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Abstract. In this paper, the authors first consider the bidirectional estimates

of several typical integrals. As some applications of these integral estimates, the

authors investigate the pointwise multipliers from the normal weight general func-

tion space F (p, µ, s) to the normal weight Bloch type space Bν(Bn) on the unit

ball Bn of Cn, where µ and ν are two normal functions on [0, 1). For the special

normal function µ(r) = (1− r2)α logβ
e

1− r2
(α > 0, −∞ < β <∞), the authors

give the necessary and sufficient conditions of pointwise multipliers from F (p, µ, s)

to Bν(Bn) for all cases.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we call “P � Q” if there exist two positive constants A1 and A2

such that A1P ≤ Q ≤ A2P . We call “Q . P” (or “Q & P”) if there exists a positive

constant A such that Q ≤ AP (or Q ≥ AP ).

Let C denote the set of complex numbers. Fixed a positive integer n, let Cn = C×
· · ·×C denote the Euclidean space of complex dimension n. For z = (z1, · · · , zn) and

w = (w1, · · · , wn) in Cn, the inner product of z and w is defined by 〈z, w〉 = z1w1 +

· · ·+znwn. The open unit ball in Cn is the setBn = {z ∈ Cn : |z| =
√
〈z, z〉 < 1} (we

write as D when n = 1), and the boundary of Bn is the set Sn = {z ∈ Cn : |z| = 1}.
The class of holomorphic functions and the space of bounded holomorphic functions

on Bn are denoted by H(Bn) and H∞(Bn), respectively. For a ∈ Bn, let ϕa be

the holomorphic automorphism of Bn satisfying with ϕa(0) = a, ϕa(a) = 0 and

ϕ−1
a = ϕa. It follows from Lemma 1.3 in [1] that

1− 〈ϕa(z), ϕa(w)〉 =
(1− |a|2)(1− 〈z, w〉)

(1− 〈z, a〉)(1− 〈a, w〉)
(z, w ∈ Bn). (1.1)

In particular, if w = z or w = 0, then there are

1− |ϕa(z)|2 =
(1− |a|2)(1− |z|2)

|1− 〈z, a〉|2
, 1− 〈ϕa(z), a〉 =

1− |a|2

1− 〈z, a〉
. (1.2)
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Given r > 0, the Bergman ball with a as the center and r as the radius is the set

D(a, r) = {z ∈ Bn : β(z, a) < r}, where β(z, a) =
1

2
log

1 + |ϕa(z)|
1− |ϕa(z)|

.

1996, R. H. Zhao first introduced the general function space F (p, q, s) on D (see

[2]). Soon after, the space F (p, q, s) was extended to Bn. If f ∈ F (p, q, s), then

sup
w∈Bn

∫
Bn

|∇f(z)|p(1− |z|2)q logs
1

|ϕw(z)|
dv(z)

� sup
w∈Bn

(1− |w|2)s
∫
Bn

(1− |z|2)q+s|∇f(z)|p

|1− 〈z, w〉|2s
dv(z),

where ∇f(z) =

(
∂f

∂z1

(z), · · · , ∂f
∂zn

(z)

)
(see [3]).

In recent years, there have been a lot of results related to F (p, q, s) space, such

as [2]-[18] etc. In order to consider the general function space in a broader field of

vision, we first give the definition of normal function.

Definition 1.1 A positive continuous function on [0, 1) is called normal if there

exist constants 0 < a ≤ b <∞ and 0 ≤ r0 < 1 such that

(i)
µ(r)

(1− r2)a
is decreasing on [r0, 1); (ii)

µ(r)

(1− r2)b
is increasing on [r0, 1).

For example, µ(r) = (1− r2)α logβ
e

1− r2

{
log log

e2

1− r2

}γ
(α > 0, −∞ <

β, γ <∞) is this kind of normal function.

Without losing generality, let r0 = 0 in this paper.

Recently, S. L. Li ([4]) extended F (p, q, s) to a kind of abstract form as follows:

Definition 1.2 Let µ be a normal function on [0, 1). For p > 0 and s ≥ 0, if

f ∈ H(Bn)

and ||f ||p,µ,s = |f(0)|+
{

sup
w∈Bn

∫
Bn

(1− |w|2)s|∇f(z)|p

|1− 〈z, w〉|2s
µp(|z|)
1− |z|2

dv(z)

} 1
p

<∞,

then f is said to belong to the normal weight general function space F (p, µ, s).

It is easy to prove that F (p, µ, s) is a Banach space with the norm ||.||p,µ,s when

p ≥ 1, and F (p, µ, s) is a complete distance space with ρ(f, g) = ||f − g||pp,µ,s when

0 < p < 1.

This paper also involves the normal weight Bloch type space and the weighted

Bergman space. We give their definitions, respectively.

Definition 1.3 Let µ be a normal function on [0, 1). The normal weight Bloch

type space Bµ(Bn) consists of holomorphic function f in Bn such that

||f ||Bµ = |f(0)|+ sup
z∈Bn

µ(|z|)|∇f(z)| <∞.
2



The space Bµ(Bn) is a Banach space under the norm ||.||Bµ . In particular, Bµ(Bn)

is just the α-Bloch space Bα(Bn) when µ(r) = (1− r2)α (α > 0).

Definition 1.4 For α > −1 and p > 0, the weighted Bergman space Apα(Bn)

consists of holomorphic function f in Bn such that
∫
Bn
|f(z)|p dvα(z) < ∞, where

dvα(z) = cα(1− |z|2)α dv(z), cα = Γ(n+ 1 + α)/n!Γ(α + 1) and v(Bn) = 1.

It is known that the application of integral estimate is a basic tool for the study

of function space theory and operator theory. Next, we introduce several integral

estimates.

For a point in Bn, W. Rudin gave the following Proposition in [19]:

Proposition A Let t > −1 and c be real. Then the integrals

I(z) =

∫
Sn

dσ(ξ)

|1− 〈ξ, z, 〉|n+c
and J(z) =

∫
Bn

(1− |w|2)t

|1− 〈z, w〉|n+1+t+c
dv(w) (z ∈ Bn)

have the following asymptotic properties:

(1) I(z) � J(z) � 1 when c < 0. (2) I(z) � J(z) � log
e

1− |z|2
when c = 0.

(3) I(z) � J(z) � 1

(1− |z|2)c
when c > 0.

For two points in Bn, the following Proposition B comes from Lemma 2.2 in [10]

(case k = 0) and Theorem 3.1 in [12] (case k > 0), and the following Proposition C

comes from Proposition 3.1 in [36].

Proposition B Let δ > −1, r ≥ 0, t ≥ 0 and k ≥ 0. Then the integral

Jw,a =

∫
B

(1− |z|2)δ

|1− 〈z, w〉|t |1− 〈z, a〉|r
logk

e

1− |z|2
dv(z) (w, a ∈ Bn)

has the following bidirectional estimates:

(1) Jw,a � 1 when t+ r − δ < n+ 1.

(2) Jw,a � logk+1 e

|1− 〈w, a〉|
when t+ r − δ = n+ 1, t > 0 and r > 0.

(3) Jw,a �
1

|1− 〈w, a〉|r
logk

e

1− |w|2
log

e

|1− 〈w,ϕw(a)〉|
when t− δ = n+ 1 > r − δ and r > 0.

(4) Jw,a �
1

|1− 〈w, a〉|t+r−δ−n−1
logk

e

|1− 〈w, a〉|
when t+ r − δ > n+ 1 > max{r − δ, t− δ}.

(5) Jw,a �
1

|1− 〈w, a〉|δ+n+1
logk

e

1− |w|2
log

e

|1− 〈w,ϕw(a)〉|

+
1

|1− 〈w, a〉|δ+n+1
logk

e

1− |a|2
log

e

|1− 〈a, ϕa(w)〉|
when t− δ = n+ 1 = r− δ.

