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SEVERAL INTEGRAL ESTIMATES AND SOME APPLICATIONS
XUEJUN ZHANG *, HONGXIN CHEN, MIN ZHOU, YUTING GUO, PENGCHENG TANG

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,u,s) to the normal weight Bloch type space B, (B,) on the unit
ball B,, of C", where p and v are two normal functions on [0,1). For the special

1 c 5 (>0, —00 < < o0), the authors
—r

give the necessary and sufficient conditions of pointwise multipliers from F(p, p, s)
to B, (B,,) for all cases.

normal function u(r) = (1 — %)% log”

1. Introduction

In this paper, we call “P =< )7 if there exist two positive constants A; and A,
such that A;P < Q < Ay P. We call “Q < P” (or “QQ 2 P”) if there exists a positive
constant A such that @ < AP (or Q > AP).

Let C denote the set of complex numbers. Fixed a positive integer n, let C* = C x
-+ - X C denote the Euclidean space of complex dimension n. For z = (21, --- , z,) and
w = (wy,- - ,w,) in C", the inner product of z and w is defined by (z,w) = 2wy +
-+ ++2,Wy,. The open unit ball in C™ is the set B, = {z € C" : |z]| = \/(z,2) < 1} (we
write as D when n = 1), and the boundary of B, is the set S,, = {z € C" : |z| = 1}.
The class of holomorphic functions and the space of bounded holomorphic functions
on B, are denoted by H(B,) and H*(B,), respectively. For a € B,, let ¢, be
the holomorphic automorphism of B, satisfying with ¢,(0) = a, ¢.(a) = 0 and
0.t = @, Tt follows from Lemma 1.3 in [1] that

L= () palw)) = B e B) ()

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

1= (o = LD e = 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 € B, : p(z,a) <r}, where ((z,a)= =log

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 B,. If f € F(p,q, s), then

sup / V()P — |22) g - du(2)

weB, JB, [P (2)]

3 L APV
= sup (1~ [uf?) /B T W)

of of
2L ,a—%@)) (see [3)).

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

where Vf(z) = (

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 < oo and 0 < rg < 1 such that

(i) % is decreasing on [rg, 1); (ii) % is increasing on [rg, 1).

62

e Y
5 {loglogl_TQ} (¢ >0, —oc0 <

For example, pu(r) = (1 —7%)log” N
B, v < 00) is this kind of normal function.

Without losing generality, let ro = 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 g be a normal function on [0,1). For p > 0 and s > 0, if
fe H(B,)

< 00,

/ (L= [wP)Y V£ p(l2) dv@)}’l’

1= (zw)>  1—]z?

and |||l = |£(0)] + { sup

wE By,
then f is said to belong to the normal weight general function space F(p, u1, s).

It is easy to prove that F'(p, i, s) is a Banach space with the norm ||.||,, s when
p > 1, and F(p, p1,s) is a complete distance space with p(f,g) = [|f — gl ., when
0<p<l.

This paper also involves the normal weight Bloch type space and the weighted
Bergman space. We give their definitions, respectively.

Definition 1.3 Let g be a normal function on [0,1). The normal weight Bloch
type space B,(B,) consists of holomorphic function f in B, such that

[1£ll5, = 1FO) + sup u(|z])[V f(2)] < o0.
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The space B,(B,) is a Banach space under the norm ||.||,. In particular, B,(B,)
is just the a-Bloch space BY(B,,) when pu(r) = (1 —r?)® (a > 0).

Definition 1.4 For a > —1 and p > 0, the weighted Bergman space A?(B,)
consists of holomorphic function f in B, such that [, 5, |[(2)|P dva(z) < oo, where
dvg(2) = co(l —|2]2)* dv(2), co =T(n+1+a)/n!T(a+ 1) and v(B,) = 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 B,,, W. Rudin gave the following Proposition in [19]:
Proposition A Let ¢t > —1 and ¢ be real. Then the integrals

B do () ond (o) — (1= Jw/*)’ o(w) (s
1= || g ey w4 T = [, [ a0 € B

have the following asymptotic properties:

(1) I(z)=J(z)=1 whenec<0. (2) I(z) = J(z) = log %W when ¢ = 0.
— |2

1
(3) I(z) < J(2) < —————— when ¢ > 0.
(1 —z?)
For two points in B,,, 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 § > —1, r>0, t >0 and k > 0. Then the integral

(1—|z]?)° ko€
Jw.a :/ log dv(z) (w,a € B,
T e L (a8 T ap @) )

has the following bidirectional estimates:

(1) Jypa=<1 when t+r—~6 <n+1.

(2) Jwaxlogkﬂ; when t+r—60=n+1, t>0 and r>0.
’ 11— (w,a)l

1 e e
3) Jpa = log” ]
B oa = T 8 T P 8 T (0, pu(@)]
when t—d=n-+1>r—46 and r > 0.

1 e

4 Jpa = log”®
W e = Tyt 8 [T (o a)]

when t+r—0 >n+1>max{r—4, t—4d}.

1 e e
(5) Jua =< log® log
11— (w, @) 1 — w27 (1= (w, pu(a))]

1 e e

+ log” log when t—0 =n+1=r—9.
11— (w, )]t " 1 —a]? 7 |1 = (a, pq(w))]
1

(6) o= log" ¢ when t—96 > n+1 > r—9J.

