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ON THE SZEGO METRIC
DAVID BARRETT, LINA LEE

ABSTRACT. We introduce a new biholomorphically invariant metric based on Fef-
ferman’s invariant Szegd kernel and investigate the relation of the new metric to
the Bergman and Carathéodory metrics. A key tool is a new absolutely invariant
function assembled from the Szegé and Bergman kernels.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we introduce the Szegdé metric, which is defined similarly to the
Bergman metric using the Szegé kernel instead of the Bergman kernel. The well-
known Szeg6 kernel S(z, ¢) is a reproducing kernel for H*(92) (the closure in L?*(99)
of the set of holomorphic functions that are continuous up to the boundary); thus

flz) = o S(z, Q) f(C) dor(C), Vf e H*(0Q)
where o stands for the Euclidean surface measure on 0€2. The problem with this
definition though is that, unlike the volume measure on (2, the Euclidean surface
measure is not transformed nicely under a biholomorphic mapping. To resolve this
issue, Fefferman introduced the Fefferman surface area measure, o (p.259 of [I1]).

We define the Szegé metric using the Szegd kernel with respect to the Fefferman
surface area measure. Hence it is invariant under biholomorphic mappings.

In section 2, we provide background information on the Fefferman surface measure
and define the Szegé metric. In section 3, we introduce a biholomorphically invariant
function S Kq(z,w) which serves to compare the Bergman and Szegé kernels and then
proceed to use this function to derive a number of asymptotic results relating the
Szegd and Bergman metrics. In section 4, we show that the Szegd metric is always
greater than or equal to the Carathéodory metric. In section 5 we show that there
is no universal upper bound or positive lower bound for the ratio of the Szegd and
Bergman metrics.

Standing assumption. We assume throughout this paper that Q = {p < 0} CC
C™ is a strongly pseudoconvex domain with C*° boundary. (We note however that
the Szegé kernel and metric discussed in this paper will be naturally interpretable on
many other domains; transformation laws such as Propositions [I}[2, 3] and Theorem
[ below will hold with additional hypotheses on ® as needed.)
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2. BACKGROUND

Let H%(Q) be the closure in L%(99) of A(Q) = O(Q) N C(Q). Then there exists a
sesqui-holomorphic Szegd kernel S(z, ) such that

(2.1) f(z) = /a S(0F(Q)dor(c), Vf € HH@)

where o is the Feflerman measure defined as follows:

daFAdp:cnnH—det( 0 pE) av
Py p]k 1<j,k<n

or equivalently

d
dUF =c, n+1 _det ( 0 Pﬁi ) ﬂ,
Pj pjk 1<j,k<n ||de

where o is the usual Euclidean surface measure and p; = %, P = aza-—gzk'
J J

Note that the surface measure oz does not depend on the choice of the defining
function p; one can check this letting p = hp, where h > 0 is a smooth function, and
calculating dop with p.

Remark 1. The constant ¢, used above is a dimensional constant which was left
unspecified in [1I] but has been assigned different values later for convenience in
different contexts: for example, ¢, = 22%/(+1) in [I] and ¢, = 1 in [I4].

Proposition 1. Let @ : 0y — Q5 be a biholomorphic mapping. Then we have
/ |f[? dop®® = / |f o D[ det Je®|+T dot™,
892 an

where agﬂj denotes the Fefferman measure on Q; for j = 1,2 and Jc® is the complex
Jacobian matriz of ®.

Proof. Recall that ® extends to a diffeomorphism between €; and Oy [9].
Let @ : 3 — Qs be a biholomorphic mapping and Qs = {p < 0}. Then we have

00 _ . ontl 0 (P © (I))E
dop" Nd(po ®) =¢, \/— det ( (po®); (po®); AV, .

