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INVARIANT WEIGHTED BERGMAN METRICS ON DOMAINS

SUNGMIN YOO

Abstract. In this paper, we study the cases when the weighted Bergman metrics of
a domain are invariant under biholomorphisms by introducing the concept of invariant
weight assignments, focusing on two examples by Tian and Tsuji, respectively. Using
Bergman’s minimum integral method and a domain version of the Tian-Yau-Zelditch
expansion for the weighted Bergman kernels and metrics, we give an alternative proof
of uniform convergence of Tian’s sequence of Bergman kernels and metrics on uniform
squeezing domains. We also present a proof of the uniform convergence of Tsuji’s
dynamical kernel sequence on uniform squeezing domains.

1. Introduction

Bergman [1] introduced the concept of the Bergman kernel and metric for bounded
domains from the Hilbert space of L2-holomorphic functions, known as the Bergman
space. This seminal work laid the foundation for understanding complex manifolds from
the perspective of function theory. Subsequently, Kobayashi [16] extended these con-
cepts to abstract complex manifolds by considering holomorphic (n, 0)-forms, sections
of the canonical line bundle. The remarkable property of invariance under biholomor-
phisms renders the Bergman kernel form and metric canonical within the realm of
Several Complex Variables and Complex Geometry.

These concepts found further generalization to polarized manifolds, which are com-
pact complex manifolds endowed with ample line bundles [8, 26]. Their significance
became particularly pronounced in the proof of the celebrated Tian-Yau-Donaldson
conjecture [3–5, 27]. However, it is worth noting that the definition of the Bergman
kernel function in this setting is contingent upon the choice of the hermitian metric and
volume form in defining the inner product on the vector space of global sections.

Returning to the domain context, these results can be elucidated through the concept
of weighted Bergman kernels. Let Ω be a domain in C

n and dλ be the standard Lebesgue
measure. For a positive measurable function µ on Ω, consider the space

A2(Ω, µ) :=

{
u ∈ O(Ω)

∣∣∣ ‖u‖2Ω,µ :=

∫

Ω

|u|2µdλ <∞
}
.

If the weight function µ satisfies the admissible condition (e.g. continuous function),
then the above space admits the reproducing kernel, called the weighted Bergman kernel
or µ-Bergman kernel. As in the classic case (µ = 1Ω), this gives us a Kähler metric if Ω is
bounded, which is called the weighted Bergman metric or µ-Bergman metric. However,
compared to the classic Bergman metric, there has been relatively little research on the
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2 S. YOO

geometry of weighted Bergman metrics, primarily due to their lack of biholomorphic
invariance.

In this paper, we study the situation when the weighted Bergman metric is invari-
ant under biholomorphisms, For this, we introduce the concept of (biholomorphically)
invariant weight assignment. Roughly speaking, we consider an weight assignment M
for domains such that the weight function µΩ := M(Ω) only depends on the geometry
of the domain Ω (for precise statements, see Definition 3.5).

Theorem 1 (Theorem 3.7). If the assignmentM is invariant, the M-weighted Bergman
metric is invariant: gΩ,µΩ = F ∗gF (Ω),µF (Ω)

, for any biholomorphism F .

The above theorem yields that we can consider various types of biholomorphically in-
variant Kähler metrics on domains depending upon the choice of invariant assignments.
As examples, we investigate two important invariant weighted Bergman metrics follow-
ing the approaches of Tian [26] and Tsuji [28] in the setting of canonically polarized
compact manifolds.

As the first example, consider the sequence of weight functions µKE
Ω,m = det

(
gKE
Ω

)−(m−1)
,

where gKE
Ω is the Kähler-Einstein metric of the bounded pseudoconvex domain Ω.

Then, the weighted Bergman kernels KΩ,µKE
Ω,m

gives us a sequence of invariant weighted

Bergman metrics gΩ,µKE
Ω,m

. Denotes the corresponding holomorphic sectional curvature

by HΩ,µKE
Ω,m

. An appropriate normalization gives the following

Theorem 2 (Theorem 5.5). If Ω is a bounded pseudoconvex domain (with the uniform

squeezing property), then m

√
KΩ,µKE

Ω,m
, 1
m
gΩ,µKE

Ω,m
, mHΩ,µKE

Ω,m
converges (uniformly) on Ω to

det
(
gKE
Ω

)
, gKE

Ω , HgKE
Ω
, respectively, as m→ ∞.

This theorem can be considered as a noncompact version of Tian’s theorem in [26]
for domains with the Kähler-Einstein metrics. For the proof, Tian [26] constructed an
asymptotic expansion of the Bergman metric of canonically polarized manifolds using
the “peaked section” method, based on Hörmander’s theorem. For domains in Cn, this
method can be understood in terms of the weighted version of the Bergman minimum
integral method. In this paper, we present a straightforward proof of the following
domain version of the Tian-Yau-Zelditch expansion for the weighted Bergman kernels,
metrics, and curvatures, following the proofs in [18, 23, 25, 26].

Theorem 3 (Theorem 4.10). Let Ω be a pseudoconvex domain in Cn with a smooth
strictly plurisubharmonic function ϕ. Suppose that (Ω, e−ϕ) admits the positive definite
weighted Bergman metric. Fix a point p ∈ Ω and a vector X ∈ Cn. For sufficiently
large m, we have

KΩ,e−mϕ(p) =
det (ϕkl(p))

e−mϕ(p)

(m
π

)n(
1− Sϕ(p)

2m
+O

( 1

m2

))
,

gΩ,e−mϕ(p;X) = mgϕ(p;X)

(
1− Rϕ(p;X)

m
+O

( 1

m2

))
,

HΩ,e−mϕ(p;X) =
Hϕ(p;X)

m
+O

( 1

m2

)
,
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where Sϕ, Rϕ, Hϕ are the scalar, Ricci, holomorphic sectional curvature of the Kähler

metric gϕ := i∂∂ϕ, respectively.

Note that the above formula for KΩ,e−mϕ differs slightly from the compact case, since
the definition of the weighted Bergman kernel for domains depends on the standard
Euclidean coordinates. For the proof, we use a classic version of Hörmander’s theorem
for domains [13] as we use the standard Lebesgue measure dλ (the volume form of the
incomplete Euclidean metric) instead of (i∂∂ϕ)n = det (ϕkl)dλ. Note that in our case,
the metric i∂∂ϕ not necessarily to be complete on Ω.

As the second example of invariant weighted Bergman metrics, we consider an itera-
tive sequence of weighted functions, developed by Tsuji’s [28]. Set µ̃B

Ω,1 := 1Ω. For the

given weight function µ̃B
Ω,m, consider the weighted Bergman kernel KΩ,µ̃BΩ,m

of the space

A2
µ̃BΩ,m

(Ω). Define the next weight function by

µ̃B
Ω,m+1 :=

1

Cm

1

KΩ,µ̃BΩ,m

:=
(m
π

)n (
1− n

2m

) 1

KΩ,µ̃BΩ,m

.

Then the corresponding weighted Bergman metrics are invariant under biholomorphisms
(Proposition 5.6). Although we were unable to obtain the metric convergence result,
we have the following convergence result on the potential level.

Theorem 4 (Theorem 5.12). Let Ω be a uniform squeeze domain in Cn. There exists
a uniform constant C > 0 satisfying

e−
C
m det

(
gKE
Ω

)
≤ m

√
CmKΩ,µ̃BΩ,m

≤ e
C
m det

(
gKE
Ω

)
.

Hence, 1
m
log
(
CmKΩ,µ̃BΩ,m

)
uniformly converges to log

(
det
(
gKE
Ω

))
at the rate 1

m
.

For the above uniform estimate, we leverage the Tian-Yau-Zelditch expansion, as in
the proof for the case of compact canonically polarized manifolds [24, 28]. A difference
is that we adjust the normalizing factor in the definition of the dynamical system of the
Bergman kernel to achieve better convergence speed, following Berndtsson’s idea in [2]
(compare with the convergence rate ‘logm/m’ in [24]).

The results of this paper can be extended to non-compact manifolds with bounded
geometry, but we focus solely on domains here. This is because the domain theory itself
is important, especially in terms of providing numerous concrete examples.

Our paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we provide a brief overview of known
results concerning weighted Bergman kernels and metrics. In Section 3, we introduce
the concept of invariant weighted Bergman metrics. Section 4 presents a proof of the
Tian-Yau-Zelditch expansion for domains, and in Section 5, we establish a proof of
the uniform convergence of Tian and Tsuji’s weighted Bergman sequence on uniform
squeezing domains.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Professor Kang-Tae Kim for his
suggestion of this work and valuable comments. He also would like to thank Professor
Jun-Muk Hwang for his encouragement to write this paper, and Professor Bo Berndtsson
for sharing the note [2].
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2. Weighted Bergman kernel and metric

In this section, we briefly review well-known results for the classic Bergman ker-
nel,metric, and their generalization to the weighted setting including the minimum
integral method.

2.1. Weighted Bergman space, kernel, and metric. Let Ω be a domain in Cn and
dλ be the Lebesgue measure of Cn. Consider a measure dµ on Ω, which is defined by

dµ(z) := µ(z)dλ(z),

where µ(z) is a Lebesgue measurable positive real-valued function on Ω. The function
µ is called an weight function. Denote by L2(Ω, µ) the space of all Lebesgue measurable
complex-valued µ-square integrable functions on Ω, i.e.,

L2(Ω, µ) :=

{
u : Ω → C

∣∣∣ ‖u‖2Ω,µ :=

∫

Ω

|u|2dµ <∞
}
.

