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RANDOM INTERPOLATING SEQUENCES IN THE POLYDISC AND
THE UNIT BALL

ALBERTO DAYAN, BRETT D. WICK AND SHENGKUN WU

ABSTRACT. We study almost sure separating and interpolating properties of random
sequences in the polydisc and the unit ball. In the unit ball, we obtain the 0-1 Komolgorov
law for a sequence to be interpolating almost surely for all the Besov-Sobolev spaces
B3 (Bg), in the range 0 < o < 1/2. For those spaces, such interpolating sequences
coincide with interpolating sequences for their multiplier algebras, thanks to the Pick
property. This is not the case for the Hardy space H? (]D)d) and its multiplier algebra
H*> (]D)d): in the polydisc, we obtain a sufficient and a necessary condition for a sequence
to be H* (D%)-interpolating almost surely. Those two conditions do not coincide, due to
the fact that the deterministic starting point is less descriptive of interpolating sequences
than its counterpart for the unit ball. On the other hand, we give the 0—1 law for random
interpolating sequences for H*(D?).

1. INTRODUCTION

A sequence Z = (zp)nen in the unit disc D is interpolating for H* if, given any bounded
sequence (wy, )nen in C there exists a bounded analytic function f on D so that f(z,) = wy,
for any n in N. The celebrated work of Carleson, [9] and [10], characterized interpolating
sequences in term of separation properties. To be precise, let

T—2z

br(2) ===,

be the involutive Blaschke factor at 7 in D, and let, for any z and w in D,

zeD

p(z,w) := [bz(w)]
be the pseudo-hyperbolic distance in D. Z is

e weakly separated if

inf 0;
él;k,o(zn,zk) > 0;

e uniformly separated if

Carleson proved in [9] that Z is interpolating if and only if it is uniformly separated. Later
on, [10], he characterized uniform separation in terms of a measure theoretic condition and
weak separation:
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Theorem 1.1 (Carleson). A sequence Z in D is uniformly separated if and only if it is
weakly separated and the measure

Kz = Z(l - ‘Zn‘2)5zn

neN

is a Carleson measure for H2(D).

Throughout this note, a measure p on a domain D will be a Carleson measure for a
reproducing kernel Hilbert space Hj of holomorphic functions on D if

2o < Cllflla, f € He,

for some C' > 0. Later sections will take D = D%, the unit polydisc, or D = B?, the unit
ball, respectively: the kernels that we are going to choose for such domains are the Szegd
kernel on the polydisc and the Besov-Sobolev kernels on the unit ball.

In certain instances, the randomization of the conditions studied by Carleson become
more tractable and provide insight into the structure of interpolating sequences. Cochran
studied in [12] separation properties of random sequences. A random sequence in the unit
disc is defined as follows: let (6,,)nen be a sequence of independent random variables, all
distributed uniformly in (0, 27) and defined on the same probability space (£2,.A4,P). Then,
for any choice of a deterministic sequence of radii (r,,)nen approaching 1 define

An(w) == rnew”(“), w € Q.

Considering the random sequence A(w) = (Ap(w))nen, the 0-1 Kolmogorov law yields that
events such as
W = {A is weakly separated}

U := {A is uniformly separated}
C := {ux is a Carleson measure for H*(D)}
7 := {A is an interpolating sequence}

have probability zero or one, thanks to the independence of the arguments of the points
in A. Let

(1.1) I; = {ze]D):l—Q‘jg]2\<1_2—(j+1)} jeN
be the jth dyadic annulus of I, and let

All the randomness of the sequence is on the arguments of the points in A, and therefore
(Nj)jen is a deterministic sequence. Cochran proved in [12] Th. 2| that P(W) = 1 provided
that

(1.3) Y N2 < oo,
jEN

and that P(W) = 0 whenever the sum in (L3) diverges. Later on, Rudowicz showed in
[15] that (L3) is a sufficient condition for up to be a Carleson measure for H?(D) almost
surely, and concluded, thanks to Theorem [[LT] that P(Z) = 1 if and only if (3] holds. In
particular, condition (3] encodes all those random sequences so that W, U and Z have
all probability one.

The goal of this paper is to study random interpolating sequences on the polydisc and
the d dimensional unit ball. A sequence Z = (z,)nen in D¢ is interpolating for H*(D?) if,
given any bounded (wy,),ey in C there exists a bounded holomorphic function f on D? so
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that f(z,) = wy, for all n. On the polydisc, the deterministic starting point is the following
(partial) analogous of Carleson interpolation Theorem for sequences in the polydisc [7]:

Theorem 1.2 (Berndtsson, Chang and Lin). Let Z = (2,)nen be a sequence in DY, and
let (a), (b) and (c) denote the following statements:

(a)

1.4 inf n ;
(1.4) }LQNHPG(Z z) > 0

k#n
(b) Z is interpolating for H®(D?);
(¢) The measure

d
pz= Y (Hu - \z:;\?)) 5.,

neN \i=1

is a Carleson measure for H2(D?) and
1.5 inf pc(zn, .
(1.5) ;I;kpc(z z) >0
Then (a) => (b) = (c), and none of the converse implications hold.

Conditions (I4]) and (L5) are separation conditions, both stated in terms of the so called
Gleason distance on the polydisc:

pa(w, z) == 'Hiaxd,o(zi,wi) z,w € DY,

gee

Throughout this note, (L4]) will refer to uniform separation on the polydisc, while (L5
defines a weakly separated sequence on the polydisc.