(oo, troan )= (o o) (o 12 ) (o 7 )

Since
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Therefore we have

J ik

do?™ A d(p o ®) = e, |det Jod /) +\/ — det ( o ) [det Ja®~'|* dVa,

Pi Pik

= ¢, |det Je®|Y ™ . |det Je®| 2 - "+\1/— det< G )de

= | det Je®| 72/ "D dg% A dp
and it follows that do%* pulls back to | det J(C(I)|n2_$1 dod™h. O

Proposition 2. Let & : Q) — Qy, Q1,Qy C C" be a biholomorphic mapping.
Assume there exists a well-defined holomorphic branch of (det Je®(2))™ ™™ on Q.
Then we have

22) 5ol w) = S0 ((:), D) det e (:)) 0 (@t Teww)

where Sq,(z,w) is the Szegd kernel on Q; for j =1,2.

Proof. 1t is obvious that the right hand side of (2.2)) is anti-holomorphic with respect
to w, so it will suffice to show that it also satisfies the reproducing property.
Let f € H?(Q;). Then we get

n/(n+1)

/aQ So,(0(2), (w)) (det Jed(z))" "+ (m> f(w) dod™ (w)

n/(n+1)
= (det Jo®(z))"™/ ™Y / ) :

So, (B(2), D) (det IR
00

F(@H(w))| det Je® L (@) [P/ "D Ao 9 ().

n/(n+1)
Note that <det J(C(I)((ID—l(zZJ)> | det Jo®~1(w)|**/ ™V is holomorphic with re-

spect to w since we have

(det Jo®(d1 (@) n/(n+1) | det J(C(I)—l(w> |2n/(n+1)
)n/(n—i-l

)
= (det T2 (@7 (@) | det Jo®(@~ ()| ~2/ 0+

— (det Je® (@} (@))) "

Hence we obtain

n/(n+1)

S(B(), ®(w) (det J@(=))" Y (det Jo@(w)) " fw) dof (w)

o
— (det Je®(2))"/ ™ (det Je®(@(D(2)))) " £ (B1(@(2)))
= f(2)

as required. ([l
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Definition 1. We define the Szegd metric on 2 at z in the direction &, F§(z,€), as

follows: 12
"\ 9?log Sa(z,2)  —
9) _ E : ’ ,

J,k=1

Remark 2. Note that one can write So(z,w) = ¢a(2)da(w) where the ¢,’s form
an orthnormal basis of H?(0€2). Hence Sq(z,z) is a positive strongly plurisubhar-
monic function, ensuring that F§(z, ) is a genuine Kihler metric. The orthonormal
expansion may also be used to show that

(2.3) F(z,€) > yq |€| for some positive constant .

Remark 3. Note that F$(z,€) does not depend on the choice of the dimensional
constant ¢,, discussed in Remark [Il

Proposition 3. The Szeqgd metric is invariant under biholomorphic mappings sat-
isfying the hypotheses of Proposition (2, i.e, if ® : 1 — Qy is such a mapping and
z €y, £€ T, then

Fg'(2,6) = F*(®(2), Jo®(2)8).
Proof. From (2.2), we have
Sa, (2, 2) = Sa,(®(2), B(2)) |det Je(2)[* .
Hence we have
log Sa, (2, 2) = log So,(®(2), ®(2)) + nLH [1og (det Jo®(2)) + log (det Jo®(2) )|
Let ®(z) = w. Then

2 2
28 logSQ1 z,2) 8- ZZ@ log Sq,(®(2), ®(2)) Ow, dw,, me %

m 02,07 P Ow, 0wy, 0z Oz
B 9?1og Sq, (w, w) _—
=X o, Ve (0 (TR )

0J
2.1. The Szegd metric on the unit ball. Let B" = {p=|2]? -1 <0} C C™

Then
det( G ) =—1 on OB".
Pj  Pjk
Hence do@®®" = 2 do®" for S = {|z|*> = 1} C C" and the Szeg6 kernel for the unit
ball in C" is given by
L(n—1) 1

(2.4) S0 = Tt

One can rewrite (2.4) as follows:

S(2, 0 f(€) dor(C) = /W (n;nl)! (1- i Q"

f(Q) dop(C) = f(2), Vfe H*(OB").

