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AnHOTaTINS

Bocnpoussogsias dopmysia Beprmana u pasiudHble ONEHKH s TPOEK-
Topa Beprmana ¢ MOJIOXKUTETBHBIM BOCIIPOM3BOIAIINM SIIPOM, & TaKXKe TOU-
weie ornenku tuna Popennu-Pynuna mast sapa Beprmana urparoT BasKHYIO
POJIb B HEKOTOPBIX HOBBIX IKCTPEMAJIbHBIX 3a/1a9aX, CBSI3AHHBIX C TaK Ha3bI-
BaeMoil (pyHKIMEH NMCTAHIMU B IIPOCTPAHCTBAX aHAJUTUYIECKUX (PYHKIUNA B
pazaudHbiX objnactax B C".

B sro0it pabore, onupasicb Ha HM3BECTHBIE TEOPEMbBI BJIOXKEHUs JJIs IIPO-
CTPAHCTB AHAJUTHICCKUX (DYHKIINN B OrPAHMIEHHBIX 00JIACTIX C TPAHUIEH 13
C? U B JOIYCTUMBIX OBJIACTSIX, MBI MOJIYYIH/IN HOBDLIE PE3YJILTATHI CBSI3AHHBIC
€ 9KCTpeMaJIbHOI 3a1aveil [IJist IPOCTPAHCTB THIla BeprMaHa aHAIUTHIECKUX
PyHKITHI.

Tak>ke MbI IPUBOJIMM HEKOTOPBIE YTBEPKIEHUS JJIst TpocTpancTs HeBan-
jmanael 1 BMOA, 1151 aHaJuTuIecKuX IpoCcTpancTB Becosa B 00/1aCTsIX ¢ I'pa-
Huneit u3 C? U B JI0IyCTUMBIX 00/IACTSX.

OTMeTuM Tak:Ke, 9TO IpobIeMaM, CBA3aHHbBIE C PETYJISPHOCTHIO IPOEKTOPA
Beprmana, KOTOpPyIO MBI YaCTO HCHIOJL3YEM B JIOKA3ATEILCTBAX, YIEIAETCS
6oJibIioe BunManue. MHOrue omeHKu 1l BOCIIPOU3BOISIIIX OIIePAaTOPOB U UX
siIep TPUBJIEKAOT BHUMAHUE MATEMATUKOB yxKe 6ojiee 40 jet.

CrpykTypa 5TOi paboThbl Takas Ke, KaK W B NPEJbLAYIuX padorax IIo
JIAHHOI TeMe: CHadaja Mbl U3jIaraeM HEKOTOpbIE MOJIyJYeHHbIe paHee (PaKThI,
CBsI3aHHBIE C IIPOEKTOPOM Beprmana, a moToM, ONupasiCh HA HUX, JOKA3bIBAEM
ONEHKU JIJIsT (PYHKIUU TUCTAHIINAML.

OCHOBBIBasICh H& M3BECTHBIX PE3YJIbTaTaX I KJIACCHIECKUX MPOCTPAHCTB
AHAJNTUIECKNX (PYHKIUI B pa3andabix ob1actsax B C™, MbI o1y 4aeM HECKOJIb-
KO HOBBIX YTBEPXKJIEHU JJ1sT (DYHKIIUU JIUCTAHITME Ha TIPOU3BEIEHUN CTPOIOII-
CEBIOBBIIYKJIBIX 00JaCTell ¢ IIaAKoil IpaHUIlell, B OrPAHNIEHHBIX 0DJIACTSIX C
rpanueit n3 C? 1 B JIONYCTHMBIX 0BJIACTSIX.

Pabora nomnepxkana rpanrom PO®U (rpant 13-01-97508)
2Knaccuduxarmus mo MSC 2010: nepsuanas 42B15, sropuanag 42B30.
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KpOMe TOr'0, HaMU IIOJIy9€HbI HEKOTOPbIE TOYHbBIE PE3YJ/IbTAaThl Ha IIPOU3BE-
JIEHUU CTPOTOIICEBIOBBINYKJIBIX objacTell ¢ riajkoit rpauuneit 8 C", paciim-
pAOIIMe Hallll Ppe3yJIbTAaThI JJIsI CTPOT'OIICEBA0BBIITY KJIbIX O6ﬂaCTeﬁ.

