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ABSOLUTELY SUMMING HANKEL OPERATORS ON BERGMAN SPACES
ZHIJIE FAN, BO HE, XIAOFENG WANG, AND ZHICHENG ZENG

ABsTRACT. In this paper we initiate the study of absolute summability for big and little Hankel op-
erators H?, h? : Ah(B,) — L(B,,dvp), acting between weighted Bergman and weighted Lebesgue
spaces on the unit ball, for possibly different integrability exponents p and g. We characterize those
symbols f for which the big Hankel operator Hﬁf is r-summing, and those for which the little Hankel

operator h[; is r-summing. Our approach relies on a deep revisit of the absolute summability of the

associated Carleson embedding operators from AL(B,,) to LI(B,,, dvg), from which we obtain charac-
terizations of absolutely summing big and little Hankel operators that appear to be new even in the
diagonal case p = q.
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1. INTRODUCTION
Let C" denote the n-dimensional complex Euclidean space. For z = (z1,...,z,) and w =
wi,...,w,) in C", we define

@w) =Y 5w and [zl = VKz.2).
j=1

The open unit ball in C" is
B,:={zeC": |z < 1}.

We denote by dv the (Lebesgue) volume measure on B,,, normalized so that v(B,) = 1. Fora > —1,
the weighted Lebesgue measure dv,, is defined by

dvo(2) 1= ca(1 = 2" dv(2),
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where
I'n+1+
(1.1) oy et 140
n!T(a+1)
is chosen so that v,(B,,) = 1, and I" denotes the Gamma function.
Givena > -1 and 0 < p < oo, for f € LP(dv,) := L*(B,, dv,) we write

1/p
1l = ( f FQP de,(z)) .
B,

The weighted Bergman space A}, consists of all holomorphic functions f in L”(dv,). In the partic-
ular case p = 2, the space L*(dv,,) is a Hilbert space, and we denote its inner product by (-, -),. It is
well known that A2 is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space. The associated reproducing (Bergman)
kernel of A2 is given explicitly by
1

(1 -z, W>)n+1+a'

Let P, denote the orthogonal projection from L?(dv,) onto A2. Then P, is an integral operator
with kernel K*(z, w). That is,

Po(f)(2) = fB SW) Kz, w)dva(w),  f € L*(dvy).

K(z,w) =

For each fixed z € B,, the function w — K%(z,w) is bounded on B,, so the integral above also
makes sense for every f € L'(dv,) and z € B,

Definition 1.1. Let « > —1. For every f € L'(dv,), the (big) Hankel operator with symbol f,
initially defined on bounded holomorphic functions on B,, is given by

HY(9)(@) := (I - Po)(f2)(),

where I denotes the identity operator.

Let A_(Zl be the space of conjugate analytic functions in L*(dv,). Clearly,
Az ={f:feAl)
is a closed subspace in L*(dv,). Let P, be the orthogonal projection from L?(dv,) onto A_i, which
is given by

PN = fB = <{V (Vg)l dvaw), [ € LX(dvy).

Using this integral representation, P, can be extended to an operator on L' (dv,).

Definition 1.2. Let @ > —1. For every f € L'(dv,), the (little) Hankel operator with symbol f,
initially defined on bounded holomorphic functions on B, is given by

h$(g) := Po(f8).

An operator 7: X — Y is absolutely summing (also called 1-summing) if and only if 7 maps
every unconditionally summable sequence {x;} in X to an absolutely summable sequence {7 x;} in
Y. More generally, we have the following definition.
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Definition 1.3. Let 1 < s<r <ooandletT: X — Y be a linear operator between Banach spaces.
We say that T is (r, s)-summing if there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for every m € N and

every choice of x1, ..., x, € X, we have
m 1/r m /s m
[ZHTX/(”;/) <C sup (Zlgo(xk)P] =C sup Zakxk‘ ,
k=1 By k=1 llall, <1523 X

where X* denotes the dual space of X and By is its unit ball. The least such constant C is denoted
by n,(T). In particular, T is called r-summing if it is (r,r)-summing, in which case we write
. (T) =, (T).

The origins of the theory of absolutely summing (or r-summing) operators can be traced back
to Grothendieck’s pioneering work in the 1950s. In his study of nuclear spaces, he formulated the
basic properties of these operators (see [20,21]), and in his seminal work [20] he showed that every
bounded linear operator from ¢! to 2 is absolutely summing, that is

I, (6L, %) = L£(£, 6%).

A major advancement in the theory came in the 1960s from Pietsch, who explicitly defined the class
of absolutely r-summing operators for all 1 < r < oo in [42], thereby significantly generalising
Grothendieck’s original concept and leading to the establishment of many foundational properties
of such operators. He subsequently developed the theory of r-summing operators by introducing
key tools such as the Pietsch domination and factorization theorem, which are essential in our
analysis (See [43,44] for more information). S. Kwapien extended this theory to £ ,-spaces in [33],
proving that every bounded linear operator from an £;-space to an .L,-space is (r, 1)-summing,

where 1/r =1 —11/p — 1/2|, and in particular that
IL(X,Y) = L(X,Y)

whenever X is an £;-space and Y is an £,-space.

On Hilbert spaces, the class of absolutely r-summing operators coincides, for every r > 1,
with the class of Hilbert—-Schmidt operators. More precisely, if H; and H, are Hilbert spaces and
1 < r < oo, then

I1,(H\, Hy) = S2(Hy, Hy),

and the r-summing norm r,(7) is equivalent to the Hilbert—Schmidt norm ||T'||, on this ideal. Thus,
absolutely summing operators provide a natural extension of Schatten class operators from Hilbert
spaces to general Banach spaces. In fact, we observe a strong similarity between the characteriza-
tion of the r-absolute summability of Hankel operators on A” and the Schatten r-class characteri-
zation on A%, Nevertheless, the exact relationship between these two theories is more nuanced, and
we have not yet established a definitive deeper connection.

More recently, the study of absolutely summing operators on various spaces of analytic func-
tions has attracted substantial attention. A significant breakthrough in this direction was obtained
by Lefévre and Rodriguez-Piazza [34], who obtained the first complete characterization of abso-
lutely summing Carleson embeddings on the Hardy spaces H”(D), thereby laying the groundwork
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for much of the subsequent development. Building on this, further extensions were obtained for the
classical Bergman spaces A”(D) in [22], for Bergman spaces over half-plane [7] and for weighted
Fock spaces F% , with A.-type weights in [8], which broaden the scope of the theory to a wider
range of analytic function spaces. Along a related line of research, substantial progress has also
been achieved for absolutely summing weighted composition operators on Bloch spaces [16], for
absolutely summing weighted composition operators on Bergman spaces [12], for Volterra opera-
tors on Bergman and Bloch spaces [32], and for Toeplitz operators on Bergman spaces and Fock
spaces [27,35].

The big and little Hankel operators play an important role in several areas of mathematics, no-
tably in functional analysis, complex analysis, operator theory, and certain parts of control the-
ory. In particular, they constitute one of the most important classes of operators in the study
of bounded and compact operators on Hilbert spaces and are intimately related to many clas-
sical problems in analysis (for further background and applications, see the monograph of V.
Peller [41]). A fundamental problem in the study of Hankel operators is the characterization of
their boundedness, compactness, Schatten-p property and asymptotic behavior of singular values
(seee.g.[1-6,9,10,13-15,17,24-26,28-31,36,38,39,45-56,58] and the references therein). In par-
ticular, Schatten-p membership and the asymptotic behavior of singular values provide quantitative
refinements of the notion of compactness for operators on Hilbert spaces. By contrast, for Hankel
operators acting between Banach spaces, a quantitative theory for measuring their compactness is
still largely missing. In particular, to the best of our knowledge, there is as yet no systematic devel-
opment of a theory of absolutely summing Hankel operators between Banach spaces, not even in
the model case of the Hankel operator H; : A, — L}, which is somewhat surprising in view of the
fact that absolutely summing operators provide the natural Banach-space analogue of the Schatten
classes for quantifying compactness of operators. To fill in this gap, the present paper aims to initi-
ate the study of absolute summing Hankel operators on Bergman spaces and is concerned with the
following basic question:

Question: Let p,q,r > 1 and f € Li(dvg). For which symbols f are the big Hankel operator
H? : Al — Li(dvg) and the little Hankel operator h? : A, — Li(dvg) absolutely r-summing?