T (= Jw)nt - (w,aéV

1 —fw/?



(—fuPystst e (e e

) Tpa =< 1 1
O oo = g T I fwal % TP
when t—90>n+1,r—90>n+1.
1 e
8) Iy, = log®
R e T e e e B
1 e e
log® 1 hen ¢ — ¢ > 1=r—29.
T wal TP BN (@] nELsT
9) _fw,axlogl’“rl1 e‘ E when t—0=n+1 and r=0.
— W

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

_ do(§)
[w’a N /8B |1 - <£’w>|n+t |1 - <€7a>|n+r

(w,a € By,)

has the following bidirectional estimates:

(1) I,.=<1 when t+7r+n<0.

e
2) Ilyq=<log——— when ¢ =0.
(2) , Og|1—<w,a>| when t+7r+n
(3) I ! 1 ‘ hen t=0>
wa = 0g when ¢ = T,
1= (w,a)|"* = 1 = (w, pu(a))|
1
(4) I,.= 1= (w, ) when ¢t +7r+n >0 > max{r,t}.
1 e
(5) Iya= log when t=0=r.
1= (w,a)[" 1= |pu(a)?
1
(6) Ipa= when ¢t >0 > r.
(1= |wP)* |1 = (w, a)[**"
(1 —Jw*)™ (L—lal*)™
7)) Lypa=< hen ¢ >0,r > 0.
R 0 e T U
1— |w|?)~? 1
8) Ipa= ( [wl) € when ¢t >0=r.

log
1= (w,a)[" 1= (w,a)[""* 71— [eq(w)]?
Note 1 Whent—0 >n+1=r—9, it follows from Lemma 2.2 in [10] that

1 — 2\o+n+1—t 1
1. = 4wl + log ‘ — L.
Tt = {w @t L= (w, @)t 1 = Jpa(w)]?
However, it follows from Theorem 3.1 (case k = 0) in [12] that
1— 2\0+n+1—t 1
Jw,a = ( |w| ) ST . lOg (& _ L2.
1= (w, @)t 1= (w, a)[* 7 1 = (pa(w), a)

Although the expressions of L; and Ly are different, L; and Ly are equivalent.
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e
In fact, Ly < Ly is obvious. Conversely, let sup z'°"!log— = M. Then
0<z<2 x

1 e[l1—(w,a)| t—6—n—1

w108 ~ 1wl o 1—wpP o e|ll — (w,a)]
(1,|w|2)6+n+1—t - >| 1 . |'LU|2
[T () P71

<M =

1 ell — (w,a)|
1= (w,a)[f

M(1— [y

Ly < Ly + 11— <w7a>’6+n+1

< (M +1)L,.

In practical applications, the following integrals are often encountered (for exam-
ple, Zhou and Chen took advantage of the case k = 2 in [8]):

k

! do(§) and

6t = | T |

1—[z]2)0
Fw) = /Bn B _(<Z7w|>||n—&)-1+6+c

where § > —1, c and k are real numbers.

g

k
dv(z) (w € By),

log

1—(z,w)

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 B,,, we also consider the
bidirectional estimates of the following integral in some cases:

(1_|Z|2)(S —k € k €
Ju, :/ log log dv(z) (w,n € B,),
1 TGl =Gl % = 8 T=pep ©E) )

where 0 > —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 X7

(2) What conditions do the function g need if we want to have fg € Y for all
f € X7 In particular, does fg still belong to X if f and g belong to X 7

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 1(wy,ws) = wy and X = Y = B(U?), the Bloch space with
2-dimensional unit cylinder as support domain. It is easy to prove that

+ log € B(U?).

=1
f(wr, w2) = log 1—w, oy
But ¢ f does not belong to B(U?). 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 €2. If ¥ f belongs

to Y for all f € X, then v is called a pointwise multiplier from X to Y.
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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, i, s) to B,(B,,) in this paper.

2. Some Lemmas

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

Lemma 2.1 Let ¢>0, 6 > —1, k be real. Then the integrals

L1 —r) e
L(p) = log® dr and
)= || e o g

Lo(1—r) e(l — pr)
L(p) = log® < 1

have the following bidirectional estimates:

(1) Li(p) < I(p) <1 whenc=0and k < —1.
1 e
2) I(p) < ———log" —— when ¢ > 0.
Rl Ty
(3) Li(p) < Ix(p) < log"*! 1Tep when ¢ =0 and k£ > —1.
2
when c =0 and k = —1.

e
(4) Li(p) = L2(p) < loglog 1

Proof If there exists a constant 0 < pg < 1 such that 0 < p < pg, then it is
obvious that these quantities are equivalent. We only need to consider p that is
sufficiently close to 1. Therefore, we may let p > 1/2.