(6) Iw,a �
1

(1− |w|2)t−δ−n−1 |1− 〈w, a〉|r
logk

e

1− |w|2
when t−δ > n+1 > r−δ.

3



(7) Iw,a �
(1− |w|2)n+1+δ−t

|1− 〈w, a〉|r
logk

e

1− |w|2
+

(1− |a|2)n+1+δ−r

|1− 〈w, a〉|t
logk

e

1− |a|2

when t− δ > n+ 1, r − δ > n+ 1.

(8) Iw,a �
1

(1− |w|2)t−δ−n−1|1− 〈w, a〉|δ+n+1
logk

e

1− |w|2

+
1

|1− 〈w, a〉|t
logk

e

1− |a|2
log

e

|1− 〈a, ϕa(w)〉|
when t− δ > n+ 1 = r − δ.

(9) Iw,a � logk+1 e

1− |w|2
when t− δ = n+ 1 and r = 0.

Proposition C Let r + n > 0 and t+ n > 0. Then the integral

Iw,a =

∫
∂B

dσ(ξ)

|1− 〈ξ, w〉|n+t |1− 〈ξ, a〉|n+r
(w, a ∈ Bn)

has the following bidirectional estimates:

(1) Iw,a � 1 when t+ r + n < 0.

(2) Iw,a � log
e

|1− 〈w, a〉|
when t+ r + n = 0.

(3) Iw,a �
1

|1− 〈w, a〉|n+r
log

e

|1− 〈w,ϕw(a)〉|
when t = 0 > r.

(4) Iw,a �
1

|1− 〈w, a〉|t+r+n
when t+ r + n > 0 > max{r, t}.

(5) Iw,a �
1

|1− 〈w, a〉|n
log

e

1− |ϕw(a)|2
when t = 0 = r.

(6) Iw,a �
1

(1− |w|2)t |1− 〈w, a〉|n+r
when t > 0 > r.

(7) Iw,a �
(1− |w|2)−t

|1− 〈w, a〉|n+r
+

(1− |a|2)−r

|1− 〈w, a〉|n+t
when t > 0, r > 0.

(8) Iw,a �
(1− |w|2)−t

|1− 〈w, a〉|n
+

1

|1− 〈w, a〉|n+t
log

e

1− |ϕa(w)|2
when t > 0 = r.

Note 1 When t− δ > n+ 1 = r − δ, it follows from Lemma 2.2 in [10] that

Iw,a �
(1− |w|2)δ+n+1−t

|1− 〈w, a〉|δ+n+1
+

1

|1− 〈w, a〉|t
log

e

1− |ϕa(w)|2
= L1.

However, it follows from Theorem 3.1 (case k = 0) in [12] that

Jw,a �
(1− |w|2)δ+n+1−t

|1− 〈w, a〉|δ+n+1
+

1

|1− 〈w, a〉|t
log

e

|1− 〈ϕa(w), a〉|
= L2.

Although the expressions of L1 and L2 are different, L1 and L2 are equivalent.
4



In fact, L2 . L1 is obvious. Conversely, let sup
0<x<2

xt−δ−n−1 log
e

x
= M. Then

1
|1−〈w,a〉|t log e|1−〈w,a〉|

1−|w|2

(1−|w|2)δ+n+1−t

|1−〈w,a〉|δ+n+1

=

(
1− |w|2

|1− 〈w, a〉|

)t−δ−n−1

log
e|1− 〈w, a〉|

1− |w|2
≤M ⇒

L1 ≤ L2 +
1

|1− 〈w, a〉|t
log

e|1− 〈w, a〉|
1− |w|2

≤ L2 +
M(1− |w|2)δ+n+1−t

|1− 〈w, a〉|δ+n+1
≤ (M + 1)L2.

In practical applications, the following integrals are often encountered (for exam-

ple, Zhou and Chen took advantage of the case k = 2 in [8]):

G(w) =

∫
Sn

1

|1− 〈ξ, w〉|n+c

∣∣∣∣log
e

1− 〈ξ, w〉

∣∣∣∣k dσ(ξ) and

F (w) =

∫
Bn

(1− |z|2)δ

|1− 〈z, w〉|n+1+δ+c

∣∣∣∣log
e

1− 〈z, w〉

∣∣∣∣k dv(z) (w ∈ Bn),

where δ > −1, c and k are real numbers.

There is a natural problem. Do G(w) and F (w) have bidirectional estimates

similar to Proposition A? In this paper, we first discuss this problem. Since k is

an abstract real number, the original proof method of Proposition A is no longer

suitable for F (w) and G(w). Therefore, we need to deal with the two integrals in

a completely different way. Otherwise, for two points in Bn, we also consider the

bidirectional estimates of the following integral in some cases:

Jw,η =

∫
Bn

(1− |z|2)δ

|1− 〈z, w〉|t |1− 〈z, η〉|r
log−k

e

|1− 〈z, η〉|
logk

e

1− |z|2
dv(z) (w, η ∈ Bn),

where δ > −1, r > 0, t > 0, k > 0.

In the study of function space theory, we often encounter the following problems:

(1) Let g be a given function. Suppose that X and Y are two function spaces.

Does fg belong to Y if f belongs to X?

(2) What conditions do the function g need if we want to have fg ∈ Y for all

f ∈ X? In particular, does fg still belong to X if f and g belong to X ?

This is the pointwise multiplier problem between function spaces. In general, a

function in space X multiplied by another function may not be in space Y . For

example, we take ψ(w1, w2) = w2 and X = Y = B(U2), the Bloch space with

2-dimensional unit cylinder as support domain. It is easy to prove that

f(w1, w2) = log
1

1− w1

+ log
1

1− w2

∈ B(U2).

But ψf does not belong to B(U2). This shows that it is very meaningful for us to

consider pointwise multipliers between function spaces.

Definition 1.5 Let X and Y be two function spaces on domain Ω. If ψf belongs

to Y for all f ∈ X, then ψ is called a pointwise multiplier from X to Y .
5



The study of multiplier theory in function spaces has a long history, and there

have been a lot of research results, which are closely related to this paper, such as

[5]-[6], [20]-[30] etc. As some applications of these integral estimates, we discuss

pointwise multipliers from F (p, µ, s) to Bν(Bn) in this paper.

2. Some Lemmas

In order to prove the main results, we first give several lemmas.

Lemma 2.1 Let c ≥ 0, δ > −1, k be real. Then the integrals

I1(ρ) =

∫ 1

0

(1− r)δ

(1− rρ)δ+1+c
logk

e

1− ρr
dr and

I2(ρ) =

∫ 1

0

(1− r)δ

(1− rρ)δ+1+c
logk

e(1− ρr)
1− ρ

dr (0 ≤ ρ < 1)

have the following bidirectional estimates:

(1) I1(ρ) � I2(ρ) � 1 when c = 0 and k < −1.

(2) I1(ρ) � 1

(1− ρ)c
logk

e

1− ρ
when c > 0.

(3) I1(ρ) � I2(ρ) � logk+1 e

1− ρ
when c = 0 and k > −1.

(4) I1(ρ) � I2(ρ) � log log
e2

1− ρ
when c = 0 and k = −1.

Proof If there exists a constant 0 < ρ0 < 1 such that 0 ≤ ρ ≤ ρ0, then it is

obvious that these quantities are equivalent. We only need to consider ρ that is

sufficiently close to 1. Therefore, we may let ρ > 1/2.

By a change of variables x =
(1− r)ρ
1− rρ

, we have that

I1(ρ) =
1

(1− ρ)cρδ+1

∫ ρ

0

xδ(1− x)c−1 logk
e(1− x)

1− ρ
dx.

