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TWO WEIGHT INEQUALITY FOR HANKEL FORM ON WEIGHTED
BERGMAN SPACES INDUCED BY DOUBLING WEIGHTS

YONGJIANG DUAN, JOUNI RATTYA, SIYU WANG, AND FANGLEI WU

ABSTRACT. The boundedness of the small Hankel operator h%(g) = P.(fg), induced by an
analytic symbol f and the Bergman projection P, associated to v, acting from the weighted
Bergman space A?, to A is characterized on the full range 0 < p,q < 00 when w, v belong
to the class D of radial weights admitting certain two-sided doubling conditions. Certain
results obtained are equivalent to the boundedness of bilinear Hankel forms, which are in
turn used to establish the weak factorization A% = Al © Aﬁ% where 1 < ¢, p1,p2 < 00 such

1

that ¢! = p;* + p; ! and 77% = ey, Here 7(r —S t)dt/(1—t) forall 0 <r < 1.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Each radial weight v and analytic function f on the unit disc DD induce the small Hankel
operator h]”c defined by

W(9)(2) = P(f9)(2) = fD FOTOBIONC) dA(), zeD,

where P, is the orthogonal Bergman projection from the Lebesgue space L2 to the Bergman
space A2, and BY is the reproducing kernel of A2. The main goal of this study is to characterize
the boundedness of h? : AL — Al on the range 0 < p,q < o0 when w, v belong to the class D
of radial weights admitting certain two-sided doubling properties, and the analytic symbol f
satisfies

L, = [ 176 (o =77 ) e aa(e) < (1)

The novelty of our findings stems from three facts. First, we consider the full range 0 < p,q <
o0 in the two-weight setting, and thus, in particular, overcome the essential difficulties related
to the case when ¢ < 1. The proofs require a new innovation involving a boosting of the
order of the derivative in the definition of the Hankel operator. Second, we do not impose
any initial hypotheses on the interrelationship between the weights w and v; they are just any
prefixed weights in the class D. This also completes earlier results in the literature and is
achieved in part with the aid of the boosting. Third, the class D we consider is known to be
vast, and in a sense the most large class of radial weights that contains the standard weights
as prototypes. Therefore our study extends known results to this setting. The generalizations
we obtain come by no means for free and actually require a number of technically demanding
steps. As an application of our discoveries, we establish a natural weak factorization for the
Bergman space AL with 1 < p < o and w € D. This relies on the well-known connection
between a description of certain bounded bilinear Hankel forms and the said factorizations.
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It is well-known that the big Hankel operator and small Hankel operator are essentially the
same on the Hardy spaces in the sense of unitary transformation [22] while they are quite
different on the Bergman spaces [46]. Nonetheless, while the literature concerning the big
Hankel operator is vast, only few studies concern the boundedness of the small Hankel operator
on Bergman spaces even for an analytic symbol. As far as we know, Bonami and Luo [5]
considered the boundedness of the small Hankel operator Ay from an unweighted Bergman
space AP to A9 for 0 < p,q < 0, Aleman and Constantin [I] studied the boundedness of hy on
vector-valued A2, and Pau and Zhao [24] established the weak factorization for A% in terms
of characterizing the bounded operator h‘}‘ : AIB) — A% on the unit ball for 1 < ¢ < p < o and
some ranges of —1 < a, 3, < 0. Moreover, recently small Hankel operator h‘}‘ with operator
valued symbol f on standard weighted vector-valued Bergman spaces were characterized by
Békollé, Defo, Tchoundja, and Wick [4] and Oliver [23], and a description for the boundedness

of h;‘é : AL — AL when 1 < ¢ < p < o0 and w € D was established by Korhonen and Riéttya

The problem of characterizing bounded operators h? : AP, — Al is analogous to the well-
known problem of characterizing the boundedness of singular integral operators acting between
different Lebesgue spaces. These kind of two-weight problems have attracted a considerable
amount of attention in complex and harmonic analysis, and are closely connected to other
intriguing questions on the area [14) [15] 16 20]. Such a problem appearing in operator theory
can be attributed to the series of studies of boundedness of linear operators from a weighted
Lebesgue space to another. One of the most attractive problems over the past several decades
is to characterize when the Bergman projection P, : L}, — A is bounded. The most commonly
known result on the Bergman projection is due to Bekollé and Bonami [2] [3], and concerns the
case when v is an arbitrary weight and w is standard; when both w, v are certain radial weights,
see [7, B2, 34] for recent results and the reference therein. Most of the known results were
obtained for p € (1,00), while in the endpoint case p = 1, the weak (1,1) property of Bergman
projection were demonstrated in |2, [6]. Similar studies for other classical operators intimately
related to the Bergman projection on weighted Bergman spaces can be found in [8] 22} 25] 36]
for Toeplitz operators, [13], 26] 29, 38] for Hankel operators and [43] for Forelli-Rudin type
operators.

We now proceed towards the exact statements via necessary definitions. Let H (D) denote
the space of analytic functions on the unit disc D = {z € C : |z| < 1}. A non-negative function
w e LY(D) such that w(z) = w(|z|) for all z € D is called a radial weight. For 0 < p < oo and
such an w, the Lebesgue space LY, consists of measurable complex-valued functions f on D
such that

71, - fD F)Pw(z) dA(z) < o,

where dA(z) = dxﬂdy is the normalized area measure on . The corresponding weighted
Bergman space is AY, = Lf, n H(D). As usual, we write A% for the classical weighted Bergman
spaces induced by the standard radial weight w(z) = (a + 1)(1 — |2]?)® with -1 < a < .
Throughout this paper we assume 0(z) = S|12| w(s)ds > 0 for all z € D, for otherwise A%, =
H(D).

For a radial weight v, the norm convergence in A2 implies the uniform convergence on
compact subsets, and therefore the Hilbert space A2 is a closed subspace of L2 and the
orthogonal Bergman projection P, : L2 — A2 is given by

B(9)(z) = f o(=)BEOW(() dA(), zeD,
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where BY is the reproducing kernel of A2, associated to the point z € D. As usual, we write
B¢ for the kernel of A%, and P, stands for the corresponding Bergman projection.

A radial weight w belongs to the class D if there exists a constant C' = C (w) = 1 such that
&(r) < CO(HL) for all 0 < r < 1. Moreover, if there exist K = K(w) > 1 and C = C(w) > 1
such that &(r) > C® (1 — 12£) for all 0 < r < 1, then we write w € D. In other words, w € D
if there exist K = K(w) > 1 and C’ = C'(w) > 0 such that

1—1=r
o(r) < c’f Ywydt, o<r<1. (1.2)
T

The intersection D A D is denoted by D. The class R < D of regular weights consists of those
radial weights for which &(r) = w(r)(1 — r) for all 0 < r < 1. It is known that D and D and
arise naturally in many instances in the operator theory of Bergman spaces induced by radial
weights [34]. Apart from this we refer to [28, B0] and references therein for basic properties
and more on different classes of radial weights.

Throughout the paper % + 1% =1 for 1 < p < oo. Further, the letter C' = C(-) will denote
an absolute constant whose value depends on the parameters indicated in the parenthesis, and
which may change from one occurrence to another. If there exists a constant C' = C(-) > 0
such that a < Cb, then it is written either a < b or b 2 a. In particular, if a < b and a 2 b,
then it is denoted by a = b and said that a and b are comparable.

The main findings of this study are stated in this section while the proofs are given in the
forthcoming ones in the numerical order. Our first result generalizes the two-weight case of
[24, Theorem 3] in the unit disc setting in two ways. Namely, we work without any initial
hypotheses on the interrelationship between the weights involved, and thus cover also the cases
excluded in the said theorem, and we consider doubling weights instead of the standard radial
weights.

Theorem 1. Let 1 < g < p < 0 and w,v € D, and let | € A,ljlog. Then there exists an
N = N(w,v,p,q) € N such that h; : AV, — Al is bounded if and only if

f ’f (] ||y <g(é))> “() gacz) < o0 (1.3)

for some (equivalently for all) n = N. Moreover,

1P 40 Af ‘f (1— |2)"a <g(<z))>pq 1(3( Z 1F9)(0

for each fired n = N

We make several observations on the upper triangular case 1 < ¢ < p < o0 considered in
Theorem [Il First of all, the appearance of the higher order derivative, or alternatively some
fractional derivative, in the statement is inevitable if no initial hypotheses on the interrela-

tionship between w and v is imposed. Namely, if w, v € D then the function n = (%) e 1%”

is not necessarily integrable over D), yet h]”c : AL — Al may certainly be bounded without
forcing f(™ to vanish identically. Further, since w,v € D we may choose n = n(w,v,p,q) € N
such that the weight appearing in (I.3]) becomes integrable and the condition makes perfect
sense. If n happens to be a weight in D, then we may certainly choose n = 0 because the
Littlewood-Paley estimate [34, Theorem 5] shows that the finiteness of the quantity (L3]) is
independent of n.
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Even if the proof of [24 Theorem 3] works as a guideline for us to obtain Theorem [,
there are a number of things that we have to do differently. The boosting of the order of the
derivative is one of the crucial points in the proof of Theorem [Il In fact, it is involved in the
proofs of all main results of this study. In Section 2l we give the details of this argument and
show that, for each n € N and for each radial weight v, there exists a radial weight p!' such
that

| 7OBFOme aa0) = T
D z
This integral formula yields the novel representation

o)) = [ SOBEC) (% <<"f<<>>) WO dAQ), ge B,

f(2), feA.

which is the creature that we will mainly work with. Since we do not require any extra
hypotheses in Theorem [l one immediately sees the advantage of this representation in terms
of the boosting through comparing the special case a« = ay of Pau and Zhao [24] Theorem
3] to our theorem. It tells us that, at least in the unit disc case when a = «g, the extra
restriction appearing in the statement of [24], Theorem 3] can be dropped.

Apart from the boosting and several technical results on doubling weights, the proof of the
sufficiency in Theorem [Ml relies on norm estimates of the Bergman reproducing kernel. We will
use the estimate

H(B;)U“)”’ < fz' w(?) dt+1, zeD, (1.4)

AL~ Jo D(t)P(1 — t)pt+D)

valid for 0 <p < o0, v e 13, ke Nu {0} and all radial weights w, repeatedly in our arguments.
The proof of ([I4]) and more can be found in [32].

