
If, in addition,

Mg(p) € LE§ (D),
then AEVT (D) embeds compactly into LP(u).

Proof. Let (ks 2j,k)jeker bean (R/4,4)-lattice on D (cf. [16, Lemma 2.55]), and define Sy : Hol(D) —
C7*E 5o that

(S f)jp =A% PP ny)  max  |f|
B((¢j,k+24,1):R)

for every (j,k) € J x K, where hy == p((j i, 2jk), so that there is a constant C; > 0 such that
1
aHfHA’SJl’ql(D) SIS+ fllervar (r.x) < Cull fll apran

for every f € Hol(D), thanks to |16, Theorem 3.23|. In addition, choose a Borel partition (Bj ) of
D such that Bjj, € B((¢jk, 2k), R) for every (j,k) € J x K. Then, for every f € AL"*"(D),

gy < || D (Sehiwdy " ()xs,,
(J,k)eJxK LP(p)

s H (S DG TV () M (1) (G 2 P)

< Co| S5 fllgproan (1,16
< 10| f gervan (o)

LP(Jx K)

where Cy = HAg[(ber)/pﬁS}(hk)MR(,u)(Cj,k,zj,k) ;:f’q*(J’K). Then, the first assertion follows from
Lemma [5.11

In order to prove the second assertion, it will suffice to show that, if © has compact support, then
the canonical mapping ALV (D) — LP(p) is compact. Since AE"?'(D) embeds continuously, hence
compactly, into the Fréchet—Montel space Hol(D), which in turn embeds continuously into LP(pu),

the assertion follows easily. O

Proposition 5.3. Take p1,q1,p €]0,00], with p < 0o, and take s € R" such that s € ﬁm—i— (R3)"
(resp. s € RY if 1 = 00). Let p € My (D) and R > 0. Assume that AL;" (D) (resp. ASV"(D))
embeds continuously into LP(u). Then,

Mp(u) € L;?{,fd)/prps(D)-

If, in addition, AZ" (D) (resp. ASV*' (D)) embeds compactly into LP(p) and sy € (RL)" if p1 =
q1 = oo, then

Mp(p) € L;‘(’ﬁd)/pl_p&O(D).
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Proof. Take s’ € R" such that
1 1 1 1
ss€ —(b+d)——m'— (R and s+s' € —(b+d)— —m'— (R})".
pl( ) 2p (%) pl( ) 2q1 (B%)

€ AZG" (D) (resp. B(Sé, ) € AEVIY(D)) for every (¢',2') € D, and

1B ol azran py = CLAG TP (7 21

for a suitable constant Cy > 0, thanks to [I6l Proposition 2.41]. Hence, there is a constant Cy > 0
such that

Then, B(S(/,z')

1Bl < CotG™ =D (¢, 21))
for every (¢’,2') € D. In addition, there is a constant C3 > 0 such that
1 / ! /
oy Bleran| S 1Bgo < Gl B )|

on D, for every (¢',2') € D and for every ((,z2) € B((¢',7'),r), thanks to [16, Theorem 2.47|.
Therefore,

S/ 1 S/
1Ber 2l = @AQ(/)(CI7z/))HXB((C’,z/),R)HLP(,u)
1
3

AR (p(¢, ) MR()(C, )P
for every (¢’,2') € D. It then follows that
Ma(u)(¢',2') < CRCRART TV (p(¢', )

for every (¢',2') € D.
Now, assume that AZ? (D) (resp. Apl’ql( )) embeds compactly in LP(p), and that s € (R%)"

if p1 = 1 = oo. Define b .y = (C )A(b+d)/p1 5 S( (¢,2)) for every ((,z) € D, so that the
family (b(¢ »))(c,-)ep is uniformly bounded in AZ"?' (D). In addition, since s € b+d + (R%)", |16
Proposition 2.41| implies that B 4 A?ﬁfﬁ)/m g O(D), so that
. . (b+d)/p1—s—s’ s’ _
(<,7£1/r)ri>oo‘b(<’,z’)(<7 Z)‘ - «, h/lin A v ( (6/72’/))’B( ,z)(CI7z/)‘ =0

for every (C,2) € D. Let b be a cluster point of (b .y) in LP(u) for (¢,2) — oo, and observe that
b = 0 since b(¢ ) converges pointwise (and also locally uniformly, thanks to [16, Theorem 2.47])
to 0 as (¢,z) — 0. Since AY"? (D) embeds compactly into LP(yu), this suffices to prove that )
converges to 0 in LP(u) as (¢, z) — oo. Therefore, the computations of the proof of the implication
(1) = (2) show that
lim  AGETVI (¢, 2) Ma(u)(¢.2) =
(¢,z)—00

whence the result. O

We are now ready to prove our first main result. It provides a necessary and sufficient condition
for a measure p € M (D) to be a p-Carleson measure for AL"'?*. This result is analogous to the
classical characterization in the case of the unit ball, see e.g. [48, Theorem 2.25|, and it extends [40]
Theorem 3.5|, where the case in which p; = ¢1,p € [1,00[, D is an irreducible symmetric tube
domain, and s € R1,, is considered.
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Theorem 5.4. Take p1,q1,p €]0,00[ with p1,q1 < p, and take s € R" such that s € ﬁm + (R%)".
Let p € M4 (D) and R > 0. Then, the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) ABYT (D) embeds continuously (resp. compactly) into LP(u);
(2) Mg(u) € Lp[(b+d)/p1 S( ) (resp. Mp(p) € L pl(b+d)/p1— S]O(D))

Proof. (2) = (1). This follows from Proposition (.21
(1) = (2). This follows from Proposition 5.3 O

We now deal with Carleson measures admiting a loss, that is, with the case p1,q1 € p. Note
that when dealing with the mixed norm case, this complementary condition is not as simple as
in the pure norm one. We provide a characterization of p-Carleson measures on A5“? in two
situations: when A5"?" admits a suitable atomic decomposition (Theorem [5.5); when A8"?" embeds
into AS+(1/P 1/p1)(b--d) (Theorem [5.9).

The next theorem extends [40), Theorem 3.8 (ii)|, where the case in which p; = q1,p € [1,00[, D
is an irreducible symmetric tube domain, and s € R1,., is considered. Recall that property (L)Is),lé%

is defined in Definition

Theorem 5.5. Take p1,q1,p €]0,00], with p < oo, and s € —m + (R%)". Assume that property
(L )pl’q1 holds for some s’ € R", and let p € M (D). Then, the following conditions are equivalent:

s,s’,0
(1) AEYT (D) embeds continuously into LP(u);
(2) AZ5™ (D) embeds continuously into LP(p);

(3) for some (or, equivalently, every) R > 0, Mp(u) € Lg:’q*(D), where p*, ¢*,s* are as in (5.2]).
If, in addition, p < q1, then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) AE»T(D) embeds compactly into LP(u);
(2) AZG"™ (D) embeds compactly into LP(p);

3') for some (or, equivalently, every) R > 0, Mg e L4 (D , where p*, ¢*,s* are as in .
Y Y 2 s*,0
Before we pass to the proof, we need a lemma.

Lemma 5.6. Take p1,q1,p2,q2 €]0,00], s € R", R > 0, and p € M (D). Assume that p1 < p2
and that ¢1 < q2. Then, the following hold:
(1) if Mp(p) € L&V (D), then Mg () € Lgi(qf/m 1/p1)(b+d)(D)'

(2) if Mp(u) € LY™ (D), then Mp(p) € Lﬁ’?f/m i) o(D):

(3) if qu < 00, Mp(p) € LE"" (D) N L5, g o(D). then Mp(u) € LLG" (D).

Proof. All the assertions follow easily from Lemma [5.J] and the elementary inclusions /P19 (J, K) C
22 (J K), 60 (I, K) C 657" (J, K), and Pr2(J, K) N7 (J, K) C 657" (J, K) (when ¢; < o)

for every two sets J and K.