Knouesvie cao6a: OTIEHKN NUCTAHINN, aHAJIUTHIECKHE (DYHKITMH, OTPAHN-
“YeHHBbIE 00JIACTH, JOIyCTUMbIE 00JIACTH, IICEBIOBBINTYKJIbIE 00JIaCTH.

Bubauoepapun: 22 HammeHOBAHUSI.
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SOME REMARKS ON DISTANCES IN SPACES
OF ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS IN BOUNDED

DOMAINS WITH C? BOUNDARY AND
ADMISSIBLE DOMAINS: ¢
R. Shamoyan, S. Kurilenko (Bryansk)

Abstract

The so-called Bergman representation formula (reproducing formula) and
various estimates for Bergman projection with positive reproducing kernel and
sharp Forelli-Rudin type estimates of Bergman kernel are playing a crucial
role in certain new extremal problems related to so-called distance function in
analytic function spaces in various domains in C".

In this paper based on some recent embedding theorems for analytic spaces
in bounded domains with C? boundary and admissible domains new results for
Bergman-type analytic function spaces related with this extremal problem will
be provided. Some(not sharp) assertions for BMOA and Nevanlinna spaces,
for analytic Besov spaces in any D bounded domain with C? boundary or
admissible domains in C™ will be also provided.

We remark for readers in addition the problems related to regularity of
Bergman projection which we use always in proof in various types of domains
with various types of boundaries (or properties of boundaries) are currently
and in the past already are under intensive attention. Many estimates for
reproducing operators and there kernels and LP boundedness of Bergman
projections have been also the object of considerable interest for more than 40
years. These tools serve as the core of all our proofs. When the boundary of
the domain D is sufficiently smooth decisive results were obtained in various
settings. Our intention in this paper is the same as a previous our papers on
this topic, namely we collect some facts from earlier investigation concerning
Bergman projection and use them for our purposes in estimates of disty (f, X)
function (distance function).

3This work was supported by the Russian Foundation for Basic Research (grant 13-01-97508).
4Mathematics Subject Classification 2010 Primary 42B15, Secondary 42B30.
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Based on our previous work and recent results on embeddings in classical
analytic spaces in domains of various type in C™ we provide several new general
assertions for distance function in products of strictly pseudoconvex domains
with smooth boundary, general bounded domains with C? boundary and in
admissible domains in various spaces of analytic functions of several complex
variables. These are first results of this type for bounded domains with C?
boundary and admissible domains. In addition to our results we add some
new sharp results for special kind of domains so called products of strictly
pseudoconex domains with smooth boundary in C™ extendind our sharp results
in strictly pseudoconex domains.

Keywords: Distance estimates, analytic function, bounded domains, admis-
sible domains, pseudoconvex domains.

Bibliography: 22 titles.

1. Introduction

The so-called Bergman representation formula (reproducing formula) and various
estimates for Bergman projection with positive reproducing kernel and sharp Forelli-
Rudin type estimates of Bergman kernel are playing a crucial role in certain new
extremal problems related to so-called distance function in analytic function spaces
in various domains in C™.( see, for example, [15], [16], [17], [18], [9] and various
references there).

In this paper based on some recent embedding theorems for analytic spaces in
bounded domains with C? boundary and admissible domains (see, for example,
[1], [2], [3] )new results for Bergman-type analytic function spaces related with
this extremal problem will be provided.Some(not sharp) assertions for BMOA and
Nevanlinna spaces, for analytic Besov spaces in any D bounded domain with C?
boundary or admissible domains in C™ will be also provided.