The proof of the necessity in Theorem [ is technically demanding and relies on the atomic
decomposition of functions in A%, [37, Theorems 1 and 2] and a modification of a well-known
argument involving the Rademacher functions and Khinchine’s inequality. It also requires a
good understanding of the boundedness of the Bergman projection

B(f)(2) = fD HOBAOW(C) dAQ)

acting on LY, and duality relations of Bergman spaces with respect to different pairings, two
important concepts that are certainly interrelated. The references [32] and [34] serve us with
regard to these matters.

Pau and Zhao [24] successfully used the small Hankel operators induced by analytic symbols,
or more precisely bilinear Hankel forms, to obtain a weak factorization of A% in the case
1 < p < o on the unit ball of C", and thus efficiently completed the existing literature.
Following them, the work done for Theorem [ allows us to do the same in our setting. To
give the precise statement, some more notation is needed. Given two Banach spaces A, B of
functions, which are defined on the same domain, the weakly factored space A ® B is defined
as the completion of finite sums

f=Y otk {er}c A {x} e B,
P

with the norm

|l 408 =

Slerlalels < .

inf
{@kvwkf:Zk ¢k¢k,¢k€A,¢kEB} k
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By adopting the notation 7(r) = 7(r)/(1 —r) for each radial weight 7 and all 0 < r < 1, the
weak factorization that we obtain for weighted Bergman spaces generalizes [24, Theorem 1] in
the unit disc setting to doubling weights and reads as follows.

1

Theorem 2. Let 1 < p1,p2,q < 0 and w,v,n € D such that ¢~ = pl_l +p2_1 and

U S
PP, (15)

Q=

e =
Then
Ay = 4 © AL,

that is, A} and AL} © AL are the same as function spaces and their norms are equivalent.

One may very well criticize the above weak factorization because a strong factorization
analogous to this exists when w = v = 5 € D by [19, Theorem 5. It states that, if 0 <
p,p1,p2 < o0 and w € D such that p~! = py '+ py !, then for each f e AL there exist f; e AL
and fo € AP? such that f = fl f2 and

111 [ 2l < Hf1H b+ —HszAp2 < Cfl < ClAIp L f2lps (1.6)

for some constant C' = C (w) > 0. The method of proof employed in [I9] is inherited from
Horowitz’ original probabilistic argument [I2] which, apart from being clever, seems to be
hardly applicable in the case when the weights are distinct. At this point we do not even
know whether such strong factorization should exist in our setting, and thus this matter
remains unsettled here.

It is justified to ask when the asymptotic equality (IL5]) can be satisfied. The case of standard
weights with equality is discussed in [24], but in our setting the question does not have an
immediate answer. However, we can say that if 1 < ¢ < o0 and n,w € D are fixed, then there
exist 1 < py < p; < o0 and v € D such that (L3 is valid. Namely, by using [28, Lemma 2.1]
and [36, Lemma B] one can see that if the quotlent p1/p2 is sufficiently large, depending on 7

and w, then v defined by the identity 7 77q = wpl I/PZ satisfies 7 € D, but this is equivalent to
veD by [33, Theorem 9].

We now return back to the small Hankel operator. By Theorem [Il in the upper triangular
case 1 < ¢ < p < o0, the condition that characterizes the boundedness of h? AL — Al s

an integral condition which in certain cases reduces to the requirement that f( belongs to
a specific Bergman space. Our next result shows that in the case p < ¢ and ¢ > 1 it is a
condition on the growth of the maximum modulus of £ that characterizes the boundedness.

Theorem 3. Let0 < p<g<ow,1<q<owandw,veD, andlet f € A,ljlog. Then there
exists an N = N(w,v,p,q) € N such that % AY, — Al is bounded if and only if

()1~ |2]))
(@(2)(1 = [2])

for some (equivalently for all) n = N. Moreover,

W= R
A
8

sup £ (2)] (1 = [2])"

zeD

(1.7)

() — |2]))
(@(2)(1 = [2]))

n—1
+ 2, 11900
j=0

B =

I az = sup | £ ()] (1 = 12"

for each fixred n = N.

The special case ¢ = p € (1,00) and ¥ = w € D in Theorem [ shows that h;‘é AV AP
is bounded if and only if f belongs to the Bloch space B by [44], Proposition 8]. Moreover, if
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f e Band AL, © A], then (7)) is satisfied by [31, Theorem 1]. Recall that the Bloch space
consists of f € H(D) such that

15 = sup ()] = [2*) + [£(0)] < 0.

The proof of the sufficiency in Theorem [Blis pretty straightforward now that useful estimates
and auxiliary results are already established in the proof of Theorem[l In addition to standard
arguments the only extra tool needed is the recent characterization of the g-Carleson measures
for A, with w € D in terms of quantities involving pseudohyperbolic discs [21, Theorem 2].
Recall that a positive Borel measure p on D is a ¢-Carleson measure for AL if the identity
operator Id : AY, — Lﬁ is bounded.

For the necessity we will use a kernel estimate which slightly differs from ([L4]) and which
can be found in the recent literature [35]. It states that, for each radial weight w, we have

B S0
|10 =20 B2re©) a0 5 | sty 1 <D

provided 2 < p <0, ke Nu{0} and v € D. This estimate also plays an important role in the
proof of the forthcoming result concerning the case 0 <p <1 = gq.

It is worth mentioning that an alternative characterization of the boundedness of h? in the
case of Theorem [3] can be obtained also in terms of so-called general fractional derivatives
which would then play a role similar to the boosting in the proof. In [39, [45], the general
fractional derivative of an analytic function f(z) = >, i (n)z" related to two radial weights
w and v is defined by

R ()(2) = jD HOBTQw(C) dA(z), zeD.

By imitating the proof of Theorem[B] one may easily show that there exists an ag = ap(w, v, p, q)
such that h’ : A?, — Al is bounded under the hypotheses of the theorem if and only if

a+2—
sup R (f)(2)| L=
z€D W<Z)pV<Z)q

(L= |7
Hh]'/f||Ag_>AgXSUP|RV’a(f)(Z)| 1. 1
oz o(z) 7

for each fixed a > . This asymptotic equality together with Theorem [3 immediately yields
a characterization of certain Bloch-type space. In particular, if ¢ = p € (1,00) and v = w € D,
then we obtain that
— W, (1 — |Z|)a+1
Il = sup |B==()(2) 5
for each sufficiently large o depending on w. Interested readers should compare this novel
characterization of the Bloch space, proved with the aid of the small Hankel operator, with
another fractional derivative characterization of B recently discovered in [35].
The next two results concern the case ¢ = 1. We begin with the range 1 < p < o0, where
the statement involves the p-Bloch Carleson measures which are those positive Borel measures
p on D for which the identity operator Id : B — LI, is bounded.
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Theorem 4. Let 1 < p < o0 and w,v € D, and let f € A,ljlog. Then there exists an N =
N(w,v,p) € N such that L AL, — Al is bounded if and only if

FOEP A - (2 (” <Z))p 2@ ga() (1.8)

“(z)) 1=

is a p'-Bloch Carleson measure for some (equivalently for all) n = N. Moreover,

14 (n) P’ . 2vnp! [ D(2) P’ & (z) "
thle = sup S]D) |h<2)‘ ‘f (Z)‘ (1 ‘z| ) p <¢T)(z)) o dA Z . Zl|f
? - /
P e BF

for each fired n = N

Theorem M has an obvious defect. Namely, the existing literature does not seem to offer a
reasonable characterization of the p-Bloch Carleson measures, yet some attempts can be found
in [I0]. Therefore a critical reader may very well say that Theorem [ basically offers a possibly
non-trivial reformulation of the problem of characterizing the boundedness of h'f : AL — Al
in terms of the p-Bloch Carleson measures. However, Theorem [ implies that there exists an
N = N(p,w,v) € N such that for each fixed n = N we have

it = [ [ @t (2D) (rog ) 2 dA(Z)+§|f(j)(0)”

We have been unable to judge whether or not <

< above can be replaced by =. This case
remains unsettled and seems to call for further research.

Most of the tools needed to achieve Theorem [4] are already present in the proofs of The-
orems [[] and Bl The only extra ingredient needed is the duality relation (AL)* ~ B via the
A2-pairing, valid for v € D by [34, Theorem 3].

The next theorem concerns the case 0 <p <1 = gq.

Theorem 5. Let 0 < p < 1 and w,v € D, and let | € A,ljlog. Then there exists an N =
N(w,v,p) € N such that b : AL, — AL is bounded if and only if

v(z)(1 -z e
Sup‘f(")(z)’ (1 —lz)"— ()1 = |2]) T log ] < (1.9)
s<D @@=y LT

for some (equivalently for all) n = N. Moreover,

n—1

W gy = sup| £ ()| (1 — Jopr 2R Dy e F90)
flaeway = | 702 G-y IR Z

for each fired n = N

The case p = 1 and v = w € D in Theorem [l shows that h% : AL — Al is bounded if and
only if

sup ‘f(”)(z)‘ (1 —1z])"log c <.
zeD 1-— |Z|
It is easy to see that this condition is equivalent to
sup |f'(2)] (1 — |2|) log _° <o (1.10)
zeD 1-— |Z|

Moreover, if f satisfies (LI0) and AL < AL, then (LJ) is satisfied by [31, Theorem 1].
The last two theorems concern the case 0 < ¢ < 1. The existing results concerning the
boundedness of the small Hankel operator acting between the Bergman spaces induced by
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standard weights when the parameter ¢ of the target space is smaller than 1 can be found in
[4. [5]. The arguments employed there include weak Bergman spaces and the weak type (1,1)
property of the Bergman projection. Observe that there is a close and well-known connection
between the weak (1,1)- and Ad-norms [I1]. These techniques are not applicable in the setting
of weights in D because of the lack of a suitable description of the weak type (1,1) boundedness
of the Bergman projection. Therefore we argue in a different way and establish a more direct
proof which also applies in the classical case.
We begin with the range 1 < p < 0.

Theorem 6. Let 0 <g<1,1 <p <o andw,v e D, and let f € All,log. Then there exists an
N = N(w,v,p,q) € N such that h? : AV, — Al is bounded if and only if

“f "1 ey (gi;)p f_(Z')Z' dA(2) < o (1.11)

for some (equivalently for all) n = N. Moreover,

i = [ [ @ (22) B a5 1o

for each fired n = N

In the case v = w € D we deduce that

g = | |£)

The right hand side is comparable to | f Hp by [34, Theorem 5] and [36], Proposition 5].