It is clear that ∫ 1
2

0

xδ(1− x)c−1 logk
e(1− x)

1− ρ
dx � logk

e

1− ρ
.

Otherwise, let y =
1− x
1− ρ

. We have that

∫ ρ

1
2

xδ(1− x)c−1 logk
e(1− x)

1− ρ
dx �

∫ ρ

1
2

(1− x)c−1 logk
e(1− x)

1− ρ
dx

= (1− ρ)c
∫ 1

2(1−ρ)

1

yc−1 logk ey dy.

6



This means that

I1(ρ) � 1

(1− ρ)c
logk

e

1− ρ
+

∫ 1
2(1−ρ)

1

yc−1 logk ey dy.

By changes of variables x =
(1− r)ρ

1− ρ
and y = 1 + x, we have that

I2(ρ) =
1

(1− ρ)cρδ+1

∫ ρ
1−ρ

0

xδ

(1 + x)δ+1+c
logk e(1 + x) dx

� 1

(1− ρ)c

{
1 +

∫ 1
1−ρ

2

1

y1+c
logk ey dy

}
.

If ρ→ 1−, then there are the following results:∫ 1
2(1−ρ)

1

yc−1 logk ey dy � 1

(1− ρ)c
logk

e

1− ρ
when c > 0,∫ 1

2(1−ρ)

1

y−1 logk ey dy �
∫ 1

1−ρ

2

1

y
logk ey dy � logk+1 e

1− ρ
when k > −1,∫ 1

2(1−ρ)

1

y−1 log−1 ey dy �
∫ 1

1−ρ

2

1

y
log−1 ey dy � log log

e2

1− ρ
,∫ 1

2(1−ρ)

1

y−1 logk ey dy �
∫ 1

1−ρ

2

1

y
logk ey dy � 1 when k < −1.

This proof is complete. 2

Lemma 2.2 For t > n > r > 0 and k < 0, let

Lw,η =

∫
Sn

1

|1− 〈ξ, w〉|t |1− 〈ξ, η〉|r
logk

e

|1− 〈ξ, η〉|
dσ(ξ) (w, η ∈ Bn). Then

Lw,η &
1

(1− |w|2)t−n|1− 〈w, η〉|r
logk

e

|1− 〈w, η〉|
.

Proof For ε > 0 and real number y, it is easy to obtain that

1 ≤ sup
0<x<2

xε logy
e

x
≤ max

{
eε−|y|

(
|y|+ 1

ε

)|y|
, 2ε logy

e

2

}
. (2.1)

For any u ∈ Sn and k < 0, it follows from (2.1) that

|1− 〈u, ϕw(η)〉|r log−k
e|1− 〈u,w〉|

|1− 〈w, η〉||1− 〈u, ϕw(η)〉|

. |1− 〈u, ϕw(η)〉|r
{

log−k
e

|1− 〈w, η〉|
+ log−k

e

|1− 〈u, ϕw(η)〉|

}
. log−k

e

|1− 〈w, η〉|
+ 1 � log−k

e

|1− 〈w, η〉|
.

7



By a change of variables ξ = ϕw(u), (1.1)-(1.2), (4.7) in [1], the increasing property

of integral mean of holomorphic function, we obtain that

Lw,η =
(1− |w|2)n−t

|1− 〈w, η〉|r

∫
Sn

|1− 〈u,w〉|t+r−2n

|1− 〈u, ϕw(η)〉|r
logk

e|1− 〈u,w〉|
|1− 〈w, η〉||1− 〈u, ϕw(η)〉|

dσ(u)

&
1

(1− |w|2)t−n|1− 〈w, η〉|r
logk

e

|1− 〈w, η〉|

∫
Sn

|1− 〈u,w〉|t+r−2n dσ(u)

≥ 1

(1− |w|2)t−n|1− 〈w, η〉|r
logk

e

|1− 〈w, η〉|
.

This proof is complete. 2

Lemma 2.3 ([31]) Let µ be a normal function on [0, 1). Suppose that a and b

are the two parameters in the definition of µ. Then there are the following results.

(1) For all z, w ∈ Bn,

µ(|z|)
µ(|w|)

≤
(

1− |z|2

1− |w|2

)a
+

(
1− |z|2

1− |w|2

)b
.

(2) If z ∈ Bn, then µ(|w|) � µ(|z|) for all w ∈ D(z, 1).

This Lemma comes from Lemma 2.2 in [31].

Lemma 2.4 Let µ be a normal function on [0, 1), and let µ1(r) = (1−r2)
n−s
p µ(r)

be also a normal function on [0, 1). If f ∈ F (p, µ, s), then

|∇f(w)| . ||f ||p,µ,s
(1− |w|2)

n−s
p µ(|w|)

and

|f(w)| .

{
1 +

∫ |w|
0

dρ

(1− ρ2)
n−s
p µ(ρ)

}
||f ||p,µ,s for all w ∈ Bn.

In particular, F (p, µ, s) = Bµ1(Bn) when s > n.

Proof For any l ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n} and w ∈ Bn, by Lemma 2.20 and Lemma 2.24

in [1], Lemma 2.3, we have that∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂wl (w)

∣∣∣∣p . 1

(1− |w|2)n+1

∫
D(w,1)

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂zl (z)

∣∣∣∣p dv(z)

.
(1− |w|2)s−n

µp(|w|)

∫
D(w,1)

(1− |w|2)s|∇f(z)|p µp(|z|)
|1− 〈z, w〉|2s(1− |z|2)

dv(z)

≤ (1− |w|2)s−n

µp(|w|)
||f ||pp,µ,s.

This shows that

|∇f(w)| �
n∑
l=1

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂wl (w)

∣∣∣∣ �
{

n∑
l=1

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂wl (w)

∣∣∣∣p
} 1

p

.
||f ||p,µ,s

(1− |w|2)
n−s
p µ(|w|)

.

8



Therefore, F (p, µ, s) ⊆ Bµ1(Bn). Moreover, we have that

|f(w)| =
∣∣∣∣f(0, · · · , 0) +

∫ 1

0

〈∇f(ρw), w〉 dρ
∣∣∣∣

.

{
1 +

∫ |w|
0

dρ

(1− ρ2)
n−s
p µ(ρ)

}
||f ||p,µ,s.

When s > n, for any f ∈ Bµ1(Bn) and w ∈ Bn, it follows from Proposition A that∫
Bn

(1− |w|2)s|∇f(z)|p µp(|z|)
|1− 〈z, w〉|2s(1− |z|2)

dv(z)

. ||f ||pBµ1

∫
Bn

(1− |w|2)s(1− |z|2)s−n−1

|1− 〈z, w〉|2s
dv(z)

� ||f ||pBµ1 ⇒ f ∈ F (p, µ, s) ⇒ Bµ1(Bn) ⊆ F (p, µ, s).

This proof is complete. 2

Lemma 2.5 ([32, 33]) Let µ be a normal function on [0, 1) and

g(u) = 1 +
∞∑
j=1

2j unj (u ∈ D),

where nj is the integral part of (1 − rj)−1, µ(rj) = 2−j (j = 1, 2, ...). Then there

are the following results:

(1) g(r) is increasing on [0, 1), and there exist M0 > 0 and M1 <∞ such that

inf
r∈[0,1)

µ(r)g(r) ≥M0, sup
u∈D

µ(|u|)|g(u)| ≤M1

(2) There exists a constant M2 <∞ such that

sup
r∈[0,1)

(1− r)µ(r)g′(r) ≤M2.

The first part of this Lemma comes from Theorem 1 in [32], and the second part

comes from Lemma 2.4 in [33].

Lemma 2.6 ([1]) For α > −1, if f ∈ A1
α(Bn), then

f(z) =

∫
B

f(w)

(1− 〈z, w〉)n+1+α
dvα(w) (z ∈ Bn).

