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ON THE COMPACTNESS OF BERGMAN-TYPE INTEGRAL
OPERATORS

LIJIA DING AND JUNMEI FAN

ABSTRACT. Bergman-type integral operators are classical operators in complex anal-
ysis and operator theory. Recently, the first author and his collaborator [9] completely
characterized the LP-L? boundedness of Bergman-type integral operators K, K
and the LP-L? compactness of K, on the unit ball. In this paper, we will use a
substantially new method to completely characterize the LP-L? compactness of K[,
but also prove that the LP-L? compactness of operators K, K is in fact equivalent.
Moreover, we completely characterize Schatten class and Macaev class Bergman-type
integral operator K, on L? space and Bergman space via inequalities related to the
dimension of the unit ball, and we also give an intrinsic characterization by introduc-
ing the concept of Hausdorff dimension of compact operators. The Dixmier trace of
K, are also calculated in this paper.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is a systematic research on the LP-L9 compactness of Bergman-type
integral operators on the unit ball. While there exist abundant works on the bounded-
ness of Bergman-type integral operators, the investigation of compactness aspect was
started only a few years.

Let us start with recalling some notations and terminologies. Let B? be the open
unit ball in the usual complex Euclidian norm on the d-dimensional space C¢ with
the normalized Lebesgue measure dv, which means the measure of B¢ is one. For any
a € R, the Bergman-type integral operator K, on L'(B%, dv) is defined by

Kof(2) = /Bd %dv(w),

where (z,w) = 21, + -+ + 241y is the standard Hermitian inner product on C?. In
particular, when a = d + 1, K4, is the standard Bergman projection on B?, since
the function K(z,w) = W is the Bergman kernel of B? with the measure dv.
However, the Bergman-type integral operator K on L'(B?, dv) is given by

k156 = [ D)

a |1 = (z,w)|~
Bergman-type integral operators play an important role in complex analysis and oper-

ator theory [19, 28] 26], 27, 28]. In particular, for any o > 0, if restrict K, to Bergman
spaces, then every K, is a special fractional radial differential operator [25, 26, 27]
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which is a kind of useful operators in the Bergman space theory on the unit ball,
see Lemma below. On the other hand, the operator K in the complex analy-
sis category, to some extent, is analogous to the Riesz potential operators in the real
analysis. The classical Riesz potential operator R, is defined on the real Euclidian
space R?, whose basic result concerning mapping properties is the Hardy-Littlewood-
Sobolev theorem, which characterizes the boundedness of Riesz potential operator
Ry @ LP(R?) — L4(RY) and has been applied to the PDE theory for a long time; we
refer the reader to [8] 15] 21].

For convenience, we replace LP(B?, dv) by LP(B?) or LP for any 1 < p < oo without
confusion arises. Bergman-type operators K,, K are called LP-L? bounded (or com-
pact) if K,, K} : LP(BY) — L9(B?) are bounded (or compact), where 1 < p,q < co.
Researches on LP-L? problems of Bergman operators K,, K go back to the bound-
edness of Bergman projection on bounded domains. F. Forelli and W. Rudin [11]
proved that the Bergman projection on the unit ball is LP-L” bounded if and only
if 1 < p < o0, in their method an (Forelli-Rudin) asymptotic estimate of integral
for Bergman kernel plays an important role; indeed, following the same method, one
can characterize the LP-LP boundedness of more general Bergman-type operators, see
[26, 27]. Around the same time, H. Phong and E. Stein [20] proved more general results
on a class of bounded strongly pseudoconvex domains; see [14] (17, [I8] for more results
along this line.

Recently, G. Cheng and X. Fang et al [4] completely characterized the LP-L? bound-
edness of K, on the unit disk D, i.e. the case d = 1, and they conjectured that
there should exist similar results in the high dimensional case. Their proofs depend
on techniques of harmonic analysis and coefficient multiplier theory of Bergman space
on the unit disk. Unfortunately, this method can not be directly applied to the case
of unit ball. But, for the spacial case &« = 1, G. Cheng, C. Liu et al [5] solved
the LP-L? boundedness problem of K, K;" on B? The author and his collaborator
[9] completely characterized the LP-L? boundedness of K,, K and established some
Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev type inequalities on BY, motivated by an observation in [27]
we further investigated the LP-L? compactness of K, . Techniques of complex and har-
monic analysis are synthetically utilized in [9], such as the Carleson measure theory
is applied to the LP-L9 compactness problem. The key method used for compactness
relies on the fact that K, maps LP space into Bergman space or Bloch space; how-
ever, K has no such analytic property, thus the compactness characterization of K
remains open.

The first purpose of the present paper is to continue to characterize the LP-L9 com-
pactness of K. The following two theorems are our main results on the LP-L9 com-
pactness.

Theorem 1. Suppose d+1 < a < d+ 2, then the following statements are equivalent.
(1) K, : LP — L9 is bounded.
) K : LP — L% is bounded.
) K, : LP — L% is compact.
) Kt : LP — L9 is compact.
5) p, q satisfy one of the following inequalities:
(a) 7= <P <o0,; > +a—(d+1);

(2
(3
(4
(

d+2—a
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1
a—(d+1)
The equivalences of (1),(2),(3) and (5) in Theorem 1 have been proved in [9], from
Theorem 1 we know the LP-L9 boundedness and compactness of operators K,, K are
equivalent when d+ 1 < a < d + 2.
Theorem 2. Suppose 0 < a < d + 1, then the following statements are equivalent:
(1) K, : LP — L9 is compact.
(2) K : LP — L% is compact.
(3) p, q satisfy one of the following inequalities:
(a) p=1,q < &L
d+1_ 1 1 a )
(b) 1<pd< dHl—a’ g > E—i‘m -1
(c) p= 75, ¢ < o0;

(d> d—?-—li_—la <P < oo.

The equivalence of (1) and (3) in Theorem 2 has been proved in [9], combing Theorem
2 with [9, Theorem 2,3], we know the LP-L? boundedness and compactness of operators
K,, K} are different when 0 < a < d+ 1. When « < 0, Proposition B.11] below shows
that K,, K are all LP-L? compact for any 1 < p,q < oo; moreover, K, is a finite
rank operator if a is a nonpositive integer and K is a finite rank operator if « is a
nonpositive even integer. In contrast, when o > d + 2, there exist no 1 < p,q¢ < oo
such that Kt : LP — L9 is compact, see Corollary below.

Theorem 2 and Proposition B.I1] imply Bergman-type operator K, are compact on
the Hilbert space L? only when o < d + 1. As we all known, Schatten classes and
Macaev classes are more refined classification of compact operators on Hilbert spaces,
but also involve global estimates of the spectrum of compact operators. The next
two theorems deal with the problem of Schatten class and Macaev class Bergman-
type operators. Let H be a separable Hilbert space, denote by LP(H) and LP*°(H)
the Schatten p-class (or ideal) and Macaev p-class (or ideal) on H respectively, where
0 < p < oo. More precisely, let T" be a compact operator on H and

{pn(IT1) = o(IT1) = pa(IT1) = p2(IT)) = -+ - } (1.1)

be the set of eigenvalues (counting multiplicities) of |T| := (T*T)2, then T € LP(H)
1

if and only if {u,(|7])} € 7, and T € £»*°(H) if and only if u,(|7|) = O(n"»). We

also use L*(H) = L>*°(H) to stand for the compact operator ideal on H. Moreover,

LP(H) and £P*°(H) will become Banach spaces when provided suitable norms for

1 < p < oo. We refer the reader to [7), 23], 27, 28] for more details about Schatten class
and Macaev class operators. Let us denote the set .%; C R by

Sy={a<d+1:—a ¢N},

where N is the set of all nonnegative integers. For 1 < p < oo, let AP = Hol(]B%d) NLP be
the p-integrable Bergman space on B?. In particular, A? is a separable Hilbert space.
Theorem 3. Suppose a € .¥; and 0 < p < oo, then the following statements are
equivalent.