O

Proof of Theorem [2.3. Clearly, (1) == (2), while the implication (3) == (1) follows from
Proposition Thus, it only remains to show that (2) = (3).
By assumption, there is a (9, 4)-lattice ((jx, 2jk)jes ke for some § < R/4 such that the mapping
NSl ON SEPYESN) )\J-’,CB(Séj’k’zj’k)AS’M)/’“’S*SI(hk) e AP (D)
j?k

is well defined and continuous, where hy, := p((jk, 2j%) for every j € J and for every k € K.
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Now, take a probability space (X,v) and a sequence (73)gen of v-measurable functions on X

such that .
(®7)0) = sz X &

peB ee{-1,1}P
for every finite subset B of IN (cf. [27, C.1]). By Khintchine’s inequality, there is a constant Cy > 0

such that
/2
G (Slol) " < | S| <o Thask)™”
BEN peB Lr(v) BEN
for every (ag) € C™ (cf. [27, C.2]). Let ¢: Jx K — NN be a bijection and define r-\ := (TG k) Njok )5k

for every A € C/*K)_ By the assumptions and the continuity of ¥, there is a constant Cy > 0 such
that, for every A € C/*K),

[W(r - Mlre) < Collr - Allpra(g,1) = C2llA|lepr.a1 (1,1

v-almost everywhere. Therefore, by means of Tonelli’s theorem we see that

Z‘)\J kB C] kyZ]k

1/2
AQ[(b+d)/p1 s— S](hk)

< ClCZH)‘HZPI’QI(J,K)
LP(u)

for every A € C/*K) Now, observe that there is N € IN such that ijk XB((Cions

s Z4,k ) R) <

thanks to [16, Proposition 2.56]. In addition, there is a constant C5 > 0 such that
1 / /
G800 < [BY sy

on B((¢jk, 2jk), R) for every (j,k) € J x K, thanks to [16] Theorem 2.47|. Then,

N on D,

< C3A3 (hy)

1/2
2[(b+d)/p1—s—s']
Z‘)\Jk (SRR A T ()
LP ()
1/2
: 2[(b+d
> 53 ZXB( (Cjk02%5,8), R ‘)\]7 ’ Aq [(b+d)/p1— s]( i)
LP(p)
e 1/p
N—W=P/4)+ B
= T Z’)‘j,k‘pAg(ber)/pl ](hk)MR(ﬂ)(Cj,mZLk)

j,k
for every A € C/*K)_ Using the natural duality between Egl/p’QI/p(J, K) and ¢?9"(J, K), we then
see that
(AT () M (1) (G i) € 27 (J, K).

Then, (3) follows from Lemma [5.1]

Next, we turn to the second part of the statement. The fact that (3') = (1’) follows from
Proposition 5.2, while it is obvious that (1') = (2'). Finally, Proposition 5.3} Lemma [5.6] and
the implication (2) = (3) prove that (2') = (3/). O
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With the same techniques, but using [16, Corollary 5.14] instead of property (L)P!L  one also

s,s’,07

proves the following result. We recall that the spaces AL(D) and gg:g(D) are the holomorphic

extensions of the analytic-type Besov spaces B, 2(N, ) and B; 2V, Q), respectively, see Defini-
tion .8l
Proposition 5.7. Take p1,q1,p €]0,00], with p < oo, and take s € pil(b +d)+ ﬁm' + (RL)".

. 1
Take pp € M (D) so that AL3™ (D) embeds continuously into LP(u), and take p*,q*,s* as in (5.2).
Then,

M(u) € 17 (D)

for every R > 0.

Notice, though, that an analogue of Proposition for the spaces gg}dql (D) is false, in general,
as the following Proposition shows. We denote by Lv the Laplace transform of v € M (), that
is,

(Lv)(\) = / =) ()

Q
for every A € F’.

Proposition 5.8. Take s € 234 + lm’ 4 (R%)" and a bD-invariant p € M4 (D), and let v be the
unique Radon measure v on Q such that [, fdu = [q, [\, fu(¢,2)d(¢, ) dv(h) for every f € Co(D).
Take s’ € —im’ —s— (R%)". Then, the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) AZ*(D) embeds continuously (resp. compactly) into L(u);

(2) the function A% Ly is bounded (resp. is bounded and vanishes at o) on ';

(3) the function h — Aés_sl(h)HAs/(- + )22 is bounded (resp. is bounded and vanishes at
o) on €.

This extends |14, Theorem 3.1], where the case in which s = 0, D is an irreducible symmetric
tube domain, and v is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure, is considered.

Notice that this shows that the necessary conditions of Proposition (.7l are not sufficient, in
general. For example, when s = 0, then a bD-invariant positive Radon measure g on D induces a
continuous embedding of the Hardy space 113’2 (D) = Ag’oo (D) into L?(y) if and only if the measure
v defined as in the statement is integrable on ), while Proposition (7] only requires the mapping
h +— v(Bgq(h, R)) to be bounded for some (every) R > 0.

Proof. (2) = (1). Take f € A3*(D)N Az_’i/Z(D), and observe that there is a constant ¢ > 0 such
that , defining 7/(\) = mx(fe,,)eMe?) for almost every A € €,
12 = ¢ | Imr )y (1) OAGE ) A

arguing as in the proof of |16, Corollary 1.38|. In addition, we may choose a norm on gz,z(D) SO
that

115y = | 177V By A0 A
thanks to [16, Lemma 2.26, Proposition 3.11 and Proposition 5.13]. Now, define

S
L2 = { re [ LEHH)AGEN) AN T=17P. g }
Q/
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(cf. [16, Definition 3.10]), and observe that the image of the mapping 7¢, extended to gz,z(D) by
continuity, is the whole of £2(Q') (cf. [16, Propositions 3.15, 3.17, 5.4, 5.13, and Corollary 5.11]).
Therefore, AZ*(D) embeds into L2() if and only if there is a constant C; > 0 such that

Lv(2)) < C1AGE (V)

for every A € (0.
Now, if A% Lv is bounded and vanishes at infinity, then it is clear that the mapping 7 — A% Lv T

is a compact endomorphism of £2(€), so that the preceding remarks show that A2*(D) embeds
compactly into L?(p).

(1) = (3). Observe first that ||B(Sct,)ber /2||A2 2(py = A?;rs,(p((,z)) for every (¢, z) € D, for

a suitable choice of a norm on A2(D) (cf. [16, Proposition 2.41 and Lemma 5.15]). In addition,
there is a constant Cy > 0 such that

s H(btd)/2
< (0,ih) >h’

for every h,h/ € €, thanks to [16, Lemma 2.39|. Therefore, (3) follows arguing as in the proof of
Proposition 5.3l
(3) = (2). Observe that there is a constant C3 > 0 such that

oy~ CoAS (h + 1)

1A%+ M)z < CAY ™ (h) Vee Ty (resp. and lim A¥ (- + h)l| 2,y = 0)

for every h € ), where vy = A?(¢)(t-).v, and that (2) is equivalent to saying that

sup Lyg(eq) < oo (resp. lim Ly(eq) = 0).
tety t—o0

Now, [16, Corollary 2.36] implies that
A2s’(h + hl) > A2s’(2h) _ 22S’A25’(h)
for every h €  and for every b’ € QN (h — ), so that
w(QN (h— Q) < 2% A2 (1) / A (4 By duy () < 272 C2A (h)
n(h-9)

for every h € Q and for every ¢t € T,. In addition, fix R > 0 so that (eqg/,h) > 1 for every
heQ\ (Req — ). Then,

Lu(eqr) :/Qe_<eﬂ”h> dvg(h)

<n(QN (Reg — Q) + Y e 2 (2N (2" Reg — Q) \ (28 Req — Q)
kelN

< 2_25'(3’% <st + Z(Qk—i-lR)Qse—ZkR)
kelN
for every t € T',. If, in addition, tlim [AS'(- + P) 22y = 0 for every h € Q, then the preceding
— 00

computations show that v4(QN (251 Req — Q) \ (28 Req — ) — 0 for t — +oo for every k € N, so
that it is readily seen that Li;(eq/) — 0 for t — oo. O
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We now come to the last main result of this section. It provides a necessary and sufficient condition
for a measure y € M, (D) to be a p-Carleson measure for AL"? also in terms of integrability
properties of Bergman kernels.