We remark for readers in addition the problems related to regularity of Bergman
projection which we use always in proof in various types of domains with various
types of boundaries (or properties of boundaries) are currently and in the past
already were under intensive attention. (see, for example, |7], [5] and references
there).

Many estimates for reproducing operators and there kernels and LP boundedness
of Bergman projections have been also the object of considerable interest for more
than 40 years. These tools serve as the core of all our proofs. When the boundary of
the domain D is sufficiently smooth decisive results were obtained in various settings
(see [7], [5] and references there).

Our intention in this paper is the same as a previous our papers on this topic,
namely we collect some facts from earlier investigation concerning Bergman projection
and use them for our purposes in estimates of disty (f, X') function (distance function).

Following our previous paper [16], [15], [9] we easily see to obtain a sharp result
for distance function we need only several tools and the scheme here is the following.
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First we need an embedding of our quazinormed analytic space (in any domain) into
another one (X C Y), this immediately pose a problem of disty (f, X) = in}f{ lf—ally
ge

for all f € Y\X, then we need the Bergman reproducing formula for all f function
from Y space. Then finally we use the boundedness of Bergman type projections
with |K(z,w)| positive kernel acting from X to X together with sharp estimates
of Bergman kernel. These three tools were used in general Siegel domain of second
type, polydisk and unit ball in [16], [15], [17], [18](see also various references there).
We continue to use these tools providing new sharp (and not sharp) results in various
spaces of analytic functions, in analytic spaces in pseudoconvex domains, in spaces
in any bounded domain D with C? boundary and in so-called admissible domains
also.

The plan of this note is the following. We provide first two typical results on this
topic with complete proofs taken from one of our previous recent paper but in more
general setting of products of strictly pseudoconvex domains with smooth boundary
and then in next sections discuss its various modification and extensions in more
general settings based on same ideas in a sketchy form.

We denote as ¢ or as C with various indexes various positive constants below.
We denote by A a characteristic function of a set everywhere below.

2. A distance theorem for analytic Bergman spaces
in products of bounded strictly pseudoconvex
domains with smooth boundary

Functional spaces and their properties on m products of strictly pseudoconvex
domains with smooth boundary were studied in various papers (see, for example,
[22],]21] and references there). The goal of this section is to provide new sharp
distance theorem in m- products of bounded strictly pseudoconvex domains with a
smooth boundary in C™ but with a complete proof only for m = 1 case.

Proofs of m = 1 and general case are very similar and we choose it to shorten
the exposition. Moreover proofs related with this particular case can be seen in[9].
The reason we do this to heavily shorten this and last sections where series of
other similar type results with similar proofs based also on recent work from [1],
[2], [3] in more general settings namely in bounded domains with C? boundary
and admissible domains will be formulated by us. So we first consider Bergman
type spaces in D C C", where D is smoothly bounded relatively compact strictly
pseudoconvex domain, providing sharp results in this case in this section. In one of
the next sections of this paper this results will be partially generalized, but proofs
mostly will be omitted there since it is based on this proof. The theory of bounded
strictly pseudoconvex domains in C" with smooth boundary and function spaces of
several complex variables on them is a subject of very active study (see, for example,
9], [13], [11], [14] and various references there).



118 R. SHAMOYAN, S. KURILENKO

Our proofs in this section are heavily based on estimates from [14], where even
more general situation was considered when our domains are embedded in so-called
Stein manifolds. For definition of Bergman spaces and other objects we refer the
reader to [14].

We define Bergman spaces as usual as follows.

AP(D) = {f € HD): /D |f(2)|P6p(2)* HdV (2) < oo} 0<p<oo, a>0,

where H(D) is a space of all analytic functions in D and dV(z) (or dv(z)) is a
Lebegues measure in D and dp(2) is a distance from z to boundary of D [14].

Since | f(2)|? is subharmonic (even plurisubharmonic) for a holomorphic f in D,
we have AP(D) C AX®(D) for 0 < p < oo, sp > n and t = s. Also, A?(D) C AL(D)
for 0 < p < 1 and A?(D) C A}(D) for p > 1 and ¢ sufficiently large. Therefore we
have an integral representation.