(1) K, € LP(L?).

(2) K, € LP(A?).

(3) Ko € LP(d).

(b) p=o00,q <
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d

4) p> Fis
Where K, is the Berezin transform of K, on the Bergman space A% and d\ is the
Mobius invariant measure on B¢, the exact definition will be given in the following
Section Ml
Theorem 4. Suppose a € .%; and 0 < p < oo, then the following statements are
equivalent.

(1) K, € LP>=(L?).

(2) K, € LP>(A?).

d
(3) D> i a

In particular, K, ¢ Lari=a but K, € L##-a when o € Sy; however, K, € Lari=a
and K, € LT if o is a nonpositive integer. As an application of Theorem 3,4 we
calculate the Dixmier trace of K, whenever K, € £, see Proposition .10 below.
Moreover, we remark that the condition a € .¥; in Theorem 3,4 is necessary and
sharp, namely .7, is the maximal set ensures the theorems holds. Note that Theorem
3,4 are two results related to the underlying domain B¢. We also give a more intrinsic
characterization of Schatten class and Macave class Bergman-type operator K, by
introducing the concept of Hausdorff dimension of compact operators, see Definition
and Corollary below. Hausdorff dimension of compact operators is similar to
the Hauadorff dimension of subsets in metric spaces [16].

It is worth mentioning that our results are totally new even in the one-dimensional
case and the results of this paper can be generalized to the weighted Lebesgue inte-
grable spaces and more general kernel operators on the unit ball. Moreover, we in fact
provide two approaches to solve the Schatten class Bergman-type operators on the
unit ball, one of which essentially depend on the spectrum estimate without Forelli-
Rudin estimate. On the other hand, we know that the unit ball is a spacial bounded
strongly pseudoconvex domain and every bounded strongly pseudoconvex domain with
noncompact automorphism group is biholomorphic to the unit ball [24], so we gauss
that there exist some similar results about boundedness and compactness on bounded
strongly pesudoconvex domains.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give the proof of Theorem 1
by using a criteria of precompactness in LP space and the interpolation of compact
operators. Section 3 is devoted to complete the proof of Theorem 2, which is based
on the hypergeometric function theory and the fractional radial differential operator
theory. We also describe the phenomenon of Bergman-type operators for a < 0. In
Section 4, we will characterize Schatten class and Macaev class Bergman-type operator
K, by estimates of the spectrum and techniques of operator theory.

2. THECASEOF d+1l<a<d-+2

In this section, we will prove the main Theorem 1. We need some lemmas. The
following lemma gives the regularity of the image of K,, K.

Lemma 2.1. For any o € R and f € L?(B%),1 < p < oo, then the followings hold.
(1) K,f is holomorphic on B
(2) KIf is smooth on B
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Proof. (1) It is sufficient to show that K,f, f € L*(B?) is holomorphic on every point

of B?. Suppose z is an arbitrary point in BY. Denote B, = {w € C?: |w| < r},r > 0.

Choose |z| < ro < 1y < 1, and then choose 1 < r; < Z. It is easy to see that
0

{2z} xB? C B,, >< B? C B,y x By, and 0 < 1o < rory < 1. It follows that the function
K, (z,w) = (1<7’“ is holomorphlc on the domain B,; x B,,. Then [22, Proposition

1.2.6] implies that the binary function function K,(z, w) — has a global power

(1- <
series expansion on B,; X B;,. Therefor, we can suppose that

Ko(z,w) = Y apm"0™, (2.1)

n,m>0
on By, x B,,. Here n,m are multi-indexes, n = (nq,---,ng) > 0 means n; > 0 for any
7, and 2" = Hj 1 ;. Note that B,, x B C B,: x B,,, we get that the power series

(7)) is uniformly converge on compact set B,, X IB%d. Then the dominated convergence
theorem and the maximum modulus principle of analytic function imply that

K.f(z) = Z Anm ( fu_)mdv) 2",
n,m>0 B?

on B,, > z. This implies that K, f is holomorphic at z € B%.
(2) Similarly, it suffices to consider the case f € L'. Denote the holomorphic function
Gao(2,w,u,v) on B,y x By, x B, x B, by

1 1
(1= (z@))s (1 (u,0))2

By [22, Proposition 1.2.6] again, we know that G,(z, w, u, v) has a global power series
expansion, thus we can suppose that

Go(z,w,u,v) E anmklz"wmukvl

n,m,k,[>0

Go(z,w,u,v) =

on B, X By, X B, x B, Since
B dedexB CB/xB X By, X By

TO’

it follows from the dominated convergence theorem and the maximum modulus prin-
ciple of analytic function that

Fo(u,0) & | J)Galu, @, w, v)dv(w)
Z Qnm k1 ( fwkU_de’U) UnUl,
n,m,k,1>0 B¢

is holomorphic on B,, X B,,. Then

Kl f(z) = /Iazd % = g f(w)Ga(z, 0w, w, Z)dv(w) = Fo(z, 2) (2.2)

on B,, 3 z. It shows that K} f is smooth at z € B?. U
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Remark 2.2. The formula (2.2)) in fact shows that, for any f € L', the function K f
admits a global power series expansion in the form

KIf(z) = Z A mz" 2™,
n,m>0

and K f uniquely determines a holomorphic function on B¢ x B<.

From Lemma 2.1 we know that the image of K[ is continuous. The next lemma
provides a result on the equicontinuity.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose o € R,1 < p < oo and K C B? is a compact subset, then for
any € > 0, there exists a > 0 such that

|KYf(z1) = KX f(z)| <\ fllp-e, VS € LP(BY),
whenever z1, 20 € K and |z; — 29| < 4.

Proof. Let B, be the ball with radius r defined in Lemma 2.1l Since K C B¢ is a
compact subset, there exists a 0 < r < 1 such that K C B, C B, C B%. Since the
function W is uniformly continuous on the compact set B, x B4, it yields that,
for any € > 0, there exists a § > 0, such that

1 1

1= (Lw)le 1= (zw)

<eg,

whenever 21,2, € K and |2; — 23| < 4. Thus, for any f € LP(B?), we have

1 1
K f(z)— K f(= </ ' — dv(w) < €
} f( 1) f( 2)}— Bd|f| |1—<z1,w)|0‘ |1—(22,w>|a ( )—H-fHP
whenever z1, 2o € K and |z; — 25| < d. It completes the proof. O

A subset in a Banach space is called precompact if the closure of the subset in
the norm topology is compact. Obviously, an operator between two Banach spaces
is compact if and only if the operator maps every bounded set to precompact one.
Suppose 2 C C? is an arbitrary bounded domain. The following lemma provides a
criteria of precompactness in LP(§2) with 1 < p < oo, see [I, Theorem 2.33] for more
details.

Lemma 2.4. [I] Let 1 < p < oo and K C LP(2). Suppose there exists a sequence
{€Q;} of subdomains of Q having the following properties:
(1) Q; € Q.
(2) The set of restrictions to €2; of the functions in K is precompact in LP(€2;) for
each 7.
(3) For every € > 0 there exists a j such that

/ |f|Pdv <e, VfeK.
0-Q;

Then K is precompact in LP(€2).
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The Forelli-Rudin asymptotic estimate of integral for Bergman kernel on the unit ball
B? is a fundamental result in function spaces and operator theory, see [22, Propostion
1.4.10] or [27, Theorem 1.12] for more details. In the rest of this article, we will
frequently use this estimate, for the sake of convenience, we state as follows.

Lemma 2.5. (Forelli-Rudin) Suppose c¢ is real and ¢ > —1. Then the integral

g = [ Qloliotw) - g

1= (z,w)|tt
has the following asymptotic properties.