We resolve this question for a wide range of parameters (p, g, r). The precise formulations of
our main results are given in Theorems 5.3 and 6.1. The remaining case appears to be substantially
more delicate. One reason is that, even for diagonal operators

Mg 7 — 1, Mp({ar}) = {Brax,

a complete characterization of their absolutely 7-summing properties does not seem to be available
in the literature (see [19] for a related discussion). Nevertheless, to the best of our knowledge,
even in the special case p = ¢, the present work provides the first systematic study of absolutely
summing Hankel operators on analytic function spaces. A key feature of our approach is that it
reduces the absolutely summing properties of Hankel operators to those of Carleson embedding
operators between Bergman spaces and L7-spaces. Building on the remarkable work of Lefévre
and Rodriguez-Piazza on Hardy spaces [34] and its extension to Bergman spaces in [22], we revisit
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absolutely summing Carleson embeddings J, : A}, — L(du) and show that their r-summing norms
can be expressed in terms of geometric lattice conditions on . A central new ingredient is a
general necessary principle which asserts that, for an operator T : A, — L4(du) to be r-summing,
its action on a suitable testing family 4, , associated with a separated lattice must satisfy sharp
{°-type estimates. This principle applies in particular to, but is not restricted to, Hankel operators,
so it is also of independent interest for operators on Bergman spaces.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we collect some basic properties of Bergman
spaces and absolutely summing operators from the literature. In Section 3, we establish a gen-
eral necessary principle showing that the r-summing (or (7, s)-summing) property of the operator
T : A? — Li(du) implies suitable £°-type estimates for the testing sequence {T(h,.)} associated
with a separated sequence {a;}. In Section 4, we characterize those measures u for which the Car-
leson embedding operator J, : AP — Li(du) is r-summing. Sections 5 and 6 are devoted to the
characterization of absolutely summing big and little Hankel operators, respectively.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation and standard estimates. We let d be the Bergman metric on B, (see [57] for the
definition). For z € B, and r > 0, we denote by B(z, r) the Bergman metric ball centered at z with
radius r, that is

B(z,r)={weB, :dz,w) <r}
It is well known that (see e.g. [57, Lemma 1.24]) for any fixed 6 > 0,
(2.1) Va(B(z,6)) = (1 = [z)"'*,
and for any z € B, and w € B(z,6), we have
(2.2) 1= w)l =1 —wf’ =1 -zf,

where the implicit constants are independent of z and w. By (2.1) and (2.2), we have the following
local volume comparability: for w € B, and z € B(w, 9),

(2.3) Va(B(z,6)) = (1 = [z)"1* = (1 = W)™ " = v, (B(w, 26)).

Definition 2.1. Given 6 > 0, we say that a sequence {a;} in B, is a 6-lattice in the Bergman metric
if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) {B(a;,6)} is a covering of B,;

(2) B(a;,6/4) N\ B(aj,6/4) = 0 wheneveri # j.

We refer to [57, Theorem 2.23] for the existence of o-lattice. A sequence {a;} in B, is called
separated if inf;,;d(a;,a;) > 0. Note that in particular any o-lattice is separated by the triangle
inequality. It is well known that if {a;} is a o-lattice, then we have the following finite multiplicity
property: for any fixed finite constant ¢ > 0,

(2.4) ZXB(aj,C(S)(Z) <N, ze€B,
J
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where N depends on ¢ and ¢ but is independent of z. In general, (2.4) also holds for any separated
sequence once ¢ and ¢ are fixed. For a proof of (2.4), we refer to the proof of [57, Theorem 2,23
31

Throughout the whole paper, we denote by H(€) the space of all holomorphic functions on a
domain Q of the complex plane C. We have the following local mean value inequality on Bergman
balls.

Lemma 2.2. [57, Lemma 2.24] Suppose 6 > 0, p > 0, and a > —1. Then there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

C
p p
lf@I" < (BN S LfFOW)I” dva(w)
forall f € H®B,) and all 7 € B,,.

2.2. Test functions. We introduce a modified test function that serves as a substitute for the repro-
ducing kernel and is crucial for analyzing the endpoint case p = 1.

Fixb>n+1+awhenp=1landb=n+1+awhenp > 1. For 1 < p < oo, we define the
modified reproducing kernel H,, ; by

1

(1= (W)’
Forany 1 < p < oo, we have H,,; = K7, where we use the notation K7 (w) := K“(w, z) for simplicity.
Moreover, it follow from [57, Theorem 1.12], (2.1) and (2.2) that for any 1 < p < oo,

(2.5) H, . (w):= z,weE B,.

(26) ”Hp,z”p,a ~ (1 _ |Z|2)(—Pb+n+1+a)/P’ 7 E Bn-
Next, for any 1 < p < oo, we define the L?(dv,)-normalized function of H,, ; by
H,.(w
Ry (W) = ﬂ, Zw € B,.
1Hp :lp.a

By (2.6) and (2.2), for any fixed ¢ > 0,
(1- |Z|2)(pb—n—l—a)/p

11— (z, wyp
2.3. Absolutely summing operators. In this subsection, we collect several elementary properties

2.7) p (W)l = = (1 =gy 9P w e Bz, 6).

from [11] about r-summing operators. These properties play crucial roles in our analysis.

e Ideal property. Let » > 1 and let X, Y be Banach spaces. The class I1,(X, Y) is an operator
ideal: if T € II,(X,Y)and S : Xy —» X, U : Y — Y, are bounded linear operators, then
UTS € 11,(Xo, Yy) and

(2.8) n(UTS) < Ul 7 (T) IS 1].

See [11, p.37].
¢ Inclusion and monotonicity. Let X, Y be Banach spaces and 1 < p < ¢ < co. Then

I, (X,Y) CIL(X,Y).
Moreover, if T € I1,(X, Y), then for every g > p,
(2.9) 7 (T) < mp(T).
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See [11, p.39].
e Cotype property.
Let {r;}r>1 be the standard Rademacher system on [0, 1], defined by

1, 0 <Frac(t) <1,
rl(t) = 1 re [O’ 1],
-1, 5 <Frac(r) <1,
where Frac(r) := t — | t] denotes the fractional part, and set
(2.10) ree1() = 125 fork > 1.

The Khintchine inequality, closely tied to the Rademacher functions, states that for every
0 < ¢ < oo there exist constants Ay, B, > 0 depending only on £ such that, for all m € N and
complex numbers by, ..., b,

m {2 1
2.11) Af( Z |bk|2) < f
k=1 0

See [11, p.10] for details.

14 m £/2
dr < Bg( Z |bk|2) .
k=1

Z by (1)
i1

Let I, (X, Y) be the class of all (, s)-summing operators from X to Y, and let &, ((T') denote the
(r, s)-summing norm of T € I1, (X, Y). A well-known result shows that (IT, ;, 7r,.;) forms a Banach
space. Moreover, it is injective whenever X and Y are Banach spaces (see [11, Prop. 10.2]). Note
that IT, (X, Y) = {0} for all X and Y when r < s. Thus, we always assume r > s. It is easy to see
that IT, (X, Y) is a linear subspace of L(X, Y), the space of all bounded linear operators from X to
Y. Also, for all ||T|| < 7, ((T), we have T € 11, (X, Y).

Definition 2.3. We say that a Banach space X has cotype q if there exists a constant C > 0 such

2 1/2
dl] ,

Next, we collect two standard facts about cotype and absolutely r-summing operators that will

that, for every m € N and every finite family x,, ..., x, € X,

(2I|xj||4)l/q g C[fol

where (r}) j>1 are the Rademacher functions defined in (2.10).

m

Z ri(t) x;

=1

be used frequently.
e [11, Corollary 11.7] For 1 < p < oo, the Lebesgue space LP(£2, du) has cotype max{p, 2};
e [11, Corollary 11.16] For Banach spaces X and Y, if both X and Y have cotype 2, then
(2.12) IL(X,Y) = IIi (X, Y)

together with the equivalence n,(T) =~ m(T) forevery 1 < r < co.

We will also frequently use the following standard characterization of r-summing operators,
which provides an equivalent description.
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Lemma 2.4. [11] Let X, Y be Banach spaces and r > 1. A bounded operator T : X — Y is r-
summing if and only if there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for every X-valued random variable

F on any measure space (Q, ),
1

! !
(fnToFll’ydy) < C sup (f |§OF|rdy) .
Q £€Byx Q

Moreover, the least such constant C is 7, (T).
The following lemma states that r-summing implies almost summing.

Lemma 2.5. [11, Proposition. 12.5] Let 1 < r < coandlet T : X — Y be an r-summing operator
between Banach spaces. Then there exists a constant C, > 0 such that for every finite family
I & > 2 =z 172
( f | > T dr) < Con(T) sup (D leel) .
0 k=1 Y pEBx+ k=1

Definition 2.6. For p > 1 and a Banach space X, a linear map T : X — LP(du) is called order
bounded when T(By) is an order bounded subset of LP(du). Equivalently, there exists h € LP(du)
with h > 0 such that |T f| < h u-almost everywhere for every f € By.

Order bounded operators are tightly linked to absolutely r-summing operators and will be equally
central to our analysis. The next lemma makes the link precise and follows from Propositions 5.5
and 5.18 in [11].