This Lemma comes from Theorem 2.2 in [1].

3. Main Results

We first prove three propositions.
9



Proposition 3.1 Let c and k be real, δ > −1. Then the integrals

G(w) =

∫
Sn

1

|1− 〈ξ, w〉|n+c

∣∣∣∣log
e

1− 〈ξ, w〉

∣∣∣∣k dσ(ξ) and

F (w) =

∫
Bn

(1− |z|2)δ

|1− 〈z, w〉|n+1+δ+c

∣∣∣∣log
e

1− 〈z, w〉

∣∣∣∣k dv(z) (w ∈ Bn)

have the following bidirectional estimates:

(1) G(w) � F (w) � 1 when c < 0, or c = 0 and k < −1.

(2) G(w) � F (w) � 1

(1− |w|2)c
logk

e

1− |w|2
when c > 0.

(3) G(w) � F (w) � logk+1 e

1− |w|2
when c = 0 and k > −1.

(4) G(w) � F (w) � log log
e2

1− |w|2
when c = 0 and k = −1.

Proof If there exists a constant 0 < ρ0 < 1 such that 1 − |w|2 ≥ ρ0, then these

bidirectional estimates are obvious. Therefore, we let 1 − |w|2 be sufficiently close

to 0. When |z| ≥ 1, it is clear that

log |z| ≤ | log z| =
√

(log |z|)2 + (arg z)2 ≤ log eπ|z|. (3.1)

This shows that

G(w) �
∫
Sn

1

|1− 〈ξ, w〉|n+c
logk

e

|1− 〈ξ, w〉|
dσ(ξ).

When c < 0, it follows from (2.1) that we may take c < c′ < 0 such that

1

|1− 〈ξ, w〉|n+c
logk

e

|1− 〈ξ, w〉|
.

1

|1− 〈ξ, w〉|n+c′

for all ξ ∈ Sn and w ∈ Bn. It follows from the increasing property of integral mean

of holomorphic function and Proposition A that

1 ≤ G(w) .
∫
Sn

dσ(ξ)

|1− 〈ξ, w〉|n+c′
� 1.

By a change of variables ξ = ϕw(η), (4.7) in [1], (1.1)-(1.2), we have that

G(w) � 1

(1− |w|2)c

∫
Sn

1

|1− 〈η, w〉|n−c
logk

e|1− 〈η, w〉|
1− |w|2

dσ(η) =
J(w)

(1− |w|2)c
.

Next, we consider J(w) when c ≥ 0.
10



When n = 1, it follows from the rotation invariance of the integral that

J(w) =

∫ π

−π

1

|1− |w|eiθ|1−c
logk

e|1− |w|eiθ|
1− |w|2

dθ

2π

=

∫ π

0

1

(1 + |w|2 − 2|w| cos θ)
1−c
2

logk
e2(1 + |w|2 − 2|w| cos θ)

(1− |w|2)2

dθ

2kπ

=
1

2kπ

∫ 1

−1

(1− x2)−
1
2

(1 + |w|2 − 2|w|x)
1−c
2

logk
e2(1 + |w|2 − 2|w|x)

(1− |w|2)2
dx

� logk
e

1− |w|2
+

∫ 1

0

(1− x)−
1
2

(1 + |w|2 − 2|w|x)
1−c
2

logk
e2(1 + |w|2 − 2|w|x)

(1− |w|2)2
dx.

Without losing generality, we let |w| > 1/2. By a change of variables

ρ =
(1 + |w|2)(1− x)

1 + |w|2 − 2|w|x
, we have that

J(w) � logk
e

1− |w|2
+ (1− |w|)c

∫ 1

0

logk e

1− 2|w|ρ
1+|w|2

ρ
1
2

(
1− 2|w|ρ

1+|w|2

)1+ c
2

dρ

� logk
e

1− |w|2
+ (1− |w|)c

1 +

∫ 1

1
2

logk e

1− 2|w|ρ
1+|w|2(

1− 2|w|ρ
1+|w|2

)1+ c
2

dρ


� logk

e

1− |w|2
+ (1− |w|)c

∫ 1

0

logk e

1− 2|w|ρ
1+|w|2(

1− 2|w|ρ
1+|w|2

)1+ c
2

dρ.

It follows from Lemma 2.1 that we can get the estimates of J(w) by different cases.

When n > 1, it follows from (1.13) in [1] that

J(w) = (n− 1)

∫
D

(1− |z|2)n−2

|1− |w|z|n−c
logk

e|1− |w|z|
1− |w|2

dA(z).

If c > 0 and k ≥ 0, then it follows from Proposition A that

J(w) . logk
e

1− |w|2

∫
D

(1− |z|2)n−2

|1− |w|z|n−c
dA(z) � logk

e

1− |w|2
.

If c > 0 and k < 0, then we take 0 < ε < c. It is easy to obtain that

sup
1−|w|≤x≤1+|w|

xε logk
ex

1− |w|2
� max

{
(1− |w|2)ε, logk

e

1− |w|

}
. logk

e

1− |w|2
.

Therefore, it follows from Proposition A that

J(w) . logk
e

1− |w|2

∫
D

(1− |z|2)n−2

|1− |w|z|n−c+ε
dA(z) � logk

e

1− |w|2
.
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On the other hand, we have that

J(w) &
∫
|z|≤ 1

2

(1− |z|2)n−2

|1− |w|z|n−c
logk

e|1− |w|z|
1− |w|2

dA(z) � logk
e

1− |w|2
.

This means that J(w) � logk
e

1− |w|2
when c > 0. Therefore,

G(w) � 1

(1− |w|2)c
logk

e

1− |w|2
when c > 0.

For any 1/2 < ρ < 1 and any real number k, let x =
2ρ|w|(1− r)
(1− ρ|w|)2

. Similar to the

previous calculation, we can obtain that∫ π

−π

1

|1− ρ|w|eiθ|n
logk

e|1− ρ|w|eiθ|
1− |w|2

dθ

2π
� logk

e

1− |w|2

+

∫ 1

0

1

(1 + ρ2|w|2 − 2ρ|w|r)n2
logk

e2(1 + ρ2|w|2 − 2ρ|w|r)
(1− |w|2)2

dr√
1− r

� logk
e

1− |w|2
+

1

(1− ρ|w|)n−1

∫ 2ρ|w|
(1−ρ|w|)2

0

logk e2(1−ρ|w|)2
(1−|w|2)2

(1 + x)

x
1
2 (1 + x)

n
2

dx.

It is clear that∫ 8
9

0

1

x
1
2 (1 + x)

n
2

logk
e2(1− ρ|w|)2

(1− |w|2)2
(1 + x) dx � logk

e(1− ρ|w|)
1− |w|

.

When k ≥ 0, we have that

logk
e2(1− ρ|w|)2

(1− |w|2)2
(1 + x) � logk

e2(1− ρ|w|)2

(1− |w|2)2
+ logk(1 + x). Therefore,

∫ 2ρ|w|
(1−ρ|w|)2

8
9

1

x
1
2 (1 + x)

n
2

logk
e2(1− ρ|w|)2

(1− |w|2)2
(1 + x) dx

.
∫ ∞

8
9

1

x
n+1
2

{
logk

e(1− ρ|w|)
1− |w|2

+ logk(x+ 1)

}
dx

� logk
e(1− ρ|w|)

1− |w|
+ 1 � logk

e(1− ρ|w|)
1− |w|

.