(1) If c < d + 1, then J.; is bounded on B
(2) If c=d+1, then

Jc,t(’z) ~ _log(l - ‘Z|2)7 |Z‘ — 1.
(3) If ¢ > d+1, then

Joa(2) ~ (1 —|2))e 2] = 17,

The notation A(z) ~ B(z) means that the ratio % has a positive finite limit as
|z| = 1.

To complete the proof of Theorem 1, we also need a result on the interpolation of
compact operators. The following lemma is first proved by A. Krasnoselskii [12], see
also [6] or [13, Theorem 3.10].

Lemma 2.6. [0, [12] [13] Suppose that 1 < p1,p2,¢1,¢2 < o0 and go # oo. If a linear
operator 1" such that T": LP* — L% is bounded and T : L”*> — L% is compact, then
T: L — L7 is compact, if there exists a § € (0,1) such that

1 0 1-601 6 1-0
- - = .

Y

P m 4 @ @

Proof of Theorem 1. The equivalence of (1) < (2) < (3) < (5) is the main result
of [9, Theorem 1], so it is enough to prove (4) < (5). Note that the equivalence of (3)
and (5), it implies that (4) = (5), since compact operators are all bounded between
two Banach spaces. Now we prove (5) = (4), which means we need to show K is
LP-L9 compact if K is LP-L? bounded. It is easy to see that 1 < ¢ < p < co under
the assumption in (5). By Lemma 2.6 the proof will be completed once we prove the
following two conclusions:

(a) If p=o00,q < m, then K : [P — L9 is compact.

(b) If p> m,q =1, then K : L? — L9 is compact.

Observe the operator K is adjoint by Fubini’s theorem, combing this with the well
known fact that an operator between two Banach spaces is compact if and only if its
adjoint is compact, we conclude that conclusions (a) and (b) are in fact equivalent.
Consequently, the proof is completed if conclusion (a) is proved. Now we turn to prove
the conclusion (a). Suppose {f;} is an arbitrary bounded sequence in L*, without loss
of generality, we can suppose that
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Denote the bounded domain B} by Bj = {z € C* : |z| < 1 — %},j =1,2,---.
Clearly, Bj is compactly contained in B? and B} C Bj,, C B, for every j. We first
prove that the set of restrictions to Bj of the functions in {KJ f,} is precompact
in LP(Bj) for each j. In view of Lemma 21, we know the functions in {KJ f,} are

all continuous on B? and uniformly continuous on every F; Combing with the fact
that the embedding C'(Bj) C LP(Bj}) is continuous for every j, it is enough to prove
{(Kq fa)lp;} is precompact in C'(Bj) for every j. Note that (2.3) and the definition of
Bj, we have that

frn(w)dv(w
K fa)ls;lloo = sup [KG ful = sup M
z€B] z€B; [/BI =
dv(w)
< n oo M /a o\l ’
< [ fall ZS;B% i [1— (2, w)| (2.4)
< 7N falloo
< 7%

for every j. The estimate (24]) implies that {(K[ f,)| B;_} are bounded in C(Fg) for
every j. It follows from Lemma 2.3 that {(KJ f,)|s; } is equicontinuous on B! for every
j- Then Arzela-Ascoli theorem implies that {(K fa)|s;} is precompact in C (Fg) for

every j. By the well known fact that, for t € R, (1 — |z|?)! € L*(B?) if and only if
t > —1, we obtain that, for any fixed ¢t > —1 and for any € > 0, there exists a J > 0
satisfying

/ (1—|2)*)'dv<e, Vj>J, (2.5)
BB

since the absolute continuity of the integral and lim;_,o v(B? — Bj) = 0. From the
assumption in (a) and d+ 1 < o < d + 2, we get that 0 < ¢(aw — (d + 1)) < 1, then by
(2.3) we obtain that for any ¢ > 0, there exists a J > 0 such that

/ (1—|z[H) 9=l dy <o Vj>J (2.6)
BB

Combing (2.6]) with Lemma 23] there exists a positive constant C' such that, for any
e > 0, there exists a J > 0 satisfying

+ £ (N)du(2) — Jn(W)AvIW)
/Bd_B;mfn( do(2) / [ ] e

. dv(w)
< Ifallds /Bd_B; / 1= (z,w)

< Clfulle / (1= [o) ol gy
Bd—BJ’.

< Ce,

for any j > J and n =1,2,---. Thus {K[ f,} is precompact in L? by Lemma 24 it
completes the proof. O

fo(w)dv(w) |*

q

dv(z)
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Remark 2.7. Theorem 1 indicates that Bergman operators K, K from L? into LY
are compact if and only if they are bounded when 1 < ¢ < p < oo. In fact, this is quite
expected, which can be seen from Ando’s theorem for a bounded integral operator
from L? into L7 with 1 < ¢ < p < oo, see [3] or [13, Theorem 5.5, 5.13]. Nevertheless,
we give a direct proof here.

3. THE CASE OF a < d+1

This section is mainly devoted to prove Theorem 2, which characterizes the LP-L4
compactness of K1 for 0 < o < d+ 1. We first recall some results on hypergeometric
function theory. For complex numbers «, 3,7 and complex variable z, we use the
classical notation , F} (o, 8;7; 2) to denote

2F1(04a5;7;2)22% -
=0

with v # 0,—1, -2, ..., where (a); = Hi;g(a + k) is the Pochhammer for any com-
plex number «. The following lemma calculates the exact value of the hypergeometric
function at the point z = 1.

Lemma 3.1. [10, Section 2.8] If Re(y —a — ) > 0, then

L(NL(y—a—p)
Ly —a)T(y = B)’

where I' is the usual Euler Gamma function.

o (%5%7?1) =

Recall the definition of the function Jg, in Lemma The following lemma is
not only a restatement of Lemma 2.5 but also establishes a connection between the
integration induced by Bergman kernel and the hypergeometric function. A function
is called finite if it has finite value at every point of its domain.

Lemma 3.2. (1)[22] Suppose f € R and v > —1, then

A+ 4T (1 +7) BB
JB—’YFY(Z) - F(].—Fd—l—’}/) 2F1 (575

s 1+d+ v |2%), (3.1)

for z € B, o
(2) Jg_y, is finite on the closed ball B¢ if and only if § < d + 1 + . Moreover, in
this case, the identity (B.]) actually holds on the closed ball Be.

Proof. (1) In this case, the identity (B.I]) is a restatement of Lemma 2.5 we refer the
reader to [22, Proposition 1.4.10] for more details.

(2) It suffices to prove Js_., . is finite on the unit sphere S* = {z € C : |z| = 1} if
and only if 5 < d+ 1+ ~. Due to the unitary invariance of the Lebesgue measure, we

know that
7 ()_/ (1 = |w|*)"dv(w) _/ (1 = |w]*)Ydv(w)
gl = Bd \1—<n,w)|5 B Be |1—w1|5 7
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for any n € S?. Then [26] Lemma 1.8,1.9] imply that

— ' d— 1
Sy (1) = Qd/o r# 1 —r®)Tdr /Sd mda(f)
1 -
- 2d/0 - [ W=l o oy

g |1 —rw]

=2d /01 P21 — ), F (é 5. d;r?)dr (3.2)

— 94 = (g)y(g)J ! 2j+2d—1 1 2 d
- My Sy

for any n € S¢, where do and dv; are normalized Lebesgue measures on S¢ and B!,
respectively. Note that I'(s + j) = (s);I'(s) for all s € C except the nonpositive
integers. Then Stirling’s formula and (B.2)) yield that Jz_ , is finite on S¢ if and only
if 6 <d+ 1+ ~. From Lemma B and (3.2]), we kwon that, if 5 < d + 1 + =, then

[e.e]

F(d+7+1

Id+1)I(y+1)

= —Fdr 17 2Py (5, 5id+7+11) (3.3)
A+ 1)I(y+)I(d+~+1-0)