Lemma 2.7. Let X be a Banach space, p > 1, and let (QQ,X, m) be a measure space. If T : X —
LP(Q,dm) is order bounded, then T is p-summing and

my(T) < ”fS;lB]ilelnLP(Q,dm)'

3. A GENERAL PRINCIPLE IN THE NECESSITY DIRECTION

Proposition 3.1. Let 1 < p,g <2, r > 1, @« > -1 and 6 > 0. Let {a;} be a separated sequence.
Let u be a positive Borel measure on B,. Let T : AL — Li(du) be a linear operator. Let k :=
2p/2p —2q + pg) for 1 < p < 2and 1 < g < 2 with the endpoint convention k := co when

(p,q) = (1,2), and
by = ( f T (hypa )@ d,U(Z))q-
B(ax,0)

If T : AY — Li(du) is r-summing, then the sequence {by} belongs to £¢. Moreover,
{biHlews < 70(T).
Proof. For every finite index set F and coefficients {c;};cr C C, set

Ft = Z Ckrk([)hp,ak’

keF
where r,(¢) are the Rademacher functions on [0, 1].
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By Fubini’s theorem and Khintchine’s inequality, we have

1 q 1 1
[ anora.| - [ [ )y [ enornae ‘”] W
0 ||ker La(dy) En A0 ke
= f [Z |ck|2|T<hp,ak>(z>I2] dp(z)
B, keF
3.1 H Zlc"T(hf’“k)l Ladw)’

keF

On the one hand, applying the finite multiplicity property (2.4), we deduce that

RHSof(31)>Zf (
B(a;j-0) \ ker
> e’ f Tty @I dpa(2)

JEF

(32) = lef" .

JEF

On the other hand, by Lemma 2.5,

i

In view of this and (3.1), applying Holder’s inequality, we deduce that

|ck|2|T(hp,ak)(Z)|2] du(z)

2

D OT ()

keF

1/2
dl] < m(T) sup Zl()o(ckhpak)l)

‘pGB(A” keF

Li(dp)

1 q 1/q
2 1/2 -
H(kz e (rpa)P) 0 = [ fo 3 DT (hy) dt]
cF keF La(du)
(3.3) sa(T) sup (D lptena)P) .
PEBpy  IeF

Case 1. If p = 1, then we apply the inequality [|7,,,|ls» = 1 to see that

1/2 1/2
(34) sup (D beteihpadP) < sup (3 Ml il ) < (D lenl)

PEBypy  eF PEByry  keF keF

Case 2. If 1 < p < 2, then (A?)* =~ A” [57, Theorem 2.12]. For g € B,,,

we apply the
reproducing formula, (2.3) and Lemma 2.2 to deduce that

D K hpayal” = Z lg(@nl” (1= lagPy" '

keF
(1 _ Iakl )n+l+a

- e vo(B(ak,0))  Ipa.s)

(3.5) < f 12 dva(z) < 1.
B,

18I dv,(2)
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This, together with Holder’s inequality, implies that

sup (Zlgo(ckhp,ak)F)l/z = sup (Z'Ck<g,hp,ak>a|2)]/2
k=1

weB(Ag)* keF gEBAg
2\% AU
<( D1l )" sup (D] e tpadal
keF gEBAg’ keF
2-p
2\ 2%
(3.6) <(Dlal™)
keF

Combining the inequalities (3.1)—(3.4) and (3.6), we deduce that for 1 < p < 2,

q2-p)

2p
D e bl < m(T)1 - [Z |ck|f‘p] ,

keF keF

where the implicit constants in the above estimates are independent of F. Let s := 2p/(g(2 — p))
2p
and s’ :=2p/(2p — 2¢q + pq) such that % + Sl = 1. It follows that for {c;} € €75, we have

o0

D ledl” B < w17 - e Mo

k=1
Taking the supremum over all {c;} with ||{|cc|}|le- < 1 and using the duality between ¢* and £*, we
obtain

{biMlpsa < 7 (T).

This completes the proof for the case 1 < p < 2.
Case 3. The case p = 2 is simpler. Indeed, when p = 2 we have s’ = 1, so the target exponent is
qs’ = q. We take ¢, = 1 for all k. Therefore, by (3.5) we have

1/2 1/2
(3.7) sup (Z |gp(ckh2,ak)|2) = sup (Z |Ck<g7h2,llk>a/|2) < L
¢€B oy el 8By ker

Combining the inequalities (3.1)—(3.3) and (3.7), we deduce that

D bl s m(T).
k=1
This completes the proof for the case p = 2. O

Proposition 3.2. Let p > 1,g > 1, p" < s <r <oo, @ > —1and 6 > 0. Let {a;} be a separated
sequence. Let u be a positive Borel measure on B,. Let T : AL, — Li(du) be a (r, s)-summing

operator. Set
1

by = ( f T (hp ) duz)| .
B(ay,o)
Then
[{biMller < 7y 5(T).
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Proof. Since T : AL — Li(du) is (r, s)-summing and (A})* =~ A"’ (see [57, Theorem 2.12]), for
every finite index set F' we have

1/r 1/s
(3.8) [leT(h,,,ak>||zq(dm) < 7,5(T) - supl(ZKg,h,,,apaP] .
keF

keF lgll

For the left-hand side, we have

l/q
(3-9) IT (e a oy = ( fB oy a0 d,u(W)) = by

For the right-hand side, it follows from the inclusion £#" c ¢* for p’ < s and the inequality (3.5) that

1/p’
(3.10) (ZKg, Mu} (ZKg, BpaYol” ) <l

keF keF
Combining the inequalities (3.8), (3.9) and (3.10), we deduce that

1/p
(Zbr)r <n,(T)- sup (ZK& hpaal’ ) < 7. (T).

keF llgl a <1\ e

Letting F T N completes the proof of Proposition 3.2. O

Corollary 3.3. Letp>1,g>1,r>1, a > -1 and 6 > 0. Let {a,} be a separated sequence. Let i
be a positive Borel measure on B,,. Let T : AL, — Li(du) be an r-summing operator. Set

by = ( f T (hp.a )N d#(Z)) ~
Blag.0)

() Ifp>1,g=21,1<r<p, then

The following conclusions hold:

Kbl < 70 (T);
) Ifp>1,g=1, p" <r, then

I{bidller < 7 (T);
B)Ifp=2,q=2, then

{bitles < 7 (T);
@ Ifp>=2,1<g<?2, then

{bi}lle < 7 (T).

Proof. (1) Since 1 <r < p’and T : AL — Li(du) is r-summing, we see that T : AL — Li(du)
is also p’-summing. Applying Proposition 3.2 with (r, s) = (p’, p’) yields the first statement.
(2) Applying Proposition 3.2 with r = s yields the second statement.
(3) Since the cotype of Li(du) is g > 2, it follows from [11, Theorem 11.13] that T : A} —
Li(du) is (q,2)-summing. Applying Proposition 3.2 with (r,s) = (g,2) yields the third
Statement.
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(4) Since the cotype of Li(dyu) is 2, it follows from [11, Theorem 11.13] that T : A} — Li(du)
is 2-summing. Applying Proposition 3.2 with (r, s) = (2, 2) yields the fourth statement.
This completes the proof. O

4. ABSOLUTELY SUMMING CARLESON MEASURES
4.1. Block-diagonal Lemmas for summing operators.

Definition 4.1. Let {X;}i>1 be a sequence of Banach spaces and let 1 < p < co. The {P-direct sum
of { Xy }k>1 is the vector space

@eI)Xk = {{xk}kzl D ox € X, Z llxelly, < 00} ,

k>1 k=1
with coordinatewise addition and scalar multiplication, equipped with the norm

- 1/p
osdisller = (D Il ) ™
k=1

Lemma 4.2. Let p,q > 1. Let {Xi}i>1 and {Yi )1 be sequences of Banach spaces. Let Ty : X;, —
Y be a I-summing operator. Let k :=2p/(2p — 2q + pq) for 1 < g < 2, and

Kq, 1<g<?2,
S(P,(]) = ,
JZ8 q=>2.

If (1 (T)}is1 € €5V, then the block-diagonal operator
T : {xi}i=1 € @ﬂ’xk — {Ti(xhe1 € @t’qu

k=1 k=1
is 1-summing and satisfies
(1) s | (T}
Proof. Write p’ = p%l and set By := m(T}), B = (Bi)«x. For each k, set
S, Bi' Tis B> 0,
‘ 0, B = 0.
Then 7,(S;) < 1 for all k. By the known case (p,g) = (1,2) established in [22, Proposition 9.1],

the block-diagonal operator

S : ) € PoXe — (Sux0) € Pev

k>1 k>1

| £spa)*

is 1-summing with m1(S) < 1.
, 2 .
Forb = {b;} € 7, c = {c;} € {77 when 1 < g < 2, and ¢ = 1 when g > 2, define the diagonal
multipliers

Dy : {xi} € @K"Xk — {brxy) € @elxk,

k>1 k>1

E.: {yd € Pe¥e — tamd € Pave

k=1 k>1

and



ABSOLUTELY SUMMING HANKEL OPERATORS 13

By Holder’s inequality, these multipliers are bounded and satisfy [|D|| < ||bll, |EC] < ||c||[ e
when 1 < g < 2. Moreover, it is clear that E. = Id when ¢ > 2. For any choice of b = {b;} and
¢ = {c} with bycy = B, the operator T admits the factorization T = E. S D,. Hence, by the ideal
property of 1-summing operators,

m(T) < |ENmi(S)IDsll < [IECI IDell.