/ K (=, )8 )V (©), (1)

where K (2,§) is a kernel of type n+t+1,[14] that is a measurable function on D x D
such that |K(z,&)] < C|®(z, )" where ®(z,€) is so called Henkin-Ramirez
function for D. From now on we work with a fixed Henkin-Ramirez function ¢ and

a fixed kernel K of type n +t + 1. We are going to use the following results from
[14].

LEMMA 1. ([14], Corollary 5.3.) If r > 0,0 <p<1,s>—1,p(s+n+1) >
and f € H(D), then we have

( / [F(OI|D(2,8)["6°(&)d (5)) <C /D | F(O)P|D(z, &) PortettD=0HD ()qV (€).

LEMMA 2. ([14], Corollary 3.9.) Assume K(z,&) is a kernel of type B, and o > 0
satisfies 0 +n — B < 0. Then we have

/D K (2, €)67 1 (2)dV (2) < C675(8).

Note we use same 0 function as a function of zq,...,z,, variables in product
domain D™ as products of m such functions, this will be clear from context below.
And we use V™ as a Lebegues measure on D™ A natural problem is to estimate
dist g (py (f, AL(D)) where 0 < ¢ < 00, s¢ > n and f € AF(D). We give sharp
estimates below, treating cases 0 < ¢ < 1 and ¢ > 1 separately. Note the same
problem is valid for same spaces but on product domains.

Note moreover all we discussed is also valid in m-products of D domains and
analytic spaces on them. This includes the last embedding, the integral representation
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and the estimates of Kernel. (m products of kernels). This can be obtained by using
"one dimensional" result m -times by each variable separately. Below we formulate
a general theorem in it is "m- product version". For m = 1 case this theorem can
be seen before in [9]. To define all objects in product spaces and analytic spaces on
products of pseudoconvex domains themselves we use standard procedures which
we see in polydsk (see, for example, [16]). Note also various problems of analytic
function theory on products of pseudoconvex domains were under attention, see, for
example, 21| and [22] and references there.

THEOREM 1. Let m € N, 0 < ¢ < 1, s¢ > n, f € AX(D™) andt > s is
sufficiently large. Then wi; = wy where

Wy = diStAgo(Dm)(f> Ag(Dm))a

wgzinf{€>0:

/m (/Q \Km(zl,--.,zmaf)!y8(§)de(€)> §T T (2)dV™ (2) < oo},

where K(z,§) is the above kernel of type n+t+1, Kp(21, ..., 2m, &) is a m-product
of such kernels and
Qes={z€ D™ :|f(2)|0°(2) = e}

PROOF. We assume m = 1.The proof of general case is the same. Let us prove
that w; < wy. We fix € > 0 such that the above integral is finite and use (1):

ﬂd=[¥yf@K@£MW©+ FOK(=E)AV(E) = fi(2) + fal2).

Qe,s

We estimate f:

0" (§)dV (§)

i < Ce675(2),
p |®(z, &)ttt

[/1(z) < Ce / |K(2,8)[6"dV (¢) < Ce
D
where the last estimate is contained in [14] (see p. 375). Next,
Il = [ IR 2av(e) <
D
<0/</ mom@@&@wmﬁéwnwwwagawmg
p \Ja.,

Now we have

distaz(0) (. AL(D)) < |f = fol

A=) = [ fillax=m) < Ce.
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Now assume that w; < ws. Then there are € > 1 > 0 and f., € A4(D) such that
”f - fEl S <€ and

I :/D </Q [ (Z’f>|5t‘8<f>dV<§>) 51 (2)dV (2) =

< g1 to obtain

As in the case of the upper half-plane one uses || f — fz,||a

(€ —e1)xa..(2)07°(2) < Clf (2)]-

Now the following chain of estimates leads to a contradiction:

I = / ( / Yo (OF () K (2 £>dV<f>)q5$q—”—1<z>dV<z>

o[ ([ i@ ) Fm )V (2)
o [ ([ i )( Fon I (2)av (2)

5sq n— 1 (5q t+n+1 n+1
¢/ [ @(’ Ao Dav(zyave)

< c /D e (O LE)dV (€) < oo, )

VAN

N

N

where we used Lemma 1 and Lemma 2 with § =¢q¢(n+¢+1), 0 =sq—n. O
Next theorem deals with the case 1 < ¢ < 0.