B 2d+~y+1-15)

JB_'Yv'Y(/r/) = j' d+fy+1

BB

J=0

for any 7 € S, which means that the identity (3.1 also holds on the closed ball S?. It
completes the proof. O

From Lemma B2, we know that Js_ . is a radial function on B?. Moreover, when
f<d+1+7, Js_, is increasing on B? in the following sense,

whenever |z < |z2| < 1, since all Taylor coefficients of the hypergeometric function
in (B.I) are positive. Now, we introduce the following auxiliary function I, for every
a < d+ 1. The function I,(r, z) on [0,1) x B¢ is denoted by

1
I,(r,z) = /T<|w<1 —|1 — <Z’w>|adv(w).
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Since a < d + 1, it follows by (8.3]) and (3.4]) that
I,(r,2) < Jap(2)

= TG+ 9\ L(d+1)
3;;( m%)) FG+Dr(G+d+1) (3.5)
T+ DI(d+1-a)
- IPd+1-9%)

for any (r,z) € [0,1) x ]BT_d, which means that I, is finite on [0,1) x B?. Moreover, I,
is increasing on [0, 1) x B? in the following sense.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose r € [0, 1), then
I,(r,z1) < I,(r, 29),
whenever 2y, z, € B? and |z| < |z|.

Proof. From (33)), we know that I, is finite on [0, 1) x B?. Now we calculate its exact
value. It follows from [26, Lemma 1.8,1.11] and the unitary invariance of the Lebesgue
measure that

1
I,(r 2 :/ ——dv(w
2= | e T e o)

-/ |i (%) 21 o] P ()
_ g (%)2 HE 2d/rl {221y /S €l 2do(€)

& D(d+ (1 — 2040y
‘Z< O ) rERy eI

for any z € B9. It leads to the desired result since all coefficients of the power series
expansion about |z| in (3.6]) are positive. O

(3.6)

Proposition 3.4. If 0 < a < d+1, then K : L — L% is compact for any 1 < g < 0.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove that K, : L>® — L is compact. It is clear that K f is
continuous on the open ball B¢ for any f € L* by Lemma 21l From Lemma 3.2 (3.3)
and (B.4]), we obtain that K f(n) exists and

Fd+1)I'd+1—«)

0] < Wl o o)

for any n € S?. We now turn to prove that K f is continuous on B?. It suffices to
prove that K'f on S?. Thus we need only to prove that, for any n € S% and for any
point sequence {z,} in B? satisfying z, — n, then Kt f(z,) — K} f(n) as n — co. By
Lemma and Lemma 3.4l we have
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I'(d+ DI(d+1—a)

Ko f(2)] < 1 loodao(2) < M lloeao(m) = [1flloe ECFS IO

(3.7)

for any z € B?. The absolute continuity of the integral implies that, for any € > 0,
there exists a 0 < 0 < 1, satisfying

dv(w)
F 1= (n,w)l

whenever v(F) < 8. Denote Fs = {z € B : {/1 — § < |z| < 1}. Note that v(Fs) = § <
0 and

< (3.8)

<
47

1 1
— uniformly on B\ Fj, as n — oo.
1= o) L= Gl
Then there exists a N > 0 such that, for any n > N,

/ 1 1
Bd\ Fs |1 - <Zn7 w>‘a ‘1 - <7]7w>|a
Combing this with Lemma and (B.8), we conclude that, for any n > N,

1 1
K+ n _K+ — o0 B
KL ) = KL 10 | | e~ T

1 1
e |
Fs

1= (aw)|® 1= (n,w)l

<151 / ! !
- - BI\ Fs ‘1 - <Zn7w>‘a |1 - <U7w>‘a
12 fl

dv(w) <

dv(w)

dv(w)

dv(w) (3.9)
1

gy 1=, w)|

< [1Flloe + 201 flloo=

= <l|f

It completes the proof that K[ f is continuous on the closed ball B? for any f € L.
Now we prove that, for any bounded sequence in L°°, there exists a subsequence
satisfying that its image under K is convergent in L. Suppose that { f,,} is a bounded
sequence in L, then we have that {K7f,} is in C'(B?) and {K[f,} is uniformly
bounded by ([B17). Now we prove that { KT f,} is also equicontinuous. From (3.9), we
know that

dv(w)

1 1
‘1_<27w>‘a ‘1_<777w>‘a
for arbitrary fixed n € S?. Combing (BI0) with the unitary invariance of Lebesgue

measure and the symmetry of the unit ball, we have that, for any ¢ > 0, there exists
a 0 < ¢ <1, satisfying that

J.

lim
Bisz—n Jpd

dv(w) =0, (3.10)

1 1
1=z w1 = (nw)|

dv(w) < (3.11)
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whenever z € BY n € S? and |z — 5| < §. Denote Bl 5 ={z¢ Cl:lz| <1-%

2

and Cy = {z € C?: 1 — £ < |z| < 1}. Then the closed ball B has the followmg
2

decomposition,
B= B! , UCy and B! , NCy =0.
-3 2 -3 2

Since the function (1 e is uniformly continuous on the compact set B” , x B,

[1—(z,w -4
there exists a 0 < ¢” < 1 such that
1 1

‘\1 — w1 = (2, w)]
whenever (z1,w), (z2,w) € B;’_a, x Be and |z — 2| < ¢§". Take 0" = min{%’,é”}. Now
2
we prove that, for any z1, 2o € B? such that |2 — 23| < ¢, then

/ 1 1
Bd

1= Gl 1= (zw)l

In fact, there are two cases need to be considered. The first caseis z; € C' z or zo € C X

<e, (3.12)

dv(w) < e. (3.13)

Without loss of generality, we can assume that z; € C’y then there ex1sts an n € Sd

satisfying that |z —n| < §"” < ‘52. Thus, obviously, the trlangle inequality implies that
|zo — n| < |22 — 21| + |21 — | < &'. This together with ([B.I1]) implies that

1 1
/IBd [T — (21, w)|® N 1= (2, )| dv(w)
1 1
< /Bd 11— (z,w)|e 1= (n,w)|® dv(w)
1 1
+/Bd 11— (nw)|* 1= (z0,w)]® dv(w)

<eg

The second case is z1, 29 € B’ . From (3.12), it implies that
1 1

— dv(w §5/ dv = ¢.
Ll=emr T e ==
It proves (B.13)). Combing ([B.13) with

|K fn(zl) K+fn(z2)| < ||fn||00/ )‘1_ Zl

B 1
w)l* 1= (z, w)|*

follows that {K[ f,} is equicontinuous. Then Arzela-Ascoli theorem implies that

{Kf.} has a convergency subsequence in the supremum norm (or is precompact).
That finishes the proof. U

dv(w)

Corollary 3.5. If 0 < a <d+ 1, then K} : L? — L' is compact for any 1 < p < occ.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma [B.4] and the fact that K is adjoint. O
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Now, recall the definition of the fractional radial differential operator R*' on Hol(B?).
For any two real parameters s and ¢t with the property that neither d 4+ s nor d + s+t
is a negative integer, the invertible operator R*' is given by

Fd+1+s)l(d+1+n+s+t)

R (e) = nZ:OF(d+1+8+t)F(d+1+n+s)fn(z)’

for any f = >°7 f, € Hol(B?) with homogeneous expansion. From [22| Proposition
1.2.6], we know every holomorphic function f € Hol(B?) has a global power series
expansion, thus the definition is well-defined on Hol(B?). In fact, it can be checked by
the direct calculation that the invertible operator of R*! is just R*T"~t. Be careful that
the invertible operator here is unnecessarily continuous. Recall that A? = Hol(B%)N L?
is the p-integrable Bergman space on B¢ for 1 < p < 0.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose a € R satisfying « is not a nonpositive integer and 1 < p < o0,
then the following holds on A?