Then L2(Ω, µ) is a separable Hilbert space with respect to the inner product:

〈u, v〉Ω,µ :=
∫

Ω

uvdµ =

∫

Ω

uvµdλ.

Consider the linear subspace of L2(Ω, µ), which is defined by

A2(Ω, µ) := O(Ω) ∩ L2(Ω, µ),

where O(Ω) is the set of all holomorphic functions on Ω. The space A2(Ω, µ) is called
the µ-Bergman space or weighted Bergman space. Note that if A2(Ω, µ) is a closed
subspace of L2(Ω, µ), then A2(Ω, µ) is also a Hilbert space.

Definition 2.1. An weight µ on Ω is called an admissible weight function if A2(Ω, µ)
is a closed subspace of L2(Ω, µ) and for each fixed point p ∈ Ω, the functional

Φp : u→ u(p)

is a continuous linear functional on A2(Ω, µ).

The following criterion is useful to check the condition for the admissibility.

Theorem 2.2 (Pasternak-Winiarski [21,22]). An weight function µ on Ω is admissible
if and only if for any compact subset A ⊂ Ω, there is a constant CA > 0 such that for
all u ∈ A2(Ω, µ), it satisfies the following Cauchy type inequality:

sup
z∈A

|u(z)| ≤ CA ‖u‖Ω,µ .

Remark 2.3. It is well-known that the characteristic function µ := 1Ω is admissible. In
this case, A2(Ω) := A2(Ω, 1Ω) is called the (classic or unweighted) Bergman space. In
general, if µ−1 is locally integrable on Ω, then µ is admissible (cf. Pasternak-Winiarski
[21]). Therefore, every positive continuous function on Ω is admissible.
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Note that if µ is admissible, we can guarantee the existence of the kernel function
applying the Riesz representation theorem, i.e., there exists the unique function Kµ on
Ω× Ω such that for all u ∈ A2(Ω, µ), it satisfies the reproducing property:

u(z) =

∫

Ω

Kµ(z, w)u(w)dµ(w).

In this case, the function Kµ is called the µ-Bergman function or weighted Bergman
kernel function. Similarly to the classic Bergman kernel function, we have the following

Theorem 2.4 (Pasternak-Winiarski [21]). For an admissible weight µ, the weighted
Bergman kernel function Kµ satisfies the following properties.

(1) For any complete orthonormal basis {uν} and compact subset K ⊂ Ω, the series
∑

ν

uν(z)uν(w)

converges uniformly on K ×K to the weighted Bergman kernel Kµ.

(2) Kµ is conjugate symmetric: Kµ(z, w) = Kµ(w, z).
(3) Kµ is real analytic.
(4) Kµ is the integral kernel of the orthogonal projector Pµ : L2(Ω, µ) → A2(Ω, µ),

i.e., for all u ∈ L2(Ω, µ), we have

Pµ[u](z) =

∫

Ω

Kµ(z, w)u(w)dµ(w).

Remark 2.5. If µ is admissible, the µ-Bergman space A2(Ω, µ) inherits the separability
from L2(Ω, µ) hence a complete orthonormal basis always exists.

From now on, we always assume that our weight function µ is admissible on Ω. Then
we can define a symmetric tensor

gΩ,µ :=
n∑

j,k=1

gjk(z)dzj ⊗ dzk =
n∑

j,k=1

∂2 logKΩ,µ(z, z)

∂zj∂zk
dzj ⊗ dzk

for all z ∈ Ω satisfying KΩ,µ(z, z) > 0. We will call this the µ-Bergman metric or
weighted Bergman (psuedo)-metric of Ω. If gΩ,µ(z) is positive-definite for all z ∈ Ω,
we say that (Ω, µ) admits the weighted Bergman metric. In this case, the weighted
Bergman metric is a (real-analytic) Kähler metric. Denote the corresponding Bergman
length square of X =

∑n
j=1Xj

∂
∂zj

∣∣
z=p

∈ TpΩ ∼= Cn at p ∈ Ω by

gΩ,µ(p;X) :=
n∑

j,k=1

gjk(p)XjXk.

The holomorphic sectional curvature of gΩ,µ at p along X ∈ Cn is

HΩ,µ(p;X) :=

(
n∑

i,j,k,l=1

Rijkl(p)XiXjXkXl

)(
n∑

j,k=1

gjk(p)XjXk

)−2

,

where Rijkl = − ∂2gij
∂zk∂zl

+ gαβ
∂g

iβ

∂zk

∂gαj

∂zl
are coefficients of the curvature tensor of gΩ,µ.
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2.2. Bergman’s special basis and minimum integrals. Now we discuss a special
way to construct a complete orthonormal basis of A2(Ω, µ), which were developed by
Bergman (in the unweighted case). Suppose that µ is an admissible weight on Ω. Let
(z1, . . . , zn) be the standard Euclidean coordinates for Cn.

For the multi-indices α = (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Nn with |α| :=
∑n

i=1 αi , we will denote the
holomorphic derivatives of a function u by

Dαu := Dα
z u =

∂|α|

∂zα1
1 · · ·∂zαn

n

u.

Definition 2.6 (Bergman’s special basis). Fix a point p ∈ Ω. We say that a complete
orthonormal basis {uα} for A2(Ω, µ) is special at p if it satisfies that Dαuα(p) 6= 0 and
Dβuα(p) = 0 if β < α, where the order for multi-indices is given by the lexicographic
order.

For each multi-index α, define the subsets of A2
µ(Ω) := A2(Ω, µ) by

Eαµ (Ω) :=
{
u ∈ A2

µ(Ω) : D
αu(p) = 1, Dβu(p) = 0 if β < α

}

If the set Eαµ (Ω) is non-empty, one can check that there exists a L2-minimal element
vα in Eαµ (Ω). Then {uα} with uα := vα/ ‖vα‖Ω,µ is a complete orthonormal basis for

A2
µ(Ω), which is special at the point p.

Proposition 2.7. If Ω is a bounded domain with an admissible weight µ ∈ L1(Ω), then
the diagonal part of weighted Bergman kernel is positive everywhere, and the weighted
Bergman metric is positive-definite everywhere.

Proof. For the multi-indices α = (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Nn , denote the monomials (including
the constant function 1 = z0 for 0 := (0, . . . , 0)) by

zα := zα1
1 · · · zαn

n .

Since Ω is bounded and µ ∈ L1(Ω), zα ∈ Eαµ (Ω) for all α. Then, the subsets Eαµ (Ω)
are non-empty for any point p ∈ Ω so that there exists a special basis {uα} at p. The
conclusion follows from the following equalities.

KΩ,µ(p) := KΩ,µ(p, p) =
∣∣u0(p)

∣∣2 =
∣∣v0(p)

∣∣2 /
∥∥v0
∥∥2
Ω,µ

,

∂2

∂zj∂zk
logKΩ,µ(z)

∣∣∣∣
p

=
∣∣u0(p)

∣∣−2
∑

|α|=1

∂uα

∂zj
(p)

∂uα

∂zk
(p).

�

Definition 2.8. Fix a point p ∈ Ω and a nonzero vector X ∈ Cn. Define subsets:

E0
µ(Ω) :=

{
u ∈ A2

µ(Ω) : u(p) = 1
}
= E0

µ (Ω),

E1
µ(Ω) :=

{
u ∈ A2

µ(Ω) : u(p) = 0, DXu(p) = 1
}
,

E2
µ(Ω) :=

{
u ∈ A2

µ(Ω) : u(p) = 0, du(p) = 0, DXDXu(p) = 1
}
,

where DX is the directional derivative along X .
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Definition 2.9. Minimum integrals of the weighted Bergman kernels are defined by

I0Ω,µ(p) := inf
u∈E0

µ(Ω)
‖u‖2Ω,µ, I1Ω,µ(p;X) := inf

u∈E1
µ(Ω)

‖u‖2Ω,µ, I2Ω,µ(p;X) := inf
u∈E2

µ(Ω)
‖u‖2Ω,µ.

For simplicity, we will use the following notations from now on.

I0µ := I0Ω,µ(p), I1µ := I1Ω,µ(p;X), I2µ := I2Ω,µ(p;X).

D0
Xu := u, D1

Xu := DXu, D2
Xu := DXDXu.

We can generalize the Bergman-Fuks formula to the weighted cases, using the same
proof. For reader’s convenience, we briefly sketch the proof here.

Theorem 2.10 (Bergman-Fuks formula).

KΩ,µ(p) =
1

I0µ
, gΩ,µ(p;X) =

I0µ
I1µ
, HΩ,µ(p;X) = 2−

(I1µ)
2

I2µI
0
µ

.

Proof. For j = 0, 1, 2, denote the minimizer of the set E jµ(Ω) by vj. Consider an or-

thonormal basis of A2
µ(Ω) including u

j := vj/‖vj‖Ω,µ. Note that uk(p) = 0 if k > 0, and

duk(p) = 0 if k > 1. Let K := KΩ,µ, KX := DXKΩ,µ, and KX := DXKΩ,µ. Similarly,
for the directional derivatives of any function, use sub-indices. Then

K(p) = |u0(p)|2, KX(p) = u0X(p) · u0(p), KXX(p) = |u0X(p)|2 + |u1X(p)|2.
Therefore, we have

g(p;X) := gΩ,µ(p;X) =
KXX(p)K(p)−KX(p)KX(p)

K2(p)
=

|u1X(p)|2
|u0(p)|2 .