OB
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If we calculate the Szeg6 metric for B™ at the origin, we get

—1)!
log S(z, z) = log ((n ) ) — nlog(1— |z|?),
Cp * 2T
and
Plog S(2,2) "], = O 7k
— - 24 2 : ’
0207k 1= ”(1|—Jz‘|2)2 T n(l—\lzP) 1T

Hence we have

(2.5) Fg"(0,) = V/nlg].
Remark 4. Note that the Bergman metric on the unit ball in C" evaluated at the
origin is given as

(2.6) F'(0,€) = vVn + 1[¢|

and the Kobayashi or Carathéodory metric on the unit ball in C" at the origin is
given as

(2.7) FZ(0,€) = F&(0,€) = [¢].
Since all four metrics are invariant under the automorphism group of B" which
acts transitively on B”, relations between the metrics at the origin will propagate

throughout B". In particular, from (2.5), (2.6) and (2.1) we obtain
(28)  F5'(2,8) = VnFg (2,6) = VnFg (5,) = \ /45 F5'(2,6), VzeB"

3. AN INVARIANT FUNCTION AND SOME BOUNDARY ASYMPTOTICS

Theorem 1. Let

Sa(z, w)"

Kqo(z,w)™’

where Sq and Kq are the Szegd and Bergman kernels on . Then SKq(z,w) is

invariant under biholomorphic mappings satisfying the hypotheses of Proposition [2,
e, if ®:Qy — Qs is such a mapping then we have

SKq,(z,w) = SKq,(P(2), P(w)).
Proof. Tt is a well-known fact (see for example section 6.1 in [7]) that
(32) Koz w) = (det Je®(2) Ko,(@(2), Bw)) (dot TeB(w))
Hence from ([22]) and (32)), we get
et Sou(®(2), B(w))"H (det Jed(2))" (det JeB(w))

(3.1) SKqo(z,w) =

n

So, (z,w

Ko,(z,0)" o ((2), B(w)) (det Jod(2))" (det Jed(w) )"

_ S0,(2(2), o(w))" !
Kaq, (2(2), ®(w))™
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Remark 5. One can easily calculate SKpgn (2, 2), where B” is the unit ball in C", using
(24) and the well known formula

n! 1
Kgn(z,w) = —W

for the Bergman kernel on the unit ball to obtain

1 —1)!
SKgn(z,2) = L (n=1) Vz € B".

att (nm)"

For the remainder of this section we assume that the defining function p for €2 has
been chosen to satisfy Fefferman’s approximate Monge-Ampére equation

—det( O' pg_) =1+0 (|p|"*")
Pi  Pik 1<4,k<n

(see [L0] — we could also use the not-completely-smooth exact solution to this equation
|6, [17]).

We set r = —p; thus r» > 0 in Q.

We have the following asymptotic expansions of the Bergman and Szeg6 kernels
(see |9, 12| 14] and additional references cited in these papers, but the material we
are quoting is set forth especially clearly in section 1.1 and Lemma 1.2 from [15]):

n! (n=2)!-q0 O >3
Ko(z2) =T, + P40 (), 2
—3 + 3qa - logr+0() n=2
C(:;nlg'rll _'_ (C rn— 2 _'_ O (7‘" 3) Y n Z 4
Sa(z,2) = Cswsrs + & +0(|logr|), n=3,

CMQT,Q —i—,ul + ‘i‘; rlogr+0O(r), n=2

where 1 € C*(Q) and qq and §q are certain local geometric boundary invariants — in
terms of Moser’s normal form [8] we have gq = 37rn HA 2H2 forn > 3and ¢q = _?8214221
for n = 2. Moreover, "™ Kq(z,z) € C"™7(Q) and r"Sq(z,z) € Cmaxin3i=< (Q)
for each € > 0. (The remainder terms are equal to a power of r times a first-degree
polynomial in logr with coefficients in C*°(2); later in this section the remainder
terms have a similar structure but with higher degree in logr.)