K. = RO,a—d—l.
Proof. Since every holomorphic function f € Hol(B?) has a global power series expan-

sion, we can suppose f = >~ f, € AP with the homogeneous expansion. Then the
dominated convergence theorem and formula (1.21) in [26] imply that

ko) = | (ﬂd (w)

-3 (ffj ;“ga) (1) (2, w)"dv(w)
—~ T(n+a 2d—1 k+n n
-y F(n<+ i 2@2 / drz 2,€)"do (€)
o (3.14)
B I'(n+a) 2d—1 n
=3 1yt [ /S alr) € do (€)
= I'n+«
:Zofnjt—li_ () /fn )z, w)"dv(w)
= T@+ 1) (a+n)
- ZO T)Tds 110 ")
for any z € B%. It leads to the desired result. 0

Lemma 3.7. [25, Proposition 5] Suppose s,t are real parameters such that neither
n -+ s nor n+ s+t is a negative integer. Then, for any nonnegative integer N,

85t 1 _ h({z,w))
R (1 — (2, w))ETstN — (1 — (2, w))dtirstN+

where h is a certain one-variable polynomial of degree N. In particular, h = 1if N = 0.

Proposition 3.8. Suppose 0 < o < d+1and 1 < p,q < oo, it K} : [P — L9 is
compact, then % > i + 55— L
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Proof. For every z € B?, denote the holomorphic function H, on B? by
(1—|z*)q
s d+1 9
(1= (w, ) et oot

where s is a positive parameter satisfying i (1— %)(d + 1) is a large enough positive

H,(w) = w € BY, (3.15)

integer. Clearly H, is bounded holomorphic on B¢ for each z € B?. We first prove
|Ro—d=Ldtl=apy | 5 () weakly in LP, as |z| — 17. By [2, Section 8.3.3, Theorem 2], it
suffices to prove that

(1) sup,epa || RO L], < oo

(2) 1im‘z‘_>1— de |Ra_d_1’d+1_aHz‘dU =0.

It is immediate from Lemma [3.7] that

Ra—d—l,d-l—l—ocHz(w) _ w e Bd, (316)

(1= (w,2))s*
where h; is a certain one-variable polynomial of degree 2 —(1— %)(d%— 1). From Lemma
2.5], there exists a positive constant C such that

/ |h8(<w>z>)|cfv(;fl) < 0(1 o |Z|2)(1_%)(d+1)_§, = Bd.
B |]' - <'LU,Z> T

Then by (8.16), the following estimate holds,

[ e gy [ P10 = Bt
B B¢ |1 - <U),Z> T
< C(l . ‘Z|2)(1_%)(d+1).

Thus, lim,|_,- de |Re—d=Ld+tl=a [T 1dy = 0, namely, condition (2) holds. Similarly, we
can verify the condition (1) by Lemma Thus we prove that |[Re-4-Ldt1=af | — (

weakly in LP, as |z| — 17. Now, combing with the well-known fact that a compact
operator maps a weakly convergent sequence into a strongly convergent one, we obtain

lim [ K (|RY ML), = 0.
|z]—1—

s
q

Note that KX (|f]) > |K.(f)| for any f € L', then
lim || K, (R H,)||, = 0.

|z]—1—
Since RVe—d-1Ra—d=ldtl=a¢ — f for any bounded holomorphic function f on B¢, it
follows from Lemma [B3.6] that

hmf ||Hz||q — hm7 ||R0’a_d_lRa_d_1’d+l_aHz||q — hm7 ||KaRa—d—17d+1—aHz||q _ O,
|z]—1 |z]—1 |z]—1

and then

1— 2\s
lim (1 = Jo')*dv(w) = lim |H.||=0.

e B e A H

Since s > 0 is choosen large enough, by Lemma again, we obtain that % > % +
1. O

@
d+1
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Remark 3.9. (1) We have proved |Re~4-bdtl=ap | — ( weakly in LP, as |z| —
17. Note that bounded operators map a weakly convergent sequence into a weakly
convergent one. Analogously, we can prove that, if K : L? — L7 is bonded as the
same condition in Proposition 3.8 then

(1 — [2[*)*dv(w)
SUP/ s+ 2D Lo g ) < o0
z€B4 JBd |1 — <w Z>| P q

Then Lemman implies that * > 1 + 537 — 1. In fact, this gives a new proof
of necessity part of [0, Lemma 4 3], Wthh is a key step to characterize the LP-L9
boundedness of K, K.

(2) The construction of H, is inspired by the characterization of vanishing Carleson

measure for Bergman space on the unit ball, we refer the reader to [25, 26].

Now we turn to the proof of Theorem 2, we first describe the LP-L? compactness of
KLI. It is as analogous to the proof of Theorem 1. Thus we give a sketchy proof here.

Proposition 3.10. K;H LP — L9 is compact if and only if 1 < ¢ < p < 0.

Proof. By Lemma 2.6 and the adjointness of K, it suffices to prove K}, : LP — L'
is compact for any 1 < p < oco. Note that [9, Theorem 3] shows K[, : L™ — L'
is bounded, combing with Lemma again, it suffices to prove K7, : L? — L' is
compact for any d + 1 < p < oo. Let {Bj} be as in Proof of Theorem 1, and {f;}
be a bounded sequence in L”. Then we can prove [(Kg fu)ls;ll < j%[| fallp, combing
with Lemma 2.1 and Arzela-Ascoli theorem implies that {(K[ f,)| B/} s precompact
in LP(B;-). By Lemma and Holder’s inequality, it implies, there exists a constant

/ (

<Clnly [, @=1P) % )

Thus we obtain that, if d + 1 < p < 0o, then for any £ > 0, there exists a J > 0, such
that

1—1
P

dv(z)

/ KL fu(Eldnte) < 1 /

]Bd—B’-

)
w)|*r

»—-\/

/]Bd |K 1 foldv < Ce,

whenever j > J. Therefore, { K fn} is precompact in L'(B?) by Lemma 2.4 O

Proof of Theorem 2. Since the equivalence of (1) < (3) is the main result of
[9, Theorem 3], it suffices to prove (2) < (3). There are two cases & = d + 1 and
0 < o < d+ 1 to be considered. Indeed, the case @« = d + 1 has been proved in
Proposition B.10l Thus, it remains to deal with the case 0 < a < d+ 1. By Lemma 2.6
and Corollary 3.5 we conclude that K1 : L' — L7 is compact if and only if ¢ < %,
and then K[ : LP — L is compact if and only if p > d_ﬁfa. Then apply Lemma
2.6, Proposition 3.4l and Proposition B.8 to obtain the equivalence of (2) and (3) when
0 < a<d+ 1. It completes the proof. O
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We have completely characterized that LP-L? compactness of the Bergman-type
operators K,, K when 0 < a < d+ 2 so far. However, when o > d + 2, [9, Theorem
4] shows that there exist no 1 < p, ¢ < oo such that K} : L? — L% is bounded.

To end this section, we describe the phenomenon for o < 0. Recall that a bounded
operator between two Banach spaces is called a finite rank operator if the range of
the operator has finite dimension. Obviously, finite rank operators must be compact
and the finite rank operators on a Hilbert space belong to every Schatten p-class with
0<p<oo.

Proposition 3.11. Suppose a < 0, then the followings hold.
(1) Ko, K} : LP — L7 are compact for any 1 < p,q < 0.
(2) If v is a nonpositive integer, then K, : LP — L7 is a finite rank operator for
any 1 <p,q < oo.
(3) If «v is a nonpositive even integer, then K : LP — L% is a finite rank operator
for any 1 < p,q < oo.

Proof. (1) Tt suffices to prove that K,, K : L' — L* are compact when o < 0.
Suppose {f;} is an arbitrary bounded sequence in L>, without loss of generality, we
can suppose that
[fillo <1, j=1,2,---.

