TOEPLITZ OPERATORS AND
WEIGHTED BERGMAN KERNELS

MirosLav ENGLIS

ABSTRACT. For a smoothly bounded strictly pseudoconvex domain, we describe the
boundary singularity of weighted Bergman kernels with respect to weights behaving
like a power (possibly fractional) of a defining function, and, more generally, of the
reproducing kernels of Sobolev spaces of holomorphic functions of any real order.
This generalizes the classical result of Fefferman for the unweighted Bergman kernel.
Finally, we also exhibit a holomorphic continuation of the kernels with respect to the
Sobolev parameter to the entire complex plane. Qur main tool are the generalized
Toeplitz operators of Boutet de Monvel and Guillemin.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let € be a bounded strictly pseudoconvex domain in C™ with smooth boundary,
and 7 a defining function for . Thus r is smooth on the closure Q of Q, r < 0 on ©,
and r =0, ||Vr| > 0 on 9. For simplicity of notation, we also use the “positively
signed” defining function p = —r. It was then shown by Fefferman [12] that the
Bergman kernel K (z,y) of Q, when restricted to the diagonal z = y, has the form

(1) K(z,z) = % + b(z) log p(z) with a,b € C*(Q).
Further,
) aloa = % Jd,

where J[p| is the Monge-Ampere determinant

—(—1)det | P 9P
® Tl = (-0 det [ £ 2 |
which is positive on 9 in view of the strict pseudoconvexity of 2.
The formula (1) also extends to K (z,y) for z # y, in the following way. We will
say that a function f € C*°(Q x Q) is almost-sesquianalytic if 0f(x,y)/0% as well
as 0f(z,y)/0y vanish to infinite order on the diagonal z = y. For a real-valued
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2 M. ENGLIS

function f(z) on €, its almost-sesquianalytic extension is any almost-sesquianalytic
function f(z,y) on Q x Q such that f(z,z) = f(z) Vz € Q and

(4) f(wvy) zf(va)'

It is well known that such an extension always exists, and is unique up to functions
vanishing on the diagonal to infinite order. Let p(z,y) be an almost-sesquianalytic
extension of p. From the Taylor expansion, one has

(@) +p(0,) — o)~ p0) = Y 9L (g — )@, ) + Oz — ).
Gk=1 "1

By the strict pseudoconvexity of €2, it therefore follows that for € > 0 small enough

(5) 2Re p(z,y) > p(z) + p(y) + clz — y|?

if z, € Q and |z —y| < e. Adjusting p(z,y) by a function which vanishes near the
diagonal and satisfies the symmetry condition (4), we can achieve that (5) holds
everywhere on Q x Q. Then Re p(z,y) > 0 for all z,y € Q, with equality occurring
only if x =y € 990.

Throughout the rest of this paper, we will thus fix an almost-sesquianalytic
extension p(z,y) of p = —r which satisfies (4) and (5) on Q x Q.

In particular, log p(z,y) and p(z,y)?%, for any a € C, are thus well defined and
smooth on €2 x .

The analogue of (1) for = # y then asserts that there exist almost-sesquianalytic
functions a(z,y) and b(z,y) on Q x Q such that

©) K(z,y) = ﬁ 1 b(a, ) log p(z, )

for all z,y € €.

The aim of this paper is to establish a similar formula also for weighted Bergman
kernels K, (z,y) — i.e. the reproducing kernels of the subspaces LZ_,(Q,w) of all
holomorphic functions in L2(2,w) — for smooth positive weights w on Q which
behave like a power of p, in the sense that

(7) w=p*eI, with o > —1 and g € C*°(Q).

Furthermore, we also establish various generalizations of (6) for the reproducing
kernels of Sobolev spaces of holomorphic functions (Sobolev-Bergman kernels).

If @ = m is a positive integer and log % is strictly plurisubharmonic, it is possible
to derive the weighted analogue of (6) by an argument due to Forelli and Rudin
[13] and Ligocka [25]. Namely, if Q) denotes the Hartogs domain

Q= {(z,t) € X x C™: ||t]|*™ < w(z)}
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in C"*™_ then K, (z,y) is the restriction of the (unweighted) Bergman kernel
K((z,t),(y,s)) of Q to the hyperplane s =t = 0:

®) Ko(@,9) = " B((2,0), (3,0)).

Moreover, the hypothesis that « be a positive integer ensures that Q is smoothly
bounded, while the strict plurisubharmonicity of log = jmplies that it is strictly

pseudoconvex. Finally, the function r((z,t)) = 1% — 'w( )1/™ is clearly a defining

function for Q. Applying Fefferman’s expansion (6) to Q, it thus follows from (8)
that

a(z,
(9) Ky(z,y) = % +b(z,y) logp(z,y)  Vz,y € Q.
Also,
_ (n+m)!

Using the localization lemma of Fefferman ([12], Lemma 1 on page 6), it can be
shown that (9) in fact remains in force even if log % is assumed to be just plurisub-
harmonic (not necessarily strictly); however, the argument breaks down if log% is
not plurisubharmonic, or if « is not an integer, or if « = 0 and g # 0.

Our first main result is the following.

Theorem A. For w of the form (7),

% + b(z,y) log p(z,y) ifo €Z,
10 Kua)={ "o
’ + b(z,y) ifaé¢Z,

p(z,y)mtott
for all z,y € Q and some almost-sesquianalytic a,b € C*®(Q x Q). Moreover,

I'n+a+1) Jpl(z)

Mo+t es® for z € 0Q.

(11) a(z,z) =

It should be noted that the leading term (11) was given by Hérmander [20] for
a = 0, and by Ligocka [25] for g = 0 and any a > —1. The fact that K, (z,y) is
C*> on 2 x Q minus the boundary diagonal was shown for o # 0 by Peloso [29)].
(For @ = 0 it can be proved by a straightforward modification of Kerzman’s original
argument [22] for the unweighted Bergman kernel.)

Our second main result concerns, in a sense, an extension of (6) and (10) to
a < —1: namely, to the reproducing kernels of Sobolev spaces of holomorphic
functions.

Recall that the ordinary Sobolev space W*(£2), on a smoothly bounded domain
Q c R", with s a nonnegative integer, consists of all functions on {2 whose distri-
butional derivatives of orders up to s belong to L?, with the norm

1/2
12) £l = ( 3 IID”fII%z(n))

lv|<s
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where the summation is over all multiindices v of length not exceeding s, and D”
stands for the corresponding differentiation. Equivalently, W*(2) is the completion
of C*(2) with respect to the norm (12). The closure, in W*(), of the subset D({2)
of all functions in C'*°(Q2) whose support is a compact subset of Q is denoted by
W (2). For negative integers s, W*(2) is defined as the space of all distributions
supported on Q which are bounded as linear functionals on W§(Q2) — that is, loosely
speaking, as the dual of W (Q) with respect to the L2-pairing

(f,9) 12 = /Qf§

(the integral being taken with respect to the Lebesgue measure). Finally, for non-
integer s the spaces W*(Q2) are defined by interpolation.

Alternatively, one can first define the Sobolev spaces on the whole R"™, for any
real order s, as the spaces of tempered distributions f whose Fourier transform
satisfies

) 1/2
(13) I := ([ @+ ePri©r)  <co.

One the defines W*(2) as the subspace of all f € W#(R") which, in some appro-
priate sense, are “supported” on 2. On the level of norms, this amounts to taking
instead of (12) the (equivalent) norms

) S! ) 1/2
(1) 191 i= (3 oo 10T M)

vI<s

See e.g. [27] for more details on Sobolev spaces.

In general, functions in the Sobolev spaces of fractional order are rather difficult
to characterize explicitly; fortunately, the situation is much better if €2 is a bounded
strictly pseudoconvex domain in C" with smooth boundary and we restrict atten-
tion to holomorphic functions — that is, to subspaces Wy, of holomorphic functions
in W5.

First of all, it is known ([26], Remark 1 on p.31) that for s < 3, the space W ()
coincides with L2 (€, |r|~2¢), with equivalent norms. Thus our Theorem A can be
interpreted as a result about reproducing kernels of “Sobolev-Bergman spaces”
(cf. [17]); however, unfortunately, since spaces with equivalent norms may have
kernels with wildly different boundary singularities (see §8.1 below for an example),
this does not tell us anything about the singularity of the kernel of W () with
the norm (12) or (14).

Secondly, it is a result of Beatrous [1] that for any s € R and m a nonnegative
integer, a holomorphic function f belongs to Wy, if and only if 8 f € Wy ™ for
all multiindices v with |v| < m; further, ||f||s is equivalent to the norm

o 1/2
> 10 flyem ) -

lv|<m
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In particular, combining this with the facts from the previous paragraph, we see
that if m > s — 3 then f € Wy, if and only if 8 f € L2 ,(Q, |r|*™2%) whenever
|v| <m, and || f||s is equivalent to the norm

1/2
(15) (X 10 Baapnsn)

lv|<m

(We will actually obtain a new proof of this equivalence in Sections 6 and 7 below as
a byproduct.) Again, this equivalence does not tell us anything about the boundary
behaviour of the kernels, except for the leading term.

Finally, it is also a result of [1] that one need not consider all derivatives 0"
in (15), but just “complex normal” derivatives: namely, let D be the holomorphic
vector field on Q “orthogonal” to Or, i.e. defined by Df = (df,0r). Then a holo-
morphic function f belongs to Wi, if and only if D7 f € W™ for all 0 < j < m,

and || f||s is equivalent to
m ' 1/2
(L1 ten)
j=0
1

Again, for m > s — 3 one can further replace here W*~™(Q) by L2 ,(, |r[*™~2*):

m 1/2
(16) (Z ||Djf||%2(ﬂ,|r|2m—2s)) .

=0

(We will also obtain an independent proof of this equivalence as a byproduct in
Section 7.)

Our second main result is the following. We actually expect it to be true for any
m>s— %, but our proofs seem to work only for m > 2s — 1.

Theorem B. Let K®)(x,y) be the reproducing kernel of the holomorphic Sobolev
space W¢_,(Q) with respect to the norm corresponding to (13) (see Section 7 for the
precise definition), or with respect to the norm (15) or (16) (for some nonnegative
integer m > 2s — 1). Then

(17)
¢ a(z, .
%4—?}(&@ 1f’l’L+1—28¢Z,
KO (z,y) = 4 % + b(z,y) log p(z,y) ifn+1—2s € Z-y,
a(2,9) log p(z,y) + b(z,y) ifn+1-2s€ Z,

* p(z,y)ntioe

on Q x Q for some almost-sesquianalytic functions a,b € C®(Q x Q). Further,
the values of a(z,z) on the boundary are given by Corollary 21, Theorem 8 and
Theorem 9, respectively.