Theorem 5.9. Take p1,q1,p €]0,00], with p < 0o, p € My (D), s € R", and s’ € C" such that the
following hold:
(i) s € 2(11 m+ (RE)" (resp s€ R if g =00);

(i) Res' € (b—l—d) - 271m (R%)" (resp. Res’ € =R’ if p1 = o0);

(111) s+Res € —(b+d) — —m — (RL)" (resp. s + Res’ € p%(b—i—d) — R if g1 = 00);

(iv) AZG™ (D) (resp. ASV" (D)) embeds continuously into A% (D), where s” = s+ (1—1) - p%)(b—l—

d).

Then, the following conditions are equivalent for every R > 0:

(1) AZ"(D) (resp. ASV"(D)) embeds continuously into LP(ju);
(2) there is a constant C > 0 such that

HB(S/7z)HLP( CAerRes’*(ber /pl( (C Z))

for every (¢, z) € D;
(3) Mg(p) € L;?(’Eid)/prs}(D)-
If, in addition, s,—s — Res’ € (R%)" when p1 = q1 = oo, then the following conditions are
equivalent for every R > 0:
(1) ALG(D) (resp. A8V " (D)) embeds compactly into LP(u);
(2) the function (¢, 2) — A(b+d)/”1_s_Resl(p(C,Z))||B?é,z)||Lp(M) is bounded and vanishes at oo

on D;

(8) Mr(i) € L5 a)/m—s10(D):

This extends [I5, Theorem 1.1], where the case in which s = 0, 8’ € R1,, ¢ = oo, and D is an
irreducible symmetric tube domain, is considered.

Notice that, if (i) to (iv) hold, then (i), (ii), and (iii) hold with s, py, and ¢ replaced by s”, p
and p, respectively, thanks to [16, Proposition 2.41].

Conversely, if (2) implies (1) and (i), (ii), and (iii) hold with s, p1, and ¢; replaced by s”, p, and
p, respectively, then (iv) holds thanks to [16l Proposition 2.41] again.

Observe that A%’OO(D) = 23’2( ) C A{’iz;p 1/2)(b+d)( ) for every p > 2, thanks to [16], Proposi-

tion 4.19], so that the assumptions are satisfied whenever s” = (1/p — 1/2)(b + d) and A’S’,’,p( ) =
APP(D). This is the case, for example, when (cf. [I6, Corollary 5.11])

o
11 1 11\ ,1 1, .
Proof. We prove only the equivalence of conditions (1)—(3). The equivalence of conditions (1")—(3")
is proved similarly, using the techniques employed in the proof of Proposition (.3

(1) = (2). This follows from [16, Proposition 2.41].

(2) = (3). This follows easily from [16, Theorem 2.47|.

(3) = (1). By Theorem 5.4 AEP(D) embeds continuously into LP(u), so that the assertion
follows. U
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With a similar proof, but using [16, Lemma 5.15] instead of |16, Proposition 2.41|, one may prove
the following result, which deals with p-Carleson measures for the spaces AL»% (D).

Theorem 5.10. Take pi1,q1,p €]0,00[, p € M (D), s € R", and s’ € C" such that the following
hold:

(z)se—(b+d) /m+(IR*)'

(i) s+ Res’ € (b+d) m’—( )" (resp. s+ Res' € (b+d) RY if 1 = o0);

(111) A’S’}O’ql( ) (resp. ALL(D )) embeds continuously into Aﬁ,’?( ), where s” == s+ (1—1) - pi1>(b+

d).

Then, the following conditions are equivalent for every R > 0:

(1) Apl’ql( ) (resp. ABY" (D)) embeds continuously into LP(p);

(2) there is a constant C > 0 such that

1B o) lry < CASFRS=0HP1(5(¢, 2))

for every (¢, z2) € D;
(%) Mr(n) € Ly )/, -9 (D)-
If, in addition, s + Res’ € —(R%)" when p1 = q1 = oo, then the following conditions are equivalent
for every R > 0:
(1) gg,lo’ql(D) (resp. ABY1 (D)) embeds compactly into LP(u);
(2) the function ((,2) —> AbFTd)/pi=s—Res’ (,O(C,Z))HB(Sé ollLp () is bounded and vanishes at oo
on D;
(&) Mgr(p) € Lp[(b+d)/p1 s],0 o(D)-

Notice that, by Corollary below, if (iii) holds, then p1,q; < p.

6. INCLUSION BETWEEN THE SPACES A2?(D) aND A2Y(D)

A classical result by Hardy and Littlewood in dimension 1 shows that the Hardy space H?(C,)
embeds continuously into AY”, (C;) when p > 4. In this section we address a similar question.

2 p
The main result is Theorem 6.4} in which we restrict ourselves to the setting of Siegel domains of
Type I. In addition to that, we also prove some necessary conditions for the spaces A and A to
embed into one another. For sufficient condition, see [16, Propositions 3.2, 3.7, and 4.19|.

Lemma 6.1. Take p1,p2,q1,q2 €]0,00] and s1,s2 € R", and assume that s1 € im—i— (R%)"™ (resp.
s1 € R} if 1 = 00) and that AL (D) C Ay (D) (resp. As;y™ (D) € AG*(D)). Then,

P1 < P2 and sz =s1+ <———>b+d
P2
As Theorem [6.4] below shows, it is not possible to deduce ¢1 < ¢o in this generality. Cf. Corol-
lary 6.3 below, though.

Proof. By assumption, there is a constant C' > 0 such that
1£lLazz s () < ClF L agyos )
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for every f € APVIY(D) (resp. for every f € ALV (D)). We assume that C' is the least possible

s1,0

constant for which such an inequality holds. Now, for every ¢t € T choose ¢¢ € GL(FE) so that
t-®=3®o (g x g¢). Then,

1f 0 (gs X )l gy = A7 st ey O gz
and
150 (g0 X Dllgan oy = AHEH V() ] ian

for every f € Hol(D), thanks to Lemma [£I1l Therefore, the arbitrariness of ¢ € T} and the
minimality of C' imply that
s2 =s1+ (1/p2 — 1/p1)(b + d).
Next, assume that A7 ¢' (D) # 0, that is, that s; € ﬁm + (R%)". Then,
27| || ag> ) = « h)m 1f = FUGz +i®(0)) )l azz o2y

< C(C il)m 1f = F((C o +i®(Q)) )l azyn ()

= 21/p1C||f||A§i’q1(D)

for every f € APYI(D), so that 1/p; > 1/po, that is, p1 < po, by the minimality of C.

s1,0

Finally, assume that A7§'(D) = 0, so that ¢ = oo and (51)] = 0 for some j € {1,...,r}.
Then, for every e > 0 we may find s’ € R" such that s; = (b +d;) — 2}T1m —€ and such
that B(SC .) € AZ" (D) for every (¢,z) € D (cf [16] Proposition 2 41]), so that B(ng) € AL22(D).
Then, [16, Proposition 2.41] implies that s’ < -- (b +dj) — 5,-m/;. Since —bj,m} > 0 and —d; > 0,
the arbitrariness of € implies that 1/p; > 1/ D2, that is, p1 < p2 O

Lemma 6.2. Take p1,p2,q1,q2 €]0,00] and s1,s2 € R", and assume that the canonical mapping

Sa,L(N) — B2 (N, Q) induces a continuous linear mapping B;} o WN,Q) — B2 (N,Q). Then,

P1 < P2, 1 < q2, CmdSz:S1+<p%——)(b+d)

Proof. Applying the operator u — u * ISS)/ for a suitable s’ € R", we may assume that si,s2
are sufficiently small so as to ensure that the mapping £ is defined and induces isomorphisms of

BIS)} aWN,Q) and B2 (N, Q) onto APT(D) and AP (D), respectively (cf. [16, Theorem 4.26

and Corollary 5.11]). Then, Lemma implies that p; < ps and that so = 87 + <pi1 — —) (b+d).