Similarly, a long and tedious computation shows that HΩ,µ(p;X) = 2− |u0(p)|2|u2XX(p)|2

|u1
X
(p)|4

.

Then, the conclusion follows from |Dj
Xu

j(p)|2 = 1/‖vj‖2Ω,µ = 1/Ijµ. �

2.3. The weighted Bergman kernel and metric of the ball. In [10], Forelli and
Rudin computed the Bergman kernel function of the unit ball Bn(1) in Cn with the
admissible weight (1−|z|2)m. Using the transformation formula (3.1), one can obtain the
weighted Bergman kernel and metric of a dilated ball. Let Bn(r) be the ball in Cn with

the radius r centered at the origin. Then, for the admissible weight µ(w) :=
(
r2−|w|2

r2

)m
,

KBn(r),µ(w) =
1

cm(r)

(
r2

r2 − |w|2
)n+m+1

,

where cm(r) denotes the weighted volume of the ball Bn(r) for integers m ≥ 0:

cm(r) :=

∫

Bn(r)

(r2 − |w|2
r2

)m
dλ(w) = (πr2)n

Γ(m+ 1)

Γ(n+m+ 1)
= (πr2)n

m!

(n+m)!
.

The corresponding weighted Bergman metric is given by

gBn(r),µ =

n∑

j,k=1

(n+m+ 1)
(r2 − |w|2)δjk + wjwk

(r2 − |w|2)2 dwj ⊗ dwk.

The holomorphic sectional curvatures of gBn(r),µ are constant HBn(r),µ(w) = − 2
n+m+1

.
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3. Invariance of the weighted Bergman kernel and metric

3.1. Transformation formula for the weighted Bergman kernels. It is well-
known that the classic Bergman kernel function satisfies the transformation formula for
biholomorphisms. In the weighted case, we can generalize it as follows.

Proposition 3.1. Let Ω and Ω′ be domains in Cn and F : Ω → Ω′ be a biholomorphism.
Let µ be an admissible weight function of Ω.

(1) Let h be a non-vanishing holomorphic function on Ω. Then the function

µ′(F (z)) := |h(z)|2µ(z)
is an admissible weight function on Ω′.

(2) In the above case, we have the following transformation formula:

(3.1) KΩ,µ(z, w) = J (F (z))h(z) ·KΩ′,µ′(F (z), F (w)) · J (F (w))h(w),

where J (F ) := det JCF is the determinant of complex Jacobian of F .

Proof. (1) Let u be a function in A2(Ω′, µ′). Set ζ = F (z). Then we have

‖u‖2Ω′,µ′ :=

∫

Ω′

|u(ζ)|2µ′(ζ)dλ(ζ) =

∫

Ω

|u(F (z))h(z)J (F (z))|2 µ(z)dλ(z).

This implies that

v(z) := u(F (z))h(z)J (F (z)) ∈ A2(Ω, µ).

Let A′ be a compact subset of Ω′ so that A := F−1(A′) is a compact subset of
Ω. Since µ is admissible, there is a constant CA > 0 such that

sup
z∈A

|v(z)| ≤ CA ‖v‖Ω,µ .

Choose CA′ := CA sup
z∈A

∣∣∣ 1
h(z)J (F (z))

∣∣∣ > 0. Then we have

sup
ζ∈A′

|u(ζ)| = sup
z∈A

∣∣∣∣v(z)
1

h(z)J (F (z))

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CA′ ‖u‖Ω′,µ′ .

By Theorem 2.2, µ′ is an admissible weight function of Ω′.

(2) Let ξ = F (w). For any function u ∈ A2(Ω, µ), we have∫

Ω

J (F (z))h(z)KΩ′,µ′(F (z), F (w))J (F (w))h(w)u(w)µ(w)dλ(w)

=

∫

Ω′

J (F (z))h(z)KΩ′,µ′(F (z), ξ)J (F (w))h(F−1(ξ))u(F−1(ξ))
µ′(ξ)dλ(ξ)

|h(F−1(ξ))J (F (w))|2

=

∫

Ω′

J (F (z))h(z)KΩ′,µ′(F (z), ξ)
(
J (F (w)) h

(
F−1 (ξ)

))−1
u(F−1(ξ))dµ′(ξ)

=J (F (z))h(z) (J (F (z))h(z))−1 u(F−1(F (z))) = u(z)

The uniqueness of the kernel function implies the equation (3.1).
�
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Remark 3.2. The above proposition is a generalization of Lemma 1 in [9] when h ≡ 1.

3.2. Invariant weighted Bergman metrics. Recall that in the unweighted case
(µΩ = 1Ω), the definitions of the classic Bergman kernel and metric depend only on the
geometry of domain Ω. One of the most important properties of the classic Bergman
metric is that it is invariant under biholomorphisms, in the sense that for any biholo-
morphism F , we have

gΩ,1Ω = F ∗gF (Ω),1F (Ω)
.

Since this invariance comes from the transformation formula of Bergman kernels under
biholomorphisms, we need to check the following weighted version, which is a general-
ization of Theorem 1 in [9] when h ≡ 1.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that (Ω, µ) and (Ω′, µ′) both admit the weighted Bergman
metrics gΩ,µ and gΩ′,µ′ respectively. Let F : Ω → Ω′ be a biholomorphism. If µ and µ′

satisfy the relation:

µ′(F (z)) = |h(z)|2µ(z)
for some non-vanishing holomorphic function h of Ω, then F is an isometry with respect
to the weighted Bergman metrics, i.e.,

gΩ,µ = F ∗gΩ′,µ′.

Proof. The transformation formula (3.1) for the weighted case implies that

KΩ,µ(z) = KΩ′,µ′(F (z))|J (F (z))h(z)|2.
By taking logarithm and mixed derivatives to both sides, we can show that

∂2

∂zj∂zk
logKΩ,µ(z) =

n∑

l,m=1

∂2

∂ζl∂ζm
logKΩ′,µ′(F (z))

∂Fl(z)

∂zj

(
∂Fm(z)

∂zk

)
.

This implies that for any non-zero vector X ∈ Cn, we have

gΩ,µ(z,X) = gΩ′,µ′(F (z), dF (X)),

as we required. �

Definition 3.4. Let D be a collection of domains in Cn and M be an assignment of
an admissible weight function µΩ := M(Ω) to each domain Ω ∈ D. We will call the
weighted Bergman kernel KΩ,µΩ “M-Bergman kernel” of Ω.
Suppose that for any domain Ω ∈ D, gµΩ is positive-definite. In this case, we will call
the weighted Bergman metric gΩ,µΩ “M-Bergman metric” of Ω.

Definition 3.5. We say that the assignment M is invariant (under biholomorphisms)
if for any biholomorphism F of Ω ∈ D, it satisfies that

µF (Ω) ◦ F = |hF |2µΩ

for some non-vanishing holomorphic function hF (depending on F ) of Ω. We say that
an invariant assignment M is canonical (of level m ∈ N

+) if it satisfies that

µF (Ω) ◦ F = |J (F )|2(m−1)µΩ.
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Remark 3.6. M and hF can be considered as a hermitian metric and the transition
function of a trivial line bundle L over Ω, respectively. In the case that L is the
canonical line bundle, the transition function is hF = J (F ).

As a corollary of Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.3, we obtain the following

Theorem 3.7. If an assignment M is invariant, the M-Bergman metric is invariant
under biholomorphisms, i.e.,

gΩ,µΩ = F ∗gF (Ω),µF (Ω)
.

If an invariant assignment M is canonical of level m, the M-Bergman kernel satisfies
the following transformation formula:

KΩ,µΩ = KF (Ω),µF (Ω)
|J (F )|2m

so that the corresponding volume form is biholomorphically invariant:

K
1
m

Ω,µΩ
(z)λ(z) = K

1
m

F (Ω),µF (Ω)
(w)λ(w),

where w = F (z).

Remark 3.8. If M is a canonical invariant assignment of level m, we will call the

normalized function K
1
m

Ω,µΩ
“M-normalized Bergman kernel” of Ω. The level m means

the tensor power of the canonical line bundle.

Example 3.9. Let Dbp be a collection of bounded pseudoconvex domains in Cn. By
the famous work of Cheng-Yau [6] and Mok-Yau [20], every Ω ∈ Dbp admits unique
complete Kähler-Einstein metric gKE

Ω . Define an admissible assignment MKE by

MKE(Ω) := e−ϕ
KE
Ω =

1

det (gKE
Ω )

.

By the uniqueness of the Kähler-Einstein metric and the volume form:

det
(
gKE
Ω (z)

)
= det

(
gKE
F (Ω)(F (z))

)
|J (F (z))|2,

Proposition 3.3 and Theorem 3.7 imply that MKE-Bergman metric is invariant under
biholomorphisms.

Example 3.10. Let Ω be a bounded domain in Cn. Then the diagonal part of the classic
Bergman kernel function KΩ is a positive smooth strictly plurisubharmonic function. Let
Db be a collection of bounded domains in Cn. Define an admissible assignment MB by

MB(Ω) :=
1

KΩ
.