Notice that, in particular, for s = % we recover the Szego kernel, as the repro-

ducing kernel of the Hardy space H?(9) ~ W&({lz ().
Our third, and final, main result concerns holomorphic dependence of K(*) on
the parameter s.
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Theorem C. Let K®)(z,y) be the reproducing kernel of Wi ;(Q) with respect
to the norm corresponding to (13) (see again Section 7 for the precise definition).
Then the K(®)(z,y) extends to a holomorphic function of z,5,s on Q x Q x C.

To describe the idea of the proofs, recall that for any function ¢ € L>*(Q),
the Toeplitz operator T, with symbol ¢ is the (bounded linear) operator on L2 (2)
defined by

(18) Ty f := (),

where IT : L?(Q) — L2 () is the orthogonal projection (the Bergman projection).
It is immediate that if ¢ > 0 on (2, then T is positive definite, hence, in particular,
injective; thus there exists a (densely-defined, unbounded self-adjoint) inverse T;l.
For z € (, let us write K, := K(-,z) for the Bergman kernel at the point z, and
similarly let Ky, o := Ky(:,z). The main ingredient in our proof is the simple
observation that for any positive continuous weight function w € L*°(Q2), T,, ex-
tends to a bounded operator from L2 (R, w) into L2 (), and the kernels K, then
belong to the range of T, and

(19) Kuyy =Ty K,.

One can also define Toeplitz operators even for some unbounded symbols ¢, as (un-
bounded) densely defined operators on L2 (Q2): for instance, if # € L? then (18)
makes sense for all f € H*({2); and

(20) Tof(z) = (6], Kz) = / 61K,

makes sense for all f € H*® even if ¢ is only in L', since K, € L>°(2). In all these
cases, at least for w of the form (7), the formula (19) still remains in force.

Ideas very reminiscent of (19) have appeared in the paper of Bell [3].

There are also Toeplitz operators on the Hardy space H?(02), that is, the sub-
space in L?(0Q) of functions which are boundary values of holomorphic functions
in Q (alternatively, the closure in L2(092) of C£%(Q2)). Namely, for any g € L*°(99)
the Toeplitz operator on H?(0N2) with symbol q is defined by

(21) T,f == 1(gqf)

where II : L2(0Q) — H?(09) is the orthogonal projection (the Szegd projection).
More generally, following Boutet de Monvel [6], one can define a “generalized”
Toeplitz operator Ty by the formula

(22) Tof =1(Qf)

for any pseudodifferential operator @ on 02. The previous operators (21) are the
special case when @ is the operator of multiplication by the function gq.

It is now a remarkable fact that for any ¢ € C*°(2) and any Q, both T and Tg
map C2(Q) into itself, and in fact for a given ¢ there exists a @ such that, up to
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a “negligible” error term, Ty = Tg on C3 (). Further, if ¢ vanishes on 89 to
order m, then ) can be chosen to be of order —m (see [14], Theorem 9.1). We show
that all this remains in force also for ¢ = w with w of the form (7); the pseudo-
differential operator @ is then of (possibly fractional) order —c«. Combining this
with the formula (19), the result of Theorem A follows by Boutet de Monvel’s and
Guillemin’s calculus of the “generalized” Toeplitz operators (cf. their book [7], espe-
cially the Appendix) and the microlocal description of the singularity (6) as given by
Boutet de Monvel and Sjostrand [8]. For Theorem B, there is a formula analogous
to (19) but with the role of T, taken over by a suitable (pseudo)differential opera-
tor; it turns out that this operator again coincides (on C%(2)) with a generalized
Toeplitz operator Ty for some (@, and the result follows in a similar way as before.
Finally, for Theorem C one combines the above facts with the existence, proved by
Seeley [33], of the complex powers of an arbitrary positive elliptic pseudodifferential
operator.

The formula (19), as well as its analogue needed for Theorem B, are established in
Section 2. Section 3 overviews the necessary material from [6] and [7] on generalized
Toeplitz operators. Theorem A is proved in Section 4. The part of Theorem B
concerning the norms (15) and (16) is proved in Section 5; some further variations
on this theme (including, as a byproduct, a new proof of the equivalence of (15)
with the ordinary Sobolev norm, as well as extensions of this equivalence to spaces
of harmonic functions) occur in Section 6. The part of Theorem B concerning
the norm (13) and Theorem C are established in Section 7, together with a new
proof and generalization to harmonic functions of the equivalence of the norms (16).
The final Section 8 is occupied by miscellaneous concluding comments and remarks.

A different proof of Theorem A was obtained by G. Komatsu (personal commu-
nication), using Fefferman’s original method from [12]; in fact, he was even able
to handle weights w with certain logarithmic-type singularities at the boundary.
The present author hopes very much to see his work published soon.

The author also thanks Professor Louis Boutet de Monvel for illuminating him
on several issues concerning generalized Toeplitz operators.

2. TOEPLITZ OPERATORS AND WEIGHTED BERGMAN KERNELS

Let w be any positive, continuous and integrable weight function on €2, and let
A denote the operator w'/2II on L?(2). The domain of A is (L?(Q) © L%,(Q)) ®
(L2, (Q,w) N L2 ,(2)); since w is assumed to be integrable, the second summand
contains the space C£%(2) of all functions in C*°(2) holomorphic on €2, hence,
in particular, A is densely defined. Being essentially the restriction to the closed sub-
space L7 () of the closed operator f — w'/2 f of multiplication by w'/? on L?(1),
A is also closed. Thus A*A is self-adjoint. Since IT is bounded, (Mw'/2)* =
w'/2II = A, so A* = (Iw'/?)** = Tw!/2, where the last bar denotes closure
(see e.g. [31], Chapter VIII, §1); thus

A*A = TTw/2w/2T1 > wIl.

We declare this to be, by definition, the Toeplitz operator T,,. It is clear that for
w € L*®(Q), this coincides with the operator defined by (18). Also, for w € L?(Q),
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the domain of T, contains H*°(Q), the space of bounded holomorphic functions
on (2.
For any f € dom T, we have

wa(m) = A*Af(m) = <A*Af, Kx) = (Af, AKw>

— W0 ) = [(wiE,
Q

since K, € C(Q2) C domA by Kerzman’s theorem. Thus we see that, indeed,
(20) holds for any f € domT,, and any z € Q.

Since w is continuous and positive, it is well known that the reproducing kernel
Ku(z,y) of L2 ,(Q,w) exists and

(23) 1f@) < fllw 1Kwelle VS € Lig(Q,w),

where || - ||, stands for the norm in L2(Q,w).

Proposition 1. Assume that K, € RanT,,. Then (19) holds, i.e.

Kyz=T,'K,.

Proof. Let K, = T,,h. Then for any f € L2 ;(Q) N L2, (R, w) = dom A,

(fa Kw,a:>’w = f(l') = <f7 A*Ah> = <Afa Ah>
— !0k = [0 = (f b
Q
Since the set of all such f is dense in L (2, w) (e.g. because it contains C%,(9)),

it follows that h = Ky . 0

This simple observation can be generalized, as follows. Let, quite generally, A be
a closed, densely defined and injective operator on LZ (). Introduce a new norm
and inner product on dom A by

(24) IFIR = IAFI%, (f,9)a == (Af, Ag).

By von Neumann’s theorem, the operator A*A is self-adjoint, and its square root
T = (A*A)'/2 satisfies domT = dom A, RanT = RanA* and ||Tf|| = ||Af| (see
e.g. [10], Section XI1.7). Thus we can write (24) equivalently as

(25) IFI2 = ITFI%,  (f,9)a=(Tf,Tg).

Let H denote the completion of dom A = dom T with respect to this norm. (If A=1
is bounded, then Hx coincides with dom A; if A is bounded, then LZ (Q) — Ha
continuously.)
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Proposition 2. (i) The evaluation functional f — f(z) is continuous on dom A
with respect to the A-norm, i.e.

(26) [f(@)| < e [Afll Vf € domA,
if and only if
27) K, € RanA*(=RanT).

(if) If (27) is satisfied for all x € 2, then the elements of Hx can be identified
with functions on Q and Hp admits the reproducing kernel

(28) Ka(@,y) = Kay(0) = (T7K,, T'Ky).
(iii) If K, belongs not only to Ran A* = RanT but even to Ran A*A = Ran T?,
then
(29) Kpz = (A*A)7'K,.

Proof. (i) If K, = Th, then

|7 @)| = (£, Th)| = {Tf, )| < (ITFI IRl = [[AS]][R]
for all f € dom A = domT, so (26) is satisfied with ¢, = ||h||. Conversely, if (26)
holds, then
Af— f(:I:) = <f7K:l:>
is a well-defined bounded linear functional on Ran A; extending it to the whole
space by continuity, it follows that there exists h € L2 () such that

(f,Kz)={(Af,h)  Vf € domA.

This means that A € dom A* and A*h = K. So K, € RanA* =RanT.

(iii) If {fn} is a sequence in dom A Cauchy in the A-norm, (26) implies that
{fn(z)} is a Cauchy sequence in C; thus the evaluation functionals f — f(x)
extend continuously from dom A to all of H . Further, this extension still satisfies
(26). It follows that elements of H, can be viewed as functions on (2, and that
Hp admits a reproducing kernel Ky (z,y). If {f,},{9n} are sequences in dom A
converging in Hx to Ka . and Kj 4 respectively, then by (25) {T'f,} is a Cauchy
sequence in L2 (), whence T'f,, — F for some F € L (Q). Since (f,K,) =
f(.’E) = (fa KA,$>A = hm(fa fn>A = hm<Tfa Tf’n> = <Tfa F> for any f € domT,
we have K, = T*F, or F = T~ 'K,. Similarly T'g, — G = T~'K,. Thus

KA(Iay) = (KA,Z’KA,y>A = 1im<gna fn>A = hm<Tgnan'n>
=(G,F)=(T7'K,,T™'K,),

proving (28).
(iii) This is immediate from (28), and also is easy to check directly: if K, =
A*Ah, then for any f € dom A

(£,h)a = (Af,Ah) = (f,A"Ah) = f(z) = (f, Kr,x)A-
Since dom A is dense in Hy, it follows that h = Kjp ;. O

If K, belongs to Ran A* but not to Ran A*A, then Kj , does not belong to
dom A but only to the part of Hp obtained by completion; in that case the formula
(29) still holds, in the following sense.
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Proposition 3. The operators A and T : dom A — L2 ,(Q) extend by continuity
to unitary isomorphisms, still denoted A and T, from H onto L2 (), and if (27)
holds then T?Kj » = K, (or Kp» = T72Ky,).