THEOREM 2. Let m € N, ¢ > 1, s¢ >n, t > s, t > # and f € AZ(D™).
Then wy = wy where

wy = dist g (pm) (f, AL(D™)),

wo = inf {5 >0: /m (/ |Km(z,§)|5t_5(§)de(§)> F ) dV™(2) < oo} :

PROOF. We again restric ourselves to m = 1 case. See also [9]. The proof of
general case is the same. A carefull inspection of the proof of the previous theorem
shows that it extends to this ¢ > 1 case also, provided one can prove the estimate:

/ ([ 1@ @reoa©) @)

/ o ()75 1 (€)dV () < o0
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where ¢ > 1. Using Hélder’s inequality and Lemma 2, with 0 = 1 and f = n+14pe,
we obtain

1) = ([ 1o <z,s>dv<5>)q

f (©)]95%()dV (&) dv(e) "
|(I)( )|n+l+tq eq (/ |(I) )|n+l+p£>
(OISO E) e

D |(§(27 €)|n+1+tq—sq

and this gives

<cff Lo QOIS E)  e

|q) z, €)|nH1+ta—za

< 0 [ IL©rrTeave <

where we again used Lemma 2, with f =n+1+tq—¢eq and 0 = ¢q(s —¢) —n > 0.
O

REMARK 1. We note that some results of this section on distances can be extended
to so-called minimal bounded homogeneous domains. 2 C C" and A% Hilbert spaces
on them. Indeed, our proofs are based on Bergman representation formula, and
Forelli-Rudin type estimates for integrals

/ K°(w, w)| K (2, )PV (w), a>0, 8>0 =€,
Q

where K(z,w) is a Bergman reproducing kernel for the weighted Bergman space
A%(Q). All relevant estimates for this case can be found in recent papers [19] and

[20].

3. Extremal problems in analytic spaces in bounded
domains with C? boundary.

The intention of this section which is heavily based on previous one to consider
the same extremal problem but in more general setting. All results of this section
are based on series of recent theorems on embeddings of analytic function spaces
in bounded domains with C? boundary( see [1], [2], [3], [4] and references there).
Note our general results provide only one side estimates for dist function. Note also
we will not provide proofs but only short comment after each assertion. Since all
proofs are modifications of proofs of theorems of previous section. Let D C C" be
a bounded domain with C? boundary and let H(D) = {f holomorphic in D}. For
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z € D let 0p(z) denote the distance from z to 9D. We define for every a > 0, p < 0o
the measure dv, = (6p(2)*~1)dV where dV (or dV,) denotes the volume element
and the weighted Bergman space

A (D) = {f e H(D): |f1I}0 = /D | (w)[PdVa(w) < OO};

A=(D) = {f € H(D) : | fll_» = sup(Op(w)7| f(w)]) < 00w € D}, o > 0.
Ab = HP for all positive p. If D has C?-boundary then the following inequality holds

(see [1], [2])

_nta
P

[F < Op(z)" 7 ) llpa; VF € AL(D);Vz € D

and

AP (D) C AT (D); see [1].

Also we have H*(D) C A=%(D), o > 0, see [1].
In summary we have if D has C? boundary then we have the following chains of
embeddings

n+a

H>*(D)cC A™°(D) Cc A2(D) Cc A~ » (D) C Ng(D)

forall 0 <p,a <oo0, 0 <o <2; B> 0; (see [1]) where

Ny(D) = {f € 1(D): [ (og" |f(w))avi(w) < oo} 850

is a Bergman-Nevanlinna class in D (see for all this [1] and references there). Each
embedding as we noticed above pose a problem of finding disty (f, X), f € Y\X,
XCY.