Then Lemma 2] implies that {K,f;} is continuous function sequences on B¢. Note
that the kernel function W
when o < 0, then we obtain that {K,f;} is in fact continuous function sequence on
B<. Since a < 0, it follows that

is uniformly continuous on the compact set B¢ x B4

fo(w)dv(w)
Ka niloo = T o
A Z@Lu—@ww
<27 fallx
<27,

Thus {K,f;} is a bounded subset in C(B4). The uniform continuity of the function

W also yields that, for any € > 0, there exists a § > 0, such that
‘ 1 1

(1= (z,w))* (1= (z2,w))"
whenever z;, 2, € B? and |z1 — 22| < 6. Then we have
1 1

(1= (zw)* (1= (2, w))

<g,

Koo = Kol < [ 15

< | fill-e
<e

whenever z;, 2o € B¢ and |21 — 22| < 0. That means {K,f;} is equicontinuous. Then
Arzela-Ascoli theorem implies that { K, f;} has a convergency subsequence in the supre-
mum norm (or is precompact). That proves K, : L' — L* is compact when o < 0.
Similarly, K : L' — L* is compact when « < 0.
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(2) Tt suffices to prove that K, : L' — L* is a finite rank operator when « a
nonpositive integer. Suppose that &« = —N, where N is a nonnegative integer. Then
the binomial theorem implies that

(1—{(z Z an, 2" w°,

s|<N

where s > 0 is multi-index and ay 4 is nonzero constant. Thus, for any f € L', we
have

Kowf) = [ = Guao= Y (ax

Is|<N

fwsdv) 2°.
Bd
It implies that K_p is a finite rank operator.

(3) It suffices to prove that K : L' — L* is a finite rank operator when a a
nonpositive even integer. Suppose that a = —2N, where N is a nonnegative integer.
Then

1= (zw)?N = (1= (zw)V (1= (w,2)V = Y ay.anz*Fu'e’.

Is|,[l[<N

Thus, for any f € L', we have

K—2Nf / f|1_ z 7~U>|2NdU— Z (aN,saN,l/ fwlwsdv) 2°7.
Bd

Ishl[<N

It implies that K_oy is a finite rank operator. L]

Remark 3.12. K will not be a finite rank operator when « is a nonpositive odd
integer.

Thus we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.13. For a € R, then the following statements are equivalent:
(1) a<d+2;
(2) there exist 1 < p,q < oo such that K, : LP — L7 is bounded;
(3) there exist 1 < p,q < oo such that K : [P — L% is bounded;
(4) there exist 1 < p,q < oo such that K, : LP — L9 is compact;
(5) there exist 1 < p,q < oo such that K : L? — L7 is compact.

4. SCHATTEN CLASS AND MACAEV CLASS MEMBERSHIP

In the present section, we complete proofs of Theorem 3.4, which give the neces-
sary and sufficient conditions that ensure the Bergman-type operator K, belongs to
Schatten classes and Macaev classes. The proof of Theorem 3 will be respectively
given in cases 0 < a < d+ 1 and o < 0. Although Theorem 3 can be uniformly
proved by the method of estimates of the spectrum, we prefer to prove the theorem
in the case 0 < a < d 4+ 1 by using the method of operator theory which is inspired
by the characterization of Schatten class Toeplitz operators and Hankel operators in
[19, 27, 28].

Denote the point spectrum (the collections of eigenvalues) of K, on the Bergman
space A% by o,(K,, A?).
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Lemma 4.1. Suppose a < d + 1, then the followings hold.

(1) If a € .7, then oKy, A?) = {Homr i : n € N}

(2) If —a € N, then 0,(Kq, A%) = {0} U {75t - 0 <n < —al.

1—a—n)T'(n+d+1)

Proof. (1) Denote p,, = %, n € N. Due to Lemma [3.6], it suffices to show that

opt(Ka, A%) C {un : n € N}. Suppose p € 0p(K,, A?), then there exists a nonzero
f € A% such that

Kof = pf. (4.1)

It is easy to see that U,enP, is a orthonormal basis of A%, where P, is the set of
homogeneous polynomials defined by

d
P, = {ckzk:ij:n,kjeN}, neN,
j=1

and ¢, is the normalized positive constant such that ||c;2*|s = 1 for each k. Thus f
has the following representation

[eS)
f=2 2 {fenrlenr
n=0 en,kEPn

where (-, -) is the standard Hermitian inner product on A%. Combing this with Lemma
and (1)), we conclude that

S (=) Y frenn)ens =0. (4.2)
n=0 €n,kEPn

Since f is nonzero, there exists a ey, x, such that (f, ey, k) # 0. Then ([A2]) implies
that f has the form

f="Y (fream)en (4.3)

en,kepno

and = fi,,. It completes the proof of o, (K4, A%) C {p, : n € N}.
(2) Suppose f =3 f, € A* with the homogeneous expansion. Since —« is a nature
number, it follows that

1) i
/B S

nzo a—n'n‘/f" )z, w)"dv(w)

~ (=1)"T(1 —a)l(d+1)
'l—a—n)'(n+d+1)

fn(2)

n=0
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for any 2z € B?. Then, the same argument as above shows that

ol 1) = (0} U { T e 0 < s —a

O

Theorem 2, Lemma 2., Lemma and the boundedness of embedding A? — L2,
imply that K, is a normal compact operator on the Bergman space A% when o < d+1.
In particular, K, is normal compact on A% when 0 < a < d + 1, thus we can apply
the functional calculation to K,. Set function F,(x) = 2” on R for any p > 0. Note
that F, : R>y — Ry is bijective. We define K? = F,(K,), which is the functional
calculation of K, € B(A?) with respect to the function Fj,(z) = x?, where B(A?) is
the collections of bounded operators on the Bergman space A2.

d+1

Ti1—a, there exists a

Lemma 4.2. Suppose 0 < o« < d + 1. Then for any 0 < p <

positive constant C), such that the following operator inequality
1
FKpa—(p—l)(d—l—l) < Kg < Cpra—(p—l)(d—l—l)
p

holds on the Bergman space A2

Proof. Since K, is positive and compact on A?, it follows from [23, Theorem 1.9.2]
that K, admits the following canonical decomposition

K.f = ZA  €n)en,

where {\,} is the sequence of nonzero elgenvalues (counting multiplicities) with de-
creasing order, {e,} is the corresponding orthonormal sequence of eigenvectors and
(-,-) is the standard Hermitian inner product on A?. Combing with Lemma .| we
can further suppose

I'(d + DI (a+n)
K, f Z d + 14+ n) ngpﬂ(fv en,k>en,k (44)

is the canonical decomposition of K,. It implies from the functional calculation and

(A4 that
) (d+ DT (a+n)\"
w0 = 3 (Frng ) % e

6n,k€Pn

d+1
d+1—a

is the canonical decomposition of K?. Note that the condition 0 < p < ensures

pa— (p—1)(d+ 1) > 0. By Stirling’s formula, we conclude that
(F(d + DI'(a + ”))p pla—@rry DA+ Dl (pa—(p—1)(d+1) +n)
T@)(d+1+n)) " T(pa—(p—D(d+1))I(d+1+n)
Together this with Lemma [3.6] shows that there exists a positive constant C, satisfying

1
<6Kpa—(p—1)(d+1)fu f> < <K£f7 f> < <Cpra—(p—1)(d+1)fv f>7
P

for any f € A?. This finishes the proof. O

— OQ.
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Now we recall the Berezin transform on the unit ball BY. The Bergman kernel of B¢
is given by
1
(1= (z,w))4+

which is also called the reproducing kernel of A2, since
f(2)={f,K.), zeB! (4.5)

for any f € A?. The normalized reproducing kernel of A? is

Ky(2) = K(z,w) = z,w € BY

d+1

K(zyw)  (1—|w)=

w(2) = Rlww) (L= (5w z,w € B”. (4.6)