Proof. The first part is immediate from (24) and (25). If (27) holds, then we have
seen in the proof of part (ii) of Proposition 2 that for any sequence f, in dom A
converging to Ky , in the Ha-norm, T'f, — T-1K, € L2 ,(Q) in L2 ,(Q); by the
first part of the current proposition, T"'K, = Th for some h € Hp and f, — h
in Ha. Since fn, — KAz, it follows that h = Kp , and K, = T2h =T?Kp . O

We conclude this section by proving a result which will be needed further on.
For o an integer this is well-known, and easily proved since w, being then C*
on 2, is a multiplier of W*(2) and the Bergman projection IT is bounded from W*
into W3, for any s € R. For a noninteger, a proof seems to be needed.

Proposition 4. Let w be of the form (7). Then T,, maps C(9) into itself.

Proof. We use an idea of Bell [2]. Let ¢;, j =1,...,n, be functions in C°°(Q) such

that ¢; > 0 on Q, Zj ¢; = 1 near 092, and 0;7 # 0 on the support of ¢;. Here

0;r(z) is an abbreviation for 652 ) and r(2) is the defining function for § from the

Introduction. B
First of all, we claim that for any h € L2 _(Q) N C() and v € L®(Q),

(30) /Q R0 (|r|**1v) = 0.

To see this, fix € > 0 and integrate by parts to obtain

/ 7 0;(|r|* ) = / B lr|* v m; — / e[+ v 8.
r<—e r=—¢ r<—e

(Here n; is the appropriate component of the outward unit normal to 0€2.) The sec-
ond integral vanishes since 0;h = 0, while the first integral is bounded by

area({r = —€}) - [lhlloo + [lvfloo - €*!

which tends to zero as € \, 0 since o« > —1.
Let us now apply this observation to h = K, and v = e9f¢;/0;r, where f €

C>(Q). We get
(oL e 7 =
/Q 85 (5 B fw) Kz =0.
Consequently,

Muwf(z)= | wfKs

S~ 5—

[wf —;@(gﬁjéwf)] K.
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By the Leibniz rule, the expression in the square brackets equals
(1- Zqﬁj)wf—rwfzaj(g;' —'er—La w—'r'wz%ajf
J J J
Since 8w = 9;(|r|*e9) = |r|*e90;9 — a|r|* 1ed8;r = (0;9 + a%ﬁ)w, this equals

1—Z¢J)wf—rwf23(’)+fz Jg+2 2.0;f] — owf

- |’f'|’U)f1 - CE’LUf,

where
-5, s b g 1 e o
h= B (08 faa)r X o ecm.
Thus
(o + DIwf(@) = [ IrfofiKe = Wi (@)
that is,

(o + 1)IMwf = r|wfi.

Since |r|w is a bounded function, it follows first of all that ITwf € L2 ,(Q?), that is,
f € domT,. Further, repeating the above process with |r|w in the place of w,
we obtain successively functions f,, € C*(2), m =1,2,..., such that

MNa+m+1)
——————— TIwf = I|r|™wfm.
Since |r|™wfm = |r|™to*tledf,, belongs to W(Q) for s < m +a+ 3 and II
maps W*(Q2) into W () for any real s, it follows that IIwf € W () for all
s<m+a+3. Asm is arbitrary, IIwf € Neer Wi, (Q) = CZ(Q), completing the
proof. [

3. GENERALIZED TOEPLITZ OPERATORS

Denote by 7 the restriction to OQ of the 1-form Im dr = (8r — 8r)/2i. The strict
pseudoconvexity of € is reflected in the fact that 7 is a contact form, i.e. A (dn)” !
determines a nonvanishing volume element on 052, or, equivalently, the half-line
bundle

Y:={(z,£) e T*(09Q) : £ =1tn,, t >0}

is a symplectic submanifold of 7*(0€2). Equip 02 with a measure with smooth
positive density, and let L2(02) be the Lebesgue space with respect to this measure,
and L2 ;(6Q) = H2(09) the subspace of nontangential boundary values of functions
holomorphic in 2. We will also denote by W*(92), s € R, the Sobolev spaces on 012,
and by W;_,(09) the corresponding subspaces of nontangential boundary values of
functions holomorphic in Q. (Thus W°(0Q) = L?(692) and W2 ,(02) = H?(69).)
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Unless otherwise specified, by a pseudodifferential operator or Fourier integral
operator (DO or FIO for short) on 02 we will always mean an operator which is
“regular” or “classical”, i.e. in any local coordinate system the total symbol has an
asymptotic expansion

p(SL‘, é—) ~ me—j(wa g)a
=0

where pp,—; is C* for £ # 0, and positively homogeneous of degree m — j with
respect to &; here j runs through nonnegative integers, but m can be any complex
number, and the symbol “~” means that the difference between p and Z?;g Pm—j

should belong to the Hérmander class S(lf‘fm_k, for each £ =0,1,2,.... If P, are
UDOs we write P ~ @ if P — @ is smoothing (i.e. of degree —oo, or, equivalently,
given by a C* Schwartz kernel).

For P a ¥DO of order m on the compact manifold 02, the generalized Toeplitz
operator Tp : Wi, (02) — H2(0RQ) is defined as

Tp = IIPII,

where II : L2(0Q) — H?(0Q) is the orthogonal projection (the Szegd projector).
Actually, Tp maps continuously W*(0Q) into W " (092), for any s € R, because
II is bounded on W*(9R) for any s € R (see [8]).

Microlocally, generalized Toeplitz operators have the following structure. Let
(z,q) denote the variable in R® x R"~! ~ R2"~1 and let (£, v) be the dual variable.
We identify T*R™ with the symplectic cone £y C T*R?" ! defined by y = v = 0,
and set 5

Djza—/vj—i—/vj'Dx', j=1,...,’n—1.

Let Ho : C®°(R™) — C*®(R?"!) be the Hermite operator

Hog(a,g) = (em) ™ [ e stelv ()05 500 g

27

where we write z - £ for ) y z;€;, and the hat denotes Fourier transform. Then it
follows from [5] and [8] that II admits the following microlocal description: for any
2o € 09, there exists a canonical map ® from a conic open set U C T*R?"~ !\ {0}
to a conic neighbourhood V of (zp,7,,) € ¥ C T*Q\ {0}, whose restriction defines a
symplectic isomorphism x : ¥NU — ¥ NV. There exists an elliptic FIO F, defined
in V modulo smoothing operators, associated with y, which transforms the left
ideal of ¥DOs generated by the D; into the left ideal generated by the components
of 8. Set A ~ H}F*FH, (this is an elliptic positive ¥DO) and H ~ FHyA~/2
(this is a FIO with complex phase, cf. [28]). Then H*H ~ I, HH* ~ II, and for
any ¥YDO @ on 992,

(31) To =1IQIl ~ HPH* near 29, with P~ H*QH ~ H*TgH.

n

In fact the map Tg — P ~ H*TgH is onto. It follows as a corollary that the
generalized Toeplitz operators have the following properties.
(P1) Generalized Toeplitz operators form an algebra which is, modulo smoothing
operators, locally isomorphic to the algebra of YDOs on R™.
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(P2) In fact, for any T'p there exists a ¥DO @ such that Tp = Tg and QII = IIQ.

(P3) It can happen that Tp = T for two different ¥DOs P and Q. If ord(P) >
ord(Q), then the restriction of the principal symbol o (P) of P to X vanishes.
If ord(P) = ord(Q), then the restrictions of the principal symbols o(P) and
o(Q) to the cone X coincide. Thus we can define unambiguously the order of
Tg as min{ord(P) : Tp = T}, and the symbol of Tg as o(Tgp) := o(Q)|s
if ord(Q) = ord(Tg).

(P4) The order and the symbol are multiplicative: ord(TpTg) = ord(Tg) +
Ol‘d(TQl) and O'(TQTQl) = O'(TQ)O'(TQ/).

(P5) If ord(Tp) < 0, then Tp is a bounded operator on L?(89); if ord(Tp) < 0,
then it is even compact.

(P6) If ord(Tp) = ord(Tg) = k and o(Tp) = 0(Tg), then ord(Tp — Tg) < k—1.
In particular, if Tp ~ Tg, then there exists a YDO Q' ~ @ such that
Tp = Tg.

(P7) We will say that a generalized Toeplitz operator Tp of order m is elliptic if
o(Tp) does not vanish. Then Tp has a parametrix, i.e. there exists a Toeplitz
operator Ty of order —m, with o(Tg) = o(Tp)~ !, such that TpTg ~ I ~
ToTp.

We refer to the book [7], especially the Appendix, and to the paper [6] (which we
have loosely followed in this section) for the proofs and additional information on
generalized Toeplitz operators.

4. WEIGHTED BERGMAN KERNELS

Let now T,,, with the weight function w as in (7), be our Toeplitz operator on
L2 ,(9) considered in Section 2. By Proposition 4 T,, maps C5(Q) into itself.
In particular, since C22,(?) is contained and dense also in H?(012), we can view T,
as a (densely defined) operator on H2(6Q). Our first goal is to identify this operator
with a certain generalized Toeplitz operator from the preceding section. For a an
integer (so that w € C°°(Q)), this was done by Guillemin ([14], Theorem 9.1), using
ideas from [6]; we will show that essentially the same argument works also here.!

Following [6], let, quite generally, A be an elliptic positive ¥DO on 2. Similarly
as in Section 2, we define the Hilbert space W as the completion of C*(92) with
respect to the norm

(32) 1FI2 = (AF, f) = /a _7Af.