When k < 0, we have that

logk
e2(1− ρ|w|)2

(1− |w|2)2
(1 + x) ≤ logk

e2(1− ρ|w|)2

(1− |w|2)2
. Therefore,

∫ 2ρ|w|
(1−ρ|w|)2

8
9

1

x
1
2 (1 + x)

n
2

logk
e2(1− ρ|w|)2

(1− |w|2)2
(1 + x) dx

. logk
e(1− ρ|w|)

1− |w|2

∫ ∞
8
9

1

x
n+1
2

dx � logk
e(1− ρ|w|)

1− |w|
.
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This means that ∫ π

−π

1

|1− ρ|w|eiθ|n
logk

e|1− ρ|w|eiθ|
1− |w|

dθ

2π

� logk
e

1− |w|2
+

1

(1− ρ|w|)n−1
logk

e(1− ρ|w|)
1− |w|

.

If c = 0, then it follows from the polar coordinate and the above result that

J(w) � logk
e

1− |w|2

∫ 1

0

(1− ρ)n−2 dρ+

∫ 1

0

(1− ρ)n−2

(1− ρ|w|)n−1
logk

e(1− ρ|w|)
1− |w|

dρ.

It follows from Lemma 2.1 that we can get the estimates of J(w) for all cases.

Finally, we consider F (w).

When c < 0, let c < c′ < 0. By (3.1), (2.1) and Proposition A, we have that

1 . F (w) �
∫
Bn

(1− |z|2)δ

|1− 〈z, w〉|n+1+δ+c
logk

e

|1− 〈z, w〉|
dv(z)

.
∫
Bn

(1− |z|2)δ

|1− 〈z, w〉|n+1+δ+c′
dv(z) . 1.

When c ≥ 0, by (3.1), Lemma 1.8 in [1] and the estimate of G(w), we have that

F (w) �
∫ 1

0

(1− ρ)δ

(1− ρ|w|)δ+1+c
logk

e

1− ρ|w|
dρ,

By Lemma 2.1, we can get the estimates of F (w) in different cases.

The proof is complete. 2

Proposition 3.2 For δ > −1, r > 0, t > 0, k > 0, the integral

Jw,η =

∫
Bn

(1− |z|2)δ

|1− 〈z, w〉|t |1− 〈z, η〉|r

∣∣∣∣log
e

1− 〈z, η〉

∣∣∣∣−k logk
e

1− |z|2
dv(z)

(w, η ∈ Bn) has the following bidirectional estimates:

(1) When r + t− δ > n+ 1 > max{t− δ, r − δ},

Jw,η �
1

|1− 〈w, η〉|r+t−δ−n−1
.

(2) When t− δ = n+ 1 > r − δ,

Jw,η �
1

|1− 〈w, η〉|r
log−k

e

|1− 〈w, η〉|
logk

e

1− |w|2
log

e

|1− 〈w,ϕw(η)〉|
.

(3) When t− δ > n+ 1 > r − δ,

Jw,η �
1

(1− |w|2)t−δ−n−1|1− 〈w, η〉|r
log−k

e

|1− 〈w, η〉|
logk

e

1− |w|2
.

Proof Without losing generality, let 1−|w|2 and |1−〈w, η〉| be sufficiently close

to 0. It follows from (3.1) that

Jw,η �
∫
Bn

(1− |z|2)δ

|1− 〈z, w〉|t |1− 〈z, η〉|r
log−k

e

|1− 〈z, η〉|
logk

e

1− |z|2
dv(z).
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By a partition of Bn, there exist Ω1, Ω2, Ω3, Ω4 such that B = Ω1 ∪Ω2 ∪Ω3 ∪Ω4,

where Ωj and Ωk (j 6= k) are mutually disjoint. By Lemma 3.3 in [34], we have

|1− 〈z, w〉| . |1− 〈w, η〉| . |1− 〈z, η〉| (z ∈ Ω1);

|1− 〈z, η〉| . |1− 〈w, η〉| . |1− 〈z, w〉| (z ∈ Ω2);

|1− 〈w, η〉| . |1− 〈z, w〉| . |1− 〈z, η〉| (z ∈ Ω3);

|1− 〈w, η〉| . |1− 〈z, η〉| . |1− 〈z, w〉| (z ∈ Ω4).

When z ∈ Ω1 ∪Ω3, we have that |1− 〈z, η〉| & |1− 〈w, η〉|. If t− δ > n+ 1, then

it follows from Proposition B(6) that

J1 =

∫
Ω1∪Ω3

(1− |z|2)δ

|1− 〈z, w〉|t |1− 〈z, η〉|r
log−k

e

|1− 〈z, η〉|
logk

e

1− |z|2
dv(z)

.
1

|1− 〈w, η〉|r
log−k

e

|1− 〈w, η〉|

∫
Bn

(1− |z|2)δ

|1− 〈z, w〉|t
logk

e

1− |z|2
dv(z)

� 1

(1− |w|2)t−δ−n−1|1− 〈w, η〉|r
log−k

e

|1− 〈w, η〉|
logk

e

1− |w|2
. (3.2)

When t− δ = n+ 1, we may take 0 < ε < r. This means that (r− ε)− δ < n+ 1

and r − ε > 0. By a change of variables z = ϕw(u), (1.1)-(1.2), Proposition B(2),

we have that

J1 .
1

|1− 〈w, η〉|ε
log−k

e

|1− 〈w, η〉|

∫
Bn

(1− |z|2)δ logk e
1−|z|2 dv(z)

|1− 〈z, w〉|δ+n+1|1− 〈z, η〉|r−ε

=
1

|1− 〈w, η〉|r
log−k

e

|1− 〈w, η〉|

∫
Bn

(1− |u|2)δ logk e
1−|ϕw(u)|2 dv(u)

|1− 〈u,w〉|δ+n+1−(r−ε)|1− 〈u, ϕw(η)〉|r−ε

.
1

|1− 〈w, η〉|r
log−k

e

|1− 〈w, η〉|

∫
Bn

(1− |u|2)δ
{

logk e
1−|w|2 + logk e

1−|u|2

}
dv(u)

|1− 〈u,w〉|δ+n+1−(r−ε)|1− 〈u, ϕw(η)〉|r−ε

�
log−k e

|1−〈w,η〉|

|1− 〈w, η〉|r

{
logk

e

1− |w|2
log

e

|1− 〈w,ϕw(η)〉|
+ logk+1 e

|1− 〈w,ϕw(η)〉|

}
� 1

|1− 〈w, η〉|r
log−k

e

|1− 〈w, η〉|
logk

e

1− |w|2
log

e

|1− 〈w,ϕw(η)〉|
. (3.3)

Let m = |1− 〈w, η〉|. When z ∈ Ω2 ∪ Ω4, it is clear that

|1− 〈z, w〉| & (m+ |1− 〈z, η〉|) ≥ |m+ 1− 〈z, η〉|.

When n > 1, it is similar to the proof of (3.17) in [12] (we omit some processes).