Theorem [[L.2represents one of the best known attempts to characterize Hw(Dd)—interpolating
sequences on the polydisc in terms of its hyperbolic geometry. One can find a characteriza-
tion for interpolating sequences for bounded analytic functions on the bi-disc in [1], stated
in terms of uniform separation conditions on an entire class of reproducing kernels on D?.
The motivation of the first part of this note is to find out whether condition (a), and (c)
of Theorem are equivalent at least almost surely. A negative answer would imply that
Theorem [[2lis far from being a characterization. A positive answer would give the 0-1 Kol-
mogorov law for H* (D?)-interpolating sequences in the polydisc with random arguments.
The construction of a random sequence A on the polydisc follows the same outline as for
the case of the unit disc. Let T? be the d-dimensional torus in C?%, and let (6}, ...,0%),ex
be a sequence of independent and indentically distributed random variables taking values
on T?, all distributed uniformly and defined on the same probability space (Q,.4,P). Let
(7n)nen be a sequence in [0,1)?%, and define a random sequence A = (A, )ney in DY as

An(w) = (r,llew}i(“), e ,rfﬁewg(w)> , we .
The events of interest are going to be
W(D?) := {A is weakly separated in D¢}
U(D?) := {A is uniformly separated in D%}
C(H2(D?)) := {ua is a Carleson measure for H2(D?)}
(

Z(D?) := {A is an interpolating sequence for H>®(D?)}.
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Our first aim is to give necessary conditions and sufficient conditions for A to be interpolat-
ing for H*®(D?) almost surely. This will be achieved by studying separately the probability
of the events W(D?), U(D?) and C(H?(D?)), and by applying Theorem Looking for
separation conditions on (7, ),en that yield almost sure separation properties for A, (L))
and (L2) are extended to the d dimensional case by considering

(1.6) Lpi={zeD?:1-27m < || <1-2"(mtD y =1 .. . d}
and
N = #A N I,
for any multi-index m = (my,...,my) in N%. Throughout this note, |m| = my +--- + my

will denote the length of m.
The first main result partially extends Cochran’s and Rudowicz’s works to the polydisc:

Theorem 1.3. Let A be a random sequence in D. Then
(i) If
(1.7) Z N227Iml < oo

meNd

then POW(D?)) = 1. If the sum in (L) diverges, then P(W(D?)) = 0.
(i) If

(1.8) 3 N2 < oo

then P(U(D?)) = 1.

(iii) If (T2) holds, then P(C(H2(D?))) = 1.

Observe that the case d = 1 yields Rudowicz’s and Cochran’s characterization of random
interpolating sequences on the unit disc. In general, part (i) of the above Theorem gives the
0-1 Komolgorov law for a sequence to be weakly separated. In part (ii) and (iii), the result
gives a sufficient condition for a sequence to be almost surely uniformly separated and to
generate a Carleson measure for the Hardy space in the polydisc. In particular, thanks to
Theorem [[2 it is the case that the 0-1 Kolmogorov law for almost surely interpolating
sequences for H>® (D) lies somewhere in between (L) and (L7):

Corollary 1.4. Let A be a random sequence on D*. Then

(i) If (LR) holds, then P(Z(D?)) = 1;
(ii) If the sum in (L) diverges, then P(Z(DY)) = 0.

Proposition B3] will give an example of a class of random sequences for which the 0-1
Kolmogorov law for almost surely H* (D?)-interpolating sequences coincides with the sum
in (7). Whether this is the case for a general choice of the radii (ry,)nen remain, for
us, open. Nevertheless, we will observe in Section [3.4] how (7)) implies that the Szego
Grammian for a random sequence in the polydisc differs from the identity only by a Hilbert-
Schmidt operator, a rather strong separation condition for the random kernel functions in
the Hardy space associated to A. In particular, this will give the 0 — 1 law for a random
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sequence A to be interpolating for H?(ID%). In the deterministic setting, a sequence (2, )nen
on D? is interpolating for H2(D?) if the map

d
f e B (DY) (H 1- |Z%|2f(zn)> el
i=1 neN
is surjective and bounded. This, in particular, is equivalent of asking that the Szegd
Grammian associated to (z,)nen is bounded above and below.
Given a random sequence A in D%, let

(DY) := {Ais interpolating for H?(D%)}.

Any H*>(D)-interpolating sequence on D? is also H?(D9)-interpolating, and the converse
does not hold, since H2(D?) has not the Pick property (for an example of a sequence which
is H2(D?)-interpolating but not H*® (D?)-interpolating, see [4]). Therefore, Z(D%) C Z(D).
We show that Z(ID%) has the same 0 — 1 law of W(D?):

Theorem 1.5. Let A be a random sequence in D¢. Then

= 0 if > d N2oIml — o
dyy meN; m

Related questions about interpolation for function spaces on the unit ball in C?% are
also considered. The authors in [IT] studied the interpolating sequences in the Dirichlet
spaces over the unit disc and this serves as some of the motivation for the results in the ball.
Section [ will generalize some theorems in [11] to the unit ball. Because the generalization
of the Dirichlet spaces is the Besov-Sobolev spaces, random interpolating sequences in the
Besov-Sobolev spaces B (Bg;) are studied, where 0 < o < co. In [6], a characterization
of interpolating sequence in the Besov-Sobolev spaces in the case of 0 < o < % was given.
Because a characterization exists only in this range, that is the case focused upon in this
paper.

Let By be the unit ball in C?. Let dz be Lebesgue measure on C? and let d\g(z) =
(1-— \2]2)_d_1 dz be the invariant measure on the ball. For an integer m > 0, and for
0 <o <o00,1 <p<oo,m+ 0o >d/p define the analytic Besov-Sobolev spaces By (By) to
consist of those holomorphic functions f on the ball such that

||f||pg(1Bd) _ {T:Z_:: ‘f(k)(o)‘p + /Bd ‘(1 — |z|2)m+0 f(m)(z)‘p d)\d(Z)}p < oo.

Here f(™) is the m* order complex derivative of f. The spaces BJ (Bg) are independent of
m and are Banach spaces. A Carleson measure for By (Bg) is a positive measure defined
on By such that the following Carleson embedding holds for f € By (Bg)

P P
- |f(2)|Pdp < Op”f” 2 (By)"

Given o with 0 < o < 1/2 and a discrete set Z = {z},2; C B, define the associated
20
measure jz = > 22 (1 - |zj|2) d.;- Z is an interpolating sequence for B (Bg) if the

restriction map R defined by Rf (z;) = f(z) for z; € Zmaps B (By) into and onto
(Z,pz)
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20
Theorem 1.6. Given o with0 <o <1/2 and uz =372, (1 - |zj|2> 0z, Then Z is an

interpolating sequence for B (Bq) if and only if Z satisfies the weak separation separation
condition inf;+; B (2, 2j) > 0 and pz is a BS (Bg) Carleson measure.