(We will usually use the notation (-, -) for the inner products both in L2(Q2) and
L?(69Q) — it is clear from the context which of the two is meant.) We further
denote by W{, the subspace of boundary values of functions holomorphic in €,
and by [T, : WA — W2 | the orthogonal projector. Finally, for any ¥DO @ on 9%,
we can again define a “generalized Toeplitz operator” associated to A by

TSV := My QIL

1For Q the unit disc or, equivalently, the upper half-plane in C, where everything is much more
tractable, Guillemin’s proof was worked out more explicitly by Peng and Wong [30].
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As shown in Section 1.d of [6], these operators possess pretty much the same mi-
crolocal description as the ordinary generalized Toeplitz operators Ty in the pre-
ceding section. Namely, with the notations A, F, Hy and H introduced before (31),
setting

Ap ~ HIF*AFHy ~ AY2H*AHAY?,
Hy ~ FHoAY? ~ HAV2 ALY,

we have H*AAH) ~ I, HyH*AA ~ II, (so that, in particular, modulo smoothing
operators Hy is an isomorphism from L?(R") onto W), and

TS = AQIL ~ HP'H* ~ Tpr,

(33)
where P’ ~ H*II\QH ~ AY2A ' AY2H*AQH.
Let K denote the “Poisson extension operator” solving the boundary value prob-
lem

(34) 80Ku=0 onQ, Kul|sq = u.

(Thus K acts from functions on 8 into functions on €. Note that & 0 is essen-
tially the ordinary Laplace operator, only the boundary conditions are different;
in particular, the kernel of 8" 0 contains all holomorphic functions.) It is not dif-
ficult to see that K is actually continuous from L?(8R2) into L?(R), and its range
coincides with the subspace L2, (Q) of all harmonic functions. The adjoint K* is

thus continuous from L2(2) to L?(052). The composition K*K is known to be an
elliptic positive YDO Ag on 0f2 of order —1, and we have

(35) AS'K*K = Ipq,
while
(36) KA;'K* = Iparm,

the orthogonal projection in L?(Q) onto L%, (). Comparing (36) with (34),
we also see that the restriction of Aj'K* to LZ,__(Q) is the operator y of “taking
the boundary values” of a harmonic function.

Thus, the operator T,, = ITw| £2_(Q) when viewed as an operator on HZ(6(2),
is simply YITwK|g2(s0). Now by (35) and (36),

YITwK = I, 5 wK
(37) = YIIKA; 'K*wK.

Observe now that for A = Ay, (32) becomes

||f||%0 = (K*Kfa f>L2(3Q) = ”Kflliz(g)
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It follows that u — Ku is an isometry, with inverse «, identifying the space Whe
with L2 |(Q). In particular,
YIIK = I14,.

Thus we can continue (37) by
MIwK = 5 A Ay,

where
A, = K*wK.

It was shown by Boutet de Monvel [4] that A,,, for w as in (7), is an elliptic positive
¥DO on 909 of order —a — 1 and with symbol

IMNa+1)

2lgflert 9@ ||or(z)||.

o (Aw)(z,€) =

(In fact, [4] only discussed integer & > —1, but the case of noninteger o can be
treated in the same manner, see the computation on the bottom of p. 256 and the
remarks on the top of p. 257 in [6].) Consequently, by (33),

)

A
MK | m200) = Ty3y

~ TQ,
with Q = AY2ATAY2H*A,H a ¥DO having the same order and symbol on X
as Ay A

We have thus arrived at the following proposition.

Proposition 5. Let w be a weight of the form (7). Viewed as on operator
on G2, (Q) c H?(0N), the Toeplitz operator T, on L2 _;(Q) then coincides, modulo
a smoothing operator, with the generalized Toeplitz operator Ty for some ¥ DO Q
on 69, ord(Q) = —a, 0(Q)|s = T'(a+ 1) [[€]|*[|0r[|*e?.

We are now ready to prove our first main result.

Proof of Theorem A. Let @Q be the operator from the last proposition. Since
o(Tg) > 0, Ty is elliptic, so by (P7) there exists a YDO P (a parametrix) such
that ord(P) = —ord(Q) = «,

(38) o(Te) = o(Te) ™ = e,

and Tp ~ T 1 By the property (P2) from Section 3, we can also assume without
loss of generality that P commutes with II: IIP = PII, so that Tp is just the
restriction of P to H?(0%).

Since T, (or, more precisely, vT,,K; we will drop v and K for the rest of this
section) ~ T, we thus have T,' ~ Tp, or T,! ~ (the restriction of P to H%(89)).
Using now our formula (19), we thus see that

Kuy ~TpK, = PK,
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“N”

(where means that the two sides differ by a function in C*(Q)). Now according
to the main result of [8], there exists a classical symbol

b(z,y,t) ~ > "I bi(z,y), b € C®(QAx ),
j=0

such that the ordinary (unweighted) Bergman kernel satisfies

(39) K@y)= [ e ba,y,)dt
0
Thus
(40) PwaA > I Ple W) by( -, y)] dt.
=0

By the standard symbol calculus for ¥DOs (see, for instance, Theorem 4.2 in
Ho6rmander [19]), we have quite generally (i.e. for any DO P of order a; here
P applies to the z variable)

Iip [e—tp(w,y) b;(, y)] = gn—iteg—te(z,y) Z b; x(z,9) t*
k=0
with some b; € C®(Q x Q), where in particular
(41) bjo(z,z) =t~ b;(z, @) (P)(@, —tVap(z,y)ly=s) = bj(z, ) o (Tp)(z, Or()).
Thus (40) equals
(12) AR S AL
with some b; € C(Q x Q), where
(43) bo(z, z) = bo(z, z)o(Tr)(z, Or(z)).

Combining this with the classical formulas (valid for Rep > 0)

(44)

I'(s+1)
ps+1

(=14

o ifseC,s#-1,-2,...,
p.f. / e Pt dt =
0

p* (logp + Ck), s=—-k—-1,k=0,1,2,...

k!
(where C}, is a constant: Cy = lim,, o Z;’Lk 41 % — logm), we thus obtain
'%+b(w,y) ifn+ad¢Z,
(45) Ky(z,y) =4 % + b(z,y) log p(z,y) ifn+ae€Zsg,
\ % log p(z,y) + b(x,y) if n 4+ o € Zo,
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which gives (10). (Actually, since in our case n+ a + 1 > n > 0, the third case in
(45) never occurs.)

It remains to compute the boundary value of the leading term. This corresponds
to the term j = 0 in (42), i.e., by (43) and (44),

/°° o—tr(@.2) t"te bo(z, 1) i@t Fn+a+1) bo(z, )
0

o(Iq)(z,0r(z)) ~  plz,z)"to+t o(Tg)(x,0r(z))
(with the first term on the right modified accordingly if n + « is a negative integer).
Taking in particular @« = 0 and g = 0, so that Q = I, and comparing with (2) shows
that for x € 09,
b ) 7@

™
Comnsequently, for z € 092,
o ( ) J1pl(x)
I'n+a+1)J|p|(x
| T e@eae) el
a(z,z) =

(=1 J1pl(z)

kKl aro(Tg)(z, Or(z))’
Substituting from (38) for o(T), we get (11). (Again, the second case in (46) is
not now needed.) This completes the proof. [

n+a=—-k—1,k=0,1,2,....

Remark 6. As was already mentioned in the Introduction, the “off-diagonal part”
of (10) — i.e. that K, is C™ on Q x  minus the boundary diagonal — was proved
by Peloso [29], while the part concerning the singularity on the boundary diagonal
was described by Komatsu (unpublished, referred to as “personal communication”
in [16]). (It should be noted that in [16], the C* part in (10) for a ¢ Z was omitted
by mistake.) O

Remark 7. For n =1, it is known that for the ordinary Bergman kernel (i.e. « = 0,
g = 0) on a smoothly bounded domain @ C C the log term in (10) is actually
absent. It should be noted, however, that in the case of weighted Bergman kernels
the log-term appears even in dimension n = 1: for instance, for Q = D, the unit
disc, and w(z) = 2 — |2|?, a short computation reveals that

Ky=p2—p ' =2logp+C(Q) (o(z,9) =1—27).
Similarly, for m a positive integer it can be shown (using properties of hypergeo-
metric functions) that K,, for
w(z) = (1= [2[*)™(2 — [2I?)

on D contains a log term. [

5. SOBOLEV-BERGMAN KERNELS

We now treat the reproducing kernels of the holomorphic Sobolev spaces W} ,(€2)
with respect to the norm (15) (for some nonnegative integer m > 2s — 1), which we
denote by || - |7 ..

To minimize confusion, for the rest of the paper we will reserve the symbol p for
the almost-sesquianalytic extension p(z,y), denoting the single-variable function

p(z) = p(z,z) = —r(z) by |r|.
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Theorem 8. Let W () be the s-th holomorphic Sobolev space equipped with

the norm ]
v 124
110 = [ 3 ()10 1o emene

lv|<m

)

]1/2

vy = ot

v vl..vp!”
Then the corresponding reproducing kernel K®)(z,y) “has the form (45) for a =
—2s, with some almost-sesquianalytic functions a,b on Q x Q such that for x € 0

I'n—2s+1) Jlp|(x)
I'(2m — 2s + 1) «~||r|2™’

where m is a nonnegative integer > 2s — 1 and |v| = v + -+ - + vy, (

(47) a(z,x) =

where I'(n — 2s + 1) is to be replaced by (_lk)!kﬂ ifn—2s+1=—-k, k=0,1,2,....
Proof. For any f € C2,(Q),
|| ” -
i1z = X (W) [re s e
lv|<m 2

Integrating by parts, since f is holomorphic, the integral equals to
(48) / |,,.|2m—2s 3Vf ov—ei fﬁj _ / 5j(|r|2m—25) 3Vf W,
a0 Q

where j is any index for which v; > 1, e; is the multiindex (0,0,...,1,...,0) with
1 in the j-th slot, and n; = 9;r/||0r|| is the appropriate component of the outward
unit normal. Since 2m — 2s > m — 1, the first integral vanishes if m > 1, while
the second can again be integrated by parts. Continuing in this fashion, we obtain
after |v| steps

_1\lv| 51’ 2m—2s o’ _.

(0" [ @ os 7

We thus see that

(49) I£1%2 = (8f, flray = (TOF, flrz_(0)y  Vf € Cou(R),

where

5 (MY g ez g
e—lw;m(y)( D@ [rfm=2) 9

Using the restriction and extension operators 4 and K from the preceding section,
the operator IIO can again be viewed as an operator on Cgo(0€2). Namely, there
exist tangential operators Zx, k = 1,...,n, such that

(50) YOkf = Zivf,  VfeCiu(Q)
(or xKu = KZpu Yu € C2,(092)). Explicitly, one has
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where for brevity we have introduced the notation
Tj 1= O;T.