It remains to choose appropriate b and c.

kq kq(2—q)
Case 1. If 1 < g < 2, then we set b, := ,Bk”' and ¢, := B, % It follows that byc; = By. Since
1 1 2-¢
kg p o 2q°

we have 7(T) < ||bll,» lcllzae-o = ||Bl]ex.
Case 2. If g > 2, then we set by := B¢ and ¢, := 1. It follows that ||D,|| = ||Bll,» and ||E.|| = 1.
Hence, we have 71(T") < ||Bll;. This finishes the proof of Lemma 4.2. O

Lemma4.3. Let p > 1 and 1 < r < q. Let {X; }i>1 and {Y;}i>1 be sequences of Banach spaces. Let
Ty : Xk — Yy be a r-summing operator. If {n,(Ti)}i=1 € €', then the block-diagonal operator

T : {x¢her € @t’l’Xk — {Ti(x) =1 € @t’qu

k>1 k>1

is r-summing and satisfies

00 l/r
7T < (Z m(Tk)’) :
k=1

Proof. Fix m € N and vectors x) = (xj,k)kzl eX: =@, X forj=1,...,m. Since r < g,
m m (o]
T x| T /q < T r
17Xy = I kxjkllyk W Twxjilly, -
j=1 j= 1 k=1 Jj=1 k=1

Since T 1s r-summing,

r

m m
Dl < o sup |3 apa|
=1

{aj}eB[,/ J:1

Summing over k and using

m (&) m
X
j=1 k=1 j=1

m
l/p
> sup Zajxj,k ,
ke X
j=1

we get

wp [ 2e;

{a;} eB

DTl < (D 7T)")
j=1 k=1

Taking the supremum over all finite families {x'”} shows 7(T) < (3, 7,(T;)")"/". This finishes the
proof of Lemma 4.3. O
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4.2. Sufficiency.
Lemma 4.4. Let p,q > 1, let 6 > 0, and let {a,} be a 6-lattice in B,. Let u be a positive Borel
measure on B,,. For each k, set dvy := vo(B(ay,206))”" dv, and define

le(ak,é)
va(Blag, 26))'/7°

Then T;,]f(), is bounded from A'(B(ay,26), dvy) to LY(B(ay, 6), du) if and only if

Tha(f) =

(1 = lag?)~ 4P y(B(ay, 6)) < oo.

Moreover,

ITON < (1 = la®) " u(Blay, ).
Proof. (Sufficiency) Fix k and let f € A'(B(ay, 26),dv;). By Lemma 2.2, for each z € B(ay, 6),

2l < lfW)l dva(w).

Va(B(Z’ 5)) B(z,0)
Since B(z,6) C B(a, 26) and by (2.3), we obtain

1
@) sup |f@) S ————== FO] (W) = 11l (b 2000
zeB(aE),(S) / Vo(B(ak, 26)) J s, 26) f o264

Therefore,

1/q
lf (Z)qu,u(z))
(ay.0)

< va(Blay, 26)) P u(Blar, 6))' sup |f(2)|

z€B(ag,0)
< Va(Blar, 26)) ™7 u(B(ag, )" 1 fll1 sar. 250dv0)

I—(n+1 |
< (1 = |a[*)™ " y(Blag, )9 FllL By 26).av)-
k)

This proves boundedness under the stated condition and gives the required upper bound on ||T;,,q||.
(Necessity) Take f = 1 on B(a, 26). Tt follows that || fll1 s 26.dv = 1, and T f = va(Blag, 26))~/7
on B(ay, 6). Combining with (2.1), we deduce that
1Tl 2 T3 (NMlesasran = va(Blar 26) ™ u(Bla, 6))''7 = (1 = la)™ " /P u(Blag, 6))'/7.

Therefore, the boundedness of T\ implies the finiteness of (1 — Jaxl?)~"**4/?(B(ay, 6)). This
completes the proof of necessity. O

||T1(72(f)”L‘1(B(ak,6),dy) = Va(Blay, 25))1/p(f
B

Lemma 4.5. Let p,g > 1. Let 6 > 0 and {a;} be a 6-lattice. Let u be a positive Borel measure on
B,. Assume that for the fixed index k,

(1 = lax) " 9P u(B(ay, 6)) < oo
Define S(f) := flpw.s)- Then Sy is 1-summing from AP(B(ay, 36), dv,) to LY(B(ay, 0), du) with

mi(Sx) S (1=l ) " P u(B(ay, 6))'4.
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Proof. Let dv, = v (B(ay, 26))"'dv, be the normalized volume measure on B(ay, 25). Let
Pi(f) := vo(Bag, 200" flpw.20,  for f € AP(B(ay, 36), dvy,),

Py(f) =TS (f), for f € A'(Blay, 26),dv).

Consider the commutative diagram

AP(B(ag, 36), dva) —2—  LU(B(ay, 8), dy)

n| [

H(B(a;,26)) —2— A'(B(ay,20),dvy)
where ji is the canonical inclusion, and its operator norm is bounded by 1 since dv; is a probability
measure. By Lemma 4.4, the operator norm of P, is dominated by (1 — |a;|*)~"*1*®/Pu(B(ay, 5))"/4.
By Lemma 2.2 on B(z, 9), the inclusion B(z,6) C B(ax, 36) for z € B(ay, 26), and the local volume
comparability (2.3), we obtain for every f € AP(B(ax, 39),dv,),

1 1/p ~
sup |f(2) s sup (m fB - |fw)IP dVa(W)) < Va(B(ar, 20)) P11 1l Lr(Blay.36)dva)-

z€B(ag,20) z€B(ag,20)
Hence, P; is bounded and ||P;|| < 1.
To see that ji is 1-summing, let (g;)!2, € H*(B(ay, 26)). Since vi(B(a, 20)) = 1,

m

D el s s nsra = f Dle@ldv@ < sup Dlg@I<  sup > (el
i=1 B

(ax,26) “=7 €Ba.26) 43 EBy (Ba 200 “]
where the last inequality follows from the fact that for each z € B(ay,20), the point evaluation
functional 6,(g) := g(z) satisfies ||0,|| = 1. Hence, ji is 1-summing with 7;(j;) < 1.

Note that S, admits the factorization S; = Tl(,]f; o jr o P;. Hence, by the ideal property of 1-
summing operators,

m1(SK) S WPl GONTON < (1 = laxl) ™" P u(B(ay, 6))'17.

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.5. |

Proposition 4.6. Leta > —1,6 >0, p,q > 1 and r > 1. Let {a;} be a 6-lattice in B, and let u be a
positive Borel measure on B,. Let k := 2p/(2p —2q + pq) for 1 < q < 2. Then J,, : A, — L(dp) is
r-summing if, according to the range of (p, q, r), the corresponding condition below holds:

u(Blay, 8))"%) € 4. In this case,

n+l+a

() 1<g<2and{(1—|a>)” 7

n+l+a

7(J) < () < [ = la® ™ w(Blay, 6)")

n+l+a

(2) g=2and{(1 - | >

ra’

w(Blay, 8))") € €7 In this case,

n+l+a

7)< ) < [ =17 w(Blag, )N,

n+l+a

B3)1<r<qgand{(1-|al>) "7

w(Bla, 8))"9) € €. In this case,

n+l+a

70 < 1A =l u(Blag )",
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n+l+a

@) 1<g<rand{(1—|aq> 7

w(Blag, 6))/9) € 4. In this case,

n+l+a

1) < m() s [ = laP)™ u(Blag, )" )|.-

Proof. By the finite overlap property (2.4), for p > 1, the localization map

(4.2) M, : f € AL — {flawank € D, A”(Blay, 36), dva)

is bounded. Next, define a partition adapted to the lattice: set Ey := B(a;, d) and, for j > 2,

Ej:= Ba,0)\ | | E

1<k<j-1

Then the sets {E;} >, are pairwise disjoint, cover B,,, and satisfy E; C B(a;,0) for all j. It follows
that the gluing operator

M, : @m LY(B(ay, 6),du) — Li(dw), (Ma{gih)(z) := g;(z) forz € E,

1s bounded, since

”MZ{gk}”(zq(d#) = ZIE |gJ(Z)|quJ(Z) < Z ”gj”(zq(g(aj,(;)’dﬂ)'
J i J

By Lemma 4.5, for each k, the restriction
Sk : AP(B(alu 36)’ dVa) B Lq(B(ak’ 5)a d,u), Sk(f) = f|B(ak,5)a
is 1-summing with 7;(S%) < Bx. Let S be the block-diagonal operator defined by

S € @D, A7 (Blay, 36), dve) — (S k(x0)}.
Note that J, admits the factorization

J, = MyoS oM.

n+l+a

Denote by 3 := {8} with B 1= (1 —|a[>)™ »
cases.