1—
By a change of variables z = (1—r)p7 we have that
1 ’ e(l —x)
I = 9(1 —z)* tlogh — da.
=1 —-p)cp5+1./£ R i e
It is clear that
1
3 1—
/ 2°(1 — )¢ log” el —7) dz = log" c
0 L—p L=p

1 _
Otherwise, let y = 1—30 We have that
—p

p 1— P 1—
/ 2°(1 — )¢ log" el —z) dr =< / (1 — ) log" el —z) dx
: I=p : L=p

1
2(1-p)
—O—WY/ "y logh ey dy.
1
6



This means that

1 p €
(L—r)p

ﬁ c—1 k
+ y“ " log” ey dy.
1

By changes of variables x = and y =1+ x, we have that

1 I-p x°
2(p) (1 _p)cp6+1/0 (1 4 x)dt1+e oghe(l+x) dr

1
1 T 1
= 1 — logFey dy % .
T (o e,

If p— 17, then there are the following results:

30—p) 1
/ ’ v ogh ey dy = - log” ©  when ¢ > 0,
1 (1—p) 1—p

1

1

BIeen) 1

/ ’ yogh ey dy < / ’ glogk ey dy = loght? 1—6p when £ > —1,
1 2 -

1

5 1 2
- log ™! ey dy = loglog ¢ ,

2 Y - P

) “17.0—1 -
y logm ey dy <
1

1 1

Ty ogt ey dy < [ Slogtey dy <1 when k < —
ylog”ey dy < yogey y =<1 when £ < —1.

1 2

This proof is complete. O

Lemma 2.2 For t >n>r >0 and k<0, let
Ly = / 1 e

s L= (&) L=l 1= (&)

1 e
wn 2 1ogk .
T (1 = w21 = (w, )| 11— (w,n)

log"

do(&) (w,n € B,). Then

L

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

1 [yl
1< sup 2flog? € < max {es_lyl (M) , 2°1log? g} : (2.1)

0<z<?2 x &

For any uw € S, and k <0, it follows from (2.1) that

r —k e|1_<u’w>’
|1 — <U, @w(n»’ IOg ’1 _ <w’77>H1 — <u790w(77)>|
S 1= Gl o™ [ + o™ o |
ook ¢ = log™* -
N T T I T o]



By a change of variables £ = ¢, (u), (1.1)-(1.2), (4.7) in [1], the increasing property
of integral mean of holomorphic function, we obtain that

(ST iy LS E2 U R
S,

Lo = Tt Js, 1= (u ol BT (@ I — (a, o)
> ! log" / 11— (u, W) do(u)
S R L T e A e

1 e
2 = eyl = o % = ()]

This proof is complete. O
Lemma 2.3 ([31]) Let x be a normal function on [0, 1). Suppose that a and b
are the two parameters in the definition of . Then there are the following results.

(1) Forall z,w e By,
.2\ @ .12\ b
ulle) (1 |Z|2) +(1 |Z|2> .
pllwl) = \1 = |w| 1 — Juwl
(2) If z € B,, then p(Jw|) < pu(]z]) for all w € D(z,1).

This Lemma comes from Lemma 2.2 in [31].

Lemma 2.4 Let p be a normal function on [0, 1), and let yi;(r) = (1—r2)" 7 p(r)

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

’Vf( )l HfHPHS and
(1= [w]?)™ pu(fw])
{ \w\ dp }
w)| {1+ — [ llpps for allw € B,.
o (1=p%) 7 plp)
In particular, F(p, i, s) = By, (B,) when s > n.

Proof For any [ € {1,2,--- ,n} and w € B, by Lemma 2.20 and Lemma 2.24

in [1], Lemma 2.3, we have that
of

of " !
a—wl(w) SW/L;WU 8_21(2)
25— / (1= JwP)* |V f(2)[" pP(]2]) do(2)
D(w,1)

dv(z)

1= w|

<(

= Juf)
~ o pe(w)) 1= {z,w)*(1 = [2[?)
)
)

(1= oy

> W Hf”plts'

This shows that

Vf(w)] = Z

1

}P< [Fily

8wl (1= Jw]2) % uw])

)= 3o




Therefore, F(p, p1,s) C B,, (B,). Moreover, we have that

INM—P&~w®ﬁ[WﬂWM@@

|w] dp
N s
N{ -/ O—ﬁfme}WM%

When s > n, for any f € B,,(B,) and w € B,, it follows from Proposition A that

(1 [ VA=) ()
/n|rwamwu—vm @0 (2)
Siift, [ O S o)

= flls,, = [f€F®ns) = Bu(Bn) < Fp,p,s).

This proof is complete. O
Lemma 2.5 ([32, 33]) Let p be a normal function on [0, 1) and

g(u) =1 +22j u" (ue€ D),
j=1

where n; is the integral part of (1 —r;)™%, wu(r;) =277 (j =1,2,...). Then there
are the following results:

(1) g(r) is increasing on [0, 1), and there exist My > 0 and M; < oo such that

inf p(r)g(r) > My, supp(jul)|g(u)] < M,
TG[O,I) ueD

(2) There exists a constant My < oo such that

sup (1 —r)u(r)g (r) < M.
rel0,1)

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 a> —1, if fe€ AL(B,), then

= f(w) Vo lW z
16)= | =t e dunlw) (€ B,).

This Lemma comes from Theorem 2.2 in [1].

3. Main Results

We first prove three propositions.



Proposition 3.1 Let ¢ and k be real, 6 > —1. Then the integrals

1 e ¥
G(w) :/Sn TS logl_ o do(§) and
1 —[z]%)° k
F(w):/Bn |1_<<2711J>||714>-1+5+c 10g1—(z,w> dv(z) (w € B,)

have the following bidirectional estimates:
(1) G(w) < F(w) =<1 whenc¢<0,orc=0and k < —1.