An intriguing but not that obvious observatlon here is that (II1) actually also characterizes
a certain three-weight inequality for small Hankel operator. To make this precise, following

[40], set

~ n—1
(11 2 dac) + Y 90

] pa

vuvq<z>—(§—1) (21— )32 + o - it sem,

for each v and g. Then the method employed in the proof of Theorem [B] shows that h? AL —
A%/Vq is bounded if and only if (IIT)) is satisfied, under the hypotheses of the theorem. This
makes us realize that A7 is not the best target space for (LII]) because Al C A%/Vq. Details

are left for an interested reader.
Our last main result concerns the case 0 < p < 1.

Theorem 7. Let 0 < g<1,0<p<1andw,veD, and let f € A . Then there exists an
N = N(w,v,p,q) € N such that h'; : AY, — Al is bounded if and only zf

v(z)(1—|z
Sup‘f(") z)‘(1—|z|)" A( )a - | D; < (1.12)
zeb (@(2)(1 = |z])) 7
for some (equivalently for all) n = N. Moreover,
n—1

(1 _ |Z‘)n ”)(z)(l - |Z|)

" T F9 ()]
@(z)(X = [=))F =0

I ag g = sup | £ (2)
zeD

for each fired n = N
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If f e Band A, ¢ AL, then ([LI2) is satisfied by [3I, Theorem 1]. As in the case of
Theorem [0, the condition (I.I2]) in Theorem [7 also characterizes the boundedness of the small
Hankel operator in a certain three-weight case, the method of proof being the same. To be
precise, under the hypotheses of Theorem [7] h? : A%/w,p — A%/M is bounded if and only if
(LI2) holds.

We finish the introduction by discussing briefly some natural open problems and directions
for further research. Probably the most natural next question to study would be to consider
the compactness of the small Hankel operator as well as the schatten class membership for
the Hilbert space case, see [17} [I8] [46] and reference therein for the standard weight case with
this regard. Certainly, all these questions can be considered in higher dimensions as well, in
which case the reader should consult [4] 23] 24] for earlier studies. In addition, in this paper
the symbol inducing the small Hankel operator is confined to be analytic, while the operator
itself is certainly well-defined for a more general symbol. However, the method to study those
operators should be different from the method we used here, and this certainly makes the
problem more challenging, see [35] Theorem 2|. Further, in the case of analytic symbols, the
method we employed does not seem to work in certain cases if the weights involved are only
assumed to belong to D. For example, because of the lack of the atomic decomposition for
functions in AL, when w e 23, the proof of necessity of Theorem [] falls apart all together.

The interest in studying the three-weight case of the small Hankel operator with weights
in D also stems from the fact that it might possibly provide a tool to tackle a certain open
question concerning integration operators. To be more concrete, a suitable weak factorization
of AL, might be obtained in the same fashion as in [24] if we can depict the bounded small
Hankel operator h? : AP, — A% provided f € H(D) and w,v,n € D. Recall now that integration
operator Ty induced by a g € H(ID) is defined as

T,(f)(2) = jo QG de, f e H(D).

The open problem we are referring to here to is to characterize the boundedness of T} : AP -
Al for 0 < g <p < oo and w,v € D. This question was partially answered in [28] by using
so-called strong factorization of AL. The reason why the strong factorization used in the
said paper does not seem to lead to a solution of the problem is that the two factors in the
factorization depend on the same weight, see ([L.6]).

2. BOOSTING THE ORDER OF THE DERIVATIVE

We begin with an integral representation of the function z — jz—nn(z" f(2)) which plays a
crucial role in the proofs. It allows us to boost the order of the derivative of the analytic symbol
f appearing in the small Hankel operator h;. This in turn guarantees the integrability of
certain functions induced by w and v, and therefore allows us to avoid unnecessary hypotheses
on them in the statements. As usual, since the odd moments are explicit in the Maclaurin
representation of the kernel function, we use the notation w, = Sé r*w(r)dr for each radial
weight w and all x > 0. We also define for each 0 < r < 1 the dilation f, by f.(z) = f(rz) for
all z e D.
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Lemma 8. For a radial weight v and n € N, define

1 1 1 .
py(2) = an ‘7“1 (J 7“2"'J Tn—1 (J Tgi)l dr | drp—q---dro | dry
z T1 Tn—2 Tn—1

" | e (2.1)
= Cj,n|z|2ﬂ2f 5o dt, zeD,
j=1 FE
where the real constants Cj, are uniquely determined by the identity
S Cin 2 .
= =1,... ke N.
j;lwrj (k+1)---(k+n) S et ©
Then o
| #OBFQm©aa0) = Toese). feal, (22)
Moreover, if v e 25, then
py(2) =0(2)(1 = [2))"!, zeD, (2.3)
and
pp(z) =v(z)(1 —[2])", zeD. (2.4)

Proof. First observe that the second identity in (ZI]) is verified by a routine calculation.
Next, let n € N, and consider f € H(D) with the Maclaurin series f(z) = 37", f(k)z*. Then

mn

L2 f(2) = gk +1) - (k+ n)f(k)z* for all z € D. Further, a direct calculation shows
that ) satisfies

n ok
(1) 2k+1 = 0T 1)2+E1€ s keNuU{0}. (2.5)

Therefore Fubini’s theorem yields
o _ w o0
jD F(Q)BE (Qw(¢) dA(Q) fD (Z Fr(k) ) (; ) %) v(¢) dA(C)

vt p ok - 4 np ) 0<r <t
(1) 2k+1 Il dz" ne

Ms

By letting » — 17, we obtain (IZZI) The asymptotic equality ([23]) follows by the first identity
in (1)), and (24]) is an immediate consequence of ([2.3]) and [28] Lemma 2.1]. O

Lemma [§ yields a novel representation of the small Hankel operator h? for every radial
weight v. Namely, if the function z — f(z)HB’;ﬁ |41, belongs to L}, then the reproducing
Ky
formula for functions in Abg together with Fubini’s theorem and (22]) yields

W (g) (=) = fo<<> f () BY (u) BE (w) () dA(u)(C) dA(C)

:f ( FOBE(Qv(0) dA(C)> pi(u) dA(u) (2.6)
:jmm(d — (" f(u ))) "(u)dA(u), ge H®.

The representation (2G]) of the small Hankel operator ' involves the quantity % (()™f).

In order to pass from this function to f(™ we will use the following two lemmas. The first
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one compares in a natural way the growth of the afore-mentioned functions in the weighted
Bergman space A},

Lemma 9. Let 0 < p < oo and n € N, and let W # 0 be a radial weight. Then the function
2 Fra(z) = L5(2"f(2)) satisfies

HFf,n

n—1
ar, = 1P an, + D 1FD0),  f e H(D).
j=0

Proof. The non-tangential approach region with vertex at ¢ € D\{0} is defined by
z

F(C)—{ze]D) \argg“—argz\<§<1— C)},

and the non-tangential maximal function is N(f)(¢) = sup.ep(¢) [f(2)[- It is known that each
0 < p < o0 and each radial weight w satisfy

INaz = 1 laz,  feHD), (2.7)

by [30, Lemma 4.4].
Let n € N be fixed. By the Leibniz’ rule

)] - 20@ (=) 2

dzm
(2| + 101 <560 0. =2 D)

|Frn(2)| = zeD. (2.8)

i‘f(]

For each g € H(D) we have

9 = |[ 90 dc + g0 >]\ max

0<r<|z |
and hence

1O <N (£ (2) + Zl FPOI =0, n—1. (29)
By combining (28] and (2.9]) we deduce k:]
n—1
Fra(@) S N (£) (2)+ LIPO =eD\o}
from which ([2.7)) yields -

n—1
|Fpnllaz, ST, + X5 1fP0),  feHD).

j=0
For the converse inequality, we observe that straightforward calculations based on ([2.9) give

n—1

P S 1M @) S 1Fpa(2] + 25 12 fP (@) S N (Fra) (2), 2] 2

j=0

DO =

This estimate together with ([2.7) gives

B =

14, S ( f ()W (2) dA(z)) S | Epnllaz
D\D(0,3)
Further, since W is a radial weight, we have

IFD )P < Hf(j)HpAP 5] £ (2)PW (2) dA(z) gf |27 F9)(2)]PW (2) dA(z)
W JD\D(0,3)

D\D(0,3)
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for all f € H(D). Therefore the argument used above guarantees

Z FDO) < 1E

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

AP.

The next lemma compares the growth of the maximum muduli of the functions F, and
fn),
Lemma 10. Let n € N, and let W : D — [0,0) be a bounded function such that W #£ 0 and

W(z) = W(|z|) for all z € D. Then the function z — an(z) = j;; (2" f(2)) satisfies

up (|Fp ()W (2) = sup (IFm@w() + 2 F0)],  feHD).
Proof. Let n € N be fixed. For each g € H(ID) we have
Mer(rig) = || 9/(C)dC -+ 9(0)| < Mee(rf) + lo(O), (210)

and hence ([2.8) yields

It follows that

sup (| () W) < sup (£ W (=) + ZW . feHD).

z€D
For the converse inequality, we observe that stralghtforward calculations based on (ZI0])
give

Moo (r, £) £ Moo, ()" ) S Mg (1, Fp) + ZMoo(= 100) £ Mg (1, Fy)

for all 1 < r < 1. This estimate yields

sup (1£)(2)[W (2)) S sup (|Fya(2)[W(2)), | € H(D).
zeD zeD
Further, since

1

1£9)(0)] < M, (r, f(j)> < My (r, (-)jf(j)) . gsr<l [eH(D),

the argument used above guarantees
Z 1F90)] S Sup(Ian( )W (2), [feHD).

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

For x € R and a function w, defined on D, write wp,(2) = w(z)(1 — [2[)* for all z € D.
Observe that, for each 0 < p < o0 and w € D, we have

f [f(2)Pw(z) dA(= f [f'(2)Pwipy(2) dA(2) + [F(O)F,  f e H(D), (2.11)
by [34, Theorem 5].
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Lemma 11. Let 0 <p < 0, n € N and w € D. Then the function z — Fy,(z) = dd; (z"f(2))
satisfies

§p (M) P|Fpn(2)Pw(z) dA(z) sup SDIh(Z)I”If(")(Z)I”W(Z)dA(Z)+T§|f(j)(0)|p

sup
heB\{0} |5 heB\{0} |5

for all f € H(D).