Casel.If 1 <g<2andp e ¢ then by Lemma4.2, m;(S) < |{mi(SiHllee S ||Bllea. Together
with the ideal property of absolutely summing operators, we have

w(Bla, 5))"7. We now divide the argument into four

m1(J) S (Ml (SHIIMA| < 1Bl

Case 2. If g > 2 and 8 € £”, then by Lemma 4.2, 7,(S) < [{mi (SO}l < 118l - Together with
the ideal property of absolutely summing operators, we have

i (Ju) S M|l (SHIM < 1Bl -

Case 3. If 1 < r < g and B8 € ¢, then by monotonicity, 7,.(S;) < m1(Sx) < Br. Together with
Lemma 4.3 and the ideal property of absolutely summing operators, we have

7, < Mol S < (D x(50) < 1Bl
k
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Cased. If 1 < g < rand g € {9, then by monotonicity, 7,(S;) < m1(Si) < Br. Together with
Lemma 4.3 (where we take r = ¢g) and the ideal property of absolutely summing operators, we have

7)< 1) < Ml )IM < (D 7 807) ™ < 1Bl
k

This completes the proof of Proposition 4.6. O

Proposition 4.7. Let g > 2,r > 1,a > —1. Let u be a positive Borel measure on B,. Then

Ju AL — L(du) is r-summing if and only if J, : AL — Li(du) is bounded.

Proof. Let 6 > 0 and {a;} be a d-lattice. On the one hand, it follow from [23, Theorems 3.1]
that J, : A} — L%dp) is bounded if and only if {(1 — |a;|*)""*!*® w(B(ag, §))"} is bounded.
On the other hand, by Proposition 4.6, J, : AL — L%dy) is r-summing if and only if {(1 —
lag?)~ "1+ 1(B(ay, 5))"} is bounded. The proof is complete. m

4.3. Necessity.

Proposition 4.8. Let p,q,r > 1, « > —1 and 6 > 0. Let {a;} be a separated sequence. Let u be
a positive Borel measure on B,. Let k := 2p/(2p —2q + pg) for | < p <2and 1 < g < 2 with
the endpoint convention k := oo when (p,q) = (1,2). Assume that J,, : Al — Li(du) is r-summing.
Then the following statements hold:

(1) If 1 < p,q <2, then

n+l+a

{0 =15 u(Bla o))" )|| , < 7l():

txa

) Ifp>1,g>1,1<r<p, then

[ =ty (B )|, < (4.
B) Ifp>1,g>1, p <r< oo, then

{1 =ty pu(Bar 6)")| | < 7():
@) If p>2,q>2, then

{1 =t u(Baw 6)")| < ()

Proof. For each k, by (2.7),

(n+1+a)q

f [ u(hp.a )N dp(z) = f 1 a (DN du(z) = (1 =lax)” 7 u(Bla, 6)).
Blaw.0) Blaw.0)

By taking T = J,,, we see that (1) follows from Proposition 3.1, and (2)—(4) follow from Corollary
3.3. O
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5. ABSOLUTELY SUMMING HANKEL OPERATORS

Definition 5.1. Forany § > 0,q > 1 and f € L! (B,), we define the IDA function G, s(f) as

loc

1/q
Gys(N)2) = lf(w) = h(w)I? dv(W)} :

heH(B(z ) {m B(z,6)

Definition 5.2. Forany § > 0,q > 1 and f € L] (B,), we define the local L?-mean

1 1/q
Mq,(s(f)(Z) = (m L(Z’d) |f(W)|q dV(W)) .

Denote by dA the invariant measure on B,,. Specifically,
av(z)
(1 _ |Z|2)n+l ’

The main result in this section is the following.

dA(z) =

Theorem 5.3. Let p > 1,q > 1,r > 1,a,8 > —1, and f € Li(dvg). Let 6 > 0 and {a;} be a
0/2-lattice. Let k :=2p/(2p —2q + pq) for 1 < p <2 and 1 < q < 2 with the endpoint convention
K := oo when (p,q) = (1,2). Set

n+1+8 n+l+a
q p

’)/:

Then Hg . AL — Li(dvg) is r-summing if and only if, according to the range of (p,q,r), the

corresponding condition below holds:

() For1 < p<2l<qg<2andr=1,1{1- |ak|2)qu,45(f)(ak)} € {“(equivalently, (1 —| -
'G,s(f) € LB, dA)). In this case,

1 (HY) = |[{(1 = lai Gpas(N@ g = |1 =1+ PV Gys(f)

(2) For p > 1,g > 2, and 1 < r < p/, {(1 = )G as(f)ar)} € €7 (equivalently, (1 — | -
PG, s(f) € L” (B,,dA)). In thzs case,

o (HY) = (4 = 1aPY Gas(H) @ = |1 =1 PY G| s,

(3) For p > 1,q > 1, and p’ < r < max{p’,q}, {(1 — |al*)’G45(f)ar)} € €' (equivalently,
(1 =1-1G,s(f) € L'(B,,d)). In this case,

Lxa(B, d/l)

m(HY) = |[{(1 = laY' G, = ||(1 =1 PYG ()

4) For p > 2,q > 2, and r > max{p’, q}, {(1 — Jaxl? VG oas(f)ar)} € t4(equivalently, (1 —| -
1*'G,s(f) € LB, dA)). In this case,

7 (HY) = [[{(1 =1V Gyas(H) @,y = |1 =1 PY G| oo, anr

L'(B,,d) ;

Moreover, for p = 1 and q > 2, the operator H? : AL — Li(dvp) is r-summing if and only if it is
bounded. In this case,
By ~ B
7, (HE) = | HY|.
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5.1. Sufficiency.

Lemma 5.4. Lety,s,q > 0and f € LI (B,). Then the following statements are equivalent:

loc

(1) For every 6 > 0 and 6-lattice {ai}, {(1 — Iaklz)qu,z(g(f)(ak)} e’
(2) Forevery 6 >0, (1 — |Z|2)7Gq’5(f)(Z) e L°(B,,dA).

Moreover, for every 6 > 0 and 6-lattice {a;}, we have

(1 = 127Gy s(f)2)° dA(z) = Z(l ~ 1K) Gyas(f) (@)’
B, k

Proof. (1)=(2). Let {a;} be a ¢-lattice. Then the balls {B(ay, 6)} cover B, with finite overlap, and
A(B(ay, 6)) =~ 1, where the implicit constant depends only on n and 6. Hence,

[[a-eprGuneraa sy [ a-gG.u e e
B, T JB(ay.9)
< > AB@,8) sup (1= w7 Gya(f)W)’
k

weB(ay,0)

=37 sup (1= wP)7Gs(HW)'.

T weB(ar.)
If w € B(ay, 6), then B(w, ) C B(ax,26) and v(B(w, 8)) =~ v(B(ay, 26)). It follows that
Gos(IW) S Gas(f)ar) and (1= W) = (1 = |a*).

Hence,
sup (1 = WP)7Gys(HW)’ < (1 = |arl)7 G yas(f)ar)’.

weB(ax,0)

By hypothesis (1), we conclude that
fB (1= 277 Gos()(@) dA(z) < Z(l — ) G ga5(f)@r)’ < 0.
n k
(2)=(1). Let a; be an arbitrary separated sequence. If z € B(ay, 6/2), then B(ay,d/2) C B(z,9)
and v(B(ax, 0/2)) ~ v(B(z, 9)). Consequently, for every z € B(a, d/2),
Gusn(Har) S Gyus(f)(2).

Using the estimate A(B(ay, 0/2)) ~ 1 together with (2.2) and (2.4), we obtain

2= 1ad)"Gron(H@y < ) f (1 = |2P)7Go())()* dA(z)
k K VB

(ay,0)
< f (1 - ZP)7Gs( N dAG).
B,

This shows that (2) implies (1), completing the proof of Lemma 5.4. O

Theorem 5.5. Let p > 1,q > 1,r > 1,a,8 > —1, and f € Li(dvg). Let 6 > 0 and {a;} be a
0/2-lattice. Let k :=2p/2p —2qg+ pq)for | < p<2and1 < q<?2. Let

_n+l1+B n+l+a

Ty P
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Then Hfj : AL — Li(dvp) is r-summing if, according to the range of (p,q,r), the corresponding
condition below holds:

(1) 1 <qg<2and{(1—|a*)’ G as(f)(ar)} € €. In this case,
m(HY) < m(HY) < [{(0 = 1ail’) Gpas(f) (@)}
(2) ¢ = 2 and {(1 =1V Gpas(f)ar)} € €. In this case,
a(HY) < 7 (HY) < [[{(1 = 1aiPY Gas ()@},
(3) 1 <r < qand{(1 - |a?)Gas(f)(ar)} € . In this case,
7 (HY) < [[{(1 = 1Y G yas(f)(@0)]
4) 1< q<rand|{(1 —|a?Y'Gyas(f)(ar)} € €4. In this case,
n(HY) < 7y(HY) < (1= 1aiP) Gas(F)@)} -

txa’

f";

Proof. We set s = kq, p’, r, and g in cases (1)—(4), respectively. For any f € C!(B,), define

Dy()(@) = 0@ @) + @110 (2) A Fp(2)l,

where p(z) := 1—|z|%. Fix a §/2-lattice {a;}. By [18, (3.14) and (3.15)], there exists a decomposition
f = fi + f>» such that f; € C'(B,), and for all z € B,,,

(5.1) D)D) S sup Gys(f)(w),
weB(z,20)
and
(5.2) Mys(£)@) < Y GoalF)aw),
keJ,
where

J,:={k:ze Bla,9)}.
Taking the L7-average over B(ay, ) on both sides of (5.1) and using B(z,26) C B(ay, 396) for z €
B(ay, 6), we obtain

M,s(Dyfi)(ar) S sup  Ggs(H)w).
weB(ay,36)

Moreover, if w € B(ay, 30), then B(w,6) C B(ai,49) and v(B(w,6)) ~ v(B(ay,406)) by (2.3) with
a = 0, which implies that

sup  Ggs(f)W) < Ggas(f)ar).

weB(ay,36)
Therefore,

(5.3) M, s(D, fi)ar) < Ggas(f)ar).