Therefore, it only remains to prove that ¢; < go. Then, take s’ € R” and observe that [16, Lemma
5.15] implies that B(C ) A’S’i’gl( ) for some (or, equivalently, every) (¢,z) € D if and only if
s1+ ¢ €—(b+d) qu
(¢,z) € D if and only if sp+58' € (b+d)— —m —(R%)" and g2 < 0o or sg +5’ € p%(b%—d)—IRﬁr
and g9 = 0o. Therefore, g1 < ¢o pmmded that m' #0.

Thus, we only need to consider the case m’ = 0, that is, 7 = m. In this case, we may assume that
Q = Q' = (R})", identifying R" with its dual. Define K = Z" and t;, :== \;, := 28 = (2%,... 2kr)
for every k € K. Notice that the distance (A, \') = >77_;[log(A;/A})[ on €' is G(€')-invariant and
clearly locally bi-Lipschitz equivalent to dgs, hence bi-Lipschitz equivalent to dg/ near every point,
with uniform constants. Therefore, it is readily verified that (\g) is a (0, R)-lattice for some § > 0
and some R > 1. Notice that {2 is a group under pointwise multiplication, so that we may choose

(R* )", and that B(C )€ AEZ®2(D) for some (or, equivalently, every)
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T = Q with the natural action. In this case, A%(t) =1* = [[’_, t;j
a positive ¢ € C2°(Q') so that 7, - o(-tx) = 1 on @', and define 1, = ]:J?/l(go(-tk)) for every

k € K. Then,

for every s € C". Now, choose

w i [l v.0) = || A% (Ak)[Ju * ¢kHLP(/\/')ng(K)
is a quasi-norm which defines the topology of B;q(./\/ , Q) for every p, q €]0, 00| and for every s € R".
Define Wy (u) :== AS1—(b+d)A=1/p1) (1) 4 for every u € Sq. (W) and for every t € T'.. Then, clearly

H\Ijtk (U)HB;J;.,QJ. WV,Q) — HUHBZ;% WV,Q)

for every j = 1,2, for every k € K, and for every u € B]S;‘;7qj (N, Q). In addition, it is readily seen
that

— St = 1/ ] Sj
||f \Iltk(f)HBJ qj(N7Q) 2 qJHfHBij, (_/\/'7Q)

lim

k—o0 Py, ;5
for every j = 1,2 and for every f € Sq,(N). Now, by assumption there is a constant C' > 0 such
that

1f1l 522

p2,92

we) S ClFlls oo
for every f € Sq,.(N). Then, applying the same inequality to f — Uy, (f) and passing to the limit
for k — o0,
1/q1—1
£l vy <20 VEC vy

for every f € Sqr(N). Since we may have assumed C' to be minimal, it is readily seen that

Q1 < Q2 U

Corollary 6.3. Take p1,p2,q1,q2 €]0,00] and s1,s2 € R" such that sy € pil(b—i-d)—i- ﬁm'—i—(l&i)”
1

and such that Agi:gl (D) C AE2®(D). Then, p1 < p2, (1 < g2, and s2 = s1 + (p% - p%) (b+d).

p1 P2
ALLO C AP (of. [16], Propositions 3.2 and 4.19]). Nonetheless, gﬁi:gl need not embed into AE2%.

Notice that, if p1 < p2, 1 < g2, and s = s1 + (L - L)(b +d), then Ag ™ C AZ* and

Proof. Take s' € Ngy so that AP2%,(D) = AP>%,(D) (cf. [16, Corollary 5.11]). Observe that the

s2+s’ sa+s' V7 .
mapping f — f * I{lsl induces an isomorphism of AZG'(D) onto AZVTL, (D) by [16, Proposi-
tiOIl 513]’ andji continuous mapping of Ag;’qQ (D) into Als)iﬁz’(D) by [16, Corollary 327] Thus,
AT o(D) € AZ2E (D), so that the conclusion follows from Lemma O

Theorem 6.4. Assume that n = 0, and take k € IN* and
k-1 1 , k-1 1 .\

Then, A2 (D) embeds continuously into Agf(l/%l/q)d (D) for every q € [2k, ).

This extends [I5, Theorem 1.3], where the case in which s = 0 and D is an irreducible symmetric
tube domain is considered. Notice that [I5, Theorem 1.4] provides better results when s = 0, r = 2,
and m = 3,4,5,6.

Notice, in addition, (cf. [I5, Remark 1.5]) that if AL}'?*(D) embeds continuously into AE2%(D),

then also Aff }}fql(D) embeds continuously into A:f 7;€kq2(D) forvevery k € IN*. Indeed, f €

Af:f}}fql(D) if and only if f* € ARV9 (D), so that f* € AE?%(D), which is equivalent to f €

1 1
—d+-m’
sGsup(2 +4m,
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Aff ?}qu(D). Unfortunately, it is not known if the weighted Bergman spaces interpolate in full

generality, so that this fact cannot be used to deduce similar embedding for every k € [1, 0o].

Proof. Define 7: A2?(D) N AZ™(D) — L2V, A~ . ™) so that T(F)N) = F(fer)(Neea) for
almost every A € . Observe that we may choose a norm on A3(D) such that

141322, / I (F) (0 2AZ2 (A) dA

for every f € AZ*(D) N Ag’oo(D), so that we may extend 7 to the whole of A3*(D). In addition,

1
PR

1) = T [ D) ax

for every z € D and for every f € AZ?(D)[ It then follows that r(f*) = (2r)~k=Dmr(f)** for

every f € A2*(D) NE(Sa.L(N)), where 7(f)** denotes the convolution of k functions all equal to
7(f). Now,

MO < [ 0= 070z = el Al dec)
1/2
< ([ (rPAGIA = ) (D PAI M = M) O ) )
1/2
(A= A A O = M) ) )
= PAGTE ) A ()
for every A € 0. In addition, [I6, Corollary 2.21| shows that

__ Po(2s - d)* AZks—(k-1)d
Lo (2ks — (k—1)d) ¥

(A

on Q. Therefore, 7(f*) € L?(¢Y, Agﬁfl)df%s - H™) and

r /(28 - d)k/2
k 0 k
HT(f )”LQ(Q/7A§]’€/_1)d_2kS.Hm) < (277)(k*1)mFQ/(2/€S _ (k _ 1)d)1/2 ”T(f)HLQ(Q/7A5125.Hm)'

Hence,

f A22 A22

ko (k—1)d/2(D) = D)

—(k— 1)d/2(

since ks— (k—1)d/2 € 3m+(R%)", so that f € A% (2: 1)d/(2k) (D). Hence, there is a continuous em-

bedding A2*(D) C A% (215 1)d/(%)( ). Since there is a continuous embedding A2 (D) C AZ (272 (D)
by [16], Definition 5.3] the assertion follows. O

9This formula is clear when f € A22(D)N A2 (D) thanks to [I6, Proposition 1.39], and then follows by continuity
in the general case, thanks to [16], Propositions 2.19 and 5.4].



26 M. CALZI, M. M. PELOSO

7. REVERSE CARLESON AND SAMPLING MEASURES FOR AE?(D)

Recall that a measure p € M, (D) is p-sampling for AE*? if this latter space embeds as a closed
subspace of LP(u). As observe in [35], replacing p with a suitable integral of positive measures
(for instance, but not necessarily, a disintegration of p along p with respect to some of its image
measures), it is also possible to extend this definition to mixed-norm Lebesgue spaces. Even though
we prefer to avoid such technicalities, we present here a result in this spirit, which shows how one
may construct sampling measures out of lattices. See [16l Theorem 3.22] for a proof of a stronger
version of the following result.

Proposition 7.1. Take p,q €]0,00], s € R", and Ry > 0. Then, there is 69 > 0 such that, for
every (6, R)-lattice (Cjk, zjk)jcskek on D, with § €]0,00] and R €]1, Ry), the mapping

S: Hol(D) 3 f — (A% Y YP(o(¢i 1 250)) F(Gr k) € ©TFE

induces isomorphisms of AS? and Ag’g onto closed subspaces of (P1(J, K) and £5(J, K), respectively.