For a bounded operator T' € B(A?2), the Berezin transform 7' of T is given by
T(z) = (Tk.,k.), zeB™
The Mobius invariant measure d\ on B? is defined by

dv(z)
(1— [z2)®+1
The Berezin transform is an important tool in the operator theory on the holomorphic

function space, see [26, 27, 28] for more details. In what follows, we calculate the
Berezin transform of K.

d\(z) =

Lemma 4.3. K,(z) = (1 — |2[?)dt1-2,

Proof. For every w € B¢, denote the holomorphic function K, ,(z) on B¢ by
1

(1= (z,w))>

Obviously, K, € A? for every w € B By (&), we have

v
(1= (w, 2))*

Ka,w(z) =

KaKz(w> = <Ka,w7 Kz> =

Combing this with (4.5) and (4.6]), we get that

Ko(2) = (Koks, k.)
= (1= ) KK, K
=(1- |Z|2)d+l<Ka7Z>KZ>
= (1 o)
This completes the proof. O

The following lemma establishes a connection between the Berezin transform and
Schatten p-class on the Bergman space A?, see [19, Lemma C] and [27, Lemma 7.10]
for more details.

Lemma 4.4. [19, 27] If T' € B(A?) is a positive operator, then the followings hold.
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(1) T € 5,(A?) if and only if T € L*(d)). Moreover, the following trace formula
holds,

Te(T) = /B ) Td. (4.7)

(2) For 1 < p < oo, then T' € LP(d)) if T € LP(A?).

Now we can prove Theorem 3. The proof will be given in cases 0 < a < d + 1 and
a < 0, respectively.
Proof of Theorem 3 for the case 0 < a < d+ 1. Note that the compact operator
K, is adjoint on L? by Fubini’s theorem, it follows from [23, Theorem 1.9.2] that K,
on L? admits the canonical decomposition

Kaf = Z >\n<f7 €n>en (48)
n=0

whenever o < d + 1, where {\,} is the sequence of nonzero eigenvalues (counting
multiplicities) and {e,} is the corresponding orthonormal sequence of eigenvectors. It
follows from (8] that

K.e, = M\ep,,n=0,1,---.

Since K,e, is holomorphic by Lemma 2.1 we obtain that e, is holomorphic for any
integer n > 0. Thus K, on A% and L? own the same canonical decomposition (Z8]).
This completes the proof that (2) is always equivalent to (1).

Now we turn to prove that (2) implies (3). Namely, we need to prove K, € LP(d)) if

K, € LP(A?). Suppose that K, € £P(A?). Note that 75 > 1, then Lemma B4 shows

that K, € LP(d)\) if p > diﬂa. Thus, it suffices to consider the case 0 < p < diﬂa.

Observe that 0 < p < dflr—la ensures paw — (p — 1)(d + 1) > 0. Then, by Lemma [A.2]

there exists a positive constant C} such that

1
K (p—1)(d+1) < KP. (4.9)

A pa— o
Cp

Note that K? € £'(A?), together with (£9) shows that K, (p—1)@+1) € L' (A?). Then
Lemma and Lemma [4.4] imply

RaPdr= [ (1= [apyien-eiay
Bd Bd
_ / (1 - ‘Z|2)d+1_(pa_(p_1)(d+1))d)\
Bd

= / Kpa—(p-1)(a+1)dA
Bd

= Tr(Kpa—(p-1)(a+1))
< 0Q.

Then K, € LP(d)). This shows that (2) implies (3).
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Suppose K, € LP (d\), we go to prove that p > —. By Lemma [£3] we have

d+1

/|K PN\ = /| pldtl=a) )

_/ (1 |Z‘) 1)(d+1) —Pa o
Bd

Together this with the condition K, € LP(d)\) shows that (1 — |z[2)@-D@+D-ra ¢
L*(B%). By the fact that, for t € R, (1 — |2]*)! € Ll(]B%d) if and only if ¢t > —1, we
conclude that (p —1)(d+ 1) — pa > —1. Then p > . This shows that (3) implies
(4).

Now we turn to prove that (4) implies (2), that means that we need to prove K, €
LP(A%)ifp > 5 +1 —. As mentioned above, we know that K, is compact on the Bergman
space A?, ie. K, 6 L£°(A?). Since 7L > 1, it suffices to prove that K, € LP(A?)

a+
when +f_a <p< dff_la by the mterpolatlon theorem of Schatten classes, see [27
Theorem 2.6]. Now Lemma shows that, there exists a positive constant C} such

that

d+1

K? < C) Kpa—(p—1)(d41) (4.10)

d+1
d+1—a

O<pa—(p—1)(d+1)<1.

means that

The condition L_a <p<

d+1

Then Lemma [4.3] shows that

/ |Kpa—(p—1)(d+1)|d)\:/ (1 |z|) p(d+1— a)d)\
Bd Bd
Bd

< 00.

Combing with Lemma 4 follows that K _(p—1)(@+1) € L'(A?). Therefor, we obtain
that K, € LP(A?) by (LI0). This shows that (4) implies (2). That completes the
proof. O
Although K, on A% and L? own the same canonical decomposition (8] when 0 <
a < d+1, the point spectrum of K, on A? and L? differ by the element 0. Indeed, the
point spectrum of K, on L?is {0} U {% n € N}
Proof of Theorem 3 for the case o < 0. We have proven that (1) and (2) is always
equivalent when o < d + 1. Thus, it suffice to prove (2), (3) and (4) are equivalent if
a < 0 and « is not a integer.
Suppose a < 0 and « is not a integer. From Lemma [Tl we know that {u, : n € N}

is exactly the point spectrum of K, on A2, where pu, = %, n € N. Let F,, be

the eigenspace corresponding to p,. It follows from (4.3)) that

(n -+ 1)d—1

dimE, = #P, = ,
im By = # (d—1)!

neN. (4.11)
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Combing this with the definition of £P(A?), we know that K, € £P(A?) if and only if

0w X T(d+ V)T (a+n)[” (n+ 1)a4
;\un\ dszn:; Fdriem| =D (4.12)

Then Stirling’s formula implies that (£.12) is equivalent to

[e.e]

an o) (=1 < °

n=1

It follows that K, € £LP(A?) if and only if p >
equivalent if o < 0 and « is not a integer.

Suppose @ < 0 and « is not a integer. From Lemma L3, we obtain that K, € LP(d\)
if and only if

/ |I~(a|”d>\:/ (1—|z|2)p(d+1‘°‘)d>\:/( 2P~ gy < oo, (4.13)
B Bd B

y +1 . This implies that (2) and (4) are

By the well-known fact that (1 — | |? )t € LY(BY) if and only if ¢ > —1, we conclude
that (£I3) is equivalent to p > ———. This implies that (3) and (4) are equivalent if
a < 0 and « is not a integer. O

Now we turn to prove Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 4. It follows from Lemma [2.1] and the canonical decomposition
(4R) when o < d+1 that the normal compact operator K, on L? and A? has the same
nonzero eigenvalues (counting multiplicities). We thus obtain that K, € £P>°(L?) if
and only if K, € LP*°(A?) when a € .%;. This implies that (1) and (2) are equivalent.
Now we turn to prove that (2) and (3) are equivalent. From Lemma [£.1] we know that
{tn, : m € N} is exactly the point spectrum of K, on A% where p1,, = %, n € N.
By the functional calculus in C*-algebra and the canonical decomposition (4.4]), it
implies that

d+1 (v +mn)
I'(d+1+n)