By the transformation formula for Bergman kernels:

KΩ(z, z) = KF (Ω)(F (z), F (z))|J (F (z))|2,
Proposition 3.3 and Theorem 3.7 imply that MB-Bergman metric is invariant under
biholomorphisms.
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4. Estimates of the weighted Bergman kernels and metrics

In [26], Tian constructed an asymptotic expansion of the sequence of the weighted
Bergman kernels and metrics for canonically polarized manifolds. Later, this result is
improved by Ruan, Zelditch, Lu, and so on [18, 23, 32]. This is called the Tian-Yau-
Zelditch expansion. For the proof, Tian used the “peaked section” method, based on
the standard ∂-estimates for complete manifolds.

For domains in Cn, this method can be understood in terms of the weighted version
of the Bergman minimum integral method and Hörmander’s classic L2 − ∂ theorem
for domains. In this section, we present a straightforward proof of a domain version
of the Tian-Yau-Zelditch expansion for the weighted Bergman kernels, metrics, and
curvatures.

4.1. Estimates of the minimum integrals. Let Ω be a pseudoconvex domain in Cn

and ϕ be a smooth strictly plurisubharmonic function on Ω. Choose an weight function
µ := e−ϕ. Fix a point p ∈ Ω and a vector X ∈ C

n. Consider the minimum integrals of
the weighted Bergman kernels and denote the minimizers of E jµ(Ω) ⊂ A2

µ(Ω) by v
j, i.e.,

Ijµ := inf
u∈Ej

µ(Ω)
‖u‖2Ω,µ = ‖vj‖2Ω,µ.

Since it is hard to obtain the explicit minimizer vj ∈ E jµ(Ω) in general, we will approxi-
mate it by another function via the following slight variant of Hörmander’s theorem to
construct a holomorphic function in E jµ(Ω).
Theorem 4.1 (Theorem 5 in [11]). Let Ω be a pseudoconvex domain in Cn, and let ψ be
a plurisubharmonic function in Ω. Suppose that g is a ∂-closed C∞-smooth (0, 1)-form
which has a compact support on some open subset U ⊂ Ω. If there exists a positive
constant C such that

ψ(z)− C|z|2
is plurisubharmonic on U , then there exists a C∞-smooth function u ∈ L2(Ω, e−ψ)
solving ∂u = g and satisfying∫

Ω

|u|2e−ψdλ ≤ 1

C

∫

U

|g|2e−ψdλ.

Using Theorem 4.1 with a similar technique used in the localization lemma of mini-
mum integrals (cf. [12,14]), we can construct an explicit holomorphic function in E jµ(Ω)
as follows:

Let U, V be bounded neighborhoods of p satisfying V ⊂⊂ U ⊂⊂ Ω. Choose a cut-off
function χU ∈ C∞

c (U) such that χU = 1 on V and 0 ≤ χU ≤ 1 on U . Let j′ be any
integer j′ > j. Consider an upper-bounded function ξ on Ω satisfying eξ ≤ CΩ and

(4.1) eξ(z) := O
(
|z − p|2(n+j′)

)
near p.

By the boundedness of U and V , we may assume that on U\V ,

|∂χU |2e−ξ ≤ CU\V

for some positive constant CU\V > 0.
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Proposition 4.2. Suppose that ψ := ϕ+ ξ is plurisubharmonic on Ω, and

ψ(z)− CU |z|2

is plurisubharmonic on U for some positive constant CU . Let η
j ∈ E jµ(W ) be a function

on some neighborhood W of p satisfying U ⊂ W ⊂ Ω. Then, there exists a holomorphic
function ûj ∈ E jµ(Ω) satisfying

‖ûj − χU · ηj‖2Ω,µ ≤ C‖ηj‖2U\V,µ,

where C depends only on CΩ, CU\V , CU .

Proof. Apply Theorem 4.1 with a ∂-closed C∞-smooth (0, 1)-form g, defined by

g := ∂
(
χU · ηj

)
.

Then there exists a C∞-smooth function uj ∈ L2(Ω, e−ψ) solving ∂u = g and satisfying

(4.2)

∫

Ω

|uj|2e−ψdλ ≤ 1

CU

∫

U\V

|∂χU |2|ηj|2e−ψdλ ≤ CU\V

CU

∫

U\V

|ηj|2e−ϕdλ.

Since the right hand side integral is finite by assumption, the left hand side integral
∫

Ω

|uj|2e−ψdλ =

∫

Ω

|uj|2
eξ

e−ϕdλ

is also finite. This with the property (4.1) implies that Dαuj(p) = 0, for all α =
(α1, . . . , αn) with |α| ≤ j. Then the function ûj, defined by

ûj := χU · ηj − uj

satisfies that
Dαûj(p) = Dαηj(p),

for all α = (α1, . . . , αn) with |α| ≤ j. Since eξ ≤ CΩ, the L
2-estimate (4.2) implies that

(4.3) ‖ûj − χU · ηj‖2Ω,µ = ‖uj‖2Ω,µ ≤ CΩCU\V

CU
‖ηj‖2U\V,µ,

as we required. �

Remark 4.3. In the localization lemma of minimum integrals for domains (cf. [12, 14]),
the plurisubharmonic function ξ(z) := log |z − p|2(n+j′) is usually applied so that the
constant C depends on the distance from p to boundary of Ω. However, we want to
prove results for not only the pointwise convergence but also the uniform convergence
in this paper. Therefore, we will use a modified function ξ by an appropriate cut-off
function, following Tian’s idea in [26].

Note that since vj is the minimizer of E jµ(Ω) ⊂ A2
µ(Ω), we have an upper bound

estimate for the minimum integral:

Ijµ := ‖vj‖2Ω,µ ≤ ‖ûj‖2Ω,µ ≤ ‖ηj‖2U,µ + C‖ηj‖2U\V,µ.

For a sharp estimate of ‖ηj‖2µ, we will change the coordinates locally so that µ = e−ϕ

has good representation, using the following finite order approximation of the Bochner
coordinates (or K-coordinates). For later uses, we present a proof with details here.



INVARIANT WEIGHTED BERGMAN METRICS 13

Lemma 4.4. There exist a neighborhood W of p and an injective holomorphic map
f : W → Bn(rp) with f(p) = 0 such that for a holomorphic function h : W → C, the
Taylor expansion of the function

Φ := (ϕ− 2Re(h)) ◦ f−1

at the origin in the new coordinate system w = (w1, . . . .wn) = f(z) satisfies that

Φ(w) = |w|2 + 1

4

n∑

i,j,k,l=1

Φijkl(0)wiwjwkwl +O(|w|5),

where O(|w|5) denotes terms which are at least quintic in w,w-variables. Moreover, the
radius rp only depends on values

{Dα
z ϕjk(p)},

for all α = (α1, . . . , αn) with 0 ≤ |α| ≤ 2 and j, k = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. Let ζ := z − p. The Taylor expansion of ϕ at p is

ϕ(z) = h(z) + h(z) +

n∑

i,j=1

ϕij(p)ζiζj +

n∑

k=1

(
ζkhk(z) + ζkhk(z)

)

+
n∑

i,j,k,l=1

1

4
ϕijkl(p)ζiζjζkζl +O(|z − p|5),

where

h(z) :=
1

2
ϕ(p) +

∑

1≤|α|≤4

Dα
z ϕ(p)

|α|! (z − p)α and hk(z) :=
∑

2≤|α|≤3

Dα
z ϕk(p)

|α|! (z − p)α.

Then the function
φ(z) := ϕ(z)− h(z)− h(z)

satisfies that for all α, β with 0 ≤ |α| ≤ 4, 1 ≤ |β| ≤ 3, we have

(4.4) Dα
z φ(p) = 0, and Dβ

zφk(p) = Dβ
zϕk(p).

Define w = f(z) = (f1(z), . . . , fn(z)) by

(4.5) fj(z) :=

n∑

k=1

√
ϕkj(p)




∑

1≤|α|≤3

Dα
z ϕk(p)

|α|! (z − p)α



 ,

where
(√

ϕkj(p)
)
is the matrix whose square is the inverse matrix of

(
ϕjk(p)

)
. Consider

the Taylor coefficients of the function

Φ(w) := (ϕ− 2Re(h)) ◦ f−1(w) = φ ◦ f−1(w) = φ(z).

Then a direct computation with (4.4) and (4.5) implies that

Φij(0) = δij, Dα
wΦ(p) = 0, and Dβ

wΦk(p) = Dβ
wΦk(p) = 0,

for all α, β with 0 ≤ |α| ≤ 4, 1 ≤ |β| ≤ 3, as we required. �
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Remark 4.5. One can check that the coordinates w = (w1, . . . .wn) = f(z) are Kähler
normal coordinates of the Kähler metric i∂∂Φ = i∂∂ϕ. If the given strictly plurisub-
harmonic function ϕ is real-analytic, we can construct a better coordinate system in
the sense that Dα

wΦjk(0) = 0 for all α with |α| ≥ 1. This is called the Bochner normal
coordinates (or K-coordinates), unique up to unitary linear transformations. In fact, we
can express the coordinate transform explicitly in terms of the polarization ϕ(z, ζ) of
the given analytic function ϕ(z) = ϕ(z, z):

wj(z) =

n∑

k=1

√
ϕkj(p)

{
∂

∂ζk

∣∣∣
ζ=p

ϕ(z, ζ)− ∂

∂ζk

∣∣∣
ζ=p

ϕ(ζ, ζ)

}
.

In the case that the potential function ϕ is the logarithm of the classic Bergman ker-
nel function, the Bochner normal coordinates are called the Bergman representative
coordinates (See [31]).