Next, for k € J,, B(ay,0) C B(z,26), and by (2.3) with @ = 0, v(B(ay, 9)) = v(B(z,26)). Hence,
Gys(ar) < Gyas(f)(2).

Combining this with (5.2) and the finite overlap property (2.4) yields

(5.4) My 5(f2)(2) € Gyas(f)(2) S Ggas(f)(2).
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Taking z = a; in (5.4) and using (5.3), we see that

(5.5) M, s(D, fi)(ar) + My s(fo)(ax) S Ggas(f)ag).
Set du :=|f,1%dvg and dv := |D, fi|Ydvs. We apply (2.1), (2.2) and (5.5) to deduce that

(1 = 1ar?Y Gyas()a) 2 (1 = lan?) My s(Dy fi) ()

1/q
=(- |ak|2)y( D, fir(w)l? dV(W))

v(B(ax, 9)) Jpw.0)

~ (1 =@y (1 = ay Py 1+ ( f
B

(5.6) = (1 = a1 Py(B(ay, 6)) 4.

1/q
D, fir(w)l? dV,B(W))

(ax,0)

Similarly,
(5.7) (1 = 1) Gyas(f)ar) 2 (1 = lan?) Mys(fo) (@) = (1 = lax?) " P u(Blay, 6))'9.
It follows from (5.6), (5.7) and Proposition 4.6 that both J,, and J, are r-summing with
m.(J) + 7,(Jy)
< (1 = a1 P (B lay, 6))19)|
5.8) <A =1aPYGpas(H@ol],.-

By [18,(3.17) and (3.18)], in the range 1 < p < g under the hypothesis that {(1—|ax[*)" G, 45(f)(ar)}
is bounded and [18, (3.31) and (3.33)], in the range 1 < g < p under the hypothesis that (1 —
122G, s(f)(2) € LPL-qq(B,,, dA), we have the following estimates:

(5.9) IHE @llos < 1@ lloary  IHE @l < 1oy

for every g € H®. Since H* is dense in A}, and both sides depend continuously on g, the estimates

o+ HA = laPy P y(B(ay, 6))4)

2

extend to all g € AL. Moreover, a careful examination of the proofs of [18, (3.17)-(3.18)] and [18,
(3.31)-(3.33)] shows that the same bounds remain valid for p = 1 with ¢ > 1. We now verify the
above assumptions are satisfied.

Case 1. If p < g, then

A = 1axPY G gas()@}], < (1 = lael?Y Gpas(F)a@r)}
Case 2. If g < p, then

o

2p —2q + | 1 1
u:_Jr(———)z———, if1<qg<2,
2pq 2 qg D q Pp
1 1 1 1
—=1-=2>=---, if g > 2,
1 _)p P q p
1111
SolZ s 2> 22, ifl<r<g,
rq q p
1 1 1 .
-2 —-=-, ifl<g<r
9 q9 p
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Thus, in all subcases we have % > (ie. s < %). This, together with Lemma 5.4 yields

1
p
1L = 12 Gy s (D@ lzsz,an = (1 = i) Goas(H@ll p2 < (1 = lail’) Gyas(H@plles-

Combining (5.9) and (5.8) with the definition of r-summing operators, we conclude that H? is

Q=

r-summing with

(5.10) o (HY) < 7 (HY) + 7 (HY ) < 70() + 70 < (= 1Y G ao(f) @)}

o

The proof of Theorem 5.5 is complete. O

Proposition 5.6. Let g > 2,a, > —1, and f € Li(dvg). Set

n+l1+p

0% -n+1+a)).

Then the following statements are equivalent:
(1) H? : AL — Li(dvp) is bounded;
(2) Forevery § > 0, (1 — |z1*)G,5(f)(z) is bounded;
3) H? AL > LU(dvp) is r-summing for every r > 1.

Moreover, the following norm equivalences hold:
o (HE) = |HEl = (=1 Y Gys(f)lle.

Proof. (1) = (2). On the one hand, by (2.7), we have |h;,,(z)| = (1 — [w]>)""*!*® for z € B(w, ).

Pp(fh1w)(@) .

Moreover, since h,,, has no zeros, the function e holomorphic on B(w, ¢). Hence,
wil

IEE I, > f H () QI d(2)

B(w,0)

~ [ @@ - PuI 2
B(w,0)

. Py(fh1,)@)]" ,
= L(W,a) f@ - T(Z) A1 ()| de(z)
(1 - |wl?’ Ps(fh1,) (@) |*
= -— | d
(1 = [wpP)yerlrada Jp s /&) hi,(z) V@)
(5.11) 2 (1- IWIZ)WGZ,(;(J‘)(W),

where in the last inequality we used the volume estimate v(B(w, §)) =~ (1 — [w|*)"*! (see (2.3)). On
the other hand, since ||h; /1, = 1 and Hl; : A}I — L9(dvg) 1s bounded, we deduce that

IH (P1allgs < IH - W llo = IHEL

Therefore,
(1= WP Gs(NIe < IIHﬁll.
(2) = (3). This is a special case of Theorem 5.5 (2).
(3) = (1). This follows from the elementary fact that every r-summing operator is bounded.
Also, ||H{|| < m.(HY).
The proof of Proposition 5.6 is complete. |
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5.2. Necessity.

Proposition 5.7. Let p,q,r > 1, o, > =1, 6 > 0 and f € Li(dvg). Let {a;} be a separated
sequence. Assume that H? : Al > LU(dvg) is r-summing. Let k :=2p/(2p —2q + pq) for | < p <2
and 1 < g < 2 with the endpoint convention k := co when (p,q) = (1,2). Let

_n+l1+B n+l+a

Ty T T

Then the following statements hold:
(D) If1<p,g<2,r>1,then

(1 = @Y G s(NaMloa S 7 (HY);
Q) Ifp>1,g>1,1<r<p, then

(1 = 1@ G (Nl < 7 (HY);
Q) Ifp>1,g>1,r>p, then

(1 = laY G oo ()Ml < 7(HY);
4) If p>2,q>2, then

1 = 1Y Gy s (@Ml < 7 (HP):;
5)Ifp>2,1<q<?2, then

(1 = 1axY Gy s(Nale < m(HE).

Proof. By (2.7), we have |, 4, (2)] = (1 — ||~ 1*/P for z € B(ay, 6). It follows that for p,q > 1,

f Y (hp 0 )@V dvp(2) = f |f(@hp.a,(2) = Pp(fhpa) (@I dvp(z)
Blag.0) Blag.0)

) _ Ps(fhpa) @] ,

- L(ﬂk,é) /@ hp,ak(Z) |hp’ak(Z)| dvﬁ(Z)

(=Y _ Pp(fhpa)(@) !

- (1- |ak|2)(n+1+a)q/l7 Bla.s) J@ hp,ak(z) dv(z)
(5.12) 2 (1- Iaklz)‘”GZ,(;(f)(ak)-

By taking T = H? and du = dvg, we see that (1) follows from Proposition 3.1 and that for p > 1,
(2)—(5) follow from Corollary 3.3. Moreover, for p = 1, the statement (2) follows from Proposition
5.6. This completes the proof of Proposition 5.7. O

Definition 5.8. Forany § > 0,9 > 1 and f € Ll (B,), define the local Li-mean oscillation

loc

q 1/q
fé) - fw)dv(w) a’V(é‘)) .