Combining these results we obtain the following.

Theorem 2. The function SKq(z, z) satisfies
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with asymptotics

(n—1)! + (n—3)!"3¢q0 .2 +0 (7”3) :

A (nr)™ cntipn r
SKq(z,2) = Cg(:,)%);;+%—‘?9r2+0(r3|logr|), n=23

3n24% 6

—cgiﬂ + par? + puzrtlogr + Tl log?r + O(r®logr), n=2

for z close to the boundary, where ps, pg € C*(£2).

We will use this result to examine the relation between the Bergman and Szegs
metrics. It will be helpful to introduce the quantity

2 2
E(2,€) = (n+1) (F$(2,€))” —n (F5(2.9)".
Theorem 3. Forn > 3 the following hold.
(a) E e Cn2(T9).
(b) There are constants 0 < mg < Mg < oo so that
ma F§'(2,€) < Fi(2,6) < Ma F§(2,€)

on TC.
(¢) E(z,£) =0 when z € 9 and £ lies in the mazximal complex subspace of T,09).
(d) E(z,£) =0 on all of T(09) if and only if the boundary is locally spherical.
(e) If Q is simply connected then E(z,&) = 0 on TQ if and only if Q is biholo-
morphic to the ball.

Proof. We start by noting that

(3.3) Bz, €) = Z 0% (log SKq(z, 2)) e,

) 0zj 8§k

Then (a) follows from the smoothness result in Theorem Statement (b) then
follows from (a) and (2.3]) along with the Bergman version of (23)).
For z € 09 we use (83) and Theorem 2] to conclude that

67" g0 . -
1 =) 2

]7k:1

E(z,€) =

and thus E(z,§) = 0 when > 7 7;¢; = 0, verifying (c). From the same computation
we see that F will vanish on all of 7'(092) if and only if the invariant ¢q vanishes
identically, so from Corollary 2.5 in [5] it follows that (d) holds.

The “if” half of (e) follows from (2.8]) and the invariance properties. The “only
if” half follows from (d) along with Theorem C in [7] (see also [I8] and section 8 of
A1) 0

For n = 2 we have instead the following result.

Theorem 4. Forn = 2 the following hold.
(a) E € 02 (TT0).
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(b) There are constants 0 < mgq < Mg < 0o so that
mo F(2,€) < Fy(2,€) < Mo F§(,€)

on TA). _
(c) If E € C*(TQ) then the boundary is locally spherical.

(d) If Q is simply connected then E € C* (TQ) if and only if Q) is btholomorphic
to the ball, in which case we in fact have E(z,£) =0 on TQ.

Proof. We need to explain part (c), everything else falling into place as before.

If £ eCt (TQ) then the 7%log? 7 term from the expansion in Theorem B must
disappear, forcing go = 0. Using an argument of Burns appearing as Theorem 3.2
in Graham’s paper [12] along with the previously cited material from [I5] we obtain
revised expansions

2
KQ(Z, Z) = W —'— ILL4 —|— 9q57”10g7” _'_ O(T)

1 1 * 2 2
Sa(z,2) = 22 + ps + it logr +O(r)
SKq(z,2) = + per? — 54 rilogr +O(r)
c3am? c32

n

E(2,€) = pr — 125 logr Y rjrgi&y + O(r%),

jk=1

where g5, = o3| AY[* and g, pis, p6 € C(Q), pr € C(TQ). Our smoothness
assumption on E now forces ¢i, = 0 and this in turn implies that the boundary is
spherical. (We note that by Proposition 1.9 in [12], the condition o = 0 alone does
not guarantee that the boundary is spherical.) 0

For the sake of completeness we also record the corresponding results in one di-
mension.

Theorem 5. Forn =1 the following hold.
(a) E € C™(T9).
(b) There are constants 0 < mg < Mg < oo so that

ma F§'(z,€) < F(2,€) < Mo F§'(z,€)

on TC.
(c) If Q is simply connected then E(z,§) = 0.