1 & e

(2) G(w) =< F(w) < DG log e

when ¢ > 0.

(3) G(w) < F(w) < log"*™ %m when ¢ =0 and k > —1.
— |w

2

(4) G(w) < F(w) < loglogle—||2 when ¢ =0 and k£ = —1.
— |w

Proof If there exists a constant 0 < py < 1 such that 1 — |w|*> > pg, then these

bidirectional estimates are obvious. Therefore, we let 1 — |w|? be sufficiently close
to 0. When |z|] > 1, it is clear that

log |2] < |log 2| = /{log [2])? + (arg 2)? < log ¢"|2|. (3.1)

This shows that

= 1 Ok € o)
“m“éArmeMJgu—@wﬂd@‘

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

1 e 1
log” <
= (w8 T (w)] ~ [T = (& w)[+

for all £ € S, and w € B,,. It follows from the increasing property of integral mean
of holomorphic function and Proposition A that

= 1.

do(€)
1§“”5AJmemwd

By a change of variables £ = ¢,,(n), (4.7) in [1], (1.1)-(1.2), we have that

_ 1 1 o=l o J(w)
G(w) = /Sn|1_<77 log do(n)

(1 —fw]?)e ywy["e 1= w? (1 = fw]?)

Next, we consider J(w) when ¢ > 0.
10



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

i 1 el — |w|e?| db
J(w) = : log® -
(w) /_w 11— [wle®[i<""® "1 _|[wP 2n
/7r 1 p €21+ |w|* — 2Jw| cos ) db
= — log
0 (14—\7UL;\2—2|w|0059)1T (1 — |w[*)? 2+
1 [ 1— %) 3 2(1+ [wf? — 2
] / (1—a%) _ logke( + |w] : 2lex) e
2 J 1 (1 + Jwl? — 2w|z) 2 (1= [w]?)
1 -1 2 2
1— 1 —2
= logh — / (I—z)2 _ 1ng6( + |w] 22leﬂf) .
1 — |wl o (1+ |w]?—2w|z)> (1= fw]?)

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

1 H(1 -
p= (1+ Jw)( x)) we have that
1+ |w|? = 2w|x

k

- L
c 14+ |w
J(w) = log —— 1 (1 [ul) / —dp
1= Jwl 0 ,0% (1_ 2\%\1}\/\;) 2
1+|w
k e
. e 1 o8 T
= 1 _— 1— ¢cl1 Lt
o8 = (el {1 [,
. (1— 1+\w\2)
k e
k € v los _2‘7‘\2
= 1 _ 1-— ¢ il .
o8 1—\w\2+( [l /0 2wlp |12 i
(1 - 1+|w|2>

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

(L= 2", ell - ul
= -1 1 A(z).
J(w) = (n—1) /D e S

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

1_‘2‘2>n—2 e
J<1ke/< dA(2) = log" —
(W) S8 TR [ T el 43 =18 Tp

If ¢ > 0 and k£ < 0, then we take 0 < & < ¢. It is easy to obtain that
ex

€ k
sup 2° logh ——— = max {(1 — |w|?)F,log" —} <log
1—|w|<z<1+|w| 1 — |w|? 1 — |w|

e
1= fw*

Therefore, it follows from Proposition A that

1_|Z|2>n72 e
J<1’“6/( dA(2) = log" —
(W) Slog" 105, =Tl M) =108 T

11



On the other hand, we have that

1— 2\n—2 1 —
J(w) 2 / ( ) logk el [wl#| dA(z) < log]’c ¢
|

aet 1= wlz[n=e 1—|w]? 1—Jwl*
This means that J(w) < log"* %m when ¢ > 0. Therefore,
— |w
G(w) L gt © hen ¢ > 0
w) < 0 when ¢ > 0.
L= fwP)y ™ =P
2 1-—
For any 1/2 < p < 1 and any real number k, let x = % Similar to the
previous calculation, we can obtain that
/7T 1 : 1 kell_p’w|ew| ﬁxlogk €
LT el Tl 27 T Jup?
/1 1 log" e*(1 + p*lw|* — 2plw|r) dr
o (1+p*wf? = 2plwlr): (1= |w]?)? Vi-r
logh C0-pw)? (1 4 1y
& e 1 - p\wl)2 & A uwp)? z
= log 5+ — T — dz.
L= Jw (1= plw])" 23 (1+a)3

It is clear that

8

o1 p €2(1— plwl])® _ ok €0 = plwl)
/ T n log (1 — | |2>2 (1 + .T) dl’ = lOg 1_—||
o z2(l+x)2 w w

When k£ > 0, we have that

(1 — plwl])? k € (1 — plwl|)?
log® — e (1 +2) X log" ——— - + log®(1 + z). Therefore,
(1= [w[?)? (1 —[w]?)?
w1 (1= plu])?
(—plw)) — plw
- log" (1+2) dx
é 27 (1+2)% (1 — fw]?)?
<1 1
5/ W{logkw—i-log (x—i—l)} dx
8 x2 1= fwl?
_ 1—
gt ol el il
= |w| 1 — |w|
When £ < 0, we have that
(1 — p|w])? k €2(1— plw])®
logh —— 1 (] log"® ——————. Theref
og SPBE (1+2z) <log 1= wp)? erefore,
o1 L (1 — plwl)?
— log 14 2) dx
/g 23(1 4 )8 (1= Jw]?)? ( )
1—plw]) [~ 1 k €(1 — plw])
< log" & / dv = logh S — 2121

12



This means that

[ TRy
. |1 = plw|e?|” 1—|w| 27
e 1 e(1 — plw))
= log* + loght &2 — AW
L—Jwl* (1= plw)) 1 — |w|

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

e ! e Y (1-p e(l — plw

)n72
1= plu) %% 1= [u]

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

Finally, we consider F(w).