Proof. When 0 < o < 1/2, this theorem is given by [0, Theorem 3]. When o = 1/2, since
Bé/ 2 (By) has the complete Pick property, we obtain the theorem by [3, Theorem 1.1]. O

Namely, in a different fashion with respect the polydisc case, the deterministic setting for
the Besov-Sobolev space has its interpolating sequences well-understood and characterized
by weak separation and a Carleson measure condition. Therefore, in order to find the 0-1
Kolmogorov law for interpolating sequences for B, it suffices to find the cut-off conditions
on the detrministic radii for the associated sequence with randomly chosen arguments to be
weakly separated and to generate a Carleson measure almost surely. This is the intent of the
second part of our work. Random sequences in the unit ball are constructed as follows. Let
A(w) = {\;} with \j = p;&;(w) where &;(w) is a sequence of independent random variables,
all uniformly distributed on the unit sphere and p; € [0,1) is a sequence of a priori fixed
radii. There is an interesting thing about the random interpolating sequences in the Besov-
Sobolev spaces on the unit ball. As we will see, for d > 2 a random sequence {\,} is an
interpolating sequence almost surely if and only if )~ (1 — |A,])dy, is a Carleson measure
on BJ (B;) almost surely. Moreover, the characterization for almost surely interpolating
sequences is strictly stronger that the characterization for almost surely weakly separated
sequences.

For any m € N, let

In2 In2

Ny = #{\j € Aw) : m—- < B(0,\)) < (m + 1)7},

where $ is the Bergman metric on the unit ball By in C?. Let
Z(BS (By)) := {w: A(w) is an interpolating sequence for By (Bg)}.

The following result is obtained regarding a 0-1 Komolgorov law for interpolating sequences
on the unit ball. We only work on the case of 0 < ¢ < 1/2 and d > 2. When o = d/2, it

is well-known that Bg/ 2 (Bgy) is the Hardy space. By [14, Theorem 3.3|, we know that

P{Z(By* (Ba))} = 1 if and only if Y 27™N2 < cc.

m=0

When d =1 and 0 < 0 < 1/4, by (4) in [II, Theorem 1.5] we know that

P{Z(BS (D))} =1 if and only if » 272N, < oc.

m=0

When d =1 and 1/4 < o < 1/2, by (éi) in [I1, Theorem 1.5] we know that
P{Z(BS (D))} =1 if and only if »  27™Np, < oo,
m=0

In our case, we have the follows.

Theorem 1.7. Let 0 < 0 <1/2 and d > 2. Then



RANDOM INTERPOLATING SEQUENCES IN THE POLYDISC AND THE UNIT BALL 7
(i) If

o0
Z 2 MmN, < o0,

m=0
then P{Z(BS (B))} = 1;
(i) 1f
Z 2—2UmNm = o0,
m=0

then P{Z(Bg (Bg))} = 0.

Section [2] will construct the necessary technical tools for the proof of our main results.
Section [ provides the proof of Theorem [[.3] and Theorem [[5l and characterize random
interpolating sequences for H* (D) for some specific choice of the radii in (7, )pen. Finally,
Section M proves Theorem [[7] and studies the uniform separation on the unit ball.

We would like to thank Nikolaos Chalmoukis for some useful comments that led to the
final version of Theorem [[L31 We would also like to thank the referees for their valuable
suggestions.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

This section contains relatively general results that are going to be used throughout the
proof of Theorem [[.3] Deterministic and probabilistic tools will be separately analyzed.

2.1. Deterministic tools. Double sums are extensively used throughout this work. In
particular the fact that, for a certain class of double sums involving exponential decay, the
terms of the sums on their diagonals contain all the necessary informations to bound the
whole sums:

Lemma 2.1. Let s > 1, and let (Ap)men and (Bg)ken be two sequences of positive num-
bers. Then there exists some constant C' = Cg > 0 such that

1

A B; - m

S PR R O )
m,keN (2 + 2 )5 meN keN meN

Proof. First observe that

1
A, B
> ey

mreN (2™ + Qk)

Sy ek Z +ZABQ_*

o (27 + 2’f 5 (2m + 2k N

rn\»—t
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Let’s first estimate the sum in k& > m:

L

1-1-1 _m . 1+1 ﬁ
Z Am Z Bm—i—k
k=1
SCs max { Z Ain+12_7:72311+12_5} )

meN keN

IN

Cs

thanks to Holder’s inequality with dual exponents 1+ 1/s and s + 1. The sum in m > k
is estimated analogously. This concludes the proof. O

Our take away from Lemma 2.1]is the following

Corollary 2.2. Let s > 1,d > 1 and (Np,),,ene be a sequence of positive numbers so that

L [m|
(2.1) Y N T2 <o

meNd

Then

(2.2) > N > N (H ﬁ) < 0.

meNd keNd

Proof. The proof is by induction on d:

d = 1: apply Lemma 21l to A,, = By, = Ny;
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d > 2: suppose that (22]) is true for d—1, and let (N,,),,ene be a sequence of positive
numbers. Then, by applying Lemma m

1

1 d 1 B
meNd keNd i=1
1

B s N(ml,ﬁb)N(kljg)
- 2 H<2k +2mz> 2 :

mi,k1 EN (Zml + 2k1) s

» =

5 kGNd 14=1
-l 1 . 141 141
s o m i m
< ¥ T(5) ma] ¥ vtz ™ XN g2 ™ 4
m,keNd—1 i=1 m1€EN m1€EN
d—1 1
1 s _my
i <2mz 21&) ZN(ml’ ml,”)2 ’
T?L,INCGNdfl i=1 + m1€EN
d—1 1
1 E 1+ _m
: (i) 3 Motz ™
m,keNd—1 i=1 + m1€N
d—1 1
1 s 4+ _m
i <2ffz-+2mz> ZN(mljf) o
mJ}eNd—l =1 mi1€EN
d—1 1
_m1
P (Cr D DR
Th’ffeNd—l i=1 m1€EN

where the index m in N? is written as (my,m), with m; in N and m in N¢—1,
Observe that, thanks to (2.1I), I; and I, converge. As for I3, we can change the
order of summation and apply the case d — 1. Which yields