The operator IIO, viewed as an operator on C£%,(99), is then

ATIOK = Z (':') (—1)|V|’7H(5V|r|2m_2s)KZV

[v|<m

|| v v
= > (u (DY T pyjam—2. KZ".

lv|<m
(Here Z¥, of course, stands for Z7* ... Z%~, and similarly for (0r)” below.) Now

I'(2m —2s+1)

aY1..12m—2s _ (__1\|¥||,.|2m—|v|—2s
= (-1
ol (=1 Tem—|v|—25+1

) [(r)” + 7 g0,

where g, € C*°(Q). By the results reviewed in the preceding section, we thus see
that 'yT5v|T|2m_2sK| H2(59) is, modulo smoothing operators, a generalized Toeplitz
operator on H2(89) of order 2s — 2m + |v| with principal symbol

T(2m — 25 + 1)[|or|| > 1122 ¢ | 2o~ 2m+ v (1) (Br)”.
Since Z" is a differential operator of order |v|, it follows that
YIIOK | g2 (80) ~ T,

where @ is a DO on 992 of order 2s and with symbol satisfying

v

o(@ls=TC@m—25+1) (m) %(W)“ (2.

lv|=m

However, for (z,£) € X, i.e. z € Q and & = tn,, t > 0, we have

o(2)(@,) = (#1a, 22 = tr = 151 7
Thus
— _ m—2s S m\ - v (6T)y
o(T) = Ko 25 + lor™ I (7))@ o
1) = D(zm — 25 + 1) e lor

It follows that Tg is elliptic and has a parametrix Tp of order —2s; by (P2) we may
again assume that PII = IIP, so that Tp is just the restriction of P to holomorphic
functions.
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From the ellipticity it follows that Tg and, hence, also IIO)| r2_ (o) is Fredholm
as an operator from W25 (Q) into L? (?). On the other hand, since by (49)
IIO|rz_ (@) = Tjrjzm-2. > 0, the symmetric operator IIO|rz2 () is injective and
has self-adjoint closure, hence also dense range, as an operator on LZ_ (2). Conse-
quently, IIO maps hol(Q) onto L2 (). Applying now part (iii) of Proposition 2
with A = (IIOII)Y/2, so that YA2K|p2(s0) = YIIOK | fr2(s0) ~ Tgq, We get as before

K = K©¥)(.,y) ~ PK,,

and the same argument as in the proof of Theorem A (using the formulas (44)
and (45)) yields the desired conclusion. The leading term (47) is also evaluated in
the same manner, using (46) and (51). O

We next address the norm given by (16), which we denote by || - ||’ ,

Theorem 9. Let W (2) be the s-th holomorphic Sobolev space equipped with
the norm

m
. /
191 = [ 2D P

Jj=0

where m is a nonnegative integer > 2s—1 and D is the “normal derivative” operator
n
=D 739
Jj=1

Then the corresponding reproducing kernel K(*)(z,y) has the form (45) for a =

—2s, with some almost-sesquianalytic functions a,b on Q x Q such that for x € OS2
'n—2s+1) Jp|(z)

'(2m — 2s + 1) «°||or|4™’

(52) a(z,x) =

where I'(n — 2s + 1) is to be replaced by (_lk)!kﬂ ifn—2s+1=-k, k=0,1,2,....

Proof. The argument is similar to the one for the preceding theorem, so we will be
brief. By partial integration, we have for any f € Cp9(Q),

[iszipm=e = [ jrpmee DD g - [ Dt (oD ) DS,
Q o0 Q

where np = ”g—:” = ||@r|| is the appropriate component of the outward unit normal,
and D* is the formal adjoint

Dyg _Zak"'kg Ve g+Zrk8kg—<AT+D)

Since m > 2s — 1 by hypothesis, the integral over 02 vanishes if m > 1, while
the second integral can again be integrated by parts. Continuing in this fashion,
we obtain after j steps

1y / D (jr2m=20Di f) .
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We thus again see that

I£1%7 = (TIOF, iz @) VS € CRa(),
where © is given by

®f Z jD*] |,’,|2m 25Djf)

Observe that for any g € C*® (ﬁ) and any real number a,
D*(Ir|*g) = [r|*D*g + gDIr|* = [7|*D*g — alr[**||0r|? g,

since D|r|® = —a|r|* Dr = —a|r|*!||0r||%. By a straightforward induction argu-
ment,

I'2m—2s+1)
'e2m—j—2s+1)

+ |,,,|2m—3—23+1£m’jpgf,

DY(|r[*™ 2D f) = (-1 [r[*m=7=2 |lor||* D7 f

where L, ; is a differential operator with C*°(Q2) coefficients and involving only
anti-holomorphic derivatives. In a similar fashion it can be shown that

if= 5 (D)orres+ S as
lv|=3 lv|<i

with some coefficients a;, € C*(Q) independent of f. Combining everything
together and using (50) we thus get

(2m —2s+1) Im—i—2 2j AW
I1I60K Io|r|s™—7—=5 J YKZ¥
TIIOK] 3 @) = E:F(zm e o 5 (V)@
r'2m-— 2s+1) Srn—i—9 Y
E II|r|<™—I—=¢ J E . Kz

+ Z(—1)""YTII7‘|2’”_"_23+1 > biuKZ”,

=0 lv|<j

with b;, € C®(). As in the preceding proof, the second and the third term,
as well as the summands j = 0,...,m — 1 of the first term, are (modulo smoothing
errors) generalized Toeplitz operators of orders < 2s—1, while the j = m summand
of the first term is a generalized Toeplitz operator of order 2s with symbol

[or™=2 o o ( ) v (€]l
r2m-2s+1 or||~™ or or
( gz 1orit 3 ()@ (aryr)

(53) = T'(2m — 25 + 1) |¢]|>*||or||*™ 2.

Thus YIIOK |2 (50) ~ Tg, where Q is a ¥DO on 9 of order 2s with symbol (53).

The same argument involving the parametrix and the computation of the leading
term (using the formulas (45) and (46), respectively) complete the proof. [
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6. SOME MORE KERNELS

We digress to make some observations which will not be needed in the sequel,
but which yield an independent proof of the equivalence of the Sobolev norm on
holomorphic functions with the norm (15) mentioned in the Introduction (though
not of the equivalence with the norm (16) — we will, however, give an independent
proof of that one too in the next section), as well as an extension of this equivalence
to harmonic functions which seems to be new.

Recall that if © is a positive definite (or just “positive” for short — meaning
that (©f, f) > 0 for any f # 0 in dom ©) self-adjoint operator on L2(82) which is
an elliptic ¥DO of order m # 0, then the square root ©1/2 of © (in the sense of the
spectral theorem) is also a ¥DO, of order m/2. Since the positivity condition and
self-adjointness imply that © has an inverse with the same properties, it also follows
that the negative square root ©~'/2 is a WDO of order —m/2. These facts are
actually just special cases of the more general result, going back to Seeley, asserting
that the complex power ©° is a DO of order m Res, for any s € C; we will have
more to say about this in the next section. Note that the ellipticity again implies
that © is Fredholm as an operator from each W*(92), s € R, into W*~™(92); being
injective and, hence, with dense range as an operator on L?(9RQ), © is therefore a
bijection of W™(99) onto L2(0R). In particular, dom © = W™(9Q).

Proposition 10. Let © be a positive self-adjoint operator on L2(0S2) which is an
elliptic DO of order m € R. Let He be the completion of C*°(02) C dom © with
respect to the norm

lulld = (Ou,u).

Then He = W™/2(0S0), with equivalent norms.

Proof. For m = 0, both © and, by ellipticity, ©~! are ¥DOs of order 0, hence
bounded, and it follows immediately that ||-||e is equivalent to the norm in L?(6Q2).
We may thus assume that m # 0. Hence, by the remarks above, ©'/2 is an
elliptic ¥DO of order m/2. For any u € C*°(9Q) C dom® C dom ©'/2, we have
lulle = |©*/2ul|2(a0). By ellipticity, the last norm is equivalent to [[ul|yym/2(a0)-
The claim follows. [

Corollary 11. For © as in the preceding proposition, let Le be the completion of
CR2...(2), the subspace of harmonic functions in C*°(S2), with respect to the norm

1118 := (6vF,7f)L2(o0)-

Then Lo = WD/ %(Q), with equivalent norms.

harm

Proof. The mapping u — Ku (with the inverse f — ~yf) is known to be an iso-
morphism of W#(8€2) onto W52 (Q), for any s € R; see Lions and Magenes [27],
Chapter 2, §7.3. O

As an application, we immediately get the promised independent proof of the
equivalence of the norms (15) with the Sobolev norms on holomorphic functions,
as well as an analogous result for the harmonic functions.
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In addition to the “normal derivative” D = ) ;T30;, let us introduce also the
operator
n
= Z"'j 0;
j=1
1

Theorem 12. Let s be a real number, m > s — 5 a nonnegative integer, and T,

any point in 2. Then a harmonic function f belongs to W*(Q) if and only if any
of the following quantities is finite, and the square root of each of these quantities
gives an equivalent norm in W§, . (2):

(a) Z:|u|+|uISm ';jv;ﬁ ”3"3”.70“],2(9 |r[2m—2s5)3

(b) E|1/|—|—|p,|=m Pl “aya”ﬂ'L?(Q r|zm—20) T ||f||L2(Q |r[2m—25)

(©) Xiuitut=m st 100" FZa(q ram=se) + Xppp i <m 1970 F(@0) %5
(@ 70 (D + DY f1a gy ppamosy

(©) 1D + D)™ £ 2 gy pom—2e) + £ 2 om0y

Proof. (a) Let us define operators R; and R;, j = 1,...,n, on L%(6Q) by

Rju = v0;Ku, Rju=+0,;Ku

(where v, K and, below, Ag = K*K have the same meaning as in Section 4). Setting
as usual f = Ku, we have

||3y5#f||%2(9,|r|2m—2s) = ||KRDRHU||%2(Q,|T|2m—2s) = |||7’|m_SKRVR”U||%2(Q)

(54) — -
= (R RK*|r|>™ 2KR"R"u,u)2(50)-

Let us introduce the notation, for any expression X,

R[X]:= Y (R;XR; + R;XR;).

j=1
By (54), the norm in (a) can then be written as (Ou, u), where
(55) 0 =) RIK*|r[*™2K].
3=0

As we have seen in Section 4, K*|r|*”~>°K is a ¥DO on 99 of order 25 —2m — 1
with symbol I'(2m — 2s + 1) ||€||?*=2™~1||0r||>™~24. On the other hand, R; and R,
are YDOs of order 1, and by Green’s theorem, for any f € CS2, ()

- f12 — - 7.0:FF
/Q;@fl /m;ngagff
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(where 7; =7;/||0r]|), or

zn:R;fK*KRj = En:ﬁjRj
j=1

=1

Taking symbols gives
Z lo(R;)|?a(Ao) = Zﬁ o(R;).
Jj=1 Jj=1

Similarly for R;. (Note that o(R;) is not the complex conjugate of o(R;).) Conse-
quently, for any X

o(RIX]) =Y _(Io(R) +|o(R;)P)o(X)

Jj=1

) n;o(R;) +njo(R;) (X)

o 20(Ao)
a(9)
40,(A0) U(X)7

where ¥ = 22;‘ 1®;R; + njR;) = vZK is the classical Dirichlet-to-Neumann
operator, which is an elliptic YDO of order 1. Thus © is a ¥YDO of order 2s — 1
with symbol

€™ (9/2)™ T (2m — 2 + 1)|[€]|>* > [|or | *m 22
o(#)
[12¢]l

so O is elliptic. At the same time, as an operator on L?(052), © is nonnegative
self-adjoint (being a sum of products of the form V*V, where V : L?(692) — L?(Q2)
given by u — |r|™ 28”8 K is densely-defined and closed) and positive (since the
summand v = y = 0 gives just the norm of f in L2(Q, |r|>*™~2¢)). By Corollary 11,
the claim follows.