MO,;5(f)(z) = (

v(B(z,0)) B(z,6) v(B(z,9)) B(z,06)
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Theorem 5.9. Let p > 1,q > 1,r > 1,a,8 > —1, and f € Li(dvg). Let 6 > 0 and {a;} be a

0/2-lattice. Let k :=2p/(2p —2q + pq) for 1 < p <2 and 1 < q < 2 with the endpoint convention
K := oo when (p,q) = (1,2). Set

o n+l+p8 n+l+a
= . p .
Then both Hﬁ AP — L4 (dvg) and Hfi AP — Li(dvg) are r-summing if and only if, according to
the range of (p, q,r), the corresponding condition below holds:
(1) For1 <p<21l<g<2,r>1,(1-]: |2)7M0q,5(f) € L¥(B,,dA). In this case,

7, (HY) + () = (1= 1 Y MOy s(f)

L[¥(B,,.dA)°
2 Forp=1,g=22,1<r<p, (-] |2)7M0q,5(f) e L (B,,dX). In this case,

7, (HY) + () = ||(1 =] - Y MOy(f)

LP/(]B,,,d/l);
(3) Forp>1,g>1,p <r<max{p’,q}, (1—-]- |2)7M0q,5(f) € L'(B,, dA). In this case,

7 (HY) + 1 (HE) = [|(1 =1 ) MO,o(f)

Lr(By,da)’

4) Forp>2,q>2,r>max{p’,q}, (1-|- |2)7M0q,5(f) € L1(B,, dA). In this case,

7, (HY) + 70, (HD) = ||[(1 =1+ Y MOus(D)| s,
Moreover, for p = 1 and q > 2, both H? AP — L(dvg) and H? AP - Li(dvg) are r-summing if
and only if they are bounded. In this case,

7, (HY) + . (HY) = | H| + | H)|
Proof. 1t follows from [18, (4.3) and (4.4)] that for all z € B,,,
MO, 5(f)(@) = Gys()@) + Gys()2)-
Combining this equivalence with Theorem 5.3 yields all cases. O

For f € H(B,) and 7 € B,, the complex gradient of f at z is defined by

0 0
Vf(Z) = (a_Zfl(Z)’ ’ aZf

(@),
and the invariant gradient of f at z is defined by

V() := V(f 0 9.)(0),

where ¢, is the involutive automorphism of B,, interchanging z and 0. See [57].

Definition 5.10. Ler 1 < p < co and y € R. The weighted Besov space B), consists of all f € H(B,,)
such that

1
~ p p
1fllg = ( f (1 - PPV £ dﬂ(z)) <.
BH
Moreover, the weighted Bloch space BY, consists of all f € H(B,) such that
1fllg, := sup(l = 2PYIVf(@)] < oo.

z€B,
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Note that for certain choices of the parameters, BZ (or BL,) may consist only of constant functions.
For example, if p < 2n with n > 1, then Bg = C [57, p. 230]. We will not pursue this degeneracy
phenomenon in the present paper. See e.g. [37,40,57] for further discussion.

Theorem 5.11. Let p > 1,g> 1,r > 1,a,8> -1, and f € H®B,). Let k := 2p/(2p — 2q + pq) for
1 < p<2and]l < q <2 with the endpoint convention k := co when (p,q) = (1,2). Set
_n+l1+B n+l+a

Ty T T

Then H? . AL — Li(dvg) is r-summing if and only if, according to the range of (p,q.r), the
corresponding condition below holds:

(1) Forl <p<2,1<q<2andr>1, f € B}, In this case,

By ~ .
n(HY) = £l :
(2) Forp>1,q>2and 1 <r<p', f € B, In this case,
BY ~ .
m(HY) = ||f]]
(3) Forp>1,q> land p’ <r <max{p’,q}, f € B). In this case,
BY ~ .
1, (H) = || /]| 2
(4) For p>2,q >2and r > max{p’,q}, f € B). In this case,

) = 1],

Moreover, for p = 1 and q > 2, the operator Hi : AL — Li(dvp) is r-summing if and only if it is
bounded. In this case, '

By ~ 1B
7 (HE) = || H)|

Proof. For each s > 0, by [37, Theorem 9], we have (1 — | - |2)7M0%5(f) € L*(B,,dA) if and
only if f € B). Combining this equivalence with Theorem 5.9 yields cases (1)—(4). Moreover,
by [40, Proposition 3.6], we have (1 —|-|*)*M 0,s(f) € L*(B,,dA)if and only if f € B?,, and hence
the last statement follows again from Theorem 5.9. This completes the proof. O

6. ABSOLUTELY SUMMING LITTLE HANKEL OPERATORS
For b > 0 and B > —1, we let V,, 4 be the integral operator defined by

cpp(1 = |22’ Jf(w)
Cﬁ B, (1 _ <Z, W>)n+1+,6+b

where ;.5 and cg are the volume constants defined as in (1.1). In this paper, we fix b > n+ 1+

6.1 Vp(f)(2) = dvg(w), f€ Ll(dvﬁ),

when p=1and b =n+1+ @ when p > 1 as in Section 2.2.
The main result in this section is the following.
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Theorem 6.1. Let p > 1,q > 1,r > 1,a,8 > —1, and f € | Jy L*(dvg). Let 6 > 0 and {a;} be a
0/2-lattice. Let k :=2p/(2p —2q + pq) for 1 < p <2 and 1 < q < 2 with the endpoint convention
K := oo when (p,q) = (1,2). Set

_n+l1+B n+l+a

9 p

Then hﬁ; : Ab — Li(dvp) is r-summing if and only if, according to the range of (p,q,r), the corre-

sponding condition below holds:

() For1 < p<2,1<qg<2andr>1,{1- IakIZ)VVb’ﬁ(f)(ak)} € (“(equivalently, (1 —| -
) Vis(f) € LB, dA)). In this case,

7, = (1 = 1aiPy Vog (@M, = (1 =1 P Vig()

(2) Forp > 1,g > 2, and 1 < r < p, {(1 = &Y' Vip(f)a)} € € (equivalently, (1 — | -
'V, 5(f) € LP (B, dA)). In this case,

7, (1) = [[{(1 = |l Vs (D@ = [ =1 Y VigODl o, a0

(3) For p > 1,q > 1, and p' < r < max{p’,q}, {(1 — &) Vig(f)(a)} € € (equivalently,
1-1- |2)7Vbﬁ(f) € L' (B,, dA)). In this case,

1, (1) = [[{1 = |l Vs (D@, = |1 =1+ PP VoD s, a0

(4) For p > 2,q > 2, and r > max{p’,q}, {(1 — |a|*)"Vig(f)(a)} € Cl(equivalently, (1 — |-
Iz)be,ﬁ(f) € L1(B,,dA)). In this case,

7, (1) = {1 = 1axPy Vo (D@, = (|0 =1 PY Voo oo,

L¥(By,dA)’

Moreover, for p = 1 and q > 2, the operator h[; : AY — Li(dvg) is r-summing if and only if it is
bounded. In this case, '

7, () = I

6.1. Sufficiency. The following proposition was proved in [58, Proposition 8.37] in the case of the
unit disk (with f € L*(dvp)). For completeness we give a proof here.

Proposition 6.2. Let f > —1 and f € | J, L*(dvg). Then
h?(g) = hﬂw(g), forall g € H”.

Proof. Since f € | J,.| L*(dvg), there exists s > 1 such that f € L*(dvg). For each g € H* we have

f g € L*(dvg), and hence

i(g) = Py(fg) € A},
since P_ﬁ s L (dvg) — A_g is bounded. By [57, Theorem 2.12], the dual space (14_2)* can be identified
with A} via the pairing

(u, hyg = fB u(z) h(z) dvp(2).
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Take h to be an arbitrary element in A_;; Using Fubini’s theorem, the reproducing formula
Pp(h) = h and Pg(hg) = hg and then Fubini’s theorem, we deduce that

) h>ﬁ:<P_ﬁ<fg),h>ﬁ:f [ T s dio

_ <W, Z>)n+1+ﬁ

h(z) _
f f (1-{w Z))n+l+ﬂ dvs(z) f(w)g(w) dvg(w)

f h(w) f(w)g(w) dvs(w)

h _—
f B, (1= (‘f)gg()?mw Vp(E)f (W) dv(w)

= fw) _
) an 5, (1= (w, &)yr1+h dvg(W)h(&)g(&) dve(§)

= f P(P)E)gE)hE) dvy(£).

B,

Using the reproducing formula Py(h) = h and then Fubini’s theorem yields

. __ — h(z)
h(é)d =
| Pnesei@ane = [ oo | G

_ Py(f)(©)g(@ .
B Ln L,, (1 = (&, 7)1+ dvg(&)h(z) dvs(z)

= (Ps(Ps(f)g), hyg = <h%<g>, hg.

dVﬁ(Z) dVﬁ(f)

Therefore, we obtain
(&), g = ((2), hp.
Since the above equalities hold for all 4 € AY, a duality argument yields that hﬁ__(g) = hﬁﬁ(g). The
B

proof is complete. O

The following proposition was proved in [58, Lemma 5.14] in the setting of the unit disk. For
completeness, we give a proof here.

Proposition 6.3. Ler 3> —1 and f € L'(dvg). Then PgVy,5(f) = Ps(f).