When ¢ < 0, let ¢ < ¢ <0. By (3.1), (2.1) and Proposition A, we have that
1— 2\d

B, [1 = (z,w)[rt+ore =2 1 — (2, w))

(1 |z’
S, T G S

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

1 RY e
F(w)x/o( (1=r) log®

—dp,
1= plw)tive 2% 1= pluw| 7

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

log® dv(z)

The proof is complete. O

Proposition 3.2 For § > —1, r >0, t >0, k>0, the integral

(L—1[2*)° S
Juwy = / log log" ———— dv(z
" o TGl = Gl [T G| T )
(w,n € B,,) has the following bidirectional estimates:

(1) When r+t—0>n+1>max{t—0, r—0d},
1

Jwn = .
T e
(2) When t—d=n+1>r—9,
1 e e e
Jwy < log™" log” log .
L= wm)l 1= (w,m = T=Jw> 7 [1 = (w, pu(n))]
(3) When t—0>n+1>r—94,
1 e e
Jwy < log™* log” .
T = Py = (w ) 1= (w,m| 7 1—w?

Proof Without losing generality, let 1 —|w|? and |1 — (w, )| be sufficiently close
to 0. It follows from (3.1) that

_ (L —12*)°

Jw/\/
i Bn|],—-<Z,U»’t’1 _'<27W>V

—k e p €
log
1= (zm = 1]z

log dv(z).

13



By a partition of B, there exist 2, {25, Q3, 24 such that B = Q; U Qs UQ3UQy,
where ; and € (j # k) are mutually disjoint. By Lemma 3.3 in [34], we have

1= (w)l ST =(wnl S =(zmnl (zc);
1= (ml S = (w,m] S = (2w (z€D)
1= (w,m SN = (wlST=(zn] (z€s);
1= (w,m SN =(m S = (zw)] (z€).

When z € ©; UQ3, we have that |1 — (z,n)| 2 |1 — (w,n)|. If t =06 > n+1, then
it follows from Proposition B(6) that

(1 - ’Z|2)6 —k € k €
J :/ log log dv(z
' e TGl L= % = (o] % T=Jop @0

1 L e A=zP) e

<———logF log dv(z)

1= (w, n)|" 1= (w,n)| Jp, L= (z,w)[" = 1= 22

1 e e

= log* log" .
(1 = fw)=omn =L = (w, p)|" 1= (w1 —[w]?
When ¢t — 0 = n+ 1, we may take 0 < ¢ < r. This means that (r—e) —d <n+1
and r —e > 0. By a change of variables z = ¢, (u), (1.1)-(1.2), Proposition B(2),

we have that

(3.2)

_1.12)6
5y < 1 log—k e (1 |Z| ) log |Z\2 dv( )
1= (w,n)l* 11— (w,m| Jp, [1 = (z,w)[+"+H1 = (z,n)|=
) o (1= 4 08" g o)
= log -
1= (w,n)|" 11— Cw,n)| Jp, L= (u, w)[ P01 — (u, o))"~
_ 1 - e (1 — |ul?)° {1ogk T log® e dv(u)
ST o oy 08 —(r—e r—e
1= (w, ]’ 11— (w,m| Jp, 11— (u,w)]? =0T = (u, 0 (n))]
log™*
[1—(w,n)] k_ ¢ ¢ k+1 €
= —————<log log + log }
1= {w,m[" { L= w1 = (w, pu(n))| 11— (w, u(n))]
1 e e e
= —— log™" log" log . (3.3)
1= (w,m 1= (w7 T=]wP = [1 = (w, u()

Let m = |1 — (w,n)|. When z € Qs Uy, it is clear that
1= (zw)| 2 (m+ 1= (zm]) = |m+1-(zn)]

When n > 1, it is similar to the proof of (3.17) in [12] (we omit some processes).
If r—6<n+1<t+r—24J,then it follows from Lemma 1.8 and (1.13) in [1] that

(1 - |Z|2)(s —k € k €
J. :/ log log dv(z
2= oo T= o L= (m 8 1= 1= @)

! oGk 6 { p 1 =[P —k € }
5/0(1 p)logl—fﬂ p Im 41— p&[t1 — pé]" log |1—p£|dA<£> 4

1 c (o—lu—1)"2, e
< logh —— / lo_k—dAu}d
A( 2 gl—p{hlkprm+wmm B gy ) g dp
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< Jemt [ A e s
v [ pog {/ / oyt L dee} dp
< /01(1 — p)°logk 1ip {/lip%logk% dR}dp—i— 1

< St p L e e

1
1 pees xnflfr e 1 e
= log™F — 1—p)Vlog" —— dpbde+1
i | (ET mx{/m( p)log" ) dp g dwt