Since (w1, . . . , wn) is a holomorphic normal coordinate system of the Kähler metric
gϕ := i∂∂ϕ = i∂∂Φ and Φ is a potential function, one can check that

−Φijkl(0) =

n∑

α,β,γ,σ=1

(
−ϕαβγσ + ϕµνϕανγϕµβσ

) ∂zα
∂wi

∂zβ
∂wj

∂zγ
∂wk

∂zσ
∂wl

∣∣∣
z=p

,

are the local expressions of the curvature 4-tensor, i.e.,

Rijkl(w)dwi ⊗ dwj ⊗ dwk ⊗ dwl = Rαβγσ(z)dzα ⊗ dzβ ⊗ dzγ ⊗ dzσ,

where Rijkl(w) := −Φijkl(w). Denote the Ricci and holomorphic sectional curvature at p

alongX by Sϕ(p), Rϕ(p;X) andHϕ(p;X), respectively. For instance, if ∂
∂w1

∣∣
0
= df(X|p),

then
Hϕ(p;X) := R1111(p) = −Φ1111(0),

Rϕ(p;X) :=

n∑

i=1

R11ii(p) = −
n∑

i=1

Φ11ii(0).

The scalar curvature is given by

Sϕ(p) :=

n∑

i,j=1

Riijj(0) = −
n∑

i,j=1

Φiijj(0).

4.2. Tian’s sequence of Bergman kernels and metrics. Let Ω be a pseudoconvex
domain in Cn and ϕ be a smooth strictly plurisubharmonic function on Ω. Consider a
sequence of weight functions µm+1 := e−mϕ for non-negative integers m ≥ 0, and the
corresponding weighted Bergman spaces

A2
µm+1

(Ω) = A2(Ω, e−mϕ).

Fix a point p ∈ Ω and a vector X ∈ Cn. For j = 0, 1, 2, consider the minimum integrals
of the weighted Bergman kernels and denote the minimizers of E jµm+1

(Ω) by vjm+1, i.e.,

Ijµm+1
:= inf

u∈Ej
µm+1

‖u‖2µm+1
= ‖vjm+1‖2µm+1

.



INVARIANT WEIGHTED BERGMAN METRICS 15

For an upper estimate of the minimum integral, we will apply Propostion 4.2 with some
suitable function ηj = ηjm+1 ∈ E jµm+1

(W ), defined on some neighborhood W ⊂ Ω of p.

Proposition 4.6. There exists m0 > 0 such that for all m ≥ m0, there is a holomorphic
function ûjm+1 ∈ E jm+1(Ω) satisfying

(4.6) ‖ûjm+1‖2µm+1
=

e−mϕ(p)

det (ϕkl(p))

1

(gϕ(p;X))j
· 1

j!mj

( π
m

)n(
1 +

cj
m

+O
( 1

m2

))
,

and the constants cj are given by

c0 =
Sϕ(p)

2
, c1 =

Sϕ(p) + 2Rϕ(p;X)

2
, c2 =

Sϕ(p) + 4Rϕ(p;X) +Hϕ(p;X)

2
,

where gϕ(p;X) is the length square of X with respect to the Kähler metric gϕ := i∂∂ϕ.

Proof. Note that by definition, u ∈ E jµm+1
(Ω) implies that Dj

cX

(
1
cj
u
)
= 1 for any con-

stant c > 0. Therefore, we may assume that by normalizing X ,

gϕ(p;X) = |X|2
i∂∂ϕ

= 1.

Let f be the holomorphic mapping, and let W be the neighborhood of p in Lemma 4.4.
Consider neighborhoods Vm ⊂ Um ⊂W of p such that

f(Vm) = Bn(rm/2) ⊂ f(Um) = Bn(rm) ⊂ f(W ) = Bn(rp).

The radius rm will be chosen later so that rm ց 0 as m → ∞. Define a holomorphic
function ηjm+1 on W by

ηjm+1(z) :=
1

j!emh(p)J (f(p))
(f1(z))

jemh(z)J (f(z)),

where h and f(z) = (f1(z), . . . , fn(z)) are the holomorphisms in Lemma 4.4. We may
further assume that dfp(X) and ∂

∂w1
are parallel by modifying f via an unitary linear

transform. Then
ηjm+1 ∈ E jµm+1

(W ).

Let χ : [0,∞) → [0, 1] be a cut-off function satisfying χ(t) = 1 for t ≤ 1
2
, χ(t) = 0 for

t ≥ 1, 0 ≤ −χ′(t) ≤ 4, and |χ′′(t)| ≤ 8. Then the function

χUm
(z) := χ(|f(z)|/rm) ∈ C∞

c (Um)

satisfies that χUm
= 1 on Vm and 0 ≤ χUm

≤ 1 on Um. Define a non-positive function
ξm on Ω by

ξm := (n + j′)χUm
· log(|f |2/r2m).

Then the definition (4.5) implies that there exists a positive constant Cϕ(p), depending
only derivatives of ϕjk(p), satisfying

|f(z)|2 = |w|2 ≤ Cϕ(p)|z − p|2.
A direct computation shows that for a constant C ′ = C ′

ϕ(p) > 0, independent of m,

ξm +
C ′(n+ j′)

r2m
|z|2
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is plurisubharmonic. Consider the function

ψm := mϕ + ξm =

(
mϕ− C ′(n+ j′)

r2m
|z|2
)
+

(
ξm +

C ′(n+ j′)

r2m
|z|2
)
.

Note that since ϕ is strictly plurisubharmonic on Ω, there exists a positive constant
C ′′ = C ′′(ϕ,W ) such that ϕ− C ′′|z|2 is plurisubharmonic on W ⊂⊂ Ω. Then,

ψm −
(
C ′′m− C ′(n+ j′)

r2m

)
|z|2

is plurisubharmonic on Um ⊂ W . Now take r2m := (logm)2

m
. For sufficiently large m,

there exists a positive constant C, independent of m such that

CUm
:= C ′′m− C ′(n + j′)

r2m
= m

(
C ′′ − C ′(n+ j′)

(logm)2

)
>
m

C

is positive, and ψm is plurisubharmonic on Ω. Then, we can apply Proposition 4.2 with
ηjm and ψm. Note that

|∂χUm
|2e−ξm ≤ Crm

on Um\Vm. Proposition 4.2 implies that there exists a holomorphic function

ûjm+1 := χUm
· ηjm+1 − ujm+1 ∈ E jµm+1

(Ω)

satisfying

‖ûjm+1‖2Ω,µm+1
= ‖χUm

· ηjm+1‖2Ω,µm+1
− 2Re〈χUm

· ηjm+1, u
j
m+1〉Ω,µm+1 + ‖ujm+1‖2Ω,µm+1

,

and

‖ujm+1‖2Ω,µm+1
≤ C

(logm)2
‖ηjm+1‖2Um\Vm,µm+1

.

Note that for any neighborhood U ⊂W ,

‖ηjm+1‖2U,µm+1
=

1

|j!emh(p)J (f(p))|2
∫

U

∣∣(f1(z))j
∣∣2 e−m(ϕ−2Re(h)) |J (f(z))|2 dλ(z)

=
e−mϕ(p)

(j!)2 det (ϕkl(p))

∫

f(U)

∣∣(w1)
j
∣∣2 e−mΦ(w)dλ(w),

since 2Re(h(p)) = ϕ(p) and |J (f(p))|2 = det (ϕkl(p)) (see the proof of Lemma 4.4).
On the other hand, the Taylor expansion of Φ implies that

(4.7) e−mΦ(w) = e−m|w|2

(
1− m

4

n∑

i,j,k,l=1

Φijkl(0)wiwjwkwl − O(m|w|5)
)
.

so that we have∫

Bn(rm)\Bn(rm/2)

∣∣(w1)
j
∣∣2 e−mΦ(w)dλ(w) = O

(
e−mr

2
m

)
= O

(
m− logm

)
= O

(
m−r

)
,

for any r > 0. This implies that

‖ûjm+1‖2Ω,µm+1
=

e−mϕ(p)

(j!)2 det (ϕkl(p))

(∫

Bn(rm)

∣∣∣∣χ
( |w|
rm

)
(w1)

j

∣∣∣∣
2

e−mΦ(w)dλ(w) +O
(
m−r

)
)
.
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Note that

∫

Bn( rm
2

)

∣∣(w1)
j
∣∣2 e−mΦdλ ≤

∫

Bn(rm)

∣∣∣∣χ
( |w|
rm

)
(w1)

j

∣∣∣∣
2

e−mΦdλ ≤
∫

Bn(rm)

∣∣(w1)
j
∣∣2 e−mΦdλ,

and
∫

B(0,rm)

|wα|2e−m|w|2dλ =

∫

Cn

|wα|2e−m|w|2dλ+O(m−r).

Hence, we can use the following Laplace type integral:

(m
π

)n ∫

Cn

|wα|2e−m|w|2dλ =
α1! · · ·αn!
mα1+···+αn

=:
α!

m|α|
.

Therefore, with the condition gϕ(p;X) = 1, we have

‖ûjm+1‖2µm+1
=

e−mϕ(p)

det (ϕkl(p))

1

j!mj

( π
m

)n(
1 +

cj
m

+O
( 1

m2

))
,

Finally, the conclusion follows from the below lemma. �

Lemma 4.7. The constants are given by

c0 =
Sϕ(p)

2
, c1 =

Sϕ(p) + 2Rϕ(p;X)

2
, c2 =

Sϕ(p) + 4Rϕ(p;X) +Hϕ(p;X)

2
.