S vy ([t

meNd keNd
- ) d—1 1 L
<Y Y N O ()
mleN m,];:ENd71 =1
_m +1 _lm|
<D 20 Y Npw?
m1 €N mENd—1
141 Iml
= Z Npy 52775 < oo.
meNd

O

2.2. Random tools. Fairly elementary facts from probability theory are exploited in the
proofs. All the events and the random variables that are considered will be defined on
the same probability space (€2, A,P). For a comprehensive treatment of the probabilistic
results used, see [§].
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The first tool is the Borel-Cantelli Lemma. Recall that, given a sequence (A, )pen of

events in A, then
limsup 4,, := ﬂ U A,
neN keN n>k

denotes the event made of those w in 2 that belong to infinitely many of the events in

(An)neN-

Theorem 2.3 (Borel-Cantelli Lemma). Let (Ay)nen be a sequence of events in A. Then

(i) If Z]P’(An) < 00, then P <lim sup An> =0;

neN neN
(i) If Z]P’(An) = oo and the events in (A, )nen are independent, then P <lim sup An> =
neN neN

1.

Given a random variable X on (2, its mean value (or expectation) will be denoted by

E(X) = /QX dp.

In particular, if E(X) < oo, then P{X = oo} = 0.
Another classic tool from probability that will be used is Jensen’s Inequality:

Theorem 2.4 (Jensen’s Inequality). Let X be a real-valued random variable on Q, and let
¢: R — R be a convex function. Then

E(¢(X)) = ¢(E(X)).
In particular, since
t € (0,00) — t5
is concave, for any s > 1, this gives

1
s

(2.3) E (X%> < E(X)3,
for any positive random variable X on €2, by applying Jensen’s inequality to ¢(t) = —t3.
We can now prove Lemma 2.5 a tool for the proofs of Theorem [L.3}

Lemma 2.5. Let (Xflj)n,jeN be a sequence of positive random wvariables, for any i =

1,...,d. Set

d
m(n.j) == min X, pn.j) =[x
i=1

Assume that

Jun

3 <2E<p<k,j>>) <

jEN \keN
Then

1s bounded almost surely.
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Proof. Since, for any n # j in N,

S

m(n,5) <p(n, )7 < | S plk.g) |

k#j
we have
F
sup Y m(n,j) <Y [ D p(k, j)
neNjom JEN \ k#j
Thus

1 1

E[supd m(n,j)| <Y E (Zp(k‘,j)) gZ(ZE(zo(k,j))) :

neN iy jEN keN jEN \keN

3. RANDOM SEQUENCES IN THE POLYDISC

11

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [[.3land Theorem The events U (D?),

W(D?), ¢(H*(DY)) and Z(D4) will be analyzed separately.

3.1. Weak Separation. For weak separation in the polydisc, it turns out that Cochran’s

argument in [I2] Th. 2] extends to the higher dimensional case:

Proof of Theorem[1.3, (i). For the sake of readability, we will adapt Cochran’s proof only
to the case d = 2: the proof will lift appropriately to any d > 1. Assume first that

S menz V2271 = o0 and let I be in N. Define

Ay = U{pG()\T‘v)‘TL) <5- 2_1}
r#n

as the set of those w in € such that there exists a pair of distinct indices n and r so
that the Gleason distance between \,(w) and A,(w) is controlled by, roughly, 27¢. Since

W(D9)¢ C M,y 41, it suffices to show that P(4;) =1 for any [ in N.

For any m in N2, partition I,,, into 2% "rectangles" of the form

1 r;

, 1 re
1.2 2 i _ !
{(z ,29)eD |2mi—1+2mi+l <1-|7< 2mi_1—|—2mi+l}, rp=1,...,2

and observe that at least one of these rectangles, say R,,, must contain at least M, :=

N,,, /2% points of A. Let

B i= (J { A € R A € B, 6} = 03] < - 2740 102 — 2 < o9 (matD L

r#n
Since
limsup B,,, C 4;
m

and the events B,, are independent, by the Borel-Cantelli Lemma, Theorem 2.3] it suffices

to show that »° 2 P(By,) = co.

In order to estimate the probability of each B, from below, we give an upper bound for
P(BE,). If 7 is in T2, let S,,(7) be a "rectangle" in T? centered at 7 with basis 27141
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and height 2-(m2+D)_ If 7, = (¢, %), then thanks to the independence of (7,)nen we
have

Mmym—1

P(B:) <P |7 €T’ e T2\ Su(m), .., s €S\ [ (7))
7j=1
< (12 (i) <1 3. 2—(|m|+2z>> (1 _ M 2—(m+2l)>
2 2
Mp,
_ (1 — ;. 2—(\m\+2l+1)> ‘
j=2

If liminf,, P(BS,) < 1, then P(B,,) is uniformly bounded away from 0 infinitely many
times, and } 2 P(By,) = oo trivially.
On the other hand, if lim,|,o P(By,) = 1, then

M
P(B,,) >1— H <1 —j- 2—(|m|+2l+1))
j=2
M’!?L
~ —1 <1 o 2—(|m|+21+1))
[m|—o0 8 H J
7j=2
M,
_ ZIOg (1 _j. 2_(\m\+2z+1))
j=2
M,
j=2

M22=Iml N2 9=Iml
221+2 =  96l+2

Y
[m|—o0

which is the general term of a divergent series
To conclude the proof of Theorem [[.3] part (i), it suffices to show that a random sequence
A in D? is almost surely weakly separated whenever (I7) holds. To do so, let

Qo= (J {Ar € Iy An € L, |07 — 0p| < - 27102 — 07| <7 - 2772}
r#n
Then

P(Q,) < (J\;m>2—lml < %N%2—|m|7

and the Borel-Cantelli Lemma provides that, almost surely, any pair (A,, A;) in all but
finitely many "rectangles" I, satisfies

(3.1) 0L — 0} > 727™  or |62 — 0% > w272,

The same argument applies for the right-shifted "rectangles" I], of the form

3.27M 3.9 (mi+1)
{1 - <lal<l- T ——1-2T™ <[ <1 — 9~ (m2+1)
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and the up-shifted "rectangles" I/, of the form

3.9 m2 3. 2—(m2+1) }

{1—2—m1gyz1\<1—2—(m1+1>,1— T <lal<1- 1

This ensures that all but finitely many pairs (A,, A,) in A so that both
A = Ap| =27

and
A% = A7~ 27

have property ([B.1]). Therefore, see [12, Claim, p. 741] A is almost surely weakly separated.
O

3.2. Uniform Separation. While weak separation behaves essentially in the same way as
the dimension d grows, the sufficient condition in (L8] for almost sure uniform separation
picks up a dependence on d. As it will be shown, this is due to some estimates on the
expected value of quantities related to the (random) Gleason distances between the points
in A.