1
1 s xn+6fr
= d 1
mr+t—0-—n—1 /0' (]_ —|—£L’)t T+
< 1 ' n—+o—r r+t—5—n—2 dy = 1
= =t J, Yy (1—-y) ¥y= 11— (w,n)|+to-n-1 (3.4)

When n > 1, it is similar to the proof of (3.4). If t —d <n+1<r+1t—9J, then
we can also get that

(1= |2[*)"log" =F
Ji1 S / - 1=l log™* c dv(z)
gy 1= (zw)[f [m 41— (z,w)|" m + 1 = (z,w)]

1 ™ l,nJr(S t .
S mrHt—0—-n—1 / (1 + )Tl P - log % dr + 1.
0 )" log" s

It is clear that

1

/ — logk—dxg/ kilogk—dx
o (14 ) log Y] mx o log"= mx

1 1
3 3 1
< / 2"t dx 4 log ™" E/ 2" ogh = dr < 1.
0 mJo x

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

1

poos n+do—t
/ < logh -5 dz
1 (T+a)r log" Y] ma

1
m+1
= Y

1

3
1

5 [ yn—l—é—t(l . y)r+t—6—n—2 dy — 1.
3

This shows that

s P S e(l—y ce(l—y
+4é t(l_y)+t§ QIng (m )logk (m )dy

1
J <
FY T g

when t—0<n+1l<r+t—3Jdandn>1 (3.5)

The proof of case n = 1 is similar to the proof of Lemma 1 in [35].
15



It follows from (3.4) and (3.5) that the “ <7 part of (1) is true. It follows from
(3.3) and (3.4) that the “ <7 part of (2) is true. It follows from (3.2) and (3.4) that
the “ <7 part of (3) is true. Next, we consider “ 2 ” parts.

Whent—d<n+1andr—4§<n+1, it follows from Proposition B(4) that

z|%) 1
Jwm 2 / (1 dv(z) < .
1 s, L=zt 1= ()" ( 1= (w,m)[r+e=ont
This shows that the “ = ” part of (1) is true.
When t —§ > n+ 1, by a change of variables z = ¢,,(u) and (1.1), we have that

e|1—(u,w)|

1-— \w\2)5+”+1‘t/ 1= (u, ()| 7" (1 = [uf?)’ log" de( u)

1-— r _ 26 +2n+2—r—t e[1—(u,n)|
1= (w,m)] 1= (u, w) log" [ e

(olupyen 11— G, pu )] (1 = ) log® Al du(u)
lul<3g

Jwy = (

- 1— r _ 20++2n+2—r—t e|l—(un)|
1= {w,m) 1= (u,w)| log" T Tt
1 e e
= log* log" :
(1 = w[?)t =071 — (w, m)|" 11— (w,m)| 1 — |w|?

This shows that the “ 2> ” part of (3) is true.

When t —§ =n+1>r—4¢, by Lemma 1.8 in [1], Lemma 2.2 and (1 — p|w|?)/2 <
1 — plw| <1 — plw|? for any 0 < p < 1 and w € B, we have that

' (1-p%)° € €
Jw Z/ log” log™ " ——— dp
T o (L= PP = plw, ) 1= p? 1= p(w,n)l
' 1-p)° € €
> log* g™ — ¢ 3.6
| T T e 49
2
When |w| > 1/4/2, it follows from a change of variables 2 = ’1’ C | ‘2> that

' 1—p) € €
log” logF —— dp
/o (1= plw?)* 1 = plw,p)|" = 1—p 1= plw,m)

w|? -r
S Y e PR (KUK WL
WG fy T—x jw]?(1 — ) (1= [w]?)z
(&
x log™"
w,n)(1—|w|?)z
’1 - (w, 77> + < |Z})|(2(1|_$I))

> g 1—|w*\ ™" e(l —x) e
N/é 1—3:(m+ 1—:1:) o8 1 —|wl|? °8 m 4 el v

> g 1— w2\ ™" 1—
> log™F — ‘ (m + ol ) log" cl—2) dx.
mJi o 1—x 11—z

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

: (1—p)f : e
log” logF —— dp
/0 (1 —f)IwIQ)‘S“Il—,f)<wﬂ7>|’”16 1—p 11— p{w,n)|




em p €

1 e
> —log *—1 1 : 3.7
R loe s T s lo T (3.7)
When t —0 =n+1>r—4, it follows from (3.6) and (3.7) that
1 e e e
Jwn 2 log™* log” log :
Y= (w, )l 1= (wm = T=]wP = [1 = (w,un))]

This shows that the “ 2 7 part of (2) is true. This proof is complete. O
Proposition 3.3 Let 1, 1o be two normal functions on [0,1), h € H(B,). If

pa(lz)|h(2)]
e ()
sup (1 =12 m(=DIVA(z) - M
2€By, M2(|Z|)

Proof Let g be this function in Lemma 2.5, matching ps. For any w € B, let
Fu(2) = h(2)g((z,w)). It follows from Lemma 2.5 that

(2D Ful2)] = % S(=Dlg(z )] < Mpa(l{e,w)a((z )| < MM

for all z € B,. Moreover, we have that |F,(z)] < M;M/u(0)(1 — |2[*)®, where
by the larger parameter in the definition of ;. When a > by — 1, it is clear that
F, € AL(B,). It follows from Lemma 2.6 that