Z (f,enk)enk- (4.14)

en,kepn

By the direct calculation, we have

lpns1]  Tla+n+1)T(d+n+1) a+n

= = <1
|| Na+n) T(d+n+2) d+1l+n
for each n > |a|, which means that
bno| > |Hng41| > [pngta] > - (4.15)

where ng is the minimal integer belongs to {n € N : n > |a|}. On the other hand, it
follows from (A.14]) that {|u,|} is the set of nonzero eigenvalues (counting multiplicities)
of |K,| and the multiplicity m,, of the eigenvalue |u,| is equal to dim E,,, combing with
(@11 it follows that

(n + 1)d—1
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Denote M,, by
Adh :ZZE:THT
§=0

for n > 0. This along the well-known fact that 2?21 g% ~ k" for any n € N implies
that

M, = ka ~n?. (4.16)
k=0

Then K, € £P> if and only if p,(|K.|) = O(n_%) if and only if
_1
pias, ([ Kal) = O(Mn ")
if and only if
po—(d+1) _ O(n_g)

d__ Tt completes the proof. O

d+1—a

if and only if p >

Remark 4.5. Proposition B.I1] follows that K, is a finite operator whenever « is a
nonpositive integer. In this case, K, € £LP(L?) for any p > 0 rather than p > d+‘11_a
and K, € LP*>°(L?) for any p > 0 rather than p > d-i-lL—oc' This shows that the condition

a € Yy in Theorem 3,4 is necessary and sharp.

Corollary 4.6. For 0 < a < d+ 1, K, is bounded on L” and AP for any 1 < p < oo.
Moreover, the following operator norm identity holds.

HKCMHLP—)LP = ||Ka||AP_)AP - 1
Proof. 1t comes from Theorem 2, Lemma 2] formula ([B.14]) and (£I5]). O

Now we recall the the Definition of Dixmier trace on LY°(H). Let 0 < T € L1*°(H)
and {u,(T)} be the sequence of its point spectrum (counting multiplicities) arranged
in decreasing order, namely

po(T) = pun(T) > pa(T) > -+

Since 0 < T € L%, it follows that the sequence {@
> i—o i (T) = 327 1t;(|T]). Taking an arbitrary continuous linear functional Lim,, on
(> satisfying the following three conditions:

(1) Lim,{a,} > 0 if a,, > 0;

(2) Lim,{a,} = lim{a,} if {a,} is convergent;

(3) Lim,{a1, a1, aq,a9,as,as, -+ } = Lim,{ay, as, as, -+ }.
Then the Dixmier trace Tr,(T") is defined by

Ontns1 € €, where o, =

Tr,(T) = Limwian.
logn
In this way we define the Dixmier trace for all positive operators in £*°(H), and it
can be uniquely extended by linearity to the whole £°°(H). In general, the Dixmier
trace Tr,, depends on the linear functional Lim,. However, in some special case, Tr,,
will be independent of Lim,, for example Tr,(T) = 0 for any T € L£'. We refer the
reader to [7, Chapter 4] for more details. For positive compact operator 7' ¢ L1°°(H),
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we define formally Tr,(T) = oo. Thus T' € £P*°(H) if and only if |T|P € LY>°(H) if
and only if Tr,,(|T|P) < co. Then the following lemma is trivial.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that T' € £P°°(H) for some 0 < p < oo and 0 < s < t < 00.
(1) If Tr,(|T|%) < oo, then Tr,(|T]*) = 0.
(2) If Tr,,(|T|") = o0, then Tr,(|T|%) = oc.

Lemma [4.7] permits us to introduce the Hausdorff dimension of compact operators as
below. Compare to the Hausdorff dimension for subsets in metric space [16, Definition
1.1.13].

Definition 4.8. The Hausdorff dimension of a compact operator T is defined to be
dimy,(T) :=inf{0 < s < oo : Tr,(|T]*) = 0},

if there exists 0 < p < oo such that T' € £P*°(H). Otherwise, the Hausdorff dimension
of the compact operator T is
dimy, (T) := 0.

It is immediate that dimy, (T) < p if T € LP*°(H). In fact, there is no difficulty in
proving that
dimp,(T) =inf{0 <p<oo:T € LV*(H)} (4.17)
if T e LP>(H) for some 0 < p < oo. Which means the definition of Hausdorff
dimension of operator is independent of the choice of the linear functional Lim,,. Thus,
we will omit the functional w in dimy, in the following. In particular, dimy(T") = 0 for
any finite rank operator 7. The following example shows that the Hausdorff dimension
can take every value in the interval [0, co].

Example 4.9. Let T be a positive compact operator and {u,(7")} be the sequence of
its point spectrum (counting multiplicities) arranged in decreasing order.

(1) If p,(T) = 0 for any n > ng, then dimy(T) = 0.
(2) If pu,(T) = n"F for 0 < f < oo, then dimy(T') = S.
(3) If p,(T) L then dimu(T) = oo.

= logn’

In the rest of the paper, we will use £? instead of £P(L?) or LP(A?) and £P> instead
of LP>°(L?) or LP>(A?) for 0 < p < oo.

Proposition 4.10. Bergman-type operator K, € £1* if and only if o < 1. Moreover,
the Dixmier trace of K, is

0, a<l;

4.18
1, a=1. ( )

Tr,(Ky) = {

Proof. By Theorem 4, it suffices to prove the Dixmier trace formula (£I8]). It follows
from Theorem 3 that K, € £ whenever a < 1, thus Tr,(K,) = 0 whenever o < 1. In
what follows, we calculate the value of Tr,(K;). Note that K; is positive and its point

L@ihlin) - ) e N} from Lemma EEIl By the direct calculation,

spectrum is {u, = i)

we have
fnyr  TA+n+1)T(d+n+1)  1+n <1
e T(l+n) Td+n+2) d+1+n
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for any n > 0, namely
fo > i1 > flo > - > 0. (4.19)
It follows from (4.3) and (£IT]) that the multiplicity m,, of u, is
. (n + l)d—l
m, = ———
(d—1)!
for any n > 0. Note that for any integer k£ > 0, then there exists an unique integer
n > 0 satisfying

>0

Mn S k< Mn+1>

My =) mj,
=0
for n > 0. Combing this with (£.19), it follows that

O o L, T
log M,y — logk log M,

where o = > .o (K1) = Yo p(|K]). It implies from (£.16) that

where

(4.20)

1)
log M,, = 1ogz U+ d ! ~ dlogn,

where a(n) =~ b(n) means that a(n),b(n) — 400 and % — 1. The relationship
between {, (K1)} and {u,} implies that

n

d
=>» ——~dlogn.
=7 +d

o\ D@ DA+ 7)) (4 Daa
"M"_Z“jmj_z Td+1+j) (d—1)!

Combing with (4.20) follows that

1
lim o, =1
ogn
Thus 1
Tr,(K;) = Lim,——o0, = lim =1
logn logn

by the condition (2) in the definition of Dixmier trace. It completes the proof. O

Corollary 4.11. The followings hold.
(1) If o € A, then dimy(K,) = WL_Q.
(2) If v is a nonpositive integer, then dimy(K,) = 0.

Proof. (1) Tt comes from Theorem 3 and (£I7).
(2) It comes from Lemma B.I1] that K, is finite rank if « is nonpositive integer. [

Then Theorem 3,4, Proposition B. 1Tl and Corollary .11l imply the following intrinsic
characterization for Schatten class and Macaev class Bergman-type operator K,.

Corollary 4.12. For 0 < p < oo, the followings hold.
(1) If K, is compact, then K, € L£? if and only if p > dimu(K,).
(2) If K, is compact, then K, € £/* if and only if p > dimu(K,).
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The compact condition in Corollary can be removed, for example, since both
K, € LP and p > dimy(K,) can derive the compactness of K. Corollary [4.12 provides
an example that the Schatten membership of a compact operator can be characterized
by its Hausdorff dimension. However, compare to [7, Proposition 4.3.14], which means
that the Schatten membership of some compact operators can be characterized by the
Hausdorff dimension of some subsets in metric spaces.
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