(b) This is the same as in (a), except that we are keeping from © only the terms
of the highest (|v| + |u| = m) and lowest (|v| = |u| = 0) order; since the latter was
responsible for © being (not only nonnegative but) positive, while the former was
responsible for © having the right order 2s — 1 and elliptic symbol, the conclusion
remains in force.

(c) This time O is of the form © = B’ + ©”, where ©' is again the top degree
part of (55), while

=T(em—2s + 1| (Tz) Iorl*™ 2 >0,

o= 3 (PPPT,

[v[+|pl<m

where PYF(() := 88" P(¢, - )|a, is the derivative at zq of the Poisson kernel P(¢, z).
Since P is known to be C* on 99 x €2, ©" is a smoothing operator. Thus © is
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again an elliptic ¥DO of order 2s — 1, and since ©' and ©" are both self-adjoint
and nonnegative, while Ker ©' = {polynomials of degree < m} whereas Ker 8" =
{functions vanishing at xo to order at least m}, © = ©’ + 8" is positive. Thus the
claim again follows by Corollary 11.

(d) Here matters are more complicated since (D + D)f is no longer harmonic
when f is. However, by the Leibniz rule, we have

DP+DY = ) 4,00
lv+]el<i
where for |v| + |pu| = 4, ajuu = ;,LL,(W)"(@T)” Thus again, for f € C2,.(Q),

2

|®+DY flapiom-sny = [IF™* D a5nud*d"f]

Wl +Hul<d L@
2
= ||r|™* a; KR”}_Z“u’ = (O,u,U)12(50),

where
8= Y Y R"'R*“K'jeylr/™ *a;,, KR'R".
[V |+l <5 |e|+In|<s
Each summand is a ¥DO on 09 of order < |u|+ |v|+ |e| + 9| +2s —2m — 1 <
2j+2s—2m—1 < 2s—1, with equality occurring only for |e|+(|n| = |u|+|v| = j = m;
the corresponding symbol in that case is

oOm)= >, D, BB (K Gneylr 4 K)o (R) o (R)*
[v|+]ul=m |e|+|nj=m

. 2
=T@m - 25 + DIEP2Hor P2 Y amuo (B 0B
|+l =m
= D(2m — 25 + 1)|jg]*~2m or m—2e

> SolorlRy atlor| B

[v|+|ul=m

‘2

n —_ 12m
|0rll Y- o (i R; +nsRy)|

j=1

=T (2m —2s + 1)[|¢]*~>"|jor >~

19)\ 2m
— r(em =2+ 1) Jor| 2 (7)™ el >

We thus see that the expression in (d) is of the form (Ou, u) 12 (90) With © an elliptic
UDO of order 2s — 1; further, O is again self-adjoint and nonnegative (for the same
reason as in the proof of part (a)), and since the term j = 0 is just the norm of f
in L?(Q, |r|*™—29), it is even positive. An application of Corollary 11 hence again
yields the desired conclusion.

(e) This again follows from the proof of (d) for the same reason as (b) followed
from the proof of (a): it is enough to keep the top degree term and the zero degree
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term from O, since the former takes care of the right order and ellipticity, while the
latter of injectivity and, hence, positivity. O

Remark 13. Note that the operator D +? in (d) and (e) is essentially the usual
(real) “normal derivative”: namely, (D +D)f = (Vf,Vr)gas. O

Corollary 14. For s a real number, m > s — % a nonnegative integer, and ro any

point of Q, a holomorphic function f on Q belongs to Wi ,(?) if and only if any of
the quantities below is finite, and the square roots of these quantities are equivalent
norms on W;,(Q):

(a) Z|y|§m J%!“ ”al’f“%z(g’lrlzm—'zs);
(b) E|1/|:m %l' ”al’f”%2(g,|r|2m—2s) + ||f||%2(9,|r|2m—2s);

(c) Z|1/|:m T—v' |3Vf||%2(9,|r|2m—2s) + Z|V|<m |0” f(z0)|?;
and the quantities (d) and (e) from Theorem 12.

Proof. Just specialize the preceding theorem to holomorphic functions. O

Unfortunately, we have not been able to prove in this way the equivalence of (16)
with the norm in W ;(£2)), though we expect this should be possible. (We will give
a proof in the next section nonetheless, using generalized Toeplitz operators.)

With Theorem 12 in hands, the reproducing kernels can again be handled in the
usual way.

Theorem 15. The reproducing kernel of W, (2) with respect to any of the norms
in Corollary 14 is of the form (45), with the leading term given by (46), for o = —2s
and Q = A;'© where © is the operator from the proofs of (a)—(e) in Theorem 12.

Proof. We have seen that the norms in question are of the form (Qu,u)12(s0), where
u = vf. In terms of f = Ku, this equals (©vf,7f)r2(80) = (YOS, fl12() =
(KAF'Ovf, f) r2n) = (IIKAgy levf, f) 12 (e)- As before, viewed as an operator
on H?(99), the last operator becomes

7HKAO_1@7K|H2(39) = HAOA(Tl@'H?(aQ),

which we have seen in Section 4 to be ~ Ty for Q a ¥YDO having the same order

and symbol on ¥ as A;'©. The assertion now follows in the same way as in the
proof of Theorem A, using the formulas (45) and (46). O

7. HOLOMORPHIC CONTINUATION

We finally deal with the kernels for the Sobolev-Bergman spaces with norms
modelled on (13). This construction further makes sense even for complex s, thus
yielding an analytic continuation of the kernels with respect to the parameter s.

Let A be a positive self-adjoint elliptic ¥DO of degree m > 0 on 6. Then A~!
is compact, hence its spectrum consists of isolated eigenvalues 0 < A\; < Ag < ...
of finite multiplicity. We can therefore define for any s € C the operator A° by the

spectral theorem, i.e.
A=) 55
J



TOEPLITZ OPERATORS AND BERGMAN KERNELS 27

where P; is the projection onto the eigenspace corresponding to A;. Alternatively,
one can define A® for Re s < 0 by the contour integral

)\1/24—1:00

A? =‘% A (A=X)"tax
)\1 /2—ioo

(with the branch of A°* defined in the right half-plane so that 1° = 1). For Res > 0,

one then sets
A® = Ak AsTF k > Res;

this is unambiguous since A*A = A5*! for Res < —1.

For a positive self-adjoint elliptic ¥DO of degree m < 0, one then defines A® as
(A=1)=*, the right-hand side being taken in the sense of the previous paragraph.
In both cases (m < 0 and m > 0), the operator A° so defined is normal for any
s € C, and self-adjoint and positive if s is real.

It is then a result going back to Seeley [33], with some later developments, stated
in a form convenient for our purpose, in Bucicovschi [9] or Schrohe [32], that the
operator A® defined as above is again a ¥DO, of order ms, and with symbol o(A)?*.

It turns out that all this remains true also for generalized Toeplitz operators.

Proposition 16. Let T be a positive self-adjoint operator on H?(02) such that
T ~ Tg, where Ty is of degree m # 0 and elliptic with o(Tg) > 0. Let T®, s € C,
be defined using the spectral theorem. Then T® ~ Ty, , where Q, is an elliptic
UDO on 9N of order ms, and o(Tg,) = o(Tg)°.

Proof. Replacing @ by (Q + Q*)/2, we can assume that Q is self-adjoint. Since
Tg ~ Tg if the total symbols of Q and Q' agree in a neighbourhood of ¥, we may
also assume that ¢(Q) > 0 not only on ¥ but everywhere, i.e. that @ is elliptic.
Finally, arguing as on p. 20 in [7] we can assume that @ also commutes with II.
(More precisely: it is obvious from the microlocal model that one can always choose
microlocally @; with positive symbols and a DO partition of unity x; which
commute with II modulo smoothing operators. Then @ = ) x;Q; has a positive
symbol, and [Q, IT] ~ 0; replacing @ by IIQII+ (I —II)Q(I—II) = Q+(2I1-1)[Q, I1],
which is a YDO ~ @, we can thus assume that QII = IIQ and o(Q) > 0. The
author is grateful to Louis Boutet de Monvel for this explanation.) By the spectral
theorem, the powers (Q?)*/? (of the positive selfadjoint operator Q?) then also
commute with II, and I1(Q?)%/2II = (IIQ2M)*/? = (IIQII)*, for any s € C. Setting
Qs = (Q?)*/2, the result follows. [

Theorem 17. Let T be a positive self-adjoint operator on H?(0Q) such that
T ~Tp, where_a(Tp) > 0 and ord(Tp) = 25— 1, s € R. Let Hr be the com-
pletion of CS,(2) with respect to the norm

(56) 1117 := (TvF,7F) r2(o0)-
Then
(a) Hr coincides with the holomorphic Sobolev space Wi _,(€2), with equivalent
norms;

(b) the reproducing kernel of Ht with respect to the norm (56) has the form (45),
with the leading term given by (46), for a = —2s and Q = Ay lp.
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Proof. In terms of u = vf € Cp5,(09), (56) becomes
(57) IKullF = (T, u)m2(a0) = 1T 32 (90)-