Proof. Assume first that

¢ p RIOPEOOPGAAG)

heB\{0} [R5
The estimate (2.8]) yields

f|h 2P| Fyn(2) Po(2) dA(z Z f I()PIf9 ()Pw(z) dAG), feHD).  (212)

Further, by ([2.11), we deduce

jm PO ()P (z) dA(2) < f
+ | [P0 w2 dAG) + OPIFP O

S Ialf | \f“ () w(z) dA(2)
# [ @) wte da) + oo

W (2) f9 (2 \w 2) dA(2)

< |nfp j PO )Pw(z) dA(2) + RO )P
T j ()P 15D (2) Puo(2) dA(2)

n—1

S h”f [f™ () Pw(z) dA(2) + Rl Y5 1F

m=j

-+ﬁJh@anU+”@ﬂpw@)¢4@)

n—1
§<@+ZUW®@Mm heB, j=0,...,n—1.

m=j

This together with (212]) yields

n—1
f ()P |Fpn(2)Pw(2) dA(2) < [R5 (Cf+ 2 190 ) heB.

7=0
Conversely, assume that

Crp = sup SD ‘h<z)|p|Ff,n(Zp) Pw(z) dA(2)
150} Al

< Q0.
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By (28), we have

[ G @pee aae) $ [ InpIEaPRee dae)
+Z f BPIF9 () Pulz) dA(2) 2.15)

< Crlhlf + 20 jD ()P D) ()Pe(z) dA2).
To estimate the second term, we use (ZI1)), the growth of Bloch functions to get
| PP P aAE) £ [ 0D @ Py ) dA)
¥ fD Ih(2) 9D ()P () dA(2) + [H(0) £ (0) P
S [ 17O G)Pez) dAG) + 1H0) D 0)F
NI ‘>p 1(2) dA(2)
S Al [ 175D Pat (2)4AE) + IbIBIF D OP
g [ 1790w dA) + 10O 0P
S [ 1790 EPe) A + RO O
= IhlE ( [ 170 @Pae) aae) + If(j)(0)|p> .
By combining this estimate with (2.I3]) and by applying Lemma [0 we finally obtain

f [h(2)Pf ™) (2)Pw(z) dA(z) S Bl (CF"‘J |F (2)P(z) dA(= Z 1) )

< Crlh|g,

which is what we wished to prove. O

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [

Denote w(z) = Q_(z) for all z € D, and observe that | f||4» = ||f|4» for all f € H(D) by [36,
1 ‘Z‘ Aw Aw

Proposition 5], provided w € D. The weight & appears repeatedly in our arguments. Apart
from the just mentioned asymptotic norm equality, @ has the obvious and useful property
that it never vanishes on D as long as @& is strictly positive which is our case by our initial
hypothesis.

The next lemma shows that we may multiply @ by the distance from the boundary to a
sufficiently small negative power depending on w € D, and the resulting function is also a
radial weight in the class D.
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Lemma 12. Let w € D. Then there exists an ¢ = e(w) > 0 such that

fl - w(r)
W—¢] (t)dt = i- 7’)57 0<r<l, (3.1)

and thus W_.; € R.

Proof. By [34, (2.27)], w € D if and only if there exist constants C' = C(w) > 0 and a =
a(w) > 0 such that

1—t\*
&}(t)<0<1—r> O(r), 0<r<t<l. (3.2)

By choosing ¢ = e(w) € (0, «), this and the hypothesis w € D yield

L w(r 1 dt w(r 1% N v
L Bt dr 5 f A —prea ~ (1_(2)5 Sf W) () dt <L W) () dt

for each fixed K > 1. Therefore (B.1)) is satisfied, and &, € R for all € € (0, ). O

With these preparations we are ready to show that (L3]) is a sufficient condition for h]”c :
AP, — Al to be bounded. The argument we emply will be also used in the proof of Theorem (Bl

Proof of sufficiency. Assume ([3]). By Lemma [[2] we may choose ¢ = £(v, q) > 0 sufficiently

small such that both 17[_ (E%/ 1 and [_(;)] belong to D. By [36, Proposition 5], Lemma [
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Holder’s inequality, Fubini’s theorem, (IEI) and two applications of [32] Theorem 1], we deduce

IR ()1 = 1 (9) % < f ( f 19(0) 7(O)|1BY(¢ >|uz<<>dA<<>)qa<z>dA<z>

dC”

ey e B s
[ ) dcn >>]<1 Bl <<>dA<<>> (2)dA(:)
T Q)] (=B OO dA() )

([ sz )dA(<)> " 3z dA()

f flg '
(J o j;++1)q P(2) dA(2)

f (f 19(¢) (€"£(C) ( —|C|)"q+E|BZ”(C)|z7(§)dA(C)) D_oy(2) dA(2)
- | 1st0 - ) [ e o aa) aato
f |9(¢) '

(1~ [c"5(0) dA(Q)
Po %. n ppfq T 5<C) o N
<<fD|g<<>| <<>dA<<>> ( o) e <w<<>%> dA<<>)

rp—g
= gl (

v (D(Q)\ 7 v

— @(C)dA(C , geH™.
(5@) =@ )>

Since w is radial, H® is dense in AL, and therefore a standard density argument via the

BLT-theorem, see for example [41, Theorem 1.7], now yields

| HApﬁAq Nf & <D(Z)>”pqw(z) dA(2)

w(z)
for each n € N. Write

(€))

L
gt
<

Q)] (=1 B OO a4() )

dgn

n

dgn

(©))

(©))

dgn

N —Ie

acn

mn

d n n
oo () (A = |z])

W) = Wapan®) = (1= 155 (25) 73, 2eD, 53)
for short. Since w,v € D, [28, Lemma 2.1] and (2] show that there exists an N; =

Ni(w,v,p,q) € N such that W is a regular weight for each n > Nj. In particular, W is a
weight and hence Lemma [0 now yields

|Wag—ag S 1O H o+ Z f)

Therefore h? : AP, — Al is bounded and the operator norm obeys the claimed upper bound
for each fixed n > Nj. O
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For the necessity we will need a lemma concerning weights in D. This one shows that a
certain weight, induced by w, v € D, appearing in our argument is regular.

S\P
Lemma 13. Let 0 < p <1 and w,v € D. Then (%) W is reqular.

Proof. Since w,v € D 75, it follows from (B.2]) that there exist 5 = 51(v) > 0 and f2 =
Ba2(w) > 0 such that

f (%)p&(s) ds = f %_(Z)M B
S <(1D_(Z))ﬁl>p <<1@_(:,))ﬁ2>1_p f(1 T

=D(r)Po(r)'P, 0<r<1.

Conversely, since w,v € D 13, a reasoning similar to that above, but using [28 Lemma 2.1]
instead of ([B.2), shows that there exist a; = a3(v) > 0 and ay = az(w) > 0 such that

f <%>%(S) e ((1 D_O;»)) )p <<1&i<:)>a2>1_p fﬂ — syl g

S\ P
From these estimates it follows that (%) @ is a regular weight. O

The proof of the necessity relies also heavily on a so-called atomic decomposition of functions
in AY, with w € D. To this end, some notation used in [37] are needed. For each K € N\{1},
jeNuU{0}andl=0,1,...,K/*3 — 1, the dyadic polar rectangle is defined as

2l 2w(l + 1) i
Qj,z={z€DiPj<|Z|<Pj+1,argz€[Kj+3, 7773 )}, pj=pj(K)=1-K7,

and its center is denoted by (;;. For each M € N and k = 1,... ,M?, the rectangle Q;l is
defined as the result of dividing @;; into M 2 pairwise disjoint rectangles of equal Euclidean

area, and the centers of these squares are denoted by ( ]k ;> respectively. Write A\ = {)\?J} € (P
if

=

o KIit3—1 M2

Mer = | D ZZE) g’/\’ < 0.

7=0

Proof of necessity. Assume that Y Al, — A} is bounded. The first step in the proof consists
of showing that this implies the boundedness of another operator which is more convenient for
testing. To find out what this operator is, let B denote the reproducing kernel of A2 with
—1 < a < w at 2. Further, write dA,(z) = (1 — |2|?)*dA(z) for short. Since f € A,ljlog by the

hypothesis, two applications of Fubini’s theorem and the reproducing formula for functions in
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Al yield
@mnwﬁ=ffmaW@wmww)
- | st fh Aa(2)0(C) dA(C) o
f ( f FOTOBE ) <<>dA<c>>HdAa<z>
_<Sua h>A2 g,hEHOO
where
2) = fDf<<>g<<>B§<<)u<<)dA<<>, 2eD, geH”. (3.5)

By (B.4)), Holder’s inequality, the boundedness of 1/} and [36, Proposition 5], we deduce

ST () W az | = KR (g), hyaz| < (W (9)ag ] 4

3.6
S Iz glolag Ibl g g.he . (36)

Since v € D by the hypothesis, a standard argument based on [28, Lemma 2.1] reveals that
there exists an ap = (v, ¢) > 0 such that the function V', defined by

1— 2\a\ 4
V(2) = Vigalz) = <%> v(z), zeD,
is a regular weight for each o > ag. Fix such an a. Then P, : Lg — Ag is bounded by [32],

Theorem 3|, and further [32, Theorem 6] yields (Af,)* ~ Ag/ via the A2-pairing. It follows
from this duality relation and (3.0) that

17 (D as, SNl az—azlglaz, g€ H”, (3.7)

and thus S;’a : A, — A, is bounded by the density argument.
The next step is to find suitable test functions. To do this, define
pPa—p

U(2) = Upp(2) = ( 28> " S(2), zeD. (3.8)

Since 1 < ¢ < p < o by the hypothesis, pg’ﬁ;ﬁ - < 1, and therefore U is a regular weight
by Lemma Further, since w € D by the hypothesis, there exist K1 = K;(w) € N and
K9 = K9(U) € N such that (IL2) for w and U, respectively, is satisfied. Let K = max{Kj, Ko}.
For each j € Nu {0} and [ = 0,1,..., K73 — 1, let ();, be the corresponding dyadic polar
rectangle. It follows from [37, Theorem 1] that there exists an My = My(w,p) > 0 such that

for each M > M, and each sequence {)\;?71} € (P, the function F', defined by

1 1
(1 —[¢k M ra(ck) >
F(z) = Fop(z) = 3, Xy — = 3 M Fjuu(z), 2€D,
Sk (1= ¢ )M Sk
belongs to A%, and satisfies
1Fl a2 S IS e (3.9)

Here
_ 1

(1— | DM (k)
(1—Ck )M

'U

Fj,l,k(z) = , ZE ]D), (310)
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and ( k ) 1s the center of the rectangle Qk for k =1,2,...,M?. The function F is the starting
point for the testing.
Recall that S}"a : A, > A}, is bounded. The norm inequality ([B7) together with (33
2 A (Ek)(2)| V() dA(z)

yields
Hsl/(x — J‘
Jilok (3.11)