In addition, A:ﬂngLd)/p NS=Lra(J K)) = AS? and Ai’?&rd)/p NS~ K)) = AL

The next result provides a necessary condition for a measure p for which the function Mpg(u) is
in some mixed-normed weighted Lebesgue space on D to be a sampling measure. It extends [34]
Theorem 4.3|, which deals with the case in which D is the unit disc in C.

Proposition 7.2. Take p1,q1,p €]0,00], with p < oo, and s € ﬁm + (R%)" if 1 < oo, while

s € R if @ = oo. Let p*,q*, and s* be as in [L2). Then, for every R,C,C" > 0, there are
R, C" >0 such that for every p € M (D) such that

11l azrar oy < ClFllw )
for every f € ARV (D), and such that
||MR(IU’)HLZ:7‘Z*(D) < Cl,
one has p1,q1 < p and
My (1)(G,2) 2 C" A F (¢, 2))
for every (¢, z) € D.

Notice that, if || Mg(u)||,p*.a* py is finite, then p is a p-Carleson measure for Ag"%", thanks to

(D)
Proposition Hence, a measure j as above is indeed a p-sampling measure for ALV,

Proof. Observe that, by inspection of the proof of Proposition (.2} it is readily verified that for
every R’ > 0 there is a constant Cg > 0 such that

1
HfHLP(u) < CR’”MR(M)”LCJIE‘,q*(D)”XB(Supp(u),R’)fHLgl’ql(D)

for every f € Hol(D) and for every positive Radon measure p on D, where

B(Supp(p),R) = |J  B((¢2),R).
(¢,2)€Supp(p)

Therefore, for every (¢, z) € D and for every R’ > 0,

1

X822 f | Er () < Crell MR ()| M7

LP:,‘Z* (D) HXD\B((C,Z),R/)f”Lglﬂll (D)
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for every f € Hol(D) and for every positive Radon measure p on D. Now, take s’ € R" so that

B(S ) € ABYT(D) for every (¢,2) € D, and observe that there is a constant C”” > 0 such that

”B(Sé,z)”Agl’ql (D) = C""A?;FS —(bt+d)/p1 (p(¢,2))

for every (¢,z) € D (cf. |16, Proposition 2.41]). In addition, for every R’ > 0 there is a constant

C](;‘,) > (0 such that
1 Sl Sl 4 Sl
— A (p(C. %)) < IBE ) (CL2)] < OR) A (p(C, 2))
R/

for every (¢, 2), (', 2') € D such that d(((, 2),(¢’,2")) < R’ (cf. [16, Theorem 2.47]). Therefore,
(Ci P AE (p(C,2) Mo (1)(C. 2)

> / BY P du
B((Co2R) )

= HB(Sé,z lep(ﬂ - HXD\B((g,z),zRI)B(Sg,z)lep(ﬂ)

c"” s+s’—(b+d) P S
> <7Aﬂ+ (b+ /pl( (¢, ))> _C/Cf%/HXD\B((QZ),R’)B(C,z)Higlm(l))

for every ((,z) € D, for every R’ > 0, and for every p as in the statement. Now, observe that, by
homogeneity, setting

Cf = IXD\B((0.1e0), k) Bl iee L2191 (1)
one has )
IXD\B((¢.21.0) B oLz () = Crd 85TV (¢, 2)
for every (¢, z) € D (cf. Lemma [ T1]). Therefore,

Mo (1) (¢, 2) = (CSp) p((%m>p—c’(CR/C§§)) )AP[S (brd)/ml ¢, 2))

for every (¢, z) € D and for every R’ > 0.

(APlb+d)/p—

Now, observe that the function o p)Mp is both bounded from below and in

:Jr;[s (bd)/py]» thanks to Lemma [5.1] It then follows easily that p* = ¢* = oo, that is, p1,q1 < p,
in which case s* = p[(b+ d)/p; —s]. The proof is complete. O

In the next result we establish a necessary and sufficient condition in order for a vp-measurable set
G to be a dominant (or sampling) set (recall Definition [[1]), that is, for the measure Xg(AgS_(ber) o
p) - vp to be a p-sampling measure for AY?. It extends [30, Main Theorem|, which deals with the
case in which D is the unit disc in C. See also [33, Theorem 1], which deals with weighted Bergman

spaces on general homogeneous domains.

Theorem 7.3. Take p €]0,00[ and s € %pm + (R%)". Then, for every vp-measurable subset G of
D the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) there are R,C > 0 such that, for every ((,z) € D

vopy < Clixens(c..p)

X525
(2) there exists C' > 0 such that, for every f € ASP(D),
Hf“AZ’P(D) < C/HXGfHLI;’P(D);
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(3) there are R',C" > 0 such that vp(G N B((¢, z),R")) = C" for every ((,z) € D.

Notice that condition (3) depends neither on s, nor on p. Before we pass to the proof, we need
to establish some lemmas.

Lemma 7.4. Fiz R > 0, and define, for every e > 0 and for every f € AYP(D),

1/p
Afe =1 (¢,2) € D: |f(¢2)] < 6(%3((( )R)lflpdVD>

Then, there is a constant C > 0 such that
Ixa; fllpepy < CellfllLze
for every f € ASP(D) and for every e > 0.
This extends [34, Lemma 2|, which deals with the case in which D is the unit disc in C.
Proof. Observe that, by Fubini’s theorem,

s Aoy < [ ]2 e A0 AE (¢ 2 (6,2
f€ Z

<er / £ 2P ][ AGT V(¢ 2)) dvp (¢, 2) dvp (¢ 2),
D B((¢",#),R)
Now, observe that, by homogeneity,

]l AP (¢, 2)) dvp (¢ 2) = C'AE TP (p(¢, 1))
((¢",2"),R)

for a suitable constant C” > 0. The assertion follows. O
Lemma 7.5. Take R,e,p €]0,00[. Then, for every § > 0 there is A > 0 such that, if we define

Era(C2) = {(¢,?) € B((¢,2), R): [F(¢,2)] > AIf (¢, 2)]
then

vp(Efa(C,2)) = (1= 0)vp(B((¢, 2), R))
for every (¢,z) € D and for every f € Hol(B(((,z2), R)) such that

1/p
1f(¢,2)] >6<]{9((< )R)|f|pdl/D> .

This extends [31, Lemma 2|, which deals with the case in which D is the unit disc in C.

Proof. Observe that, by homogeneity, we may reduce to proving the assertion for ({, z) = (0, ieq).
Then, assume by contradiction that there are 6 > 0 and a sequence (f;);en of elements of Hol(D)

such that
1/p
|£5(0,ieq)| > 6<][ |filP dVD)
B((¢,2),R)

VD(Efﬁij) < 5VD(B((O, ieQ), R))

and such that
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for every j € IN. Observe that, up to multiplying each f; by a suitable constant, we may assume
that JCB( ()R |fj| dvp =1 for every j € IN, so that |f;(0,ieq)| > € for every j € IN. It is then

readily Verlﬁed that the sequence (f;) is bounded in Hol(B((0,ieq), R)), so that we may assume
that it converges locally uniformly to some f. Then, take R’ €]0, R| so that vp(B((0,ieq), R')) >
gI/D(B((O, ieq), R)), and observe that
. _j . J .
vp({ (¢ 2) € B((0,deq), R): | f3(C, 2)] <2771f;(0,deq)| }) = Svp(B((0,ieq), R))

for every j € IN. Observe that (f;) converges uniformly to f on B((0,ieq), R") (cf. [16, Proposition
2.44]), so that for every jo € IN there is j; € IN such that

= fl <27
on B((0,ieq), R')for every j > ji. Hence,

{ (¢ Z) S B((07ieﬂ)7R/): ’f(C7 Z)‘ < 2790 + Q_j‘fj(()?ieﬂ)‘ }
2 { (¢,2) € B((0,ien), R): | f3(¢,2)] < 277|£;(0,ieq)] }
for every j > ji, so that
v ({ (6,2) € B(O0sien), B): F(C2)] < 2790 + 279 fj(0sien)] }) > Jup(B((0ieq), F).