In [2] the authors showed for Hardy spaces H? (D) C A%(D); for 0 < p < q < oo;
£ > 0 with % = #; for all bounded domains in C* with C? boundary. This poses
a problem dist A%( f, HP); f € A} for any bounded domain in C* with C? boundary.

We formulate a general result for AP space.

Let

B(A?, f) = inf {5 >0 : sup [XQT’E(Z)((sD(Z))_nZQ—i_S} < oo} :

|z|<1
where s > 29 7 = 1@ gpd
P P
. n+ao
o= {2 e D: ) 2 ) r= "% a0
p

THEOREM 3. Let D be any bounded domain in C". Let also D has C? boundary.
Then for all f, f € A

B(AY f) < c(dist{i (f,A2(D))); 0 < p < oo; a>0.

7 (D)
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The proof follows directly from arguments of proof of theorem 1 and will be
omitted. Note similarly we can get one side estimates for first and third embeddings
in chain of embeddings we provided above Similar results are valid for pairs (B, B?),
where B is a Bloch space,B? is an analytic Besov space. Since B? C B as we
mentioned above for all p € (0, 00). Similarly using other embeddings we mentioned
above we can formulate a result like this using the embedding H>* C A~7(D),
where o € (0, %) on estimates of dista—«(f, H*(D)) or dist4—(f, H*(D)); 0 < <
n(i — %)on bounded D domain with C? boundary in C".

The proof of theorem 3 can be easily recovered from arguments we provided
above in theorem 1 (see, for example, for one-dimensional case [16] and references
there).

The following theorem is based on already mentioned embedding for any bounded
D domain with C? boundary.

Let Q.o = {2 € Q:|f(2)]|0(2)7 > ¢}, then we have

THEOREM 4. Let D be bounded domain with C? boundary. Let f € A™°(D).
Then for o € (0,%)

dista-opy(f, H*(D)) = inf{e > 0 : sup[Xo, , (2)]0(2)7 < oo}
z2€D

The proof follows easily from discussion we had above based on arguments of
proof of theorem 1 we omit details. Finally based on embeddings (see [1], [2], [3])
H> C H% and A» C H%, p < q <00, a>0, ”p# = % similar results based on proof
of theorem 1 can be obtained for any bounded domain with C? boundary. We leave
this to interested readers.

4. On extremal problems in analytic spaces in admis-
sible domains and in bounded strictly pseudocon-
vex domains with smooth boundary

The main goal of this section to turn to recent results from [12], [11], [6] on
general admissible domains to get new estimates for dist function in this setting. All
results are one side estimates and we don’t discuss proofs since all of them are based
on a proof of theorems 1, 2 from section 1. We say a smoothly bounded domain in
C" is an admissible domain (see |7]) if D is one of the following,.

1) a strictly pseudoconvex domain
2) a pseudoconvex domain of finite type in C?

3) a convex domain of finite type in C"
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Such type domains were under intensive study [13], [11], [12], [6]. It is natural to
give estimates for dist function also in this case in this more general setting. But
first we generalize all results of first section (in strongly pseudoconvex domains with
smooth boundary)to so -called mixed norm spaces. Note we again omit details of
proofs since it is a modification of proof of theorem 1.

Let D = {z: p(z) < 0} be a bounded strictly pseudoconvex domain of CV with
C® boundary. We assume that the strictly plurisubharmonic function p is of class
C* in a neighbourhood of D, that —1 < p(z2) < 0, z € D, |9p| = ¢o > 0 for |p| < ro.
Let AS}(D) = {f holomorphic in D such that || f[|,4sr < 0o} where

T Z/ (/w |Daf|Pdar)"<T5§—1)dr

la|<k

here we denote by D, = {z € C" : p(z) < —r}, 0D, it is boundary do, the
normalized surface measure on 0D, and by dz the normalized volume element on D
(see [5], [10]).