Proof. (a) follows from Theorem 23.2 in [2] and the well-known fact that rSq(z, 2)
and r?Kq(z, z) are in C* (Q) and are nowhere vanishing on Q. Statement (b) follows
from (a) as in the proof of Theorem Bl above.

(c) follows from (Z.8), invariance properties and the Riemann mapping theorem.
O]
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4. COMPARISON WITH THE CARATHEODORY METRIC

In this section we discuss the comparison between the Carathéodory and Szegs
metrics and show that the Szegd metric is always greater than or equal to the
Carathéodory metric. The proof follows the same method that was used to show
that the Bergman metric is greater than or equal to the Carathéodory metric in [13].

We define the Carathéodory metric on a domain €2 C C" at p € €2 in the direction
£ eCn Fi(p,§), as

n

Fg(p,€) = sup (Z

i=1

9¢ (p)
aZj

o\ 1/2
fj) 10 O(Q,A),9(p) =0,

where O (Q, A) denotes the set of holomorphic mappings from Q to A, the unit disc
in C.

Theorem 6. The Szeqd metric is greater than or equal to the Carathéodory metric.
Proof. One can show that
sup {|€g(p)I? : g € H(090), 9(p) = 0. lgll 2oy = 1}

S(p,p)

using the Hilbert space method. Refer to Theorem 6.2.5 in [16] for further details.
Let p € Q2. We have

41 (Fp.9)" =

||S(‘ap)||2L2(aQ) = [15(p, ')||2L2(aﬂ) = /m S(p,¢)S(p.¢) dor(C) = S(p,p) = S(p,p).

Let ¢ : @ — A be a holomorphic function with ¢(p) = 0. Define a holomorphic
function g : Q@ — A as follows:

S(z,p)
S(p.p)

Then ||gl[;2(90) < 1 and g(p) = 0. Hence from ([L.I) we get

9(z) = ¢(2)

(4.2 (73001 2 DL SR ATEODE ey
Therefore we get F5(p, &) > Fi(p, €). O

Remark 6. This argument works on any smoothly bounded pseudoconvex domain
where the Szegé metric is defined.

Remark 7. The equation (Z.8) shows that the inequality F§(p,&) > F&(p, ) is sharp
even in some cases where Fg(p,€) > 0, whereas we have F(p,&) > F(p,§) if
F¢(p.€) > 0 [16].
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5. COMPARISON WITH THE BERGMAN METRIC

In this section we carry out some computations on annuli to show that the con-
stants mq and Mg in Theorem [Bl must depend on ).

Theorem 7. There are no constants 0 < m < M < oo independent of ) with the
property that

mFg(z,€) < Fg(2,6) < M Fg(2,€)
on TX).

Proof. The results of Proposition ] below show that

Fg(v/r, 1)/ F(v/r,1) = 00

and
P& (7, 1) F (47, 1) = 0
as  — 0, where Q, ={z € C:r < |2| < 1}. O

Proposition 4. Let Q, = {r < |z| <1} C C and r € (0,1). We have

Fir(yr,1 1
limM:2 and lirré\/;-Fg"(\/;,l):a
r—

r=0 4 /log(1/r)

Also,

Qr( 5
limM =2 and lim F& (Y1) = 1.

Proof. On the boundary of a planar domain, the Fefferman measure is 5 ds, where
ds denotes the element of arclength. In view of Remark 8] we may set ¢; = 2 so that
dor = ds.