Fy(u) dvg(u)
F,(z) = B,).
0= [ Gy e B
Let a; be the smaller parameter in the definition of py. By Lemma 2.3 and
Proposition A, we have that

= M < oo, then

R [ LMot

/ ML — [2*)* (L — Ju?)* " do(u / M(1— |2[*)" (1 — Ju[*)* " dv(u)

1= (z,u)[r+2te 1= (2, u)|+2te

1o |z|2
In particular, if we take z = w, then it is clear that
(1 = [w)m(jw])lg(jw*) Vh(w) + h(w)g (lw|*)@] < M.
Suppose that by is the larger parameter in the definition of uy. By Lemma 2.5

and the definition of normal function, it is clear that

(= fwP)mluDVREL 22 g ey o) V) g (wl?)

o] =M
<+ PRIl o () < M1+ M)

This proof is complete. O

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

W € H(B,) and 0 < s < n. Then there are the following results:
17



1) If fol 1 (p)(1—p) % dp < oo, then ¢ is a pointwise multiplier from F(p, 1, s)
to B,(B,,) if and only if ¢ € B,(B,,) and

sup — AL (3.5)

=B p(|2))(1 = [22) 7

Iffo1 ) 1=p)F dp=ocand 1+ [ = (p)(1—p*) 7" dp = p(r)(1—
, then 77/1 is a pointwise multiplier from F (p, i, s) to B,(B,) if and only if
(3.8) holds.

Proof Suppose that ¢ € B,(B,) and (3.8) holds. For any f € F(p,u,s) and
z € B, with |z| > 1/2, it follows from Lemma 2.4 and Proposition 3.3 that

V(2DIV @ 1)(2)] < v(2D NIV FE)] + (12D Vo)1 (2)]
< el
(=) ullz)

|2| dp
+ (|=)IV(2) {1+ }||f||w
/0 nlp)(1—p?)" s
N ||f||p,#,s = ||¢f“p,u,s < Q.

This means that ¢ is a pointwise multiplier from F(p, p, s) to B, (By,).

>1+

Conversely, let 1 be a pointwise multiplier from F(p, i, s) to B,(B,). It follows
from the closed graph theorem that My : f — % f is a bounded operator from
F(p,p,s) to B,(B,). First, it is clear that ¢ € B,(B,,) by taking f(z) = 1. Suppose
that b is the larger parameter in the definition of . For any w € B, with |w| > 1/2,
we take that

(= JwP) 1—|w 1 .
ful?) = p(Jwl) {(1—<z,w>)b+1+’£ (1—<z,w>)b+2} (2 € Bu).

Then f,(w) = 0 and it follows from Lemma 2.3 that

(A = [PV IVLu(2)P w2 (1<)
/ e

(1 Jul) (1 — a2y po(l2]) »
S /B (D= (= )L — (o wy ol — ) 407

(1= Jul?)*(1 = |w[2)Prs(1 — |2]2)rb-1 ”
S/n 11— (z,u)[2[1 — (z, w)[probin dv(z)

S L i B

|1 - <Z,u>‘25‘1 - <Z’w>|p+pb+n

dv(z) = Jy + Jo.

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

(L= Jul*)* (1 = Jw)*
(1= [w)P[1 = (u, w)> ™~
18
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When 2s > pb + n, it follows from Proposition B(7) and 0 < s < n that

(1 [u?)*(1 = [w]?)r* (1= [u2)*(1 = w2
(1= [w)P|1 = (u,w) |2 (1 — [uf2)ZPo—n|1 — (u, w)[preben ~

Jlx

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

s Q=)@ = Jwl)rr (1= Ju?) (A = jw) e
FT (= PRt = (uw)? 1= (w ) 8 L= (pu(w), u)
< = JulP)*( = JwP)rre (1= fu?) (1 = [w)P
~ (1= )P = (u,w) [ 1= (u, w)[prebin=e ™~

Similarly, we may prove that J, < 1. This shows that || f,|[p.s S 1.
If ¢ is a pointwise multiplier from F'(p, i, s) to B,(B,,), then we have that

v(|w])|(w)]
Myl Z [IMyl||] fwllpps = v([w)| V(@ fu)(w)] < — .
1My || Z (| M| |-]]fo] (lw)IV (¥ fu)(w)| 1 (o) ()

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

Corollary 3.5 Let p and v be two normal functions on [0,1). Suppose that
¢ e H(B,), s >n and v(p) = (1 — p2) 7 u(p) is a normal function on [0,1). Then
1 is a pointwise multiplier from F'(p, u, s) to B,(B,) if and only if (3.8) holds and

Il d
sup v((:]) Vo (o) [ f o <o
2€Bn o u(p)(1—p?) >

Proof It follows from Lemma 2.4 that F(p,u,s) = B,(B,) when s > n. By
Theorem A in [6], we may obtain this result.

In Theorem 3.4, if fol p(p)(1 —p?) 7 dp = oo and 1+ Jo e (1 — p2) 7 dp
is not equivalent to 1 (r)(1 — 72)"" % for 0 < 7 < 1, then we do not give the the
necessary and sufficient conditions. However, there are the following results for the
normal weight p(r) = (1 — r2)* log” % (>0, —00 < 3 < 00).