If r − δ < n+ 1 < t+ r − δ, then it follows from Lemma 1.8 and (1.13) in [1] that

J2 =

∫
Ω2∪Ω4

(1− |z|2)δ

|1− 〈z, w〉|t |1− 〈z, η〉|r
log−k

e

|1− 〈z, η〉|
logk

e

1− |z|2
dv(z)

.
∫ 1

0

(1− ρ2)δ logk
e

1− ρ2

{∫
D

ρ2n−1(1− |ξ|2)n−2

|m+ 1− ρξ|t|1− ρξ|r
log−k

e

|1− ρξ|
dA(ξ)

}
dρ

.
∫ 1

0

(1− ρ)δ logk
e

1− ρ

{∫
|u−1|<ρ

(ρ− |u− 1|)n−2

|m+ u|t|u|r
log−k

e

|u|
dA(u)

}
dρ
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.
∫ 1

0

(1− ρ)δ logk
e

1− ρ

{∫ 1

1−ρ

∫ π
2

−π
2

{R− (1− ρ)}n−2

(m+R)tRr−1
log−k

e

R
dRdθ

}
dρ

+

∫ 1

0

(1− ρ)δ logk
e

1− ρ

{∫ 1+ρ

1

∫ π
2

−π
2

ρn−2

(m+R)tRr−1
log−k

e

R
dRdθ

}
dρ

.
∫ 1

0

(1− ρ)δ logk
e

1− ρ

{∫ 1

1−ρ

Rn−1−r

(m+R)t
log−k

e

R
dR

}
dρ+ 1

.
∫ 1

0

(1− ρ)δ

mr+t−n logk
e

1− ρ

{∫ 1
m

1−ρ
m

xn−1−r

(1 + x)t
log−k

e

mx
dx

}
dρ+ 1

=
1

mr+t−n

∫ 1
m

0

xn−1−r

(1 + x)t
log−k

e

mx

{∫ 1

1−mx
(1− ρ)δ logk

e

1− ρ
dρ

}
dx+ 1

� 1

mr+t−δ−n−1

∫ 1
m

0

xn+δ−r

(1 + x)t
dx+ 1

≤ 1

mr+t−δ−n−1

∫ 1

0

yn+δ−r(1− y)r+t−δ−n−2 dy � 1

|1− 〈w, η〉|r+t−δ−n−1
. (3.4)

When n > 1, it is similar to the proof of (3.4). If t− δ < n+ 1 < r + t− δ, then

we can also get that

J1 .
∫

Ω1∪Ω3

(1− |z|2)δ logk e
1−|z|2

|1− 〈z, w〉|t |m+ 1− 〈z, w〉|r
log−k

e

|m+ 1− 〈z, w〉|
dv(z)

.
1

mr+t−δ−n−1

∫ 1
m

0

xn+δ−t

(1 + x)r logk e
m(1+x)

logk
e

mx
dx+ 1.

It is clear that∫ 1
2

0

xn+δ−t

(1 + x)r logk e
m(1+x)

logk
e

mx
dx .

∫ 1
2

0

xn+δ−t

logk e
m

logk
e

mx
dx

.
∫ 1

2

0

xn+δ−t dx+ log−k
e

m

∫ 1
2

0

xn+δ−t logk
1

x
dx � 1.

Otherwise, let y = x/(x+ 1). We also have that∫ 1
m

1
2

xn+δ−t

(1 + x)r logk e
m(1+x)

logk
e

mx
dx

=

∫ 1
m+1

1
3

yn+δ−t(1− y)r+t−δ−n−2 logk
e(1− y)

my
log−k

e(1− y)

m
dy

.
∫ 1

1
3

yn+δ−t(1− y)r+t−δ−n−2 dy � 1.

This shows that

J1 .
1

|1− 〈w, η〉|r+t−δ−n−1
when t− δ < n+ 1 < r + t− δ and n > 1. (3.5)

The proof of case n = 1 is similar to the proof of Lemma 1 in [35].
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It follows from (3.4) and (3.5) that the “ . ” part of (1) is true. It follows from

(3.3) and (3.4) that the “ . ” part of (2) is true. It follows from (3.2) and (3.4) that

the “ . ” part of (3) is true. Next, we consider “ & ” parts.

When t− δ < n+ 1 and r − δ < n+ 1, it follows from Proposition B(4) that

Jw,η &
∫
Bn

(1− |z|2)δ

|1− 〈z, w〉|t |1− 〈z, η〉|r
dv(z) � 1

|1− 〈w, η〉|r+t−δ−n−1
.

This shows that the “ & ” part of (1) is true.

When t− δ > n+ 1, by a change of variables z = ϕw(u) and (1.1), we have that

Jw,η =
(1− |w|2)δ+n+1−t

|1− 〈w, η〉|r

∫
Bn

|1− 〈u, ϕw(η)〉|−r(1− |u|2)δ logk e|1−〈u,w〉|2
(1−|u|2)(1−|w|2)

dv(u)

|1− 〈u,w〉|2δ+2n+2−r−t logk e|1−〈u,η〉|
|1−〈w,η〉| |1−〈u,ϕw(η)〉|

≥ (1− |w|2)δ+n+1−t

|1− 〈w, η〉|r

∫
|u|≤ 1

9

|1− 〈u, ϕw(η)〉|−r(1− |u|2)δ logk e|1−〈u,w〉|2
(1−|u|2)(1−|w|2)

dv(u)

|1− 〈u,w〉|2δ+2n+2−r−t logk e|1−〈u,η〉|
|1−〈w,η〉| |1−〈u,ϕw(η)〉|

� 1

(1− |w|2)t−δ−n−1|1− 〈w, η〉|r
log−k

e

|1− 〈w, η〉|
logk

e

1− |w|2
.

This shows that the “ & ” part of (3) is true.

When t− δ = n+ 1 > r− δ, by Lemma 1.8 in [1], Lemma 2.2 and (1− ρ|w|2)/2 <

1− ρ|w| ≤ 1− ρ|w|2 for any 0 ≤ ρ < 1 and w ∈ Bn, we have that

Jw,η &
∫ 1

0

(1− ρ2)δ

(1− ρ2|w|2)δ+1|1− ρ〈w, η〉|r
logk

e

1− ρ2
log−k

e

|1− ρ〈w, η〉|
dρ

&
∫ 1

0

(1− ρ)δ

(1− ρ|w|2)δ+1|1− ρ〈w, η〉|r
logk

e

1− ρ
log−k

e

|1− ρ〈w, η〉|
dρ. (3.6)

When |w| > 1/
√

2, it follows from a change of variables x =
|w|2(1− ρ)

1− ρ|w|2
that∫ 1

0

(1− ρ)δ

(1− ρ|w|2)δ+1|1− ρ〈w, η〉|r
logk

e

1− ρ
log−k

e

|1− ρ〈w, η〉|
dρ

=
1

|w|2(δ+1)

∫ |w|2
0

xδ

1− x

∣∣∣∣1− 〈w, η〉+
〈w, η〉(1− |w|2)x

|w|2(1− x)

∣∣∣∣−r logk
e|w|2(1− x)

(1− |w|2)x

× log−k
e∣∣∣1− 〈w, η〉+ 〈w,η〉(1−|w|2)x
|w|2(1−x)

∣∣∣ dx
&
∫ |w|2

1
2

1

1− x

(
m+

1− |w|2

1− x

)−r
logk

e(1− x)

1− |w|2
log−k

e

m+ 1−|w|2
1−x

dx

& log−k
e

m

∫ |w|2
1
2

1

1− x

(
m+

1− |w|2

1− x

)−r
logk

e(1− x)

1− |w|2
dx.

It follows from (3.12) and (3.13) in [12] that∫ 1

0

(1− ρ)δ

(1− ρ|w|2)δ+1|1− ρ〈w, η〉|r
logk

e

1− ρ
log−k

e

|1− ρ〈w, η〉|
dρ
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&
1

mr
log−k

e

m
log

em

1− |w|2
logk

e

1− |w|2
. (3.7)

When t− δ = n+ 1 > r − δ, it follows from (3.6) and (3.7) that

Jw,η &
1

|1− 〈w, η〉|r
log−k

e

|1− 〈w, η〉|
logk

e

1− |w|2
log

e

|1− 〈w,ϕw(η)〉|
.

This shows that the “ & ” part of (2) is true. This proof is complete. 2

Proposition 3.3 Let µ1, µ2 be two normal functions on [0, 1), h ∈ H(Bn). If

sup
z∈Bn

µ1(|z|)|h(z)|
µ2(|z|)

= M <∞, then

sup
z∈Bn

(1− |z|2)µ1(|z|)|∇h(z)|
µ2(|z|)

.M.