Proof. Note that

cj
m

= −j!mjm

4

(m
π

)n n∑

i,t,k,l=1

{
Φitkl(0)

∫

Cn

|wj1|2wiwtwkwle−m|w|2 dλ

}
.

For any multi-indices α 6= β, we have
∫
Cn w

αwβe−m|w|2dλ = 0. This implies that

n∑

i,j,k,l=1

∫

Cn

Φijkl(0)wiwjwkwl e
−m|w|2dλ

=

∫

Cn

n∑

i=1

Φiiii(0)|wi|4e−m|w|2dλ+

∫

Cn

∑

i 6=j

(
Φiijj(0) + Φijji(0)

)
|wi|2|wj|2e−m|w|2dλ

=
( π
m

)n 1

m2

{
2

n∑

i=1

Φiiii(0) +
∑

i 6=j

(
Φiijj(0) + Φijji(0)

)
}

=
( π
m

)n 2

m2

∑

i,j

Φiijj(0) = −
( π
m

)n 2

m2
Sϕ(p).
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Therefore, c0 = Sϕ(p)/2. The constant c1 can be computed by
n∑

i,j,k,l=1

∫

Cn

Φijkl(0)|w1|2wiwjwkwl e−m|w|2dλ

=

∫

Cn

Φ1111(0)|w1|6e−m|w|2dλ+

∫

Cn

∑

i≥2

Φiiii(0)|w1|2|wi|4e−m|w|2dλ

+

∫

Cn

∑

i≥2

(Φ11ii(0) + Φii11(0) + Φ1ii1(0) + Φi11i(0)) |w1|4|wi|2e−m|w|2dλ

+

∫

Cn

∑

i 6=j≥2

(
Φiijj(0) + Φijji(0)

)
|w1|2|wi|2|wj|2e−m|w|2dλ

=
( π
m

)n 1

m3

{
6Φ1111(0) + 2

∑

i≥2

Φiiii(0) + 8
∑

i≥2

Φ11ii(0) + 2
∑

i 6=j≥2

Φiijj(0)

}

=
( π
m

)n 1

m3

{
4Φ1111(0) + 2

n∑

i=1

Φiiii(0) + 4
∑

i≥2

Φ11ii(0) + 2
∑

i 6=j

Φiijj(0)

}

=
( π
m

)n 1

m3

{
4

n∑

i=1

Φ11ii(0) + 2
∑

i,j

Φiijj(0)

}
= −

( π
m

)n 1

m3
(4Rϕ(p;X) + 2Sϕ(p)) ,

Similarly, one can show that
n∑

i,j,k,l=1

∫

Cn

Φijkl(0)|w1|4wiwjwkwl e−m|w|2dλ

=−
( π
m

)n 1

m4
(4Hϕ(p;X) + 16Rϕ(p;X) + 4Sϕ(p)) .

�

Define sub-spaces of the weighted Bergman space Hm := A2
µm(Ω) of co-dimension 1:

H0
m := {u ∈ Hm : u(p) = 0} ,

H1
m :=

{
u ∈ H0

m : DXu(p) = 0
}
,

H2
m :=

{
u ∈ H1

m : DXDXu(p) = 0
}
.

The following proposition shows that the function ûjm is asymptotically orthogonal to
the subspace Hj

m as m→ ∞.

Proposition 4.8. For all v ∈ Hj
m+1, we have

(4.8) |〈ûjm+1, v〉µm+1 | = O
( 1

m

)
‖ûjm+1‖µm+1‖v‖µm+1 .

Proof. Let v be a function in Hj
m+1. On W , we can represent v as

v(z) =
v(z)

emh(z)J (f(z))
emh(z)J (f(z)) =: ṽ(f(z)) emh(z)J (f(z)).
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As in Proposition 4.6, we may assume that dfp(X) = ∂
∂w1

. Since v ∈ Hj
m+1,

(4.9)

(
∂

∂w1

)k
ṽ(0) = 0, for all 0 ≤ k ≤ j.

Recall that
ûjm+1 := χUm

· ηjm+1 − ujm+1 ∈ E jµm+1
(Ω)

and

ηjm+1(z) =
1

j!emh(p)J (f(p))
(f1(z))

jemh(z)J (f(z)) =: c(p,m)(f1(z))
jemh(z)J (f(z)).

Using the Taylor expansion (4.7), we can show that

〈ûjm+1, v〉µm+1 = 〈χUm
· ηjm+1 − ujm+1, v〉Ω,µm+1

= 〈χUm
· ηjm+1, v〉Um,µm+1 − 〈ujm+1, v〉Ω,µm+1

= c(p,m)

∫

B(0,rm)

wj1 ṽ(w)e
−m|w|2

(
1 +O(m|w|4)

)
dλ+O(m−r)‖v‖µm+1 .

Note that the condition (4.9) implies that
∫

B(0,rm)

wj1 ṽ(w)e
−m|w|2dλ = 0.

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the integral, we obtain
∣∣∣
∫

B(0,rm)

c(p,m)wj1 ṽ(w)e
−m|w|2O(m|w|4)dλ

∣∣∣

≤ C

(
m2

∫

B(0,rm)

|c(p,m)|2|wj1|2|w|8e−mΦ(w)dλ

) 1
2

‖v‖µm+1

≤ C

m
‖ûjm‖µm+1‖v‖µm+1,

as we required. �

Lemma 4.9. Let vjm+1 be the minimizers of E jµm+1
, i.e., Ijµm+1

= ‖vjm+1‖2µm+1
for j =

0, 1, 2. Then, we have
(
1− O

(
1

m2

))
‖ûjm+1‖2µm+1

≤ ‖vjm+1‖2µm+1
≤ ‖ûjm+1‖2µm+1

.

Proof. Choose an orthogonal basis {vkm+1}∞k=0 of the weighted Bergman space A2
µm+1

(Ω)

including the minimizers v0m+1, v
1
m+1, v

2
m+1. Consider an orthogonal decomposition:

ûjm+1 =

j∑

k=0

akv
k
m+1 + ṽj+1

m+1,

where ṽj+1
m+1 ∈ Hj

m+1. Since v
j
m ∈ E jm, we have aj = 1, and ak = 0 if 0 ≤ k < j so that

ûjm+1 = vjm+1 + ṽj+1
m+1,
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and vjm+1 is orthogonal to ṽj+1
m+1. Proposition 4.8 implies that

‖ṽj+1
m+1‖2 = ‖ûjm+1 − vjm+1‖2 = 〈ûjm+1, û

j
m+1 − vjm+1〉 ≤

C

m
‖ûjm+1‖‖ṽj+1

m+1‖

so that

‖ṽj+1
m+1‖2 ≤

C

m2
‖ûjm+1‖2.

The conclusion follows from the following:

‖vjm+1‖2 = ‖ûjm+1‖2 − ‖ṽj+1
m+1‖2 ≥

(
1− C

m2

)
‖ûjm+1‖2.

�

We have the following asymptotic expansion for the sequence of the weighted Bergman
kernels, metrics, and curvatures with respect to the weight µm+1 := e−mϕ.

Theorem 4.10. Let Ω be a pseudoconvex domain in Cn with a smooth strictly plurisub-
harmonic function ϕ. Suppose that (Ω, e−ϕ) admits the positive definite weighted Bergman
metric. Fix a point p ∈ Ω and a vector X ∈ Cn. There exists m0 > 0 such that for all
m ≥ m0, we have

KΩ,µm+1(p) =
det (ϕkl(p))

e−mϕ(p)

(m
π

)n(
1− Sϕ(p)

2m
+O

( 1

m2

))
,

gΩ,µm+1(p;X) = mgϕ(p;X)

(
1− Rϕ(p;X)

m
+O

( 1

m2

))
,

HΩ,µm+1(p;X) =
Hϕ(p;X)

m
+O

( 1

m2

)
.

Proof. Let vjm+1 be minimizers of E jµm+1
, i.e., Ijµm+1

= ‖vjm+1‖2µm+1
. Proposition 4.6 and

Lemma 4.9 imply that

Ijµm+1
=

e−mϕ(p)

det (ϕkl(p))

1

gϕ(p;X)j
1

j!mj

( π
m

)n(
1 +

cj
m

+O
( 1

m2

))
.

Then, the conclusion follows from the Bergman-Fuks formula in Theorem 2.10:

KΩ,µm+1(p) =
1

I0µm+1

, gΩ,µm+1(p;X) =
I0µm+1

I1µm+1

, HΩ,µm+1(p;X) = 2−
(I1µm+1

)2

I2µm+1
I0µm+1

.

�

Corollary 4.11. For µm := e−(m−1)ϕ, we have the following

KΩ,µm(p) = emϕ(p)
det (ϕkl(p))

eϕ(p)

(m
π

)n(
1− Sϕ(p) + 2n

2m
+ O

( 1

m2

))
,

gΩ,µm(p;X) = mgϕ(p;X)

(
1− Rϕ(p;X) + 1

m
+O

( 1

m2

))
,

HΩ,µm(p;X) =
Hϕ(p;X)

m
+O

( 1

m2

)
.
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Proof. Use the following modification:

Ijµm =
e−(m−1)ϕ(p)

det (ϕkl(p))

1

gϕ(p;X)j
1

j!(m− 1)j

(
π

m− 1

)n(
1 +

cj
m− 1

+O
( 1

(m− 1)2

))

=
e−(m−1)ϕ(p)

det (ϕkl(p))

1

(gϕ(p;X))j
1

j!mj

( π
m

)n(
1 +

cj + n + j

m
+O

( 1

m2

))
.