By the preceding proposition, T%/2 ~ Tp,,, where Py)p is of order s — % and
o(Tp,,,) > 0. By (P7), the generalized Toeplitz operator Tp, ,, is elliptic, and,
hence, Fredholm as an operator from Wﬁ;l/ 2(89) into H2(OR), i.e. its range is
closed and its kernel and cokernel are finite-dimensional. The same is therefore
true for its compact perturbation 7/2; since we know T' and, hence, T/ to be
positive (hence, injective) and self-adjoint (hence, by injectivity, with dense range)
as an operator on H2(8), it follows that T%/2 is an isomorphism of W;;"/2(Q)
onto H?(8R). By (57), the space Hr (when its elements are viewed as functions
_1
on 0N rather than 2, via the boundary values) thus coincides with Wy 2 (092), with
equivalent norms. Since the Poisson extension operator K is an isomorphism of
1
Wy 2 (09) onto W, (), for any s € R (this is immediate from the corresponding
fact for W}f;r:r{ ?(6Q) and W¢,__ (), recalled already in the proof of Corollary 11),
the first part of the theorem follows.
For the second part, write

£ = VTS, £z = (KA TYS, iz
= (HKAO_lTPYf’ f>L§ol(Q)7

and note that the operator ITKA, 1T+, viewed as an operator on H? (02), becomes

YIIKAG 'THK = yTIKA;'T = T, Ay 'T
-1 A
~ T, AG T ~ fog‘;)Q ~Ty-1g
(where, in the penultimate equivalence, we again used (P2) and assumed without

loss of generality that IIQ = QII). Part (b) of the theorem therefore follows in the
usual way from the formulas (45) and (46). O

Remark 18. Alternatively, the second part of the theorem could be proved directly
— without passing from H2(82) to L2 ,(Q) — by working in H?(82) and using
the Szeg6 kernel instead of the Bergman kernel: that is, using the analogue

KD =1718,

of the formula (19) for the Szegé kernel Sy(z) = S(z,y) (whose proof is the same
as the proof of (19)) and the corresponding analogue

S(z,y) = /0 @) 1= O g ydt, b € 0@ x D),
i=0

of the formula (39), which was also proved in [8]. O
As a first application of Theorem 17, we have the following corollary. (Parts
(a)—(c) are the same as in Corollary 14, but the proof is different.)
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Corollary 19. Let s be a real number, m > s — % a nonnegative integer, and xg

any point of 2. Then a holomorphic function f belongs to W () if and only any
of the following quantities is finite, and the square root of each of these quantities
gives an equivalent norm in Wi _;(Q):

(8) Siizm o 187 F132 g prppm—20);

(0) Eppjmm 51 10” F1Z2 (g rzm2e) + 1 Fl|Z2( rjpm—2e)s

(©) Lipjmm 51 10" a0 jrpm—2e) + Eipj<m 10 f (@0) %5
(d) >0 ||Djf||%2(n,|r|2m_zs) ifm>2s—1;

(©) ID™f122(qrpprm—2e) + | F2(q ppm—2s) if > 25— 1.

Note that (d) is precisely the result of Beatrous mentioned in the Introduction;
our proof is totally different from the one in [1].

Proof. (a) Setting as usual f = Ku, we have seen in the proof of Theorem 8 that
the expression in (a) equals

v —
> ("N irm-rz s = Tuwimon)

lv|<m

where

T

) Z*I/K* |r|2m—25Kzlll—I

vl
1Y) (
|lv|[<m v
1\ e v
1Y) (V Z* Njpjam—2: Z°TL = T
|lv|[<m

with

_ 2\ o v
Q = Z ( v Z A.|:,-|2m—2sZ
lv|<m
a ¥DO of order 2m + 2s — 2m — 1 = 2s — 1 and with symbol which satisfies

o@ls= X (7)|(aior)| e et e
|

2m—2s+1
~ el

v
=T'(2m —2s + 1) ||€]|>*7||lor|*™ 2 > 0.

Since the operator T' is nonnegative self-adjoint (being a sum of expressions of the
form Q*Q, with Q = |r|™*KZ" : H2(62) — L?(2) densely-defined and closed)
and positive (since the term |v| = 0 vanishes only when u = 0), the assertion
therefore follows by part (a) of Theorem 17.

(b) and (c) are proved in the same way.

(d) Setting again w = f, the proof of Theorem 9 shows that the expression
in (d) equals
(58) > (1) (K*D*|r[P™=2DiKu, u)sq.

7=0
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Here D is understood as the operator with maximal domain (i.e. f € domD if
f € L% ,(Q) and Df, taken in the distributional sense, belongs to L2(f2)), and —D*
is its Hilbert-space adjoint; in view of the hypothesis m > 25 — 1, |r|?™23DiKu
vanishes to order m, hence belongs to dom D*7. Thus

T:=) (-1)/K*D"|r[*">*DIK
§=0

is a positive (since the term j = 0 in (58) vanishes only if u = 0) self-adjoint
operator on L2(0R). Further, we have also seen in the proof of Theorem 9 that

D*j|7‘|2m_2sDjf — Z ¢jy|,r|2m—j—2sauf

lvI<j

with ¢;, € C(%), and é; o0 = (_1)3(131)(5)1/%”5?”% if [v] = j.
It follows that
KDY DIK = 3 | Ay, rfam—s-2: 2"

|v|<j

is a WDO of degree 2s + 2j — 2m — 1. Thus IIT|g2(sq) is a generalized Toeplitz
operator of order 2s — 1, with symbol

P(2m — 25+ 1) m m F(m —2s+ 1) m—2s (A \V “g” v
Dim—2s31) 171" 2 () ez 10rm @) (jper)

lv|=m

=T(2m —2s +1) [or[[*"~*[i¢[**~* > 0,

and the claim follows by part (a) of Theorem 17.
Finally, (e) is proved in the same way as (d). O

Remark 20. Incidentally, in (a) and (d) in the last corollary, part (b) of Theorem 17
also gives another proof of Theorems 8 and 9. However, it seemed more transparent
to give the direct proofs in Section 5. [

To some extent, the operator Ay 2 on 09 plays a similar role as the shifted
Laplacian I+ A on R, and the expression (A5~ **u,u) is an analogue of the Sobolev
norm || - || from (13). For this reason, the following assertion forms the last part of
Theorem B which remains to be proved.

Corollary 21. For s € R let H; be the completion of CS%(S2) with respect to the
norm

£y 2= (Tao) 295, Y1) a0

Then H, = Wi (), with equivalent norms, and the reproducing kernels of H, are
of the form (45) for a = —2s, with the leading term given by (46) for @ = Ay, i.e.

I'(n—2s+1) J[p|(x)
(|26 (2) |

a(z,x) =
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for x € OS2, where I'(n — 2s+1) is to be replaced by (—1)**1/k! ifn —2s+1 = —k
is a nonpositive integer.

Proof. Apply Theorem 17 to T = (Tj,)'~2°, noting that A = K*K is a positive
self-adjoint ¥DO of order —1 with symbol ||2¢||7t. O

Finally, we can use Proposition 16 to prove Theorem C.

Proof of Theorem C. As in the proof of Proposition 16, let @ be a DO of order —1
such that Q* = @, o(Q) > 0, Tgp = Ta, and QII = I1Q. Thus o(Q)|x = ||2¢||7%,
the operator T from the preceding corollary is just Q=2 restricted to H?(0Q),
and the reproducing kernels K(®)(x,y) = Kés) (z) occurring there are just

K@SS) — QZS—ISy

where Sy(z) = S(z,y) is the Szegd kernel (cf. Remark 18). Note that S, €
C2,(092) € W 2Re#(90) = dom Q?*! by the usual ellipticity argument (cf. the
proof of Proposition 16).

Let A\; and P;, j = 1,2,..., be the eigenvalues and their spectral projections,
respectively, for the (compact positive self-adjoint) operator Q|2 (s0). Then by the
spectral theorem

K{) =3 "Xl PS8,
J

and thus
K®)(z,y) = (K, Sz) m2(0)
= X"NP;S,, Sa)
J
(59) = AFYP;S,, P;S:)
J

(since P; is a projection). Now

KO (@, y)] < Y AT |1PSyll | P Sl
i

< (s ) (A 1pse)
i 7

= /K@) (z,5) KReo) (3, 9)
= [1EF lres KT [nes

= [1Q" 28|l 2 a0 1Q /28yl mr2(a0) < 00,

since S, € dom@Q?® for all s € C and =z € , as noted above. Thus the series
(59) converges for any s € C and z,y € Q. Also, since K(®e%)(z,z) — being
the restriction to the diagonal of a sesqui-analytic function — is continuous (even
real-analytic) on Q, it follows from the third line in the last chain of inequalities
that the convergence is even uniform for z,¥ in compact subsets of 2. Finally, since
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0 < Aj < ||Q|l < oo, the fact that (59) converges absolutely for some so € R implies
that it also converges, and uniformly so, in the strip sp < Res < sg + & for any
Kk > 0.

In conclusion, the series (59) converges uniformly for (z,, s) in compact subsets
of @ x Q x C, and thus defines a holomorphic functions of (z,y,s) there, which
coincides with the Sobolev-Bergman kernels K () (z,y) from Corollary 21 for s € R.
This completes the proof of Theorem C. O

We remark that, in fact, the usual argument involving the parametrix and the
formulas (45) and (46) shows that the description of the boundary singularities of
K®)(z,y) given in Corollary 21 remains in force even for complex s.

8. CONCLUDING REMARKS

8.1 Equivalence. It has been alluded to, at several places above, that the repro-
ducing kernels of the same space with respect to two equivalent norms may have
very different boundary singularities. Here is an example.

Take the unit disc D = {z € C : |z| < 1}. With respect to the normalized

Lebesgue measure, the monomials z*, k = 0,1,2,..., form an orthogonal basis,
with
1
60 2= ——
(60) 4P =

and the corresponding reproducing kernel is the traditional Bergman kernel

N E@pf 1
Kew) = 2 i ~ G- ap

Introduce another scalar product in LZ (D) by letting

. 5
61 . A L
(61) () = i
where
ag
62 >0 .
( ) ar 2 Y, Slipk+1<oo

Then the corresponding norms are clearly equivalent. The reproducing kernel with
respect to (61) is given by

oo

K'(z,y) = Z(k + 1+ ag) (z)*.
k=0
Now choosing
I(k+32)
= — 2. ~Wk+1
ag k![‘(%) +

the corresponding reproducing kernel is

K'(z,y) = (1—27) "2+ (1 —27)~3/2,
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which is not of the form (10). More generally,

_T'(k+0)
“ = TRIT(B)

which satisfies (62) for any 0 < § < 2, produces
K'(z,y) = (1—29) 7+ (1 —ap)~".