Proof Let g be this function in Lemma 2.5, matching µ2. For any w ∈ Bn, let

Fw(z) = h(z)g(〈z, w〉). It follows from Lemma 2.5 that

µ1(|z|)|Fw(z)| = µ1(|z|)|h(z)|
µ2(|z|)

µ2(|z|)|g(〈z, w〉)| ≤Mµ2(|〈z, w〉|)|g(〈z, w〉)| ≤M1M

for all z ∈ Bn. Moreover, we have that |Fw(z)| ≤ M1M/µ1(0)(1 − |z|2)b1 , where

b1 the larger parameter in the definition of µ1. When α > b1 − 1, it is clear that

Fw ∈ A1
α(Bn). It follows from Lemma 2.6 that

Fw(z) =

∫
Bn

Fw(u) dvα(u)

(1− 〈z, u〉)n+1+α
(z ∈ Bn).

Let a1 be the smaller parameter in the definition of µ1. By Lemma 2.3 and

Proposition A, we have that

µ1(|z|)|(∇Fw)(z)| ≤
∫
Bn

(n+ 1 + α)M1Mcαµ1(|z|)(1− |u|2)αdv(u)

µ1(|u|)|1− 〈z, u〉|n+2+α

.
∫
Bn

M(1− |z|2)a1(1− |u|2)α−a1dv(u)

|1− 〈z, u〉|n+2+α
+

∫
Bn

M(1− |z|2)b1(1− |u|2)α−b1dv(u)

|1− 〈z, u〉|n+2+α

� M

1− |z|2
.

In particular, if we take z = w, then it is clear that

(1− |w|2)µ1(|w|)|g(|w|2)∇h(w) + h(w)g′(|w|2)w| .M.

Suppose that b2 is the larger parameter in the definition of µ2. By Lemma 2.5

and the definition of normal function, it is clear that

(1− |w|2)µ1(|w|)|∇h(w)|
µ2(|w|)

≤ 2b2

M0

(1− |w|2)µ1(|w|)|∇h(w)|g(|w|2)

.M +
µ1(|w|)|h(w)|

µ2(|w|)
(1− |w|2)µ2(|w|)g′(|w|2) ≤M(1 +M2).

This proof is complete. 2

Theorem 3.4 Let µ and ν be two normal functions on [0, 1). Suppose that

ψ ∈ H(Bn) and 0 ≤ s ≤ n. Then there are the following results:
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(1) If
∫ 1

0
µ−1(ρ)(1−ρ2)

s−n
p dρ <∞, then ψ is a pointwise multiplier from F (p, µ, s)

to Bν(Bn) if and only if ψ ∈ Bν(Bn) and

sup
z∈Bn

ν(|z|)|ψ(z)|
µ(|z|)(1− |z|2)

n−s
p

<∞. (3.8)

(2) If
∫ 1

0
µ−1(ρ)(1−ρ2)

s−n
p dρ =∞ and 1 +

∫ r
0
µ−1(ρ)(1−ρ2)

s−n
p dρ � µ−1(r)(1−

r2)1+ s−n
p , then ψ is a pointwise multiplier from F (p, µ, s) to Bν(Bn) if and only if

(3.8) holds.

Proof Suppose that ψ ∈ Bν(Bn) and (3.8) holds. For any f ∈ F (p, µ, s) and

z ∈ Bn with |z| > 1/2, it follows from Lemma 2.4 and Proposition 3.3 that

ν(|z|)|∇(ψf)(z)| ≤ ν(|z|)|ψ(z)||∇f(z)|+ ν(|z|)|∇ψ(z)||f(z)|

.
ν(|z|)|ψ(z)|

(1− |z|2)
n−s
p µ(|z|)

||f ||p,µ,s

+ ν(|z|)|∇ψ(z)|

{
1 +

∫ |z|
0

dρ

µ(ρ)(1− ρ2)
n−s
p

}
||f ||p,µ,s

. ||f ||p,µ,s ⇒ ||ψf ||p,µ,s <∞.

This means that ψ is a pointwise multiplier from F (p, µ, s) to Bν(Bn).

Conversely, let ψ be a pointwise multiplier from F (p, µ, s) to Bν(Bn). It follows

from the closed graph theorem that Mψ : f → ψf is a bounded operator from

F (p, µ, s) to Bν(Bn). First, it is clear that ψ ∈ Bν(Bn) by taking f(z) = 1. Suppose

that b is the larger parameter in the definition of µ. For any w ∈ Bn with |w| > 1/2,

we take that

fw(z) =
(1− |w|2)1+b+ s

p

µ(|w|)

{
1− |w|2

(1− 〈z, w〉)b+1+n
p

− 1

(1− 〈z, w〉)b+
n
p

}
(z ∈ Bn).

Then fw(w) = 0 and it follows from Lemma 2.3 that∫
Bn

(1− |u|2)s|∇fw(z)|p µp(|z|)
|1− 〈z, u〉|2s(1− |z|2)

dv(z)

.
∫
Bn

(1− |u|2)s(1− |w|2)p+pb+s µp(|z|)
µp(|w|)|1− 〈z, u〉|2s|1− 〈z, w〉|p+pb+n(1− |z|2)

dv(z)

.
∫
Bn

(1− |u|2)s(1− |w|2)p+s(1− |z|2)pb−1

|1− 〈z, u〉|2s|1− 〈z, w〉|p+pb+n
dv(z)

+

∫
Bn

(1− |u|2)s(1− |w|2)p+s+pb−pa(1− |z|2)pa−1

|1− 〈z, u〉|2s|1− 〈z, w〉|p+pb+n
dv(z) = J1 + J2.

When 0 ≤ 2s < pb+ n, it follows from Proposition B(6) or Proposition A that

J1 �
(1− |u|2)s(1− |w|2)p+s

(1− |w|2)p|1− 〈u,w〉|2s
. 1.
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When 2s > pb+ n, it follows from Proposition B(7) and 0 ≤ s ≤ n that

J1 �
(1− |u|2)s(1− |w|2)p+s

(1− |w|2)p|1− 〈u,w〉|2s
+

(1− |u|2)s(1− |w|2)p+s

(1− |u|2)2s−pb−n|1− 〈u,w〉|p+pb+n
. 1.

When 2s = pb+ n, we choose 0 < ε < s. By Proposition B(8) and (2.1), we have

J1 �
(1− |u|2)s(1− |w|2)p+s

(1− |w|2)p|1− 〈u,w〉|2s
+

(1− |u|2)s(1− |w|2)p+s

|1− 〈u,w〉|p+pb+n
log

e

|1− 〈ϕu(w), u〉|

.
(1− |u|2)s(1− |w|2)p+s

(1− |w|2)p|1− 〈u,w〉|2s
+

(1− |u|2)s−ε(1− |w|2)p+s

|1− 〈u,w〉|p+pb+n−ε
. 1.

Similarly, we may prove that J2 . 1. This shows that ||fw||p,µ,s . 1.

If ψ is a pointwise multiplier from F (p, µ, s) to Bν(Bn), then we have that

||Mψ|| & ||Mψ||.||fw||p,µ,s ≥ ν(|w|)|∇(ψfw)(w)| � ν(|w|)|ψ(w)|
(1− |w|2)

n−s
p µ(|w|)

.

This shows that (3.8) holds. This proof is complete. 2

Corollary 3.5 Let µ and ν be two normal functions on [0, 1). Suppose that

ψ ∈ H(Bn), s > n and γ(ρ) = (1− ρ2)
n−s
p µ(ρ) is a normal function on [0, 1). Then

ψ is a pointwise multiplier from F (p, µ, s) to Bν(Bn) if and only if (3.8) holds and

sup
z∈Bn

ν(|z|)|∇ψ(z)|
∫ |z|

0

dρ

µ(ρ)(1− ρ2)
n−s
p

<∞.

Proof It follows from Lemma 2.4 that F (p, µ, s) = Bγ(Bn) when s > n. By

Theorem A in [6], we may obtain this result.