Proof. By Fubini’s theorem and the reproducing formula, we have

cb+ﬂ (1 - |Z|2)b dV‘B(Z) f f(W)
cg Jp, (1 =(& )1 (1 — (z, w))r+1+B+b

dvg.p(2)
f Sw) dvg(w) fn (1— (¢, Z>)n+1+ﬁ ) (1 = (z, w))r+1+B+b
Jw)
5, (1 — (& w)y)rtih
= Ps(f)(§).

The proof is complete. ]

P,BVb,B(f)(é:) =

dvg(w)

ﬁ(W)
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Lemma 6.4. Let 3> —1, s > 0 and f € L'(dvg). Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) For any separated sequence {a;}, (1 — |ak|2)7|Vbﬂ(f)(ak)| e’
(2) For any separated sequence {a;} and any 6 > 0,

1/q
{(1 — lay [y~ 1rlp ( f IVb,ﬁ(f)(z)l"dvﬁ(z)) } €,
B(ay,0)

(3) (1 = 2P Vi s(N)(2)] € L*(dA).

Moreover, for every 6 > 0 and 6-lattice {a;}, we have

(L= 1P Vis(f)

paan = I = ladPY VoD@,

Proof. (2) = (1). By Lemma 2.2 and (2.1), we see that for every ¢ > 0,

Vis(F)anl” < IVis(/)(@)I dvp(z)

1
va(B(ax, 6)) fB(ak,é)
= (1 = |ag[>) 1P f [V s(/)(@I? dvs(2).
B(ay,6)

Taking the g-th root of the preceding inequality, multiplying both sides by (1 — |a|?)?, and using

ntl+f _ _ ptl+a

the relation y — , We obtain

1/q
(bmewwmﬂrmHWW%f mmwmm@ :
B

(ax.0)

This implies the required assertion.
(3) = (2). By Lemma 2.2 and (2.1), we see that for every z € B,

1 q/s
q - K
Vi s(H@I < (vﬂ(B(z, %) fB . [Vi,5(/)E dvﬁ(f))

q/s
2(l—IZIZ)_("“*ﬁ)"/‘( f |Vb,ﬁ(f)('f)|sdvﬁ(§)) :
B(z,6)

For every z € B(ay, 0), we have B(z,6) € B(ax, 26). This implies that for z € B(ay, 6),

qls
Veg (@I < (1 — |ag )=+l ( f |Vb,,8(f)(§)|sdvﬂ(f)) :
B

(a.26)

This, together with (2.1) and (2.2), implies

s/q
(1 _ |ak|2)—(n+1+a)s/p (f |Vb,,3(f)(Z)|q dv,g(z))
B(ay.,0)

(6.2) S (L= laxl) - (1 = |ag )P f Vo g(N)EI dvp(é)

B(ay,26)

=~ f (1 = 1EPY" Vo s (HE)N dAE).
B(ay,20)
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Since {a;} is separated, it follows from (6.2) and the finite multiplicity property (2.4) that

Z(l _ |ak|2)—(n+1+a)s/p (f |Vbﬁ(f)(Z)|q dvﬁ(z)
B(ay,0)

k

s/q

(63) <Ol =DV (DEI daE)
B(ay,20)
k k>

< f (1~ D) Va s (FNON dAE).
B,

(1)=(3). Let {a,} be a o-lattice in B,,. Then we have

6 [ a-Emanera© sy [ a- @ amnerdae.
B, — Js

(ax.6)

Next, choose a point & in each closed ball B(ay, ) such that (1 —|& IZ)WIVM f(&)|° is maximized. By
the finite multiplicity property, we see that {&;} is a finite union of separated sequences. We may
assume that

m

& = Jia

i=1
with {&;} a separated sequence foreachi = 1,--- ,m. By (2.1) and (2.2), we have 1 —|£]> =~ 1 —|&/?
for & € B(ay, 0) and A(B(ay, 9)) =~ 1. It follows that

Zf( )(1 — ER)"WVg(NEN dAE) < Z(l ~ &) Vg (F)EDI AB(a, 6))
k B(ay,0 A

~ 2(1 — &IV g (H)EDN
k

= > 0 =D Vs (HEDN.
i=1 k

This, together with (6.4), implies that
(6.5) fB (1= [EPY VasNOF dAE) s Y Y (1 = kel Vas N E.
0 =1k

From (1) and the fact that {&;} is separated, we know that the function (1 — |z|2)7|Vb,ﬁ f(z)| belongs
to L*(dA). The proof is complete. O

Theorem 6.5. Letp > 1,q> 1, r > 1, a,f > —1 and f € | L*(dvg). Let 6 > 0 and {ai} be a
O-lattice. Let k :=2p/(2p —2q+ pq) for | < p<2and1 < g <?2. Set
n+1+8 n+l+a
g
Then hl; : AL — Li(dvg) is r-summing if, according to the range of (p,q,r), the corresponding

’}/:

condition below holds:

(1) 1 <qg<2and{(1 = |a*) Vpps(f)(ar)} € €. In this case,
7, (W) < m()) < {1 = |al? Vip(f (@)

0
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(2) g > 2 and {(1 = |a?) Vi s(f) (@)} € €7 In this case,
7, (1) < m(H) < [[{(L =l Vi (D@l
(3) 1 <r<qgand{(1 = |a*) Vop(f)(ar)} € €. In this case,
7, () < {1 = |l Vs ()@l
4) g<rand{(1 - |ak|2)7Vb,ﬁ(f)(ak)} € 4. In this case,
(W) < m(W) < {0 =1y Vog(H@ol] -

Proof. Set du(z) = |Vp,5(f)(2)| dvsg(z). Then by Lemma 6.4 and Proposition 4.6, we see that J, :
AP — LP(du) is r-summing.

On the other hand, combining Propositions 6.2 and 6.3 yields that
(6.6) Q) =W () =1t ()=l _(g). g€H".

Pgf PgVip Vopf

By the boundedness of P_ﬁ : Li(dvg) — A_Z and the formula (6.6), we have

Il = ||hﬁm<g>nq,ﬁ = Ps(Vos(DNas < IVos(Hellys = 1) lran-

From this and the definition of r-summing operators, we see that hf: is r-summing and
7, (W) < 7,(J,).
The norm estimate follows from this, Proposition 4.6 and (6.3). The proof is complete. O

Proposition 6.6. Let g > 2,a,8 > —1, and f € || L*(dvp). Set

1
’y:u—(n+l+a/).

Then the following statements are equivalent:
(1) A, — Li(dvy) is bounded;
(2) The function (1 = |2I*)'V,5(f)(2) is bounded;
(3) h’; : AL — Li(dvp) is r-summing for every r > 1.

Moreover; the following norm equivalences hold:
7, (W) = W = (L =1+ PY V(-
Proof. (1) = (2). By (2.6), for every z € B,

~ FW)h, ()
By (@) = T (w gy a’vﬁ(W)‘
N (1 _ |Z|2)b—(n+l+a)/pm
p, (1= (w,zgyr+leheb de(W)l
= (1 = 2P PV s(H) ().
On the other hand, by Lemma 2.2, we have
1
9« - ] q
Iy DN 5 psss | Wil )0 dgln),
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Therefore, by (2.1) we have

q

(6.7) (1 = 12ZPYVo (N < ( f |hfr-(hp,z)(w)|q dVﬁ(W))
B

(2.6)

This, together with the boundedness of hﬁ; and ||h, ||, = 1, implies that

naﬂﬁm%mM4(f%@MWW%MYﬂ%@mwﬂ%wmmmﬂ%w
B,

(2) = (3). This is a special case of Theorem 6.5 (2).
(3) = (1). This follows from the elementary fact that every r-summing operator is bounded.
Also, I]]| < m.(H)).

The proof of Proposition 6.6 is complete. O
6.2. Necessity.

Proposition 6.7. Let p,q,r > 1, a,f > =1, 6 > 0 and f € L'(dvp). Let {a} be a separated
sequence. Assume that h[; AP — L(dvg) is r-summing. Let k := 2p/(2p —2q + pq) for 1 < p <2
and 1 < g < 2 with the endpoint convention k := co when (p,q) = (1,2). Set
n+1+8 n+l+a

a  p

y =
Then the following statements hold:
(D) If1<p,qg<2,r=1,then
(1 = 1@y Vi s}
Q) Ifp>1,g=21,1<r<p, then
61 = 1Y Vig(H @M < 7K
3)Ifp>1,9=>1,r=p, then
[t =l Vs (@)

o S T,

< ﬂr(h?);

o
@ Ifp>2,q9>72, then

{1 = 1aP Vo g (D@l < 7 (H):
S) Ifp>=2,1<qg<?2, then
{1 =10 Vs (D@l < 7H)).

Proof. By the inequality (6.7), for every z € B,

1

<1—m%nwwqxa|s(f' ity Y0l dvgow))
B

(2.0)

By taking T = h? and du = dvg, we see that (1) follows from Proposition 3.1, and (2)—(5) follow
from Corollary 3.3. This completes the proof. O
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