It will also be explained how (L.§]) can be improved for some choices of (7p,)nen. As
a corollary, a cut off condition for A to be almost surely H>(D%)-interpolating for some
types of random sequences in the polydisc will be given.

Let sy be the Szegd kernel on D?. Then the Hardy space H2(D?) is the reproducing
kernel Hilbert space H,,. Denote the normalized Szeg6 kernel by

_ Hm— FRI )

1 — ziw?

)

and observe that, for any z and w in D%,

(3.2) pa(z,w)?> =1— min |S;(2%,w)|%

i=1,...,d
Given a random sequence A in D? denote, for the sake of readability,

Sl(naj) _Sl( n ])
and
Sa(n,7) = Sa(An, Aj)-

Thanks to ([.2]), uniform separation can be achieved from weak separation and a uniform
bound on sums depending on the random sequences (S*(n, j))n, jen:

(3.3) UMD = w(dn SEEZ min 1S%(n, §)|? <

Observe that each (S%(n,7))n jen is a sequence of random variables on € which is deter-
mined, together with A, by (rp)nen. It is not surprlslng then that the expectation of
|S¢(n, ])|2 depends, for any ¢, n and j, only on r, and r}
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Lemma 3.1. Let A be a random sequence in D Then, for any n # j in N and for any

i=1,....d,
(1S (n, )) = (-er) () |

Proof. Observe thatfl

') =(1- 002 (1- 037)

~(1-e2) (1-097) 3 > i Zez@l b

Therefore, by making use of the independence of % and 9’-

(') =(1- (27 ) (1- ¢ )oo kiuzm ) ez
o)) S
L))

— (rhrs
Remark 3.2. Let m and k be two multi-indices in N¢, and suppose that ), and Aj belong
to I, and I, respectively. Then, thanks to Lemma [BI] and (L.0),

E(S" g~ (mith) 1 1
In particular, since S%(n,j) and S” (n, j) are independent for any i # r, we have
d

E(Sa(n, )2 ~ [ 50—

2ki 4 2mi”

2

Z(T:LT;) Zk(el 97')

O

=1
Part (ii) of Theorem [[.3] can now be proved:
Proof of Theorem [1.3, (ii). Observe that
1 [m|
ORCTRAED SRt
meNd meN¢

whenever N,, < 2™ and so under our assumption A is weakly separated, thanks to
Theorem [[3] part (i). Therefore, thanks to ([B.3)), it suffices to show that the random
sequence (S )nen given by

IThe reader should not confuse the index i = 0,...,dand i = /—1!
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is bounded almost surely. Thanks to Lemma [2.5] it is enough to show that

(3.4) > (ZE(\Sd(n,j)]2)> ' < 0.

JEN \neN

By regrouping the terms of the double sum in (3.4) with respect the partition (I,,),,cnd
of D? and thanks to Remark B2 and (Z3) we get

> (ZE (\sd<n,j>\2>>é

jEN \neN

=2 2| 2 2 ElSmdP)

meNd Ap€lm keNd )\ el

1
~ > Nn ZNkHW

S

=

meNd keNd i=1
<> S VT ()
- meNd " keNd ' 1=1 oms + 2k '
Corollary 2.2, d = s, concludes the proof. O

Condition (L) is not sharp. Indeed, for some choices of (7,)nen, we can show that the
0 — 1 Kolmogorov law for H*(ID%)-interpolating sequences coincide with the one for weak
separation:

Proposition 3.3. Let d = 2 and (t,)nen be a sequence in (0,1), and consider its Cartesian
product with itself

Tn i= (tny,tny) n = (n1,ns) € N2
Then the random sequence A associated with (1,),enz is interpolating for H® (DY) almost

surely if an only if (L7) holds.

Proof. 1f Y e N%Z_‘m‘ = 00, then A is not weakly separated almost surely, and in
particular it is almost surely not interpolating. Thus it suffices to show that A is H>®(D9)-
interpolating provided that ) e N2 271" < 0o, which, by construction of (r,),enz, it

is equivalent to

IR

neN
where T), := #{l €N | 1-27"<t <1-2"*D} By Rudowicz’s Theorem, [I5], the
random sequence 7' on D given by

Ty 1= tnew" n €N

is almost surely interpolating in D, where (6,,)nen is a sequence of i.i.d. random variables
defined on a probability space (€2,.4,P) and distributed uniformly on the unit circle. In
particular, T" has almost surely a sequence of so called P. Beurling functions, that is, there
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exists an event ' so that P(2') = 1 and, for any w in @', there exists a sequence of H> (D)
functions (F, ,)nen such that

Fyn(7j(W)) = 6nj
SUP.cp Y nen [Fuwn(2)] < oo

Let us consider now the product probability space (Q, A, ]f”), where Q := Q x Q, A is the
product o-algebra of A with itself, and

P(A x B) =P(A)P(B), ABecA
Then the random variables
Onyno Q — T?
given by
em,m (wlv WQ) = (em (wl)v Ons (WQ))
are uniformly distributed in T? and independent. Thus we can think of the random se-
quence A as
Aning (W1, w2) == (rnlewnl (wl),rnz ei0na (“’2)) (w1, we) € Q.

Let Q" := Q' x ' and define, for any n = (n1,n2) in N? and & = (w1,ws) in Q" the
H*>*(D?) function

Gan(21,22) = Fuoy i (21) Fugmo(22)  (21,22) € D

Then (Ggn)nenz is a set of P. Beurling functions for A(@), and in particular A(©) is
H> (D%-interpolating for any @ in Q. Since P(Q") = P(Q')? = 1, A is interpolating for
H*>(D%) almost surely. O

The argument in Proposition [B.3] can be easily extended to any d > 1 to show that,
whenever the sequence of radii (r,)nen is the Cartesian product of d sequences in [0, 1),
then (7)) encodes all random sequences that are almost surely interpolating for H>(D?).
For a general choice of (ry,)nen the following question remains open:

Question 1. Is any random sequence A in D satisfying (LT) uniformly separated? Or
else, does there exist a choice of (Ty)nen So that the random sequence A obtained is almost
surely weakly separated but not uniformly separated?