In Theorem 3.4, if
∫ 1

0
µ−1(ρ)(1 − ρ2)

s−n
p dρ = ∞ and 1 +

∫ r
0
µ−1(ρ)(1 − ρ2)

s−n
p dρ

is not equivalent to µ−1(r)(1− r2)1+ s−n
p for 0 ≤ r < 1, then we do not give the the

necessary and sufficient conditions. However, there are the following results for the

normal weight µ(r) = (1− r2)α logβ e
1−r2 (α > 0, −∞ < β <∞).

Corollary 3.6 Let ν be a normal function on [0, 1). Suppose that µ(r) =

(1− r2)α logβ e
1−r2 (α > 0, −∞ < β <∞), ψ ∈ H(Bn) and 0 ≤ s ≤ n. Then there

are the following results:

(1) If pα + n− p < s, or pα + n− p = s > 0 and β > 1, then ψ is a pointwise

multiplier from F (p, µ, s) to Bν(Bn) if and only if ψ ∈ Bν(Bn) and (3.8) holds.

(2) If pα+ n− p > s, then ψ is a pointwise multiplier from F (p, µ, s) to Bν(Bn)

if and only if (3.8) holds.

(3) If pα + n − p = s > 0 and β = 1, then ψ is a pointwise multiplier from

F (p, µ, s) to Bν(Bn) if and only if (3.8) holds and

sup
z∈Bn

ν(|z|)|∇ψ(z)| log log
e

1− |z|2
<∞. (3.9)
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(4) If pα + n − p = s > 0 and β < 1, then ψ is a pointwise multiplier from

F (p, µ, s) to Bν(Bn) if and only if (3.8) holds and

sup
z∈Bn

ν(|z|)|∇ψ(z)| log1−β e

1− |z|2
<∞. (3.10)

Proof The necessary and sufficient conditions of (1)-(2), and the sufficient con-

ditions of (3)-(4) come from Theorem 3.4.

For any w ∈ Bn with |w| > 1/2, we take the test function

Gw(z) =

{∫ 〈z,w〉
0

1

1− t
log−β

e

1− t
dt

}2

/

∫ |w|2
0

1

1− t
log−β

e

1− t
dt

− 2

∫ 〈z,w〉
0

1

1− t
log−β

e

1− t
dt (z ∈ Bn).

We know that p+s−n−1 = pα−1 > −1, 2s+p−(p+s−n−1) = s+n+1 > n+1

and p− (p+ s− n− 1) = −s+ n+ 1 < n+ 1. When β > 0 and 0 ≤ s < p, for any

u ∈ Bn, it follows from Proposition 3.2(1) that∫
Bn

(1− |u|2)s|∇Gw(z)|p µp(|z|) dv(z)

(1− |z|2)|1− 〈z, u〉|2s

.
∫
Bn

(1− |u|2)s(1− |z|2)p+s−n−1 logpβ e
1−|z|2 dv(z)

|1− 〈z, u〉|2s|1− 〈z, w〉|p logpβ e
|1−〈z,w〉|

� (1− |u|2)s

|1− 〈u,w〉|2s+p−(p+s−n−1)−n−1
=

(1− |u|2)s

|1− 〈u,w〉|s
. 1.

When β > 0 and s = p, we choose 0 < ε < p. For any u ∈ Bn, it follows from

Proposition 3.2(2) and (2.1) that∫
Bn

(1− |u|2)s|∇Gw(z)|p µp(|z|) dv(z)

(1− |z|2)|1− 〈z, u〉|2s

.
(1− |u|2)s

|1− 〈u,w〉|s
log−pβ

e

|1− 〈u,w〉|
logpβ

e

1− |u|2
log

e

|1− 〈u, ϕu(w)〉|

=
(1− |u|2)s−ε

|1− 〈u,w〉|s−ε
|1− 〈u, ϕu(w)〉|

ε
2 log

e

|1− 〈u, ϕu(w)〉|

× (1− |u|2)
ε
2 logpβ

e

1− |u|2
|1− 〈u,w〉|−

ε
2 log−pβ

e

|1− 〈u,w〉|
. 1.

When β > 0 and s > p, it follows from Proposition 3.2(3) and (2.1) that∫
Bn

(1− |u|2)s|∇Gw(z)|p µp(|z|) dv(z)

(1− |z|2)|1− 〈z, u〉|2s

.
(1− |u|2)s

(1− |u|)s−p|1− 〈u,w〉|p
log−pβ

e

|1− 〈u,w〉|
logpβ

e

1− |u|2
. 1.
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When β ≤ 0, it follows from Proposition B(6)-(8) that∫
Bn

(1− |u|2)s|∇Gw(z)|p µp(|z|) dv(z)

(1− |z|2)|1− 〈z, u〉|2s

.
∫
Bn

(1− |u|2)s(1− |z|2)p+s−n−1 dv(z)

|1− 〈z, u〉|2s|1− 〈z, w〉|p
. 1.

This shows that ||Gw||p,µ,s . 1. If ψ is a pointwise multiplier from F (p, µ, s) to

Bν(Bn), then we may obtain that

ν(|w|)|∇ψ(w)|
∫ |w|2

0

1

1− t
log−β

e

1− t
dt . ||Mψ||,

According to the arbitrariness of w, we can get (3.9) and (3.10) by different cases.

This proof is complete. 2

In particular, when ν(r) = (1−r2)
n−s
p µ(r) in Corollary 3.6, it follows from Lemma

2.4 that F (p, µ, s) ⊆ Bν(Bn). Moreover, there are the following results:

Corollary 3.7 Let µ(r) = (1− r2)α logβ e
1−r2 . If ν(r) = (1− r2)α+n−s

p logβ e
1−r2

(α > 0, −∞ < β < ∞) is a normal function on [0, 1) and ψ ∈ H(Bn), then ψ is a

pointwise multiplier from F (p, µ, s) to Bν(Bn) if and only if

(1) ψ ∈ Bν(Bn) when pα + n− p < s, or pα + n− p = s > 0 and β > 1.

(2) ψ ∈ H∞(Bn) when pα + n− p > s.

(3) ψ ∈ H∞(Bn) and

sup
z∈Bn

(1− |z|2)|∇ψ(z)|
(

log
e

1− |z|2

)
log log

e

1− |z|2
<∞ (3.11)

when pα + n− p = s > 0 and β = 1.

(4) ψ ∈ H∞(Bn) and

sup
z∈Bn

(1− |z|2)|∇ψ(z)| log
e

1− |z|2
<∞ (3.12)

when pα + n− p = s > 0 and β < 1.

Proof It follows from Lemma 2.4 that Bν(Bn) ⊆ H∞(Bn) when
∫ 1

0
µ−1(ρ)(1 −

ρ2)
s−n
p <∞. By Corollary 3.5 and Corollary 3.6, we may obtain these results.

Note 2 In Corollary 3.7, no condition can be removed. For example, if ψ(z) =

e
z1+1
z1−1 , then ψ ∈ H∞(Bn). But

sup
z∈Bn

(1− |z|2)|∇ψ(z)| log
e

1− |z|2
≥ sup

z1∈D
(1− |z1|2)|∇ψ(z1)| log

e

1− |z1|2

= sup
reiθ∈D

2(1− r2)

1 + r2 − 2r cos θ
e

r2−1

1+r2−2r cos θ log
e

1− r2
≥ sup

0<θ<π
2

2

e
log

e

sin2 θ
=∞.
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This means that ψ does not meet (3.11) and (3.12). If ψ(z) = log log e2

1−z1 , then it

meets (3.12). But ψ does not belong to H∞(Bn). If ψ(z) = log log log e4

1−z1 , then it

meets (3.11). But ψ does not belong to H∞(Bn).

Statement: No potential conflict of interest.
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