By the arbitrariness of jg, we then see that

vp({ (¢,2) € B((0,ieq), R): f(¢,2) =01}) = Jm, vp ({ (¢.2) € B((0,ieq), R): |£(C.2)] <n })
5 .
> §I/D(B((07Z€Q)7R)).
Then, f vanishes on a non-vp-negligible set, so that it vanishes identically on the connected set
B((0,ieq), R) by holomorphy["] Nonetheless, | f(0,ieq)| > e: contradiction. O

Proof of Theorem [7.3. By means of [16, Corollary 2.49|, condition (1) is readily seen to be equivalent
to condition (3).

(2) = (1). This follows from Proposition

(1) = (2). With the notation of Lemma [T.4] choose £ > 0 so small that

||f||Ag’p(D) < 2HXD\Af,efHL§’p(D)

for every f € ALP(D). In addition, with the notation of Lemma [7.5] choose A > 0 so that

1
IXB(c2).m\Br ) 27 (0) < Sipar IXB(c) R 27 (D)

for every f € ALP(D), and for every (¢,z) € D\ Ay, (cf. also [16, Corollary 2.49]), so that

1
IXGrEa@ o iz o) 2 Sipe X m e o).

100bserve that the Bergman distance on D is induced by a complete Riemannian metric by [16, Proposition 2.44],
so that B((0,ieq), R) = exp(g ;) (B(0, R)) by the Hopf-Rinow theorem (cf., e.g., [29, the proof of Theorem 6.6]).
Alternatively, every element of B((0,ieq), R) may be connected to (0,ieq) by a minimizing geodesic, whose image
therefore lies entirely in B((0, ieq), R).
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Now, the definition of Ef 5((, 2) implies that

AP
IXenB((¢.2).r) fller Dy 2 IXanEs Ao fller ) 2 21/PC’| (G AMIxB(c2).m) I L27 (D)

for every f € ALP(D), and for every ((,z) € D\ Ay.. Therefore, by means of Fubini’s theorem we
see that

HfHAP P(D) N 2pHXD\AfEfHLM

2P+1C’p Aps+d ; s o I,
< 1. |p/ o (PC2) e oy arta (o, 2)) (¢ )
B(¢".).R) IXB((¢2).mIpe )

for every f € APP(D). To conclude, it suffices to observe that the function

APS+d ’o
s () oy _roBUC).R)
B((¢',2'),R) HXB ((¢,2) HLP P(D) HXB( 0,ieq) HLPP (D)
is constant, by homogeneity (cf. Lemma [Z.1T]). O

Theorem 7.6. Take p €]0,00[, s € 2ipm + (RY)", €,C", Ry > 0. Then, there are Ry,C > 0 such
that, for every R €]0, Ry, for every u € My (D) such that

N(p) = M)l (o) < o0

bid—ps
and such that

vp(Gu N B((¢,2), Ro)) = C
for every (¢,z) € D, where

Gy = { (¢.2) € D AFHP(p(¢, 2) MR(1)(G, ) > eN(w) |

one has
O RCn+2m)/p
[ £l az7(py < Wﬂfﬂmw)

N

for every f € ASP(D)

This extends [34, Theorem 4.2], which deals with the case in which D is the unit disc in C.
Before we pass to the proof, we need another result.

Proposition 7.7. Take p €]0,00]. Then, there are two constants C, Ry > 0 such that the following
hold. For every s1,s2,83 € R", for every R, R’ €]0, Ry, for every uy, us € M4 (D) such that

Ci= sup AL (p(¢,2))Mpr(p1)(¢,2) and Oy = sup AG™(p((,2))Mpir (12)(C, 2)
(¢,2)eD (¢,2)eD

are finite, and for every f € Hol(D),

1£(¢2) = F(¢ 2P . CCLCoRP e
d < - - p AS27S3 o d ’
/d((C 2)4( N)<R A?ZI*S:’. (p(C/’ ZI)) (//Jl ®/UJ2)((<; Z)a (C , 2 )) R’p+2n+2m /D|f| ( P p) vp

This extends [34, Theorem 2.3], which deals with the case in which D is the unit disc in C.
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Proof. By [16l Lemmas 3.24 and 3.25|, there are two constants C7, Ry > 0 such that for every
R, R’ €]0, Ry, for every f € Hol(D), and for every ((, 2), (¢, 2') € D such that d(((, 2), (¢',2')) < R,

RP

1f(¢,2) = f(, 2P < C/W | fIP dvp.

/B((g',z'),RJrR')
Therefore, by means of [16, Corollary 2.49], we see that there is a constant C” > 0 such that

RP

1£(¢,2) = F(C,2NPAE (p(¢, 7)) < C”m |fIP(Ag 0 p)dvp.

/19((4’73’),R+R’)

for every R, R’ €]0, Ro], for every f € Hol(D), and for every ((, 2), (¢’, 2') € D such that d(({, 2), (¢, 2)) <
R. Then, integrating in (¢, z) with respect to u1,

AR (") [ F(C2) — F(C P (€. )
B(¢'.2/).R)
< C”%MR(M)(C%')/ [fIP(AG 0 p)dvp
R B((¢',#"),R+R')
Rp
<Oy AS (p((, / FIP(A% 0 p) dv
R/p+2n+2m 1 Q(( ) B((C’,z’),R—i—R’)‘ P( Q )dvp

so that, integrating in ((’,2’) with respect to the measure pus,

/ £(6,2) = S P A (¢, ) Ao @ ) (€, ), ()
d((6,2),(¢":2") <R

C1C,C" RP ot
< W/D’f’p(AQﬁ %o p)dvp,

whence the result. O

Proof of Theorem [7.0. Apply Proposition [[.7 with p; = p, p2 = vp, s1 = s3 = ps — (b +d), and
so = 0. Then, we find Ry > 0 and C; > 0 such that

o ) C1RP
/d((c,zx(c',z'))@‘f (€2) = £(& AP Aln @ 1)((€,2), (€2 < Frmmmram N )W g

for every R €]0, Rg] and for every f € Hol(D). Therefore,
1/ max(1,p)
</ |f(C,Z)|pd(VD®M)((C,2),(C',Z')))
d((¢,2),(¢",2"))<R

1/ max(1,p)
< </ (¢ 2P d(vp @ p)((¢, 2), (CCZ’)))
d((¢,2),(¢" ) <R

o 1/ max(1,p)
1
+ <WN(M)HfHZg,p(D)>
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for every f € Hol(D). Now, observe that Theorem [7.3] implies that there is a constant Cy > 0 such
that

/ £GP dp ® 1) (G 2), (¢ / F(C )P M) (G, =) dup (¢, 2)
((¢,2),(¢",2"))<R
> eN(u) / FP(ag™ " o p) dup

> CoeN (I g

for every f € APP(D), while clearly

/ £ )P dp © W) (€, 2), (7)) = vp(B((0,ieg), / P dp,
d((¢,2),(¢",2"))<R

for every f € AEP(D). Therefore,

N

1/ max(1,p) 1/ max(1,p)
) (V (B((0,7eq), / |f|de>

ClRp 1/ max(1,p)
+ T m ()HfHApp
0

(0261\7( )||f||,4p (D)

for every f € AEP(D). It then follows that

CaN (I g ) < v (B(Ovien). ) [ 177

for every f € AEP(D), where

1/ max(1,p)
max C Rp
Cs = (C26)1/ (Lp) _ (Rp+§n+2m>
0

max(1,p)

Since there is Ry €]0, Ry] such that Cs is well defined and > 0 whenever R €]0, R;], the assertion
follows. U

Definition 7.8. Given s € R” and u € M (D), we shall denote with Wg(u) the vague closure of
the set of measures of the form

A?)(p(gaz))(gp(c,z))*(lu)a
for every (C,2) € D, where ¢ . is an affine automorphism of D of the form (¢’,2") — (¢,Rez +

i®(C)) - (g¢,t - 2), with t € T, g € GL(E), and t- & = ® o (g x g) [
Theorem 7.9. Take p,q €0, 00[, with g < p, s € R", and p € M4 (D) such that the following hold:
(1) s € zpm+ - q)ml + (R%)";

(2) Mi(n) € Lyyq_ps(D);
(8) the support of every element of Wps_n1.a)() s a set of uniqueness for A'(’ 3(1) (D).