The Szegé and Bergman spaces of 2. admit orthonormal bases {a,(r)z"}, .,
and {b,(r)2"}, oy With a,(r) and b,(r) > 0; thus B.(z,() = > (bn(r))? 2*C™ and

nez
Sr(z,Q) = ZZ (an(r))2 2"
ne
One can calculate a,(r) and b,(r) as follows:

/ |an(r)z"|2ds:/ r2"|an(r)|2ds—l—/ |lan(r)|? ds
9 |z|=r |z[=1

= lan(r)*2m(r*"* +1) = 1,

hence
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Also we have

27 1
b ()22 dA = / / by () 2420t dit d
Q- 0 r

= [ba(r)P2ms—— +2<1 P =1, 0,

2w
NG [ [ e aan = pwpzemn =1

and so

1 —
2w In(1/r)? n=-L

ntl. __ L n#£ -1,
|bn<r>|2={” S

Let B,.(z,¢) and S,(z, () be the Bergman and Szeg6 kernel on €, respectively and
z € Q,. We have

90 log B,(z, 2)
0z 0z
B, (z,2) - (B/(2,2)),; — [(B:(z, Z))z|2
(B)(2,2))°
_ Bolz,r) - Balz,1) — |51(Za7“)|2
(Bo(z,7))?

(F(2,1))" =

Y

where
Bo(z,7) = B,(2,2), pBi(z,1)=(Br(2,2)),, and pPa(z,7)=(Br(z2)).~.
We also get

ap(z,r) - ag(z,r) — |a1(z,7’)|2

(ao(z,7)”

(Fg"(2,1))" =

)

where
ao(z, 1) = S,(2,2), a1(z,r)=(S(22)),, and a(z,7)=(5(22)).,.

Let us calculate a;(r?,r) for j =0,1,2, ¢ > 0 and estimate Fg"(rq, 1):

1 n
21 ap(r?,r) = Z ) 7ﬂ2n+1)7‘2 4

nez
1
2 an (ri,r) = R A
n% (1 + 7«2n+1)
1
271- O(Q(Tq,’r) = Z m . n2 . ,,,,2(71—1)11‘

neL
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Note that
2 2r 9
2%@0(\/;,7“)21_'_\/;+1+T3+0(7’)>
-1 VT 3/
277041(\/;77”): \/7_“(1—|—7’)_ 1_|_T3+O(T/)’
1 5!
QWQQ(W,T)—T(l_I_T)+1+T3—|—O(r),
and that
1 r2/5
21 ag (/1. 71) = 1+r+1+r3+0(r3/5)’
175 2/5 s
2 ay (/1) = T 1+7’+O(T/)’
5 1 Tl/s 2/5
21 (/1. 1) = 1—|—7’3+1+7“+O(T ),

which one can verify easily using the comparison test with the geometric series.
Therefore we get

. Q, 2 1 . Q, 2
lim 7 - (F§"(vr, 1) = T and  lim (F§"(¥/r, 1) =1

One can calculate 3;(r?,r)’s for j = 1,2,3 and estimate Fi(r9,1) in a similar
way:

TR =1 > TmEm | g ()
n€Z\{-1}
B (n+1) (2n—1) 1
Thtr) = Y T g ~ 2r%alog (1/r)’
n€Z\{-1}
- (n+1) 2 .(2n—2) 1
TRt =1 > T ™| Srrog (U
n€Z\{-1}
We have
Bo(VTor) = g e 4 O (1)
T Bo(\/T, 7 = g (/) T1=2 r),
1 2
ﬂ-ﬁl(\/;’r)__?r’?’/2log(1/’f’)_\/7_“(1_762)_'_0(\/7_”)’
1 4
T Ba(Vr 1) = +O (1),

2r2log (1/7) + r(1—r2)
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and
7 Bo(¥/7, 1) = ! + ! +O(r2/5)
OV 2r2/5log (1/r) 1 —1r2 ’
1 2r1/s 5
5 - _ /5
77—51(\/;7 T) 27,3/5 10g (1/7,) + 1— ,,,4 + O (T ) )
1 2

7‘-52(\5/;7 T) =

2/5
2r4/51og (1/r) 1 —rt +O(7).

Therefore we get
2
(F5 (V7. 1)

im~——=——-— % —4 d 1
50 log (1/r) I Tog (1)

(g (m)?

O

Remark 8. We note that the Szeg6 and Bergman kernels of {2, can be written in
closed form in terms of elliptic functions (see for example [3]) though that is not
particularly helpful for the computations above.
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