3.3. Carleson Measures. The same idea that was used for random uniform separation
works for the proof of Theorem [[.3] part (iii), modulo some adaptations. Let Z = (2, )nen
be a sequence in D? and consider the Szegé Grammian

G = (Sa(zn, 2j))n,jen
associated with the sequence Z. Therefore,

Theorem 3.4. The following are equivalent:

(i): pz is a Carleson measure for H2(D?);
(ii): G:1? = I? is bounded.

A proof of Theorem [3.4] can be found in [2, Th. 9.5]. Moreover, a standard operator
theory argument gives that any sufficiently strong decay of the coefficients of G outside its
diagonal implies that G is bounded (above and below):
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Lemma 3.5. Let A = (anj)njen: (2 — 12 be invertible and self adjoint. Suppose that
a;; =1 for any v in N, and that

(3.5) > lanl = M? < .

JEN n#j
Then A is bounded above and below.

Proof. Such an A can be written as A = Id + H, where H is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator.
Let (yn)nen be the sequence of eigenvalues of A, and let (z,)nen be the eigenvalues of H.
Since H is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, then

Z |z |* < o0,
neN

and since A = Id + H we have that y, = 1 + x,, for any n. Since A is invertible, none of
the y, is null. Moreover, being a self-adjoint infinite matrix, A is bounded by sup,,cy |yn|
and bounded below by inf,en |yn|. Since z,, converges to 0, the two quantities are bounded
above and below, hence the result. O

Remark 3.6. In the above proof one uses only the fact that x,, goes to 0, as n — oc.
Therefore the same conclusion holds if we assume H to be compact.

Let A be a random sequence in D?. Thanks to Lemma 3.5} to show that P(C(H?(D?))) =
1 it is enough to show that the random Grammian associated to A has a strong decay
outside its diagonal almost surely:

Proof of Theorem [1.3, (iii). It suffices to show that

(3.6) DD CE(ISa(n, 5)P) < oo

JENn#j

DD ISaln, 4P < o0

JENn#j
almost surely, and Lemma 3.5 would conclude the proof. By Remark 3.2l and by regrouping
the sum in (3.6) with respect the partition (I,,),,ene of DY, one obtains

d
SO E(Sun )P SC Y Nuli <Hﬁ>

JEN n#£j m,keNd ]

=1
Corollary 2.2, s = 1, concludes the proof. O

Indeed, if (3.6) holds, then

3.4. Almost Orthogonal Random Grammians. Equation (3.5) is a rather strong con-
dition for an infinite matrix A. Indeed, other than implying that A is bounded, it says
that A — Id is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator on [?, i.e., that for any choice of an orthonormal
basis (€ )nen of 12

D (A = Id)en||* < oo

neN

If A= G is a Szegd Grammian associated to a sequence Z = (zp)nen in the polydisc, it
comes natural to ask whether such an almost orthogonality condition on the kernels at the
points of Z translates to interpolation properties on the points of the sequences:
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Question 2. Let d > 2. Is a sequence Z in D intepolating for H® (DY), provided that its

Szegd Grammian can be written as G = Id+ H, where H 1is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator on
122

The case d = 1 of Question [2] has a positive answer. For any sequence Z in the unit
disc, let

Op 1= H p(zn, 25)
j#n
be the hyperbolic distance from z, to the rest of the sequence. By Carleson interpolation
Theorem, Z is interpolating if and only if inf,cx d, > 0. On the other hand, [13], G — Id
is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator if and only if

Zl—5n<oo,

neN

giving that Z is interpolating rather comfortably.

Another motivation to answer Question [2] comes from random interpolating sequences for
H>(D?%). We proved in Section B:3] that the random Grammian associated to a random
sequence A in the polydisc differs from the identity by a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, provided
that the sum in (7). Conversely, if Z is not weakly separated, then infinitely many entries
outside the diagonal of its Szeg6 Grammian are arbitrarily close to 1 in absolute value,
hence G — Id is not Hilbert-Schmidt. Namely,

1if 3 e V227 < oo

(3.7) P(G — Id is Hilbert-Schmidt) = {0 S N2l o,

In particular, a positive answer to Question 2lwould imply that the event Z(D?) follows the
same 0 — 1 law of (B1), giving the 0 — 1 las for random H>(D%)-interpolating sequences.
Moreover, ([B.1) helps understanding interpolating sequences for H*(D?), and it implies
Theorem [[L5l Indeed, any invertible Szegé Grammian (Sq(zn, 2j))n,jen that can be written
as G = Id+ H, where H is Hilbert-Schimdt, is bounded above and below, thanks to Lemma
B.5, which in turn is equivalent to (z,)nen being interpolating for H2(ID?). On the other
hand, as pointed out above if Z is not weakly separated then infinitely many pairs of
normalized Szegd kernels at the points of Z are at an angle arbitrarily close to 0, and
hence G is not bounded below. Thus

- 1 it > e N227IM < o0
dy\\ __ N
P(Z(D%)) = . T el _
0 if >, cne V72 =00

4. RANDOM SEPARATION IN THE UNIT BALL

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [L7l On the other hand, we will study
the uniform separation on the unit ball. Compared with the polydisc, we use more heavily
the spherical geometry of the unit ball rather than the Euclidean geometry of the Hardy
spaces involved. So, the techniques used in this section are different from the previous
sections.

Recall that A(w) = {\;} with A\; = p;§;(w) where &;(w) is a sequence of independent
random variables, all uniformly distributed on the unit sphere and p; € [0,1) is a sequence
of a priori fixed radii. Depending on the distribution conditions on {p;} as will be discussed
below, the probability that A(w) is interpolating for Besov-Sobolev spaces By (By), where
0 < o <1/2 is studied.
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The Bergman tree Ty associated to the ball B; with the structure constants 1 and lnTz is
needed in the analysis, so we present here some details. More information can be found in
[5l pg 17|. Let p be the pseudo-hyperbolic distance on the unit ball, thus p(z, w) = |, (w)|
where @, (w) is the Mébius transform. The Bergman metric on the unit ball By in C? is
given by

1 1
Bz w) = 21og L2
2 " 1—p(z,w)
Further, for any r > 0, we define
U, = 0Bg(0,r) ={z € By : 5(0,2) =r}.