Then, the canonical mapping AS?(D) — LP(u) is an isomorphism onto its image.

HNotice that ©(c,2) is not uniquely determined by (¢, z) unless n = 0, so that this definition may depend on the
choice of the automorphisms ¢ ).
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This extends the implication (b) = (a) in [37, Theorem 5|, which deals with the case in which
D is the unit disc in C. Notice that, as shown in [37, Theorem 5|, condition (3) holds for some
q < p if ALP(D) embeds as a closed subspace of LP(u) and D is the unit disc in C.

Before we pass to the proof, we need some lemmas.

Lemma 7.10. Take p1,q1,p €]0,00], with p < oo, and s € ﬁm + (R%)" and let p*,q* and s* be
as in (B2). Let A be a set of Radon measures on D such that

SupHMR( )HLP:,Q*(D) < o0.
peM s

Then,
lim 1l ze ey = 1 F 1 2p (o)

for every filter § on M which converges vaguely to some Radon measure ug on D, and for every
f c APth( )

This extends [37, Theorem 1], which deals with the case in which D is the unit disc in C.

Proof. By inspection of the proof of Proposition 5.2 it is readily verified that there is a constant
C’ > 0 such that

HXB((O,ieQ),R/)f”L‘m(,u) < C/HXB((O,ieQ),RUrl)f”Lgl’”(D)
for every u € M, for every f € Agqul(D), and for every R’ > 0. The assertion follows easily. O

Lemma 7.11. Take p1,q1,p €]0,00], s € —m+( D) if g < oo ands € RY if 1 = oo, and
S2,83 € R". Let p*,¢* and s* be as in (5.2)). Tak:e e > 0, and define, for every (C, z) €D,

Ue(¢,2) = { f € HOl(D): |£(¢,2)| = eAG TP 2 (p(C, ) IF B2l sy }-
Take pn € My (D) such that
||MR(M)HL:,*"I*(D) < 00,

and such that the support of every element of Wyis_(b+d)/p] (1) is a set of uniqueness for ABVT(D).
Then, there is a constant C > 0 such that

IFBE2 (A% 0 )l > CAR (G DB Lz o)
for every (¢,z) € D, for every f € U((, z) and for every p' € Wis—(b+d)/p] (1)
This extends [37, Lemma 4|, which deals with the case in which D is the unit disc in C.

Proof. STEP 1. We prove the assertion for (¢, z) = (0,ieq). Define

ez = ARTETDP 0 2)) (e 2))e ()

for every (¢,z) € D, where ¥(c,») 1s as in Definition 78l Observe that it will suffice to prove the
assertion with W, _b1d)/p,) (1) replaced by { pez: (G 2) €D }, thanks to Lemma [ZI0l Then
assume, by contradiction, that there are a sequence (f;) of elements of U.(0, teq), and a sequence
((¢j,2j)) of elements of D such that

15 B0 ey lazra oy =1
for every j € IN, while
jllTonaB(s&eg)(A?ls Op)HLQQ(“@M)) =0
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Observe that

MG ) () = MR
for every (¢’,2') € D (cf. Lemma ETT)), so that Wis, —(b+a)/p,] (1) is bounded, hence compact and
metrizable, in the vague topology. Therefore, we may assume that (/‘(Cj7zj-)) converges vaguely to
some (positive Radon) measure p’ on D. Analogously, we may assume that (f;) converges locally

uniformly to some f € AE"" (D), so that |f(0,ieq)| > €. Let (¥r)rex be a partition of the unity
on D whose elements belong to C.(D), and observe that

. 1/p ¢ 1/p
_]li{gouwk fj”Lp(,u(ijz) Hwk f”Lp

by the previous remarks. Therefore, by Fatou’s lemma,

0= hm Hf]B?ZZ (A% o P)”Iip(u(gj,zj))

li 1pr psa (ASs p
]1m kez]:JWk i (Cz( Q OP)|’LP(M<J_JJ_))

1 s s
> S e FB2 (A o )2
keK

= £, (A% 0 )0

Since the support of y' € Wyis—(btd)/p,) (1) is a set of uniqueness for AZ"" (D), this implies that
f =0, which is absurd, since |f(0,ieq)| > .

STEP II. We now prove the assertion for general (¢,2) € D and for ' = per .1y, ({',2') €
Define ¥¢ .y (cr,2) = @((/,z')OQ%(*} N Then, take f € U-((, z), and observe that fow (€,2),(¢",2) €

U:(0,ieq), since Bfg 2 © ¢(Cyz),(4/7z;) =AZ(p(¢, =z ))B(ngeg) (use Lemma [£11] again). Applying STEP
I to f otz () then yields the result, by means of another application of Lemma ETT O
Lemma 7.12. Take p €]1,00], s1,82,83 € R", and p1, ua € M4 (D) such that the following hold:
(1) the ma,ppmg Mi(py) € Lpyq- 5(D) forj=1,2;
(2) ,S1+ 82 =b+d-—s3;
(3) IfISl € %p,m—i-lzpm + (R%)";
/ * .
(4) 582 € oym + 5 m’ + (RL)";
Then, the mapping
T:CD)3 = [ 1CAIBE, ()

induces a continuous linear mapping of LP(u1) into LP(us).

Proof. Define
7':CD) 3 fr [ FCAIBE, | dinlc. )

Observe that our assumptions and [16, Theorem 2.47 and Corollary 2.49| imply that for every
s’,s5 € R" there is a constant C7 > 0 such that

T(AL 0 p)(G,2) < Cil| B2 Il .
(A~ 0p)(¢2) < C1l[BE )‘|A;11+p,5,(D)
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and

T(Ag% 0p)(¢,2) < ClHB(CZ HA; 1+ps (D)

for every (¢, z) € D. In addition, by [16l Proposition 2.41|, there are two constants Co, C3 > 0 such
that

1B = CoAg TS ¢ 2y

¢:2) ”A; )

and (b4d)
s2+s3+ps +
||B(g z)HAi’;ﬂ) (D) — C3A S ( (¢,2))
for every (¢, z) € D if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:
(i) p's’ € gm —s1 + (RY)";
(i) s3 e b+d — im' — (R})";
(ili) p's' €b+d — tm’ —s1 —s3 — (RL)";
(iv) psp € %m —s2 + (RY)";
(v) pss €b+d —im’' — sy —s3 — (R%)".
In addition,
s1+s3+p's"—(b+d)=7p'ss and so + sz + pss — (b +d) = psy

if and only if
1 1
Sy =S4 + — (b+d—S2—53) and —s1 + —s2 =b+d —s3.
p p p

If these conditions are satisfied, then conditions (iv) and (v) become:

(iv') psa € s3 — (b+d) + jm+ (RL)";

(V') psa € —3m’ — (R%)".
By our assumptions, we may take s4,ss such that all the preceding conditions hold, so that the
assertion follows by means of Schur’s lemma (cf., e.g., [27, Lemma of 1.2]). O

Lemma 7.13. Take p,q €]0, 00|, with ¢ < p, and take s1,s5,83 € R" such that the following hold:
(1) sy —s3 € (Q—q——)m+2pm + (R%)";
(2) s1+s2—s3€ 2(b+d)— Lm - (i— %p)m'—(m)r.