�

Corollary 4.12. As m→ ∞, we have the following pointwise convergences:

m
√
KΩ,µm(p) → eϕ(p),

1

m
gΩ,µm(p;X) → gϕ(p;X), mHΩ,µm(p;X) → Hϕ(p;X).

Remark 4.13. The convergence speed at p depends on the big O-terms in the previous
Theorem, which are determined by the derivatives {Dα

z ϕjk(p)} of the metric gϕ = i∂∂ϕ,

and the constant C ′′, the lower bound of eigenvalues of the levi form i∂∂ϕ on W .

In [26], Tian proved the C2-convergence of the sequence of weighted Bergman metrics
(C4-convergence of the sequence of the weighted Bergman kernels) for compact polarized
manifolds. Later, Ruan [23] and Zelditch [32], respectively improved this results up to
to C∞ level. Since this is a local statement (pointwise convergence), the same result
also holds for the non-compact case. Therefore, the convergence in Corollary 4.12 can
be improved up to all Ck-derivatives of the weighted Bergman kernels.

5. Convergence of invariant weighted Bergman sequences

For compact manifolds, the pointwise convergence implies the uniform convergence.
More generally, it is known that the convergence of Tian’s sequence is uniform if the
given (possibly non-compact) manifold satisfies the conditions of the bounded geometry
(cf. [19]). Bounded domains in Cn with the properties of uniformly squeezing [30] (also
called the holomorphic homogeneous regular [17]) belong to this category. The proof
of the uniform convergence in this case is much simpler thanks to the existence of the
global coordinates and the transformation formula for weighted Bergman kernels.

In this section, we will focus two sequences of the weighted Bergman kernels, devel-
oped by Tian and Tsuji respectively. They are important examples in the sense that
these sequences converge to the volume form of the unique Kähler-Einstein metric, and
the corresponding weighted Bergman metrics are biholomorphically invariant. Since we
will prove the uniform convergence of these sequences on uniform squeezing domains,
we first briefly review known related results.

5.1. Uniform squeezing domains.

Definition 5.1. A (bounded) domain Ω ⊂ Cn is called an uniform squeezing domain
if for any point p ∈ Ω, there exist r ∈ (0, 1] (independent of p) and a biholomorphism
Fp on Ω satisfying Fp(p) = 0 and

B
n(r) ⊂ Ωp ⊂ B

n(1),

where Ωp := Fp(Ω). The supremum of such r ∈ (0, 1] is called the uniform squeezing
number.
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Remark 5.2. There are many important examples of bounded domains satisfying the
uniform squeezing property such as homogeneous domains, convex domains, strongly
pseudoconvex domains (see [7, 15, 30]).

Recall that by the famous theorem by Cheng-Yau [6] and Mok-Yau [20], every
bounded pseudoconvex domain Ω admits the unique complete Kähler-Einstein metric

gKE
Ω = gKE

Ω,αβ
(z)dzα ⊗ dzβ

satisfying
Rαβ = −gKE

Ω,αβ
,

where Rαβ := − ∂2

∂zα∂zβ
log det(gKE

Ω,γδ
) is the Ricci tensor of the metric gKE

Ω . Then a

potential function of the Kähler-Einstein metric, defined by

ϕKE
Ω := log det(gKE

Ω ),

is smooth strictly plurisubharmonic on Ω, where (gKE
Ω ) denotes the matrix representa-

tion of the Kähler-Eintstein metric with respect to the standard Euclidean coordinates
for Cn ⊃ Ω.

Theorem 5.3 (Yeung [30]). Let Ω be a uniform squeezing domain in Cn. Then Ω is
pseudoconvex so that admits the unique complete Kähler-Einstein metric gKE

Ω . More-
over, (Ω, gKE

Ω ) has bounded geometry of infinite order in the sense that for every positive
integer k, there exists a positive constant Ck (independent of p) satisfying

‖ϕKE
Ωp

‖Ck(Bn(r/2)) ≤ Ck,

where

ϕKE
Ωp

(Fp(z)) := log det(gKE
Ωp

(Fp(z))) = log(det(gKE
Ω (z))/|J (Fp(z))|2).

5.2. Tian’s Bergman sequence related to KE metric. Let Dbp be a collection of
bounded pseudoconvex domains in C

n. Define a sequence of admissible assignments
MKE

m on Dbp for m ∈ N+ by

MKE
m (Ω) := µKE

Ω,m := e−(m−1)ϕKE
Ω =

1

det (gKE
Ω )

(m−1)
,

for Ω ∈ Dbp. Denote the MKE
m -Bergman kernel by KKE

Ω,m := KΩ,µKE
Ω,m

and the MKE
m -

Bergman metric by gKE
Ω,m := gΩ,µKE

Ω,m
, and the curvature by HKE

Ω,m := HΩ,µKE
Ω,m

.

Proposition 5.4. The assignment MKE
m is invariant and canonical of level m so that

the MKE
m -Bergman metrics are invariant under biholomorphisms.

Proof. Let Ω ∈ Dbp be a bounded pseudoconvex domain. By the uniqueness of the
Kähler-Einstein metric and the volume form, for any biholomorphism F , we have

det
(
gKE
Ω (z)

)m
= det

(
gKE
F (Ω)(F (z))

)m |J (F (z))|2m.
This implies that

µKE
F (Ω),m+1(F (z)) =

1

det(gKE
F (Ω)(F (z)))

m =
|J (F (z))|2m
det (gKE

Ω (z))
m = |J (F (z))|2mµKE

Ω,m+1(z).
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Therefore, the assignment MKE
m is invariant and canonical of level m. Theorem 3.7

imply that MKE
m -Bergman metrics are invariant under biholomorphisms. �

Consider the sequence of MKE
m -normalized Bergman kernels, metrics, and curvatures:

K̃KE
Ω,m := m

√
KKE

Ω,m, g̃KE
Ω,m :=

1

m
gKE
Ω,m, and H̃KE

Ω,m := mHKE
Ω,m.

Let ϕ := ϕKE
Ω = log det(gKE

Ω ). Then gϕ = i∂∂ϕ = gKE
Ω and Hϕ = HKE

Ω := HgKE
Ω
.

Therefore, Corollary 4.11 and Corollary 4.12 imply the pointwise convergences for the
above sequences. For uniform squeezing domains, in fact, the convergences are uniform.

Theorem 5.5. If Ω has the uniform squeezing property, we have the following uniform
convergences:

K̃KE
Ω,m → det

(
gKE
Ω

)
, g̃KE

Ω,m → gKE
Ω , H̃KE

Ω,m → HKE
Ω := HgKE

Ω
,

as m→ ∞.

Proof. The transformation formula for the uniform squeezing map Fp implies that

KKE
Ω,m(p) = KKE

Ωp,m(0)|J (Fp(p))|2m.
Therefore, for arbitrary point p ∈ Ω, we have

KKE
Ω,m(p)

det (gKE
Ω (p))

m =
KKE

Ωp,m(0)

det(gKE
Ωp

(0))
m .

Apply Corollary 4.11 to Ωp with ϕ
KE
Ωp

= log det(gKE
Ωp

) at the origin, we obtain

KKE
Ωp,m(0)

det(gKE
Ωp

(0))
m =

KKE
Ωp,m(0)

e
mϕKE

Ωp
(0)

=
(m
π

)n(
1− n

2m
+O

( 1

m2

))
,

since det (ϕKE
Ωp

(0)) = e
ϕKE
Ωp

(0)
and SϕKE

Ωp
(0) = −n by the Kähler-Einstein condition. Tak-

ing the m-th root to the above equation, we have

K̃KE
Ω,m

det(gKE
Ω )

(p) =
(m
π

) n
m

(
1− n

2m
+O

( 1

m2

)) 1
m

.

Similarly, Corollary 4.11 implies that

g̃KE
Ω,m = gKE

Ω

(
1 +O

(
1

m2

))
, H̃KE

Ω,m = HKE
Ω

(
1 +O

(
1

m

))

Finally, the conclusion follows from Remark 4.13 and Theorem 5.3. �
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5.3. Tsuji’s iterative Bergman sequence. Let Ω be a bounded domain in Cn. De-
fine a sequence of weight functions µB

Ω,m form ≥ 1 inductively as follows. Set µB
Ω,1 := 1Ω.

For the given admissible weight µB
Ω,m, consider the weighted Bergman space

A2
Bm

(Ω) := A2
µBΩ,m

(Ω) = A2(Ω, µB
Ω,m).

Denotes the corresponding weighted Bergman kernel of A2
Bm

(Ω) by

KB
Ω,m := KΩ,µBΩ,m

.

Define the next admissible weight function by

µB
Ω,m+1 :=

1

KB
Ω,m

=
1

KΩ,µBΩ,m

.

Inductively, consider the weighted Bergman space with respect to the above weight:

A2
Bm+1

(Ω) := A2
µBΩ,m+1

(Ω) = A2(Ω,
1

KB
Ω,m

).

Denotes the weighted Bergman metric of the kernel KB
Ω,m by

gBΩ,m := gΩ,µBΩ,m
.