~ (k+ l)ﬂ_l,

Taking
ap =0, ar =logk (k>1),

we get

1 =, _
K'(z,y) = A=zt > (xy)* logk
k=1

— +1101+0(1)
T (1-2m)?  1-—2y gl—w:lj 1—zy/’

It is not difficult to construct examples of even wilder boundary singularities.

8.2 Complex powers of weights. The various kernels occurring for a given
Sobolev-Bergman space W; (2) in Theorems A, 8, 9, etc., almost never coincide.
In particular, the kernels from Theorem C are different from the ones from Theo-
rem A (with o = —2s, s < 1), even though L2_,(Q, |r|72%) = W,(Q) as spaces,
with equivalent norms. Thus Theorem C does not imply that the kernels K () (z,y)
of L2 (2, |r|*) from Theorem A can be holomorphically continued to o € C, or at
least to Rea > —1.

CONJECTURE. K(®)(z,y) extends to a holomorphic function of z,%,c on Q x Q x
{Rea > —1}.

Of course, using Proposition 2, this is tantamount to having an analytic contin-
uation of
(TITI“)_le (v), Rea > —1.

While there is no problem with the holomorphy of a +— Tj,« in an appropriate
sense (cf. [21], Chapter VII), the difficulty lies with taking the inverse: for a ¢ R,
there seems to be no reason to expect Tj,|« to be injective, or K; to be in its range.
Another possible line of attack — though yielding an analytic continuation only to
a small neighbourhood of the positive real half-axis — would be to estimate the
derivatives of the functions o — T|;|ﬁ on a > —1, that is, expressions of the form

(T Tirt= tog s TirjeTirl= o s T - Tirle tog o T Ky Ko,

I| I ||

but this does not seem to be any easier.
It seems even likely that K () (z,y) extends to a holomorphic function of z, 7, o
on all of Q x Q x (C\ Zy), with simple poles at the negative integers.

8.3 Boundary invariants. The analysis of boundary singularities of various re-
producing kernels can be used towards obtaining important C R-invariants of the
domain, cf. e.g. [18], [15], and the references there. (This was, in fact, our original
motivation for undertaking this study.) It would be of interest to know if suitable
versions of the various Sobolev-Bergman kernels above can be useful in this regard.
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8.4 Logarithmic weights. Especially from the point of view of the last remark,
it would be desirable to extend the results of this paper to generalized Toeplitz
operators with “logarithmic” terms in the symbol, i.e. to reproducing kernels of

spaces like L7 (€, |r|*|log |7'||ﬁ), a > —1, B € R. The reason is that the various
kernels above — whose construction relied on quantities like the defining function r
— are manifestly not invariant under biholomorphisms: there does not exist any
holomorphic-invariant recipe for a defining function, for instance (see Hirachi and
Komatsu [17], §5.1), and similarly the definitions of the operators D and D use the
ambient Euclidean structure rather than the intrinsic geometry of . A way out
of this might be replacing all those objects by suitable holomorphically-invariant
ones, e.g. the defining function —r by the solution u of the Monge-Ampere equation
J[u] = 1, or the term €9 in (7) by the Bergman invariant B := K~ det[00log K]
(K being the ordinary Bergman kernel), or ZI al=m [0%f |2 by A™|f|2 (for f holo-

morphic), where A is the Laplace-Beltrami operator with respect to some invariant
metric (Bergman, Poincare, etc.). (It is not completely clear what should be the
“invariant” substitute for D.) All the objects just mentioned — u, 3, as well as A
— have a logarithmic singularity at 8 of some sort (see [24], [11], [23]). For ¥DOs,
some results on these “logarithmic symbols” do exist (see e.g. [32]); however, their
analogues for generalized Toeplitz operators seem to be currently out of reach.

8.5 Hermite FIOs. Throughout this paper, we have largely followed the exposi-
tion of generalized Toeplitz operators in the paper [6] and in the appendix of the
book [7], which rely on FIOs with complex-valued phase functions. The rest of
[7] uses the more general “FIOs of Hermite type” instead, which seem to have the
drawback that, apparently, for them one really needs to assume that the order of
Tq is an integer or a half-integer. (What breaks down is the “parity” argument
on pp. 75-76 in [7], needed to show that certain symbols are classical, instead of
having an asymptotic expansion where the degrees of homogeneity go down by steps
of only % instead of 1; this is in turn needed in the proof of the equivalences (31)
and, hence, of the properties (P1)—(P7) (cf. Proposition 2.3 in [7]). For FIOs with
complex-valued phase functions instead of Hermite-type FIOs, things work fine.
(The reason is that degrees are not counted in the same manner for Hermite oper-
ators and for FIOs: e.g. if Q is of degree 0 and its symbol vanishes to order 1 on
¥, then IIQII is of degree —1/2 as a Hermite operator, but usually still of degree 0
as a FIO. The author is grateful to Louis Boutet de Monvel for this clarification.))

REFERENCES

[1] F. Beatrous: Estimates for derivatives of holomorphic functions in pseudoconvexr domains,
Math. Z. 191 (1986), 91-116.

[2] S.R. Bell: Biholomorphic mappings and the d-problem, Ann. Math. 114 (1981), 103-113.

[3] S.R. Bell: A representation theorem in strictly pseudoconvezr domains, Illinois J. Math. 26
(1982), 19-26.

[4] L. Boutet de Monvel: Boundary problems for pseudo-differential operators, Acta Math. 126
(1971), 11-51.

[6] L. Boutet de Monvel: Hypoelliptic operators with double characteristics and related pseudodif-
ferential operators, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 27 (1974), 585-639.

[6] L. Boutet de Monvel: On the index of Toeplitz operators in several complex variables, Invent.
Math. 50 (1979), 249-272.

[7] L. Boutet de Monvel, V. Guillemin: The spectral theory of Toeplitz operators, Ann. Math.
Studies 99, Princeton University Press, Princeton, 1981.



(8]
[9]
[10]

[11]
[12]

[13]

[14]
[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]
20]

[21]
(22]

23]

[24]
[25]
[26]
27]

(28]

[29]
(30]

[31]
[32]

(33]

TOEPLITZ OPERATORS AND BERGMAN KERNELS 35

L. Boutet de Monvel, J. Sjostrand: Sur la singularité des noyaux de Bergman et de Szego,
Astérisque 34—35 (1976), 123-164.

B. Bucicovschi: An extension of the work of V. Guillemin on complex powers and zeta func-
tions or elliptic pseudodifferential operators, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 127 (1999), 3081-3090.
N. Dunford, J.T. Schwartz: Linear operators. Part II: Spectral theory, Interscience, New York
- London, 1963.

M. Engli§: Boundary behaviour of the Bergman invariant and related quantities, forthcoming.
C. Fefferman: The Bergman kernel and biholomorphic mappings of pseudoconver domains,
Inv. Math. 26 (1974), 1-65.

F. Forelli, W. Rudin: Projections on spaces of holomorphic functions in balls, Indiana Univ.
Math. J. 24 (1974), 593-602.

V. Guillemin: Toeplitz operators in n-dimensions, Integ. Eqs. Oper. Theory 7 (1984), 145-205.
K. Hirachi: Invariant theory of the Bergman kernel of strictly pseudoconver domains, Sugaku
Expositions 17 (2004), 151-169.

K. Hirachi: A link between the asymptotic expansions of the Bergman kernel and the Szegé ker-
nel, Complex analysis in several variables — Memorial conference of Kiyoshi Oka’s centennial
birthday, Adv. Stud. Pure Math. 42, pp. 115-121, Math. Soc. Japan, Tokyo, 2004.

K. Hirachi, G. Komatsu: Local Sobolev-Bergman kernels of strictly pseudoconvexr domains,
Analysis and geometry in several complex variables (Katata, 1997), pp. 63-96, Trends Math.,
Birkhauser, Boston, 1999.

K. Hirachi, G. Komatsu, N. Nakazawa: CR invariants of weight five in the Bergman kernel,
Adv. Math. 143 (1999), 185-250.

L. Hérmander: Pseudo-differential operators, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 18 (1965), 501-517.
L. Hormander: L? estimates and existence theorems for the & operator, Acta Math. 113
(1965), 89-152.

T. Kato: Perturbation theory for linear operators, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1966.

N. Kerzman: The Bergman kernel function. Differentiability at the boundary, Math. Ann. 195
(1972), 149-158.

P.F. Klembeck: Kahler metrics of negative curvature, the Bergman metric near the boundary,
and the Kobayashi metric on smoothly bounded strictly pseudoconvex sets, Indiana Univ. Math.
J. 27 (1978), 275-282.

J. Lee, R. Melrose: Boundary behaviour of the complez Monge-Ampére equation, Acta Math.
148 (1982), 159-192.

E. Ligocka: On the Forelli-Rudin construction and weighted Bergman projections, Studia
Math. 94 (1989), 257-272.

E. Ligocka: On the reproducing kernel for harmonic functions and the space of Bloch harmonic
Junctions on the unit ball in R™, Studia Math. 87 (1987), 23-32.

J.-L. Lions, E. Magenes: Problémes aux limites non homogénes et applications, vol. 1, Dunod,
Paris, 1968.

A. Melin, J. Sjéstrand: Fourier integral operators with complezx valued phase functions, Fourier
integral operators and partial differential equations, LNM 459, pp. 120-223, Springer Verlag,
Berlin-Heidelberg, 1975.

M. Peloso: Sobolev regularity of the weighted Bergman projections and estimates for minimal
solutions to the 8-equation, Complex Variables 27 (1995), 339-363.

L. Peng, M.W. Wong: Toeplitz operators on the upper half-plane, Panam. Math. J. 7 (1997),
1-33.

F. Riesz, B. Sz.-Nagy: Lecgons d’analyse fonctionnelle, Akademiai Kiado, Budapest, 1972.

E. Schrohe: Complex powers of elliptic pseudodifferential operators, Integ. Egs. Oper. Theory
9 (1986), 337-354.

R.T. Seeley: Complex powers of an elliptic operator, Singular Integrals, Proc. Symp. Pure
Math. X, AMS, Providence, 1967, pp. 288-307.

MATHEMATICS INSTITUTE, SILESIAN UNIVERSITY AT OPAVA, NA RYBNICKU 1, 74601 OPAVA,

CzecH REPUBLIC and MATHEMATICS INSTITUTE, ZITNA 25, 11567 PRAGUE 1, CZECH REPUBLIC

E-mail address: englis@math.cas.cz