For every € > 0 and for every f € Hol(D), define

B2 i { (¢,2) € D |£(C2) < AF T2 (¢ I B lagao) |-
Then, there is a constant C > 0 such that
IXpesrs fllep o) < Cell flazg o)
for every e > 0 and for every f € AEF(D).
This extends [37, Lemma 2|, which deals with the case in which D is the unit disc in C.
Proof. 1t will suffice to prove that the operator

T: f s |(G2) = AgTT BB (¢, 2) / FCANBER (S, 2 AE= P (p(¢,2)) dvp (¢, 2')

induces a continuous linear mapping of LgQ/g:;p / (D) into itself. This follows from Lemma 121 O
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Proof of Theorem[7.9. Set £ := p/q and s” := ¢s. Observe that Lemma [ZT1] implies that there is a
constant C’ > 0 such that

1£ Bl 2y llzaguy = CllF Bl 2y llaga o)
for every (¢, z) € D and for every f € Hol(D) such that

b+d)/qg—s" —s’ s/
£ ) > eAST VS (NN B laga oy,

that is, for every f € Hol(D) and for every ((,z) € D\ Bq’:”’sl, with the notation of Lemma [ 13l
In addition, by [16], Proposition 3.2, there is a constant C” > 0 such that

£ llasge 0y < C¥f agaoy

s/~ (b+d)/q
for every f e ALY(D), so that
' "_(b+d
1FBE sy > g™~ (¢ 2)IF(C2)

for every f € Hol(D) and for every (¢,z) € D\ B;{’:”’Sl. By Lemma [Z.I3] we may choose € so small
that

[ £l aze(py < 2||XD\B?:2”,S/f||L§’p(D)
for every f € APP(D), provided that

1 11
s+ — b+d)— —m-— <———>m'— R*)".
q( ) 2p 29 2p (B3
Therefore,
1 lLage o (6:2) = 1B o llag)
(D C/C// (, (1) e, ”+(b+d)/q(D)

for every f € APP(D). Hence, it will suffice to show that the linear mapping

7o oo [ 1B ]

induces a continuous linear mapping from LP/9(y) into Lp/q((Agsfs,*snﬂl/q*l/p)(b+d)} op)-vp).
By Lemma [T.12] this is the case if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) e/s € 2@/m+ Srmn’ +(R*) ;

(i) ¢s' + s € b+d — Lm+ 5m' — (R})".
This is the case if 8’ is sufficiently small. O

Finally, we provide a sufficient condition for a measure u € M4 (D) to be a reverse Carleson, but
not necessarily Carleson, measure for the weighted Bergman space AY?(D). A necessary condition
(for sampling measures only) has already been provided in Proposition

Theorem 7.14. Take p1,q1,p €]0,00] withp < oo, Ry > 1, and s € ﬁm—i—(l&i)r if (1 < 00, while
s € RY, if g1 = oo. Define p* :==p1/(p —p1)+ and ¢" == q1/(p — q1)+-

Then, there are 69 > 0 and a constant C' > 0 such that the following hold. For every (6, R)-lattice
(Cjk» Zjk)jeskek on D, with 6 €]0,00] and R €]1, Ry], for every Borel partition (Bj,k)(%k)e]xK of
D such that

B((Ck» 2,k),0) € By € B((Gioks 2j,k)5 1R6)
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for every (4, k) € J x K, and for every p € M4 (D) such that

s—(b+d
C@:<A%(+V”mw>
1(Bj k) ik

< 00,
9" (1K)

one has

£ || azrar (py < CCHMPSErEmPrtmiay) gl
for every fe AZ ?;er)/p (D), where hy, == p((j ks zj,x) for every (j, k) € J x K.

Remark 7.15. We point out that the condition C” < oo is sufficient, but far from being necessary.
As a matter of fact, using Theorem [.3] one may easily construct reverse Carleson measures which
vanish on any given compact subset of D. Moreover, the condition f € AOO (OE +d)/p1 (D) can be
relaxed (in the spirit of [16, Theorem 3.23]) but not eliminated, as observed in [30].

Proof. By [16, Theorem 3.23|, we may take dp > 0 and C; > 0 so that, if we define

S_:Hol(D)9f|—>(Az_(b”)/m(hk) min \f\) e RJ¥K,
)R )

B((¢.k>25.k)s i
then
1
_HfHAﬁl"“(D) < 5(2n+m)/p1+m/q1HS f||gp1 A (LK) S CleHAPI 91 )
for every f € A2 ?S+d)/ (D) and for every lattice as in the statement. Then, take f € A2 ?l01+d)/p1 (D),
and observe that, by Holder’s inequality,
Ap[s (b+d) /pl](hk) 1/p
) £l
Ikl gp*.a* (7, K)
AQ’(ber)/pl (hk)> H (b+d)/p1 —
Z (AT () (B i) P (S= f)ik)
< IU’(B]Ji')l/p 7.k ¢pp* ,pa* (J,K) Js KP(JXK)
= |1S= fllerroar (g,
1

2 C6@2nt+m)/pr+m/q HfHAgl’ql(D)’

whence the result. O

We conclude this section with some rather ‘pathological’ examples of non-Carleson reverse Car-
leson measures for the spaces AY?(C,) which fail to satisfy the preceding sufficient condition.

Remark 7.16. Take ¢q €]0,00] and p €]0,00[. In addition, fix ¢ < b in R and v € M, (R ) such
that ©(]0,1]) = co. Define

B= (X[a,b} 'Hl) Q v,

and observe that p is a positive Radon measure on C; = R x R% . Take a non-zero f € HY, and
let us prove that || f[[1r(,) = oo. Indeed, the function

ff "Rz~ lim f(z+iy) eC
y—0t
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is well-defined and non-zero almost everywhere (cf. [22 Corollary to Theorem 11.1]). Hence, by
Fatou’s lemma,

hmlnf/|f:v—|—zy|pdx>/|f )P dz >0,
so that clearly

/ |fIPdp = +oo.

Cy

By the arbitrariness of f, it is clear that p is (trivially) reverse p-Carleson for HY.

In order to extend the preceding example to the spaces A?(C) for s > 0, we need the following
lemma.

Lemma 7.17. Take a non-zero u € S8'(R). If the Fourier transform of u is supported in a half-line,
then Supp(u) = R.

Proof. Up to replacing u with ¢’ u(e-) for some £ € R and some ¢ € { —1,1}, we may assume
that the Fourier transform of u is supported in R;. Now, take a non-zero g € S(R) whose Fourier
transform is supported in R4, and observe that gu is non-zero, and has a Fourier transform sup-
ported in Ry, thanks to [43, Theorems XIII and XIV of Chapter VI|. Now, fix ¢ € C°(R) such
that [ ¢(z)dz =1 and Supp(p) C [~1,1], and define p; = 27/p(27 -) for every j € N. Then, it is
easily verified that (gu) * p;belongs to S(R) and that its Fourier transform is supported in R for
every j € IN. In addition, (gu) * ¢; — gu in S’'(R), so that (gu) * ¢; # 0 if j is sufficiently large.
Therefore, [22, Corollary to Theorem 11.1, and Theorem 11.9] imply that (gu) * ¢; is non-zero al-
most everywhere if j is sufficiently large. Now, assume by contradiction that Supp(u) # R, and take
a,b € R such that a < b and u vanishes on Ja, b[. Then, clearly (gu)*; vanishes on Ja+277,b—277],
which is not empty if b — a > 2177, that is, if j is sufficiently large: contradiction. O

Remark 7.18. Take pi,q1 €]0,00] and s,p €]0,00[. In addition, fix a < b in R and v € M (RY)
such that v(]0,1]) = co. Define
= (Xap - H) @,

and observe that p is a positive Radon measure on €4 = R x R*. Take a non-zero f € A",
and let us prove that || f|[1q(,) = oo. Take (¢‘®)) as in [I6, Lemma 1.22|, and observe that ¢®) f €
Ai-:(l/pl 1, for every e >0 (cf. [16, Proposition 3.2]). Hence, [13, Theorem 1.7| implies that
(g(s) [)y converges to some non-zero fo in S’'(R), for y — 0%, and that the support of the Fourier
transform of fy is contained in Ry. Therefore, Lemma [TI7 implies that Supp(fy) = R, so that
clearly

O<hm1nf/\ © f)(x +iy)|? de < hmmf/\f z +iy)|?dx.

Hence,
/ |fl?dp = +o0.
Ct

By the arbitrariness of f, it is clear that u is (trivially) reverse p-Carleson for AY"'.
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