For any N € N, according to [0, Lemma 2.6] and the fact that U, is a compact set, there is

a positive integer J, a set of points {ZJN 3-]:1 and a set of subsets {Q;V}jvzl of Unwm2 such
2

that

J
Uspz = J Q7
j=1
QﬁVﬁQé\[:@Wheni;ﬁj,
U% ﬂBﬁ (Zjv,l) C Q;V CUW ﬂBﬁ (ZjV,Q) .
Let

Nln2 N+1)In2
KN:{ZGBni . §5(0,2)<%’PNZGQ§V}’

J
where Py z denote the radial projection of z onto the sphere U ym2. Define a tree structure
2

on the collection of sets

Ta = {KJJ'V}NZ()JZl
by declaring that KZ-NJrl is a child of KJN, written KZ-NJrl > K]N, if the projection Py (zZ-NH>
of zZNH onto the sphere Z/[% lies in Q;V For any KJN € T4, we define d(KJN) by

d(K})) = N.
Given a non-negative function h on N, we say h is summable if
> h(N) < +o0.
NeN

For o > 0, a measure p satisfies the strengthened simple condition if there is a summable
function h(-) such that

2204) 1 () < Ch(d(a)), o€ T,

where

Fupla)= > pld).

a/'>a,a/ €Ty

The following lemma follows from [0, Lemma 32 and Theorem 23|.

Lemma 4.1. Let o > 0. If p satisfies the strengthened simple condition, then u is a
BY (Bg)-Carleson measure on By.

The following Lemma can be found in [§].
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Lemma 4.2. If X is a binomial random variable with parameter p, N, then for every
s=0,1,2,...

lim DX =3) 5) _ lim 7P(X =) _ 1
Nooo (PN)S — NSe  (pN)s sl
pN — 0 pN — 0

Define
C(Bg (By)) := {w : ua is a Carleson measure for BS (B,)}.
Theorem 4.3. Let % >0>0andd>2. Then
(i) If
Z 272MN < o0,
m=0
then P{C(Bg (Bg))} = 1.
(i) If
Z 2—2omNm = o0,
m=0

then P{C(Bg (B4))} = 0.
Proof. First, it will be shown that if

o0

Z 27MN < 0,
m=0
then i) = 32724 (1 - ‘)\j’2>20 0y, is a Carleson measure almost surely.
Since % > o > 0, there is a constant € such that d > 20 + €. Next, it will be shown that
sup 2(eT20)d() Z (1= [\
€T NER>a
is bounded almost surely, that is to say
920d(0) [ () = 2207l) Z (1— | |2)2 < gedle),
A EB>a
which implies 15, is a Carleson measure almost surely by Lemma BTl For any «, let
Xma =#{Nj € Aw) : \j € B> a,d(B) = m}.
By [5, Lemma 2.8], it holds

U B =cma2 @ {z,m0 < 5(0,2) < (m+ 1},
Bza,d(B)=m

thus X, o follows the binomial distribution B(cm7a2_d(°‘)d, Ny,) and sup,, o .o = ¢ < 0.
Then

2(5+2U)d(a) Z (1 . |)\j|2)2a _ 2(E+2U)d(a) Z Z (1 _ |)\j|2)2a
A EL>a m=d(a) \jEB>a,d(B)=m
S_, 2(5+2U)d(a) Z 2—2Umea A S,,.
m=d(«)
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Choosing v € N such that —207v + 20 + 2¢ < —d. Let

d(a)(1+v)—1 o0
Y, = 2(e+2cr)d(a) Z 2—2ome o and R, = 2(e+2cr)d(a) Z 2—2crme .
m=d(«a) m=d(c)(1+7)

For any constant A, observe that

e zanso(fon B oo (on 1)

For any m and «, there is an open set Sy, o such that

U  BC SmaC{zmb<B(0,2) < (m+1)6}
B>a,d(B)=m

and
1Smal = 274D {2 mb < B(0,2) < (m + 1)8}].
Let
Xima = #{Aj 1 Aj € Aw) N Sm,al,

then mec follows the binomial distribution B(c2_d(°‘)d, Np,) and X, o < Xy 4. Let

)

d(a)(14+7)-1
ffm o= 2(e+2cr)d(a) Z 2—2ome o
m=d(«a)

then ffm@ follows the binomial distribution

d(e)(147)—1
B <62—d(a)d7 oe+20)d(a) Z 2—2amNm>_
m=d(«a)

Then, by Lemma [£.2] it holds

AJ2
} < m=d(a) }
~ (4/2)!

[CZ—d(a)d2(5+2a)d(a)] A/2
<
~ (A/2)!

[cz—d(a)d2(6+2o)d(a) Zd(a)(lﬂ)—l 9-20mp

Since € 4+ 20 — d < 0, choose A big enough such that %(e + 20 —d) < —2d. Thus

P ({w D ;}) <P <{w (Y, > g}) < 9=2d(a)d,
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On the other hand,
E(Ra) — 2(e+2o)d(a) Z 2_20mE(Xm,a)
m=d(a)(1+7)

_ o(et20)d(a) Z o-20m,  g—d@)ip
m=d(a)(1+7)
< olet20—d)d(c) i 9-2mN < ()
m=d(a)(14~)

for some constant C'. Without loss of generality, suppose A/4 > C. Then

(R ()

<P ({w i |Ra — E(Ry)| > ?}) < Var(Ra) < 92(e+20)d() Z g—domo—d(e)d

m=d(a)(14+~)

< 22(e+2o)d(a)2—d(a)d Z 9—20m < 22(e+20)d(a) 2—d(a)d2—2od(a)(1+’y)
m=d(@)(1-47)
5 2—d(a)d2d(a)(—20’y+2o+2e) 5 2—d(a)2d.