S0 gl F 1% S IR G a0 1XT -

q

Let r;-f ; denote the Rademacher functions defined on (0, 1). We next replace )\ ; by \¥ s K (t) in
(BI1)), then integrate the obtained inequality with respect to ¢ from 0 to 1, and finally apply
Fubini’s theorem and Khinchine’s inequality [9, Appendix A] to get

q
2

L» 2 NPISTEE) P | V(=) dAR) S IR 4l N5 - (3.12)

Jbk

To proceed further, some more notation is needed. The pseudohyperbolic disc of center z € D

and of radius r € (0,1) is denoted by A(z,r), and it is the set {C eD: ‘12:24“ < r}. It is

well known that A(z,r) is the Euclidean disc centered at (1 —7?) z/ (1 — r%|z|*) and of radius
(1—1[2*) 7/ (1 — r?|z|?). We claim that for each 1 < ¢ < o0,

ST [ 1S R (V) dAE)
- NG

f <Z \)\ l‘ |5Va (Fjk) (2 )|2>3V(z)dA(z),

70,k

(3.13)

To see this, first observe that {C’?l} is a d-lattice for some 6 = §(w,v) € (0,1) by the definition.
Hence, if ¢ > 2, then the inequality Z ¢j < (Z] cj)m7 valid for all ¢; > 0 and z > 1, and

Fubini’s theorem imply

SIS B V) dA)

Lk A(CF;.9)

ESEIN

q
2

- [ (s @iac,a @) Ve A
7Lk

f (Z |)\ 2 ST (Fyuk) (2 )|2>2V(2)dA(z),

7Lk
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To get the same estimate for 1 < ¢ < 2 we apply Hélder’s inequality. It together with the fact
that the number of discs A(( ]k 1»0) to which each z may belong to is uniformly bounded yields

Sk f

1S (F) (2)| 'V (2) dA(2)
Jlk ()

aq

-4
j (Z |)‘ Fj)( | XA( ij ) (Z XA( le,5 ) V(z) dA(z)

]lk‘ .77l7

f (Z ‘)\ l| |5Va (Fjk) (2 )2) V(2)dA(z).

70,k
Consequently, by combining ([B12), (313]), the subharmonicity of |S “(Fjui)|? and the fact
that V is regular, we deduce

q

R0 sy IO 2 fD(Z NS 2182 (Fy 1) (= >|2)2v<z> dA(2)

Sk

2 Z A] l‘qf . ‘S?Q<Fj,l,k)(2)‘q‘/(z) dA(z) (3.14)
3.lk 1176)

2 Y IV (L = 1CHD2IS T (Fiar) (D19,

Jslsk

Further, the definitions ([B.5]) and (8I0]), together with the reproducing formula for functions
in A}/Vz, (22) and Fubini’s theorem yield

S (Fiua(6h) = | F PGB, v()dA(:)

=DM i

- ¢k by f<z)(1—g§lg)M+a+2V(z) dA(z)
1—|ck M_% r -

_{ AI(@‘JI,;I))l [RE L» 0 C_kz)M+a+2Bgu(<)'uLL(C) A (=) dA(2)

w .l P =G

N T (0

_W JIDJ <JDf<z)BC () dA(Z)) (1 CFQ)MHa? dA(C)
(L=IckD" ™ ¢ ()

_‘D(ZT JDFf’"(C) (1— le?’lC_)M+a+2 dA(Q),

where Fy,,(¢) = dC” —(¢"f(¢)). This together with [BI4) gives

Frn(Q) q
J]D) (1- gj’flC)MJraﬂ/‘u(C) dA(C)

STINE V(R - IR (k)

Jilk
SRy ag NS 1%
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Write now s = % for short, and recall that 1 < ¢ < p < o0 by the hypothesis. The well-known

duality relation (¢ s)* ~ (57 now implies
2s

(11— (l.f 2 q+sM7§
ZV((ﬁl)q( |],l|)

Sk @(Cﬁl)g

which in turn gives

s

S |y

s
HAE)—>A?,7

[ Ym0

(1= cig)res

(1 ¢k )75 ’

1 (C) dA(C)

lim sup Z V((N)q 1 CklZ)M+a+2 v
Ji

r—17 ik @(Cﬁl)

(Frn), (©)
| e < IS5 ag
D (
(3.15)
To be precise, to get ([BI5]) by means of Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we must

show that

3w

fD Fyn ()] 12(C) A(O) < o0 (3.16)

But n applications of the inequality M (r, f/) < Mi(32, £)/(1 — r), which is a consequence

of the Cauchy integral formula, together with the hypothesis v € D easily shows that

e € -
| 1Frn(© oz =€) dA) S [ 17(Ollog =70 dA(0), £ € (D)
D 1] D 1]
Therefore, to deduce (B.16)), it suffices to bound the last quantity by the norm of f in A,ljlog.

But this follows by an integration by parts similar to that in [34] Proof of Theorem 6] once

we show that
1

1
e e

I < < .

Llogl_tl/(t)dtNJ logl_tl/(t)dt, 0<r<l1

T

Since v € D = D by the hypothesis, there exists an o = a(v) > 0 such that

1 ~ 1 e
e - v(r) log 1% R e
1 t)dt < dt < 1 < 1.
J; Ogl_tV<) N(l—?‘)o‘fr (1—t)1_a NV(T) Ogl_fr7 0 r <

Further, an integration by parts gives

1
fr log 1ity(t)dt = v(r)log 1ir’ 0<r<l,
and hence (3.16]) holds.

Recall that W and U are defined by B3] and (B8], respectively, U is regular, and so is
W if n > Nj. Since also p} is regular, it follows from [32], Theorem 3] that the Bergman
projection Pyn : L, — Afy is bounded, and hence (A3)* ~ A§, via the Azg—pairing by [32,
Theorem 6]. Moreover, by [37, Theorem 2], there exists an M; = Mj(w,v,p,q) > My such
that for each fixed M > M, each h € Af]' can be represented as

1 — ¢k |2 M+a+2—;1,[7 ="
he) = 3 ey, LD ()

Tk (1 _ Cle)MJraJrz

(3.17)

with
1Pllag = 1 {y(R)5 g (3.18)

where p; = 1 — K7 for K € N that has been fixed already. Therefore, the duality (Af]l)* ~
Ajy, via the Aﬁg—pairing, together with the representation (3.I7]), Fubini’s theorem, Holder’s



22 YONGJTANG DUAN, JOUNI RATTYA, SIYU WANG, AND FANGLEI WU
inequality and (B8] yields

H(Ff,n)

f W) Fr), (K (=) dA(2)

rllas, =
Vo HhH = 1}

1— Ck 2 M+a+27§ﬁ ' ,57
- s [ 5y J(i' ><_kZ)M+a+2<py> T
ey

il =1} |ID 75

1 -
(1 — [k [HMHotz—y (Frn), (2)
= sup Z’Y(h)?,l L T f L]; TM+ +2Nu<z) dA(z)
(el por =1} |2 Ulp;)™ D (1= GGt
< sup [{y(W)E e
(hi1h] y=1)

(1 . |<Jkl|2)sM+o¢s+2s—§ s

)
A~ S
S/

4.1k Ul(pj)s

(%)
5 (Ffn), (2) = Chz)irars A(z)

(1 . |Cjkl|2)sM+as+237§

Syl

Jlk Ulpj)

provided n is sufficiently large, say n > Na, where Ny = Ny(w, v, p,q) € N. Observe that the
use of the dilation in Fy, in the formula above guarantees that the order of the summation
and the integration can be interchanged on the third line. This is attributed to

(1 _ |<I‘€l|2)sM+as+237§ MIT/L ; s
2 T J ok E]\)ﬂaw dA(z) | <o, (3.19)
dlk Ul(pj)s D |1 C]7lz|

provided n is sufficiently large, depending on w, v, p and gq.
Indeed, on one hand, for a fixed ¢ > 1, since U is regular, [28 Lemma 2.1] allows us to find
an My = My(w, v, p,q,c) > M such that for each fixed M > My we have

, O0<r<l,

, (), () i s 042

@ Jw

1 — [2]2 sM+as+2s—%

(L= o) < (1- |22, ~eD. (3.20)
U(z)¥

On the other hand, it follows from (24]) and [32 Theorem 1] that for each n > M + o + 1 we

have

py (2) dA(z) <1

a <1, jeNu{o}, 1=0,1,...., K/ -1, k=12,...,M%
J;D |1 _ Cjk’lz‘M+a+2

(3.21)
Now, since {lefl} is d-lattice, by combining [B20) and ([B2I]) we deduce that for each fixed
M > My and any n > Ny = [M +a + 1] + 1,

(1 _ |<-k |2)sM+as+2sfsi, n S
» Cliy [t aan) < Sa-ier
7,0

gLk U(Pj)5 gLk
~ ZJ S22 dA(z) < fu— 12)e2 dA(z) < o0
ik (CJM D

and hence [B19)) is valid.
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Finally, by elementary calculations based on [28, Lemma 2.1] and (3.2]), we deduce
(1= |G Py o230 ()~ S V(ST = GRS
forall jeNuU {0}, I =0,1,..., K/t —1, k=1,2,...,M?, and therefore

V(ck)a(1— Sl ya Mg un(2) °
Fral. S : | B, @) s 402
Esrlis o o i) Oz
By applying Fatou’s lemma and combining this estimate with ([B.I3]), we obtain

£

hmsup H Fty) ’

((-)”f(-))H < timin | (Fy), |, ao, S W Lag .
Afy

Lemma [9] now shows that the operator norm obeys the claimed lower bound for each fixed
n = max{Ni, Na}. O

We finish the proof of the theorem by noting that the number N = N(w,v,p,q) € N
appearing in the statement equals to max{Ny, No}.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

The argument applied in the proof of Theorem [l allows us to characterize the boudedness of
the small Hankel operator in a certain three-weight case. This result is the tool that we will use
to obtain a weak factorization for the weighted Bergman space induced by a radial weight in D.

To give the exact statement, we write h" = h§ and An log = = Al log When 7(z) = (a+1)(1—|z[)*

for —1 < a < 0. Minor modlﬁcatlons in the proof of Theorem [ yield the following result,

_p
the proof of which is left to the interested readers. Observe that if < )p ‘% € D, then one
may choose n = 0 by the Littlewood-Paley formulas.

Theorem 14. Let 1 < ¢ <p < o and w,v € D. Then there exist ag = ag(w,v,p,q) > 0 and
N = N(w,v,p,q) € N such that, for f € A h§ + AL — AJ is bounded if and only if

Jy e

for each o = a9 and for some ( equivalently for all) n = N. Moreover,

I = [ [ -y (2)7 B gy ZW

for each fired o = oy and n = N.

alog?