Corollary 3.6 Let v be a normal function on [0,1). Suppose that u(r) =
(1 —7%)2log” 25 (a >0, —00 < < ), ¢ € H(B,) and 0 < s < n. Then there

1—r2
are the following results:

(1) If pa+n—p<s,or pa+n—p=s>0and > 1, then ¢ is a pointwise
multiplier from F(p, p, s) to B,(B,) if and only if ¢ € B, (B,) and (3.8) holds.

(2) If pa+n—p > s, then 1 is a pointwise multiplier from F(p, p, s) to B, (B,,)
if and only if (3.8) holds.

(3) If pa+n—p=s>0and =1, then ¢ is a pointwise multiplier from
F(p,p,s) to B,(B,) if and only if (3.8) holds and

e
sup v(|2])|Vi(2)]loglog ———7 < oo. (3.9)
2E€By, 1 - |Z|
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(4) If pa+n—p=s>0and < 1, then ¢ is a pointwise multiplier from
F(p,p,s) to B,(B,) if and only if (3.8) holds and

sup v(]z])| Vi (2)| log' ="

ZEn 1_

< 00. 3.10
oE <% (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 € B, with |w| > 1/2, we take the test function

Cule) = {/0<z,w> L 1 log } //w2

<va> 1 ﬁ e
~ 9 log=® —— dt B,).
/0 Tl T 4 (2€B)

lOg_ﬁ 1L—t dt

~+

We know that p+s—n—1=pa—1> —1, 2s+p—(p+s—n—1) =s+n+1>n+1
andp— (p+s—n—1)=—-s+n+1<n+1. When §>0and 0 <s < p, for any
u € By, it follows from Proposition 3.2(1) that

/ (L= [uP)'[VGu(2)IP pP(l2]) do(2)
. (1= [z = (z,w)*

[ QYO g o)

~ JB, |1—(2;,u>\25\1—<z,w>|plogpﬁW;w>|

_ (1 — Jul?)® _ (A= fulP)
’1 _ <u7 w>‘25+pf(p+sfnfl)fnfl ‘1 _ <U, ’LU)‘S ~

When 8 > 0 and s = p, we choose 0 < ¢ < p. For any u € B, it follows from
Proposition 3.2(2) and (2.1) that

[ (1~ [u2) VG (P (|2]) du(2)
T P ()P

QPP e e .
S el T ()] T JaP BT puw)
= Lol )l log

1 (u e P 1 (u pu(w))]

€ e €
1— “ilog P —— <1,
1_|u|2‘ <u7w>| Og |1_<u’w>| ~Y

og P

x (1= [uf?)? log"
When 5 > 0 and s > p, it follows from Proposition 3.2(3) and (2.1) that
/ (L= [ul)*[VGu(2) P pP(|2]) dv(z)
. (T =[P = (2w

(1 — Jul*)®
(= Jul)o P = (u, w) P

(& (&
log " —————log?” <1
B M)t T up
20



When g <0, it follows from Proposition B(6)-(8) that
/ (L= [uP)*[VGu(2) P pP(l2]) do(2)
. (1= [z = (zu)*
_ 2\s _ 2\p+s—n—1
¢ [ QSBPO=LRrea o

’1_<27u>’28’1_<zaw>’p ~

This shows that ||Gyl|p s S 1. If ¥ is a pointwise multiplier from F(p, i, s) to
B,(B,), then we may obtain that

1 e
loe™® —— dt < ||M
08 T S | Myl|,

lw|?
o (ju]) [V (w)| /

According to the arbitrariness of w, we can get (3.9) and (3.10) by different cases.
This proof is complete. O

In particular, when v(r) = (1—12)"7 u(r) in Corollary 3.6, it follows from Lemma
2.4 that F(p, u,s) C B,(B,). Moreover, there are the following results:

Corollary 3.7 Let pu(r) = (1 —72)*log” %5 If v(r) = (1 —72)*""% log” %,

(a >0, —00 < B < 00) is a normal function on [0,1) and ¢ € H(B,,), then ¢ is a
pointwise multiplier from F'(p, i, s) to B,(B,,) if and only if

(1) v € B,(B,) when pa+n—p<s,or pa+n—p=s>0and > 1.
(2) v € H®(B,) when pa+n—p>s.
(3) v € H*(B,) and

e e

ZGBTL
when pa+n—p=s>0and =1
(4) Y € H®(B,) and

sup (1 — |2]3)|V(2)] logL < 00 (3.12)
z€Bp 1- |Z|2

when pa+n—p=s>0and  <1.
Proof It follows from Lemma 2.4 that B,(B,) C H*(B,) when fol wHp)(1 —

s—n

p*)» < oo. 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 ¥(z) =
z1+1
=1, then 1 € H®(B,). But

sup (1 — [2]*)| Vi) (2)| log —— > sup (1 — |1]*)| Ve (21)| log

z2EBy 1— |Z| z1€D 1— |Zl|2
2(1 —1r?) EECE W 2 e
— Sup 2 @ 1l4+r<—2rcoso log 5 Z Sup — log ) = Q.
reibep 1+ 1% —2rcosf 1—r 0<p<z € sin” 6
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This means that ¢ does not meet (3.11) and (3.12). If ¢(z) = loglog ——, then it

meets

1—2z1

(3.12). But 4 does not belong to H(B,). If 1(z) = logloglog -—, then it

1—21?

meets (3.11). But ¢ does not belong to H*(B,,).

Statement: No potential conflict of interest.
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