Thus,

YD PHw:Sa=AN =" Y P({w:S > A4}

a€Ty k=0 aeTg,d(c)=k

e} o0
< Z Z g—d()2d < kz 97k < oo,
=0

k=0 acTy,d(a)=k

which means that S, is bounded almost surely. Thus p, (. is a Carleson measure almost
surely.
On the other hand, if Y oo_ 272%™ N, = oo, then

o0 2 [e.e]
[ =3 (1= )" = Y 2, =
Bq j=1 m=0

Thus,
P{C(BS (Ba))} = 0.
O

For a sequence {z;}, if inf;+; B (z;, 2j) > 0, call {2;} weakly separated. On the unit ball,
denote
W(Bg) := {w : A(w) is weakly separated in Bg}.
We need to point out that the weak separation with respect to Bergman metric is
equivalent to the weak separation with respect to pseudo-hyperbolic metric. Thus, we
have following lemma.

Lemma 4.4 (|14, Lemma 3.5]). Let A(w) = {\;} be a random sequence. Then the following
statements hold.
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(i) If
ZQ‘dmNﬁL < 00,
then P{W(B4)} = 1. "
(i) If
Z 27IMN2Z = oo,
then P{W(B4)} = 0.

By Theorem [[L6] a sequence is an interpolating sequence if and only if it is weakly
separated and the corresponding measure is a Carleson measure. The proof of Theorem
[[7 is now given.

Proof of Theorem[L7. Since % >oc>0and d> 2, then —d+ 40 <0. If Z 9 20mN <

m=0
[e.e]
00, then Z 2719 N2 < 0, which implies

m=0

o0 [o¢] o0
Z 2_dmN72n — Z 2(_d+40)m2_40mNr2n S Z 2_40mN72n < 00.
m=0

m=0 m=0
By Theorem and Lemma 4] the conclusion follows.
On the other hand, if Y °°_272°™N,, = co, then

P{C(B3 (Ba))} = 0.
By Theorem again, it follows
P{Z(B3 (Ba))} = 0.
O

Finally, the uniformly separated sequences on the unit ball when d > 2 are studied. It
is well known that ) )
(1= 2F*) (1 = Jwf?)

1_|(102(w)|2: ’1_<w72>‘2

A sequence {z;} is uniformly separated if inf}, Hj;ék p(2j,2;) > 0, where p is the pseudo-
hyperbolic distance on the unit ball. Let

UBy) := {w : A(w) is uniformly separated in Bg}.
An important lemma in the analysis, see [16, Proposition 1.4.10], is needed.

Lemma 4.5. For z € By and c € R, let

1
L) = [ e da ).
omy 11— (2, Q)7
When ¢ < 0, then I, is bounded in By. When ¢ > 0, then
L(z) =~ (1—1]2)"".
Finally,

IO(Z) ~ lOg 1_7|Z|2
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Proposition 4.6. Let A(w) = {\;} be a random sequence. Then the following statements
hold.

(i) Ifd=2 and
> Np2™(m+1) < oo

m=0
then P{U(By)} =
(ii) Ifd >3 and
Z N,,27™ < oo,
m=0
then P{U(By)} =
(ii) Ifd > 3 and
Z Np,p2™™ = o0,
m=0

then P{U(B4)} = 0.
Proof. First, infy [T, (A Ax)? > 0 almost surely if and only if
sup Z —log p(A;, Me)? < oo
k =
J#k
Since —logxz > 1 — x when 1 > z > 0, if follows

Thus infy, [T, p(As )2 > 0 almost surely implies supy, > izell— PN, Me)?] < oo almost
surely.
On the other hand, if infy; 2y, p(Aj, Ax) > 0, then

—log p(Aj, A)? S 1 —p(Aj, A)™.

Thus, in this case, supy, 37, 4. [1—p(N;, Ax)?] < oo almost surely implies inf}, ITj26 (A Ae)? >
0 almost surely.
For any constant ¢, consider

OEI KISV REEY: <13 R[S st nr]

J#k €= j#k
— A7) (=)
:_ZZE[l_ O ?]] = ZZ [ TSRS Y WIE ]
k=1 j#k k 1 j#k
1 (1= X% (1= xf?) (£ do
- ;;/@B/m e o )
1
SE ZZ (=P (L= ) /é)IBd /BIB%d 11— <’>\jH>\k’§k,§j>\d+2_dda(§j)da(§k)'

k=1 j#k

Next, consider two cases.



RANDOM INTERPOLATING SEQUENCES IN THE POLYDISC AND THE UNIT BALL 25

If d = 2, then by Lemma we have

1 1
do(§;) Slog ——————.
/amad 11— (Al Ak l&r, &) |22 (&) L — | A2 2

Substituting in this estimate to the above yields that

1 o 1
P W‘Z[l—P(/\j,)\k)z] >c S_ZZ(l—Mﬂz) (1—|)\k|2)10gﬁ
¢ L=k

1 j£k k=1 j=1

1

l

ZNZN 2712~ m[log(—Z e ETE 1)Jrl]
l m=0

Nk

e
I

OM8

—lo—m 1 —lo—m
I>m >m
2
_ZN 2‘mZN1 (+1) (ZNl z+1> .
Thus > ~1+1) < co implies that
sup Y _[1 = p(Aj, k)% < o0
Rk

almost surely. Lemma [£.4] also yields that Z Y1+ 1) < oo implies that A(w) is
weakly separated almost surely, thus > °_ (l + 1) < oo implies that A(w) is uniformly

separated almost surely.
If d > 3, by Lemma A3 then

1
do(&;) < Cy < o0.
/&Bd 11— (I [ Ak €k, €502 o(&) = Ca

Then

o o o (o.] 2
DPISw: > L—p M) >ep | SO @=INP) Q= P) 2 | D N2
k=1 j#k k=1 j=1 j=1

By a similar argument for the case of d = 2, Z]Oil Npp2™™ < oo implies that A(w) is
separated almost surely. Conversely, if 3772, Np,2™™ = oo, then 3772, 1=\ =
Thus, for any zg, there holds

1— |\ =P
§j—1 )\-)\2>§:1— A-A2=§j( J
j#k J#k j#k J

Xel?)
(T =1\
1+1A\2Z )

Giving the conclusion that

P{U(By)} = 0.
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