(1= |2 <Z((”2>_ — |)Z| dA(z) < (4.1)

The proof of Theorem [2] also relies on the so-called Hankel type bilinear form. Following
[24], for g,h € H®, we define the Hankel type bilinear form T]?‘, associated with a number
—1 < a < o0 and the symbol f € H(D), by

T7(9.1) = (o £y = | oI T4 (2)

Since H®* is dense in each weighted Bergman space induced by a radial weight, TJ?‘ is densely
defined on Af' x AD? for each 0 < py,p2 < o0 and w,v € D. We say that TJ‘?‘ AP« AP, C
is bounded if there exists an absolute constant C > 0 such that

T (g, M) < Clgllaz Pl azes g € AT, he AP
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Moreover,

HT}IHA? xAP2 . = sSup ‘T}l(ga h)|.
{g:h: llgll yp1 =Rl yp2 =1}

The following result shows a close relationship between the boundedness of Hankel type
bilinear forms and small Hankel operators. This connection plays a crucial role in the proof
of Theorem 2

Proposition 15. Let1 < p,, < p; < 00 andw,v € D. Then there exists an ag = a(w, v, p1,p2) >
0 such that, for each o = ag and f € Aalog’ the following statements are equivalent:
(i) The Hankel type bilinear form Ty APl x AV? — C is bounded;
(ii) The small Hankel operator h : Al — AI;\IQ is bounded;

plpé
p1—ph
(ili) fe Ay 2, where

P1

L 2yen P ()| 7%
Az) = <w> v(z), o(z)= (i( )> @(z), =zeD.

7 (2) w(z)
Moreover,
175 4zt xazz e = 17N gy oot = W1 it
AP1*P/2

for each fixed o = «y

Proof. Tt is easy to see that there exists an a3 = a3(w,v,p1,p2) > 0 such that A\,o € R for

all @ = ay. Therefore Theorem [[4] shows that, there exists an ag = as(w, v, p1,p2) = a1 such
Plpé

that hf : APl Af\é is bounded if and only if f € Aﬁrp/? for each a > a, and
L P Y T

P P
A12

for each fixed o > ap. Thus (ii) and (iii) are equivalent.
We next verify the equivalence between (i) and (ii). Assume first (ii). Fubini’s theorem
yields
T§(g,h) = <gh, fraz = <h,Gf)rz
= <Pa(h),§f>[,a = <h,Pa(§f)>Aa = <h7 h?(g)>A37 g,h e H®.

This together with Holder’s inequality, the assumption (ii) and [36, Proposition 5] give
7§ (g, h) = [<hy 1§ (9)) a2 | < WG (9)] AT p [Pl are S [I0F \\Apl_)Ap; lglazs 2]l gz2s g, hoe HZ,
and hence 77 : AZ' x A} — C is bounded and [T 4r1, 42 ¢ S | f”Apl AT
Conversely, if (i) holds, then
[Chy b (9))az | = ITF (9. 0)] < N7 | aza w ave gl azs Rl az2s 9,7 HZ. (4.2)
Since A € R for a = oy, [32, Theorem 3 and Theorem 6] show that the dual of A%* can be
identified with A%? via the A2-pairing. This together with (ZZ) and [36, Proposition 5] shows
that Af : Al — A% is bounded and Hh‘]%‘HAgl

AZ;Q ~ ”T HApl Apza(c

We finish the proof by noting that the number ay = ag(w, v, p1,p2) > 0 appearing in the
statement equals to as. U
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With these preparations we are ready for the proof of Theorem [2
Proof of Theorem [3. On one hand, each b e AP © AY? can be decomposed as

b= Z(Pkl/fka {‘Pk} = A£17 {wk} = A1€27
k

from which Minkowski’s inequality, Holder’s inequality and [36, Proposition 5] yield

N %
g = (|| S| naa)” < S ([ founlnaa)” < S o boul e
k k k

It follows that

Al © AP < A (4.3)

and
IblLas S 1Bl o1 o a2 (4.4)
On the other hand, if b € A}, then [37, Theorem 2] implies that there exist an M, =
My(g,n) > 0 and a sequence {’y(b)ﬁl} € ¢9 such that

ek M35,
b = 3 e (L= I¢k ™ 2 n(py) .eD. (45)

1) — ,
Sk (1 - kM
for all M > My, where ( ]k ; and p; are the same as those appearing in the proof of Theorem [Il
. k ik
Rewrite b = Zj’l’k @5 W5, where

. YO Ro) T (=1 T a(ch) T
‘Pj,l(z) = 1 — 5 M )
;/(C]]il) pzw(gjlil) P1 (1 —CJ lz) 2
and ;
V() = (1- IC,’“,IIQ)?;” D(Ck) P2

Since 1) is a regular weight, we have
1 a1 o2 _1 _1 _1 1 _1
Ap) "0 =1ipy) "0 = 7(¢) " = T(¢H) (L= gD e = 2(¢) = h(¢) 7 (4.6)

for all j,i,k. Then [28, Lemma 2.1], (£6]), and the fact that {v(b)il} € 7 show that there
exists an My = M;j(p1,p2,w,v) = My such that 90;?71 e AP! and w;?,l e AD? for all 4,1,k and
M > M.

To complete the proof, it remains to show that [[b] yr1car2 S [b] 49 for b e Aj. Note that
the hypotheses 1 < ¢, p1,p2 < o0 and pil + p% = % imply

1 <ph<p <. (4.7)
Let av € (—1,00) to be fixed later, and let
(1- |z|2)o‘>ql ~
o(z) = — z), zeD.
o= (SSE2E) we

We claim that for each F' e (AL' © AV?)* there exists an fp € AZ such that F(b) =<b, fr)az
for all b € H*, and [ fr| s < [F|. The proof of this fact is postponed for a moment. It
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together with Holder’s inequality and [36], Proposition 5] yields

10l 471 o a2 = sup |F'(b)] = sup <b, fF)az|
{Fe(ADt@AD?)*: |F|=1} {Fe(ADtOAL?)*: |F|=1}
< sup |7l 4o 6] ag

T (Fe(An @AR ) |F|=1}
S blag, be H”,

which completes the proof through the density argument.
It remains to establish the fact claimed above. For each F € (AL ® AV?)*, [36], Proposition
5] yields

IEO) < IFII- D)l amoazz < IFTI gz bl azz = 1EN0] 422, b e AT,

which means that F'is a bounded linear functional also on Agz. Let now

Az) = <w>péﬁ(z), z e D.

v(2)
Note that there exists an ag = ag(v, p2) > 0 such that A is a regular weight for each a > «y.
Then [3Z, Theorems 3 and 6] gives (AL?)* ~ A%? via the A2-pairing. Therefore there exists
an f = fr e AI;\’2 c Al, such that F(b) = (b, foaz forall b e A% Observe that this does

«alog
not quite give us what we want because Aff ¢ A% due to ¢’ > p) as is seen by applying [21,
q/

Theorem 2]: after routine calculations o(A(z, 7)) < (MA(z,7)))"2 reduces to the inequality
ph > ¢'. However, it allows us to deduce

75 (g, W)l = Kgh, fraz] = [F(gh)| < |F[lghll azs o azz < |F gl azs 2] az2, g,k e HZ,

which further implies that the Hankel type bilinear form T APl x AV? — C is bounded with
|T ] 421w ar2 e < | F|| for each o > . This together with Proposition [[5l and (7)) imply

the existence of an oy = a3 (w, v, p1,p2) = ap such that f € Agl with
11 4 = 175 az1 < az2 e < |F]

for each & > ay. Thus F(b) = <b, f)a2 for all be H*, and |f| ., < [F]. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [3]

In the proof of Theorem [I] we used the BLT-theorem [41 Theorem 1.7] and the density of
H® in A? to prove the sufficiency. In the other theorems, excepting Theorem [, h]”c is operating
from AL, to AL, but either p or ¢ might be strictly less than 1, and then the space induced
is not normed and then neither Banach. Therefore we cannot appeal to the BLT-theorem as
such. However, AL, is a quasinormed space equipped with || - | ar, in the case 0 < p < 1, and
the linear space AL, is a complete metric space with the metric defined by d(f,g) = | f — gHig ,
see, for instance, |27, Appendix A]. Now a careful inspection of the proof of the BLT-theorem
given in [41], with minor modifications, shows that the statement is valid for h]”c AP Al
on the full range of 0 < p,q < o and w,v € D. Hence we may use the BLT-theorem in
any case in our setting of Bergman spaces, and we will still call it the density argument as
usual. This simplifies certain steps in our proofs because we do not have to worry much about
the convergence of integrals while using Fubini’s theorem. However, it is worth underlining
here that one may avoid the use of the BLT-theorem by directly verifying the validity of the
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formulas where the order of integration is changed. This can be done in each case by relying on
the corresponding hypothesis on the symbol f and performing somewhat tedious calculations.

If 0 < p<q<owandwe D, then [2I, Theorem 2] states that there exists an ro = ro(w) €
(0,1) such that a positive Borel measure p on D is a g-Carleson measure for A% if and only if

sup _MAGT) i
€D (W(A(z,7)))>

for some (equivalently for all) r € (r9,1). We will use this result to prove the sufficiency in
Theorem [3

Proof of sufficiency. In the proof of the sufficiency in Theorem [l we established the estimate

e Aqwf\g cron| (- ehmae) f\g Jdn(C), g e H®,

where

(5.1)

dgn

q

0) = (€)= | FOD| (1= €I 7(¢) )

and n € N u {0} is arbitrarily fixed. Therefore to show that (7)) is a sufficient condition
for % AP, — Al to be bounded, it suffices to show that 7 is a ¢g-Carleson measure for AL,
provided n is sufficiently large. By [21, Theorem 2] this is equivalent to (B.1I) with u = 7. To
see this, we first observe that since w € D, [28, Lemma 2.1] and (B.2]) show that there exists
an 79 = r9(w) € (0,1) such that w(A(z,7)) = ©(z)(1 — |2|) for all z € D, provided r € [rg, 1)
is fixed. This asymptotic equality together with the assumption (L7) and [28, Lemma 2.1]
yields

WAG ) Sagen [ FO 0= 1)) dAQ)
W(A(z,7))? @(=)(1 — |2]))7
§aem DO (1= ¢ 2 dA(C)

@(2)(1 — |2]))»
Then the density argument shows that 7} : AP — Al is bounded, and
(P(Q)(1 — [¢])
@O~ [¢)r

An application of Lemma completes the proof, provided n € N is sufficiently large, say
TIZNl:Nl(OJ,l/,p,Q). ]

For the necessity we will need the following kernel estimate, the proof of which can be found
in [35]. This estimate will also play an important role in the proof of Theorem [Bl

hSASY

=1, zeD.