Forp=g¢q, k=0:

I£1hs = ([ 1P ot >)’1’

and hence we have a standard Bergman class A%(D) see [5], [10].

1

P

ar ={penm: |y / 00 FP51 (2)du(z) | < o0 b

la|<s D

q>0,seN 0<p<oo.

THEOREM 5. Letm >0,0<q¢<1;s¢ >n,q=p, f € AX(D), t > ty, where
to s a large enough positive number. Then for any strictly bounded pseudoconvex
domain D with smooth boundary we have ws < cwy where

dZStAoo(D)(f Asq n( )) = dZStAOO(f Asq n+mqm)

wy = inf {s >0: /D (/Q |K(z,§)|(5t—5(§)d\/(§)> STV () < oo} .

THEOREM 6. Let D be any strictly bounded pseudoconvex domain with smooth
boundary . Let m >0, q>1;sq>n, q > p, ¢ < 00, t > ty, where ty is large enough
positive number ,f € AX(D). Then wy < cwy where

and

wy = dista(f, ALY

sq—n-+mgq, m)
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and

wy = inf {5 >0: /D </Q \K(z,()|5tS(C)dV(C)> SV (2) < oo} :

For proofs of these assertions we refer the reader to our paper [6] and embeddings
from [10], [5]. Combining these two we’ll get proofs immediately.

Note for some values of parameters a sharp results for these pair of spaces were
obtained previously by us see [16]. We now define several new analytic spaces in D
domain. We list then various (known) embeddings which lead to distance estimates.
Then provide new one side estimates.

For a bounded strictly pseudoconvex domain D we have also BMOA(D) C
H?(D), where we define for any admissible domain H?(D) and BMOA(D) in the
following standard way (see [8], [12])

HY(D) — {f € H(D): suw ( /a ) |f|pdae)p < oo},

where again D, = {z € C": p(2) < —e}, e > 0;and D ={2 € C": p(z) <0}, 0 <
p < 00, do, is surface measure on dD,. For any admissible domain we define also

BMOA(D) — {f € H'(D) : | f 304 =

= sup /BD |f(w) — f(2)]* x P(z,w)do(w); z € D} < 0,

where P(z,w) = (S(z,2)"1|S(z,w)|*;2 € D,w € 9D is a Poisson-Szego Kernel,
S(z,w) - Szego Kernel. see [5], [13], [8].

Let p > n, D is any bounded domain with C? boundary in C". Then the Besov
space is a space with norm see [11], [10]

1l = ( / |vn+1f<z>|p[5<z>]p<“+l>dx<z>)” < oo, 3)
where oo
e = 3 15 )
la|<n+1

and d\(z) = K(z, z)dV(z) - biholomorphically invariant measure and K (z,w) is the
Bergman kernel, as above dV' is a volume measure of D [10], [11].

For p = oo, B® = BI(D) this is a classical Bloch space (see [5], [13], [8]).

We add more embeddings from [13], [8], [11], [5] for admissible D domains.

We say f € VMOA if f € BMOA and

ling |f(w) — f(2)|*P(z,w)do(w) = 0.
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We have BP(D) C VMOA(D) for 1 < p < 0o. Also we have

| £llze < sup [V DIE(2)" ) (log =) | n >0

and H>* C Bl, H* C BP; where

Ifll: = sup [VEF(2)1(8%(2)) < 00, 1 <p <00,k > 0.
S

The log Besov space is the following class of analytic functions [13], [8], [11].

3 =

C 1
5(2))50[)\(2’) < oo}
p € (0,00). We have LBP C BP(D) C BY(D) C BlI(D): 0 <p < g < oo (see [11]).

We also have for bounded strictly pseudoconvex domains BMOA C LP(0D) N
H(D) :1<p< oo (see [12]). We define Nevanlinna classes for all bounded domains
with C? boundary in C™ (see [13], [8], [11]).

Let D. = {p < (—¢)}; D be bounded domain with C? boundary; D = {p < 0};
dp # 0 on OD. D, are subdomain of D 0 < € < gy with C! boundary o, o. are
surface measures on 0D and 0D, respectively.

For 0 < p < oo Hardy class is as above

HP(D) = {fGH(D):Diuf (/8D |f|pdag)p <oo}

if we put log* |f| = max(log|f|,0) instead of |f|P then we set analytic Nevanlinna
class N(D). Note N(D) D HP(D) for all 1 < p < o0. Also it is known for all bounded
D domains with C? boundary (see |7], [8], [9])-

LB (D) = {f € H(D) - [ [ 196 ) o

sup | f(2)ldist(z, aD)r < i || f || ey
zZE

n+1

sup | f(2)|dist(z,0D) 7 < col| fllar(p);

zeD

H

p € (0,00)
We also have an embedding of atomic Hardy spaces into standard Hardy classes
for admissible domains HY (D) C H?(D); 0 < p < 1, where

HY (D) = {Z A;A; © A;j is holomorphic p—atomz AP < o0}

J=1 J=1

(see about these spaces and the definition of p-atom (holomorphic) in [9] for all
admissible domains).
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Based on several from these embeddings we formulate another (not sharp) three
theorems on distances below. Short proofs of all of them are fully based on arguments
of proof of theorem 1 and we leave them to interested readers.

In all assertions below our domain is admissible,in an assertion related with
analytic Nevanlinna spaces it can be also simply bounded with C? boundary. A
sharp version of our first assertion is probably valid based on projection theorems
for Besov spaces from [11].

THEOREM 7. Letp > n; f € Bl. Let S. y,, = {z € D : [V f(2)[(§(2))" ! > e},
n € N.
Let & = distg(f, BP) and also let

Wy = inf{e > 0: /DXSa,f(Z)d)‘(Z) < 00}

Then (:Jl 2 (I)Q.

Note similar assertion is valid if we replace BP(D) by LBP(D) or any analytic
function space X, so that X C BI(D) for any admissible D domain.

Next we formulate an assertion which in particular concerns analytic Nevanlinna
spaces in bounded domains in C™ with C? boundary.

THEOREM 8. 1) Let p > n and let also f € HP. Then we have K| > cKy, where
Ky = disty»(f, B?) and

Ky =inf{e > 0: / XKE’f(p)pQ(”H)p_(”H)dp < o0}
0

where

Kep={pe(0.20): / FOPdo,(C) > <)

aD,
2) Let f € HY(D). Then we have s; > c(s9) where

sy = distg (f, H'at)

sy =inf{e > 0: sup Mg ,(r) < oo}
0<r<eg
and where
Kep={pe @20 [ 1f0ldn,(0)> ¢}
DP
3) Let p > 1, let also f € N(D), then we have 7, > ¢y, where

1 = distypy(f, H?(D))

and where

M.y ={pe(0.c0): / (log* | £(C)])Pda,(C) > <}

oD,

Ty =inf{e > 0: sup (Ap,(r)) < oo}
0<r<eq
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Finally we formulate another assertion which concerns BMOA type spaces in
admissible domains in C™.

THEOREM 9. Let D be any admissible domain in C"
1) Let f € H' then we have K; > cK,, where

K, = disty: (f, BMOA)
K, =inf{e >0: sup Ak (1) < oo}
0<r<eo

where

Key={pe(0.c): / F(Oldo, () > €}

oD,

2) Let [ € Ay, then we have for p € (0, 00) Ry > cR,, where
Ry = distax, (f, H)

Ry =inf{e >0: sup X, ;(r) < oo}
0<r<eg

5. Conclusion

Conditions of similar type for distance function based on embeddings Ai (s—s1)
H? with some restriction on p, s1, s can be obtained similarly. These are conditions

of type sup A, (r) < oo where M, ; should be appropriately defined. We leave
0<r<eo ’
this to readers. Proofs of all these assertions are modifications of proof of theorem

1 and we omit details.
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