N

Hh?||Ag_>Aq S SUP

|-

Lemma 16. Let 2 <p< 0, ke NU {0} and v € 25, and let w be a radial weight. Then

. S0
|10 =20 0P 440 £ | e

dt+1, zeD.

We can now prove the necessity.

Proof of necessity. Assume that h Al, — A} is bounded. Since f € All,log by the hypothesis,
[32, Theorem 1] yields

[ 1701501 ([ 12N 44 ) o)A ) S gl e Ly, <
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for all g,h € H*. Therefore Fubini’s theorem and the boundedness of Wy Al — Al imply

[ HQTRI0) A = (1011 ] < W50 gl

< Ihflaz—aglglazlhl o, g, he H”.

Let k € N to be fixed later. The above inequality with the choices g(¢) = g, 1(¢) = (1 —2¢)~*
and h(¢) = hy pnu(¢) = (1 — EC)kBéLZ’L(O, together with Lemma [§ gives

dn n 12
LS f(Z))‘ < W% ag a9

dzn azlhzpnyl g 2€D. (5.2)

By [28, Lemma 2.1] we may fix k = k(w,p) € N large enough such that

, _ 0)
AL T T

192 zeD. (5.3)

Further, we claim that there exists an Ny = Na(w,v,p,q) € N such that, for all n > Ny, we
have

q < 1
AL ¥ ()AL = ) R T

Hh%k,m,, zeD, (5.4)

the proof of which is postponed for a moment. By applying (5.3) and (54) to (.2]), we obtain

L) 5

1L @)1 —2)
I =12D" B2)1 = 12)))

, zeD.

Q= Y=

By choosing N3 > Ny sufficiently large so that Lemma [I0] can be applied, we finally deduce
the desired lower bound for the operator norm, provided n > N3.

To complete the proof it remains to establish (B4]). Let first 1 < ¢ < 2, and recall that
p € D with p2(2) = D(2)(1 — |2|)" for all z € D by @4). Let n > k, where k = k(w,p) € N is
that of (B3), and apply Lemma [I6 to deduce

D(t) 121 dt
dt +1 = 1
R A

z
h < —

< 1
~o(z)71(1 - |Z|)q’(n+1—k)—l’

zeD,

and thus ([5.4]) is valid in this case. Let now 2 < ¢ < c0. By [28, Lemma 2.1] we may fix
j =7j(v,q) € N large enough such that

J O qas—2 e
D1 -3 (1 |2y~
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Let now Ny = Ny(w,v,p,q) = k + j, and let n > Ny. Then Hoélder’s inequality, Lemma
and (24]) imply

k+] wy ¢ V(()
ey = | 1=z B25 Q) 2o aa)
’ 24
’ . 26 2
< ([ Ja-=ormof voaae) | [ 1 aa
B |1 — 2|
/ 2—q

N J ST dt 1 :

0 pup(t)3(1 —1)20=k=) (1— |2]) =7
_ J\Z dt N . % ,V\(Z) 2*2(1/
~ o ()1 = t)2mtikmd) (1—|2)99-1+%
_ ( 1 >q2 D(2)55"
S\ ) g
T D)1 = 27 IR z el

and thus (5.4)) is valid in this case also. This completes the proof of the necessity. ]

We finish the proof of the theorem by noting that the number N = N(w,v,p,q) € N
appearing in the statement obviously equals to max{Ny, N3, N4}.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [4]

We begin with showing that (L)) is a sufficient condition for e AP, — Al to be bounded.

Proof of sufficiency. First we notice that (AL)* ~ B via the A%-pairing

(Frgyaz = T f (23w (z) dA(2)

by [34, Theorem 3] because v € D by the hypothesis. We next aim for boosting the order of
the derivative of f in the quantity (h'(g),h)az with g € H* and h € B. First observe that,
by [82, Theorem 1], Holder’s inequality, the hypothesis (I.8) and Lemma [0 there exists an
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Ny = Ny(w,v p) € N such that
Ol ( f W) | B ()| (2) dA(= >) JA(Q)

Coldn

< o n

S gl s [ |56 m

e

~—

( B log =020 dA() ) dA(Q)

- r . \C\ St ]og e d
Slolu=lnls [ |00 SO 1) aa)

1

S gl bl | j;n(C”f(C)) (1og |<|> ©
5uguHoouhuB<f - (59) a<<>dA<<>>p

> v
(J <log1_e|C|>p(Iz(()dA(C)> <w, geH® heb,

for all n > Nj. Therefore, by (2.6) and Fubini’s theorem, we have

d’I’L

o)

o = [ ([ (55160 TOBCME aA(©) ) T a4()
- [ (5 3@ [ meBEEm aae) ) aae) 6
- [ (5 AL 4©), e ", neb

Then [36], Proposition 5], ([2:3), Holder’s inequality, and the hypothesis (L8] yield

(By(a) oag| = || " HTEEIAL()AC)

: <f]n> (W) | == (2" f(2)) ! (1— |o2) (gi;)pl

S hlslglaz, g€ H®, heB.

1

p/

<z>dA<z>) lola2

&2

It follows from [34, Theorem 3] and the density argument that h'; : Af, — Al is bounded and

/ n / / i)z p’~
o o IR [N (1= 2 (53) @(2)aA(2)
p_, < sup ; .
PR ™ hepo) |l

Lemma [T now completes the proof of the sufficiency, provided n > Ny = Ny(w,v,p) = Ni. []

Proof of necessity. Assume that Y AL — Al is bounded, and write

B ()N .
T(2) = Twup(z) = (@(z)) W(z), =zeD,
for short. We will show that
N ,
[P [F5 )] i (@dA@) S Wy I, heB 62)
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provided n is sufficiently large, depending on w, v and p, and fixed. Clearly, B — Al because
v € D by the hypothesis. Hence Fubini’s theorem and the hypothesis f € A,ljlog give

hiy(9), hyaz = (P(fg), hyaz = {fG, Pu(h))rz = {fg: )1z

" _ o 6.3
:<fhag>L12, :<fh7pﬁ(g)>L,2, :<Sf”uu(h)7g>Ain7 geHoov hEHoov ( )

where

BRE ff WOBE(Ou(¢)dAQ), zeD, heH”.

Therefore [34, Theorem 3], our assumption on the boundedness of Ly Al — Al and [36]
Proposition 5] yield

|<S?“3(h)’g>Ai | =[5 (9), myaz| < W7 (9)]ay |l

(6.4)
S PGl az - aslglaz lbls, g€ H®, heH™.

Since w, v € D by the hypotheses, routine calculations based on [28, Lemma 2.1], (32)), (23]
and (24) now show that there exists an N3 = N3(w, v, p) € N such that for each fixed n > N3

we have
1
o) (xi ey dt) ”
FOL

3

1
R N P’ 4
S(r)» ( Ly <—“u<‘? ) dt)
()P

0 (r) v(r)(1—r)" (6.5)
cu(r)l () T)THP (1-— r)i
_ ()7 _ R
- 51— b

Therefore Py : L — A% is bounded by [34, Theorem 13] for each such n. Further, the
argument used in the proof of [32] Theorem 6] further implies that (Af{np,])* ~ A% via the
Aig—pairing. By applying this duality relation in ([6.4]), we deduce that

ISP () S P ap—albls, he H. (6.6)
"[np']

By choosing h = 1 in (6.6) and applying ([2.2]) we obtain

f R ff FOBE@OIAQ) )4

= |y )||Z,,/ S IR
This shows, in particular, that the measure in (L8] is finite. Let r € (0,1). Observe that

"np]

d’ﬂ
dz"

- (Z"f(2))

o (6.7)

o
| )

+ [ e - s )|
It follows from (6.6]) that

n(hy) = IS7" ()P,
Tnp']

g (2) P 73] (2 f IS5 () ()P Ty () dA(2)

T (2) dA(2) = I (hy) + Ia(hy), heB.

S IR ﬁA;Hher, heB. (6.8)
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To get the same upper estimate for Iy(h,.) we argue as follows. Let first € € (0,1/p’) to be
fixed later. Then (22]), (23], the reproducing formula in A}Lg, Fubini’s theorem and Hdélder’s
inequality yield

/

P

Tinp'] (2) dA(z)

L(h,) = jD fD FO B (2) — he (O BEE(Q0(Q) dAQ)

/

T[np’] (Z) dA(Z)

_ j f f<<>j (he(2) — o (w)) BE () BE (w) i (w)dA(u)(€) dA(C)
D |JD D

/

P

Tnp'] (Z) dA(Z)

du™

- fD - — (" f () (he(2) = hy(w)) BY (w) il (w)d A(u)

/

dn p
5[@(] o 0 £ ) = () B2 ) 1y (0) 4AC0) ) 2) dAC)
(j ‘an ( )‘T[sp’Jrnp’](C) dA(C))
(5 H
f e (2) — R (Q)P1BE ) S dAQ)) T (2)dA(z), heB.
(7121 (Q)) 7

We claim that, for all n sufficiently large depending on w, v and p, we have

w(2)

f Ih(z) — hQOPIBE (O —2da(c) < hft- heB, zeD, (6.10)

P
7

(Te1(€)) 7 Dlptep) (2)

the proof of which will be provided later. Therefore, by (6.9), (610), Fubini’s theorem, [32]
Theorem 1], [24]) and (6.7), we deduce

B(h) S Il | <f Pt

| <7@<2) : )> g g (2) dA(2)

n+£p

AR
= Inlf [ [45(¢

d -

IB“”( )T lep+np () dA(C))

e ©) [ IBEQI(1 = 1) #73(2) 4 ) dc)

<] (1—1t)" Ep’+"+15(t)
[sp’Jrnp’](C) (L @(t)(l — ) dt + 1) dA(C)

S Ihelis I,

/

P

| Hp heB.

N’ HAl?
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This estimate together with (G.8]) gives

)

dr 14
|hr(2)

()

) (2) dAGz) S el 1R he B,
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where the constant of comparison in the formula above is independent on the choice of . This
together with Fatou’s lemma and the fact that sup |h.|g < |h|s implies that

re(0,1)
dr " 14 o ar " P’
() ap () ar
S timint [y IR 4y < IIEIRGI, 40 hEB,

which shows that (6.2)) holds. An application of Lemma [[1] together with (6.2]) now yields the
desired norm estimate from below.

Therefore, to complete the proof, it remains to show that (GI0)) is valid. Lemma [I2] shows
that we may choose ¢ = c(w,p) € (0,1) such that @y, € D because w € D by the
hypothesis. Further, it follows from [28, Lemma 2.1] that we may fix a k = k(w,p) € N such
that

f SO~ fgh e w(z) 2eD. (6.11)
D

|1 — Cz|2(k—(2-20)p) ()= (1 — |2|)2k+2ep—2p—1"

Likewise, by Lemma [I2] we may choose ¢ = &(w,p) € (0,1) such that &y, € D. Then
using Lemma [[0, we find a natural number Ny = Ny(w,v,p) = N3 such that for each fixed
n = N, we have

— cz*|B* 2@ 11N —2ep 2l f)(t)(l—t)*%p
fD (11— caMBE (Q)1) @) - [¢) dA(OfJL mra e (6.12)
& (2)

= e D.
D(2)2(1 — |o|) 1 +2mr2ep ©

In addition, a direct application of [42] Proposition 2.4] or [46], Theorem 5.8] gives

(1= [=D'( = [KD~IA(z) — Q)
|z = ¢l[1 — ¢zl

< ks, heB, (6.13)
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for all z,¢ € D with z # ¢. Thus, by (€11), (612), (€I3]), and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
we finally deduce

P A )
0

f [A(2) = ROPIBL (G)I(1 — [¢)"F@(¢) dA(C)

f Ih(z) — R(OPIBE (O)I(1 — [¢])

—(lP|1 = ¢z|(1—20)p
S fD a '_ |Z|)§'1'c>p(fz_' T B QI = [CD 7B (0) dA()

< B = )7 [ 1= GalHL = G4 B Q)] - g7+ (0) dAC)
. NI ~(3 2
< i1 = 1D ([ (1= = ) 2 aa(0))
BOE = fe) w2\
([, Gt 140)

1 1
1 w(z) 2 w(z) 2

N |2|) (e 1P (ﬁ(z)2(1 — |z|)l—2k+2n+2£p> <(1 — |2[)2k+2ep—2p—1
©(z)
()’
This completes the proof of (6.10). We finish the proof of the theorem by noting that the
number N = N(w,v,p) € N appearing in the statement equals to max{Ny, N4}. ]

= ||n|fp(1 — |z)~" %P heB, zeD.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM

Proof of sufficiency. Assume that (L9]) is satisfied. Since f € Ailog and v € D by the
hypotheses, (20), Fubini’s theorem and [32] Theorem 1] yield

r

ol = |, f S OBEQ) (dgn (€16 ) 120 aA(Q) (2 a2
< e p| o) ([ 1B aa) ) da)
J ’dcn ([ ) -
< J ] \ () log T dA(C)
ZJDIQ(C)I dny, (), geH™,
where
3(0) = |5 (€] (€ o = A

1—|C|

Therefore a sufficient condition for h? AP A,lj to be bounded is that 77}‘71, is a 1-Carleson
measure for Af,. By [2I, Theorem 2] this is equivalent to (5.I)), where u is replaced by %,
and g = 1. To obtain this, we first observe that since w € D by the hypothesis, there exists an
ro = 1o(w) € (0,1) such that w(A(z,r)) = ©(2)(1 — |z|) as |z| — 17, provided r € (rg,1). This
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asymptotic equality together with the assumption (L9]), ([2.3) and [28, Lemma 2.1] yield
M AT Sager |35 (C"FO)| 1E(Q) log 15 A(Q)
(A=) &) (1 - \z|>l
- San@Q)r(1 - )7 2dA)
B(2)r (1 - |27

and it follows from the density argument that Y AP, — Al is bounded, and

| - apr ZEOOZED oy €

B =

=1, |z|—>17,

mn

— T log 7 .
G-Iy L
An application of Lemma completes the proof, provided n € N is sufficiently large, say
nZleNl(wvyvpv(J)EN. ]

thHAP SAL S N SUP

Proof of necessity. Assume that h? : AY, — Al is bounded. Since v € D by the hypothesis,
(AL)* ~ B via the A2-pairing by [34, Theorem 3]. By (Z.8]) and Fubini’s theorem, we have

(a1, = [ ([ (€7 aOBEQE0 a4 ) REIw() dale)

- [ () stz ([ meBEGIne) aace) ) aatc)
- fD (@@"f <<>>> JORONNC) dAQ), ghe H®,

and therefore

UD <d%(<”f(4))> 9Oy () dA(C)’ < [Pl aglhls < 107 az - apllglaz [R5 (7:2)

for all g,h € H*. Choose now ¢(¢) = g»n(¢) = Bé‘y(ﬁ) and h(¢) = h,(¢) = 1 —log(1 —Z()
for all z,¢ € D. Then, obviously |h,|g < 1 for all z € D. Further, by [32] Theorem 1], (24])
and [28 Lemma 2.1] there exists an No = Na(w, v, p) such that

U0 a(2)
znup = PN dt +1 = < )
el = |, Sapts— g 2 1 = ST =

for each n = Nj. Therefore (7.2]) yields

U <dC" >> B (¢)log =

In view of the identity

zeD, (7.3)

@=L o
1-—-

G AW S I Lagay 5o D

e 1—-Cz e
log —— = log +lo
g1—\2| 1—|\ gl—(z
and Lemma [0, it remains to prove the same upper bound for the term

_ n jus o 1- Z
1) = |[ (1" 0)) B hog 1= 05(€) ).

To do this, observe that

(Gitersena)

n
Hy

= W5 (@O S 177 D)lay < 1PFlaz—aplglaz, g€ H,
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by (2:6). An application of this inequality to the function
1-2z¢

9(Q) = gznu(C) = Bé‘ﬁ(C) log 1_7‘47 CeD,
gives
. n 1—zC P ,
1) S Wl ([ B2 010 =5 w(0)a4(0))
. . _ . _ (=z\° . .
The inequality logx < x — 1, applied to x = ) implies
16 S W5, (o j (0= = BE (O w0 dAQ) + BT
WHAP AL
- Ho ( p
S T [ == O w(0) A

for each fixed 0 < ¢ < 1. By Lemma [[6] Holder’s inequality, [32] Theorem 1] and [28§]
Lemma 2.1], and by choosing N3 = N3(w, v, p) € N sufficiently large we deduce

fD (1 —20)° B () w(¢) dAC) = f (1 =20 BE (O B (0" w(¢) dA(C)
< ([ la-=082 ©P (004 )

<J [BL (O 2 Q) dA(C)) -

2—ep

&(2) ) :
2p(1—e) 2p(1—e)
P —f) 1 o |Z‘)(TL+1) P 1

for each fixed n > N3, and hence

1) S Wilag oy oo =T

We finish the proof of the theorem by noting that the number N = N(w, v, p,q) € N appearing
in the statement equals to max{Ny, No, N3}. O
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8. PROOFS OF THEOREMS [6] AND [7]

Proof of Theorem [@ Assume first (ILII]). Let b be a positive function to be fixed later. By
[36, Proposition 5|, Holder’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem we deduce

W5 = @l < [ ([ s |]d<n
([ f 96BN 5(¢ z<<>dA<<>b<z>a<z>dA<z>)q
| (fﬂ» b<(>) dA(Z))

- ([ 1ot )12 [ 1BEGIEE a4 140))

1—q
(f V(Z)qu(z)> . geH™
D b(z) T

for all n € N u {0}. Now, by [28| Lemma 2.1] and B2), we may choose e =c¢e(v,q) >0

-1
sufficiently small such that z — a Vﬁ ‘))HE belongs to D and z — (1(‘)% is integrable over D

(G IA©) 1o

with respect to the Lebesgue area measure. Take now b(z) = v(z )1 (1 —1z])~¢. Then

;(Z) i 1
j@ by ) = JD(l — )T dA(z) < o,

This together with (23] and [32, Theorem 1] gives

Iita)Lag 5 [ 1Ol S (6 £ ()1 = [e)” (f B e e dA(z)) 4A(Q)

& e s a(tﬁ‘l
SJD 19(¢)] d("(C FO) 2@ —1eh <L WdtﬂLl) dA(C)

dn n -5 n— o0
< [ WIS OO0 - aa©). g 7.

Holder’s inequality and [36], Proposition 5] now yield

5ol 5 ( [ la0Pae) aac ) (Hd@

~ lalLa ( [/ iesion] - (%) e dA(C)>p1,.

This together with Lemma [O] the hypothesis (IL.II) and the density argument shows that
h? AP, — Al is bounded with the desired upper estimate for the operator norm, provided n
is sufficiently large, say n > Ny = Ny(w,v,p,q) € N.
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Conversely, assume that h? - AP — A% is bounded. Then [26]), the subharmonicity of
W (g)| and [36, Proposition 5] give

‘ [ (%@n f@))> T dA(C)’ = IW(9)(O)] £ [W5(9) Lag

< [Pl az— aglgllaz, = 17714z azllgll 4z -
Now [34, Theorem 13] implies that P,» : Lp — Ag is bounded, provided n is sufficiently large,
say n = Ny = No(w,v,p) € N. Hence (Ap) ~ A%/p,, where W,y = (%)%, via the A?,-pairing
by [32 Theorem 6]. Therefore
Wy (¢) dA(C)

i % [ 61
(1—|C|)”p'(f(o>p/ O6)_g4(0).

(8.1)

p/

j ‘dC" w(¢)) 1-c
An application of Lemma [ finishes the proof of the necessity for n € N is sufficiently large,
say n = N3 = N3(w,v,p) = Ny. The number N = N(w,v,p) € N appearing in the statement
of the theorem equals to max{Ny, N3}. O

Proof of Theorem [} Assume first (I12)). By the proof of Theorem [6] Lemma [0l and [31],
Theorem 1] we deduce

W@l < [ lo(¢ |\an (€)|P(0) - 1) aac)

=

s [ latc m‘f‘” dAQ) < gl g€ H”.

for each n € N is sufficiently large, say n = N1 = Nj(w, v, p) € N. This reasoning together with
the density argument shows that h’ : AP, — A} is bounded with the desired upper estimate
for the operator norm.

Conversely, assume that h : Al, — A} is bounded. By choosing ¢(¢) = g2.n.(¢) = B (¢)

in 81)), (T3]) yields

P >>\ < I

provided n € N is sufficiently large, say n = Ny = Na(w, v, p) € N. An application of Lemma[I0
finishes the proof of the theorem. The number N = N(w,v,p) € N appearing in the statement
of the theorem equals to max{Ny, Na}. O

w(z)(1—|z
i = Wy ‘Z',D‘le, zeD,
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