Let Db be a collection of bounded domains in Cn. Define a sequence of admissible
assignments MB

m on Db by

MB
m(Ω) := µB

Ω,m.

Proposition 5.6. The assignment MB
m is invariant and canonical of level m so that

the MB
m-Bergman metrics are invariant under biholomorphisms.

Proof. Let Ω ∈ Db be a bounded domain, and let F be a biholomorphism on Ω. By
the transformation formula for the classic Bergman kernels, we have

KB
Ω,1(z) = KB

F (Ω),1(F (z))|J (F (z))|2.
This implies that

µB
F (Ω),2(F (z)) =

1

KB
F (Ω),1(F (z))

=
|J (F (z))|2
KB

Ω,1(z)
= |J (F (z))|2µB

Ω,2(z).

Inductively, if we have

µB
F (Ω),m(F (z)) = |J (F (z))|2(m−1)µB

Ω,m(z),

then the transformation formula in Proposition 3.1 implies that

µB
F (Ω),m+1(F (z)) =

1

KB
F (Ω),m(F (z))

=
|J (F (z))|2m
KB

Ω,m(z)
= |J (F (z))|2mµB

Ω,m+1(z).

Therefore, Theorem 3.7 imply that MB
m-Bergman metrics are invariant under biholo-

morphisms. �
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Recall that for a bounded pseudoconvex domain Ω, we defined a sequence of admis-
sible weight function

µKE
Ω,m := e−(m−1)ϕKE

Ω =
1

det(gKE
Ω )

(m−1)
.

Denotes the corresponding weighted Bergman space by

A2
KEm

(Ω) := A2
µKE
Ω,m

(Ω) = A2(Ω, e−(m−1)ϕKE
Ω ).

Fix a point p ∈ Ω and a nonzero vector X ∈ Cn. Denotes the subsets of A2
Bm

(Ω) and
A2

KEm
(Ω) by

E jBm
(Ω) := E j

µBΩ,m

(Ω), E jKEm
(Ω) := E j

µKE
Ω,m

(Ω).

Denotes the corresponding minimizers by vjBm
and vjKEm

, i.e.,

IjBm
:= inf

Ej
Bm

(Ω)
‖u‖2µBΩ,m

= ‖vjBm
‖2µBΩ,m

, IjKEm
:= inf

Ej
Bm

(Ω)
‖u‖2µKE

Ω,m
= ‖vjKEm

‖2µKE
Ω,m
.

Lemma 5.7. Let Ω be a bounded pseudoconvex domain in Cn. Suppose that
µBΩ,m

µKE
Ω,m

is

bounded from below and above. Fix a point p ∈ Ω and a nonzero vector X ∈ C
n. Then,

for j = 0, 1, 2, we have

inf
Ω

(
µB
Ω,m

µKE
Ω,m

)
IjKEm

≤ IjBm
≤ sup

Ω

(
µB
Ω,m

µKE
Ω,m

)
IjKEm

.

Proof. By the boundedness assumption,

E jBm
(Ω) = E jKEm

(Ω).

The definition of the minimum integrals shows that

IjBm
= ‖vjBm

‖2µBΩ,m
≤ ‖vjKEm

‖2µBΩ,m
≤ sup

Ω

(
µB
Ω,m

µKE
Ω,m

)
‖vjKEm

‖2µKE
Ω,m

= sup
Ω

(
µB
Ω,m

µKE
Ω,m

)
IjKEm

.

Similarly, we have

IjBm
= ‖vjBm

‖2µBΩ,m
≥ inf

Ω

(
µB
Ω,m

µKE
Ω,m

)
‖vjBm

‖2µKE
Ω,m

≥ inf
Ω

(
µB
Ω,m

µKE
Ω,m

)
‖vjKEm

‖2µKE
Ω,m

= inf
Ω

(
µB
Ω,m

µKE
Ω,m

)
IjKEm

.

�

Proposition 5.8. Set Lm := inf
Ω

(
µBΩ,m

µKE
Ω,m

)
and Um := sup

Ω

(
µBΩ,m

µKE
Ω,m

)
. Then we have

1

Um
KKE

Ω,m ≤ KB
Ω,m ≤ 1

Lm
KKE

Ω,m,
Lm
Um

gKE
Ω,m ≤ gBΩ,m ≤ Um

Lm
gKE
Ω,m,

(
Lm
Um

)2 (
2−HKE

Ω,m

)
≤ 2−HB

Ω,m ≤
(
Um
Lm

)2 (
2−HKE

Ω,m

)
.

Proof. Apply Lemma 5.7 and Theorem 2.10. �
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Remark 5.9. Note that if lim
m→∞

m
√
Lm = lim

m→∞

m
√
Um = 1, the convergence of Tian’s se-

quence of normalized Bergman kernels K̃KE
Ω,m implies the convergence of m

√
KB

Ω,m. More-

over, if lim
m→∞

Um

Lm
= 1, then the convergence of Tian’s sequence of normalized Bergman

metrics g̃KE
Ω,m implies the convergence of 1

m
gBΩ,m.

Lemma 5.10. Let Ω be a uniform squeezing domain in Cn with the squeezing number
r ∈ (0, 1]. For any integer m ≥ 1, there exist uniform constants C,Dm > 0 satisfying

(πr2)nm

Cm
Dm ≤

µB
Ω,m+1

µKE
Ω,m+1

≤ CmπnmDm.

Proof. For any point p ∈ Ω,

µB
Ω,m+1

µKE
Ω,m+1

(p) =
det(gKE

Ω )
m

KB
Ω,m

(p) =
det(gKE

Ωp
)
m

KB
Ωp,m

(0).

Note that the uniform squeezing property implies that there exists a positive constant
C > 0 satisfying

1

C
≤ det(gKE

Ωp
)(0) ≤ C.

Moreover, the squeezing property yields that

KB
Bn(1),m(0) ≤ KB

Ωp,m(0) ≤ KB
Bn(r),m(0).

The computation in Section 2.3 shows that

KB
Bn(r),m(0) =

m−1∏

k=0

1

ck(r)
=

m−1∏

k=0

(
1

(πr2)n
(k(n+ 1) + n)!

(k(n + 1))!

)

=
1

(πr2)nm
(mn+m− 1)!

(m− 1)!(n+ 1)m−1
=:

1

(πr2)nm
1

Dm
.

�

Remark 5.11. Unfortunately, lim
m→∞

Dm = 0 so that lim
m→∞

m
√
Lm = lim

m→∞

m
√
Um = 0. How-

ever, since lim
m→∞

mnD
1/m
m =

(
e

n+1

)n
, a normalization of the convergence speed implies

that

r2n

C

(
e

n + 1

)n
≤ lim

m→∞

m

√(m
π

)nm µB
Ω,m+1

µKE
Ω,m+1

≤ C

(
e

n + 1

)n
.

As in the case of compact canonically polarized manifolds (cf. [24, 28]), for conver-
gences, we consider a modified sequence of weight functions µ̃B

Ω,m for m ≥ 1 inductively

as follows. Set µ̃B
Ω,1 := 1Ω. For the given admissible weight µ̃B

Ω,m, consider the weighted
Bergman space and the corresponding Bergman kernel:

A2
µ̃BΩ,m

(Ω) = A2(Ω, µ̃B
Ω,m), KB̃

Ω,m := KΩ,µ̃BΩ,m
.



INVARIANT WEIGHTED BERGMAN METRICS 27

Define the next admissible weight function by

µ̃B
Ω,m+1 :=

(m
π

)n (
1− n

2m

) 1

KB̃
Ω,m

=
(m
π

)n (
1− n

2m

) 1

KΩ,µ̃BΩ,m

.

Following Berndtsson’s idea in [2], we used the normalization factor
(
m
π

)n (
1− n

2m

)

rather than
(
m
π

)n
for a better convergence rate (cf. [24,28]). The below theorem gener-

alize Theorem 1.2 in [29].

Theorem 5.12. Let Ω be a uniform squeezing domain in C
n. There exists a uniform

constant C > 0 satisfying

e−
C
m ≤ m

√
µ̃B
Ω,m+1

µKE
Ω,m+1

≤ e
C
m .

In particular, we have the following uniform convergence:

lim
m→∞

m

√
KB̃

Ω,m = det
(
gKE
Ω

)
.

Proof. Let m1 ≥ m0. Lemma 5.10 implies that there exist positive uniform constants
Lm1 , Um1 > 0 satisfying

Lm1 ≤
µ̃B
Ω,m1

µKE
Ω,m1

≤ Um1 .

Lemma 5.7 implies that for any p ∈ Ω

Lm1I
0
KEm1

(p) ≤ 1

KB̃
Ω,m1

(p)
= I0

B̃m1

(p) ≤ Um1I
0
KEm1

(p).

Recall that for all m ≥ m0, we have

I0KEm
(p) =

1

KKE
Ω,m(p)

=
1

det(gKE
Ω (p))

m

( π
m

)n(
1 +

n

2m
+O

( 1

m2

))

= µKE
Ω,m+1(p)

( π
m

)n(
1 +

n

2m
+O

( 1

m2

))
.

Therefore, this implies that

Lm1

(
1− O

( 1

m2
1

))
≤
µ̃B
Ω,m1+1

µKE
Ω,m1+1

≤ Um1

(
1 +O

( 1

m2
1

))
.

Inductively, we have

Lm1

m∏

k=m1

(
1− C

k2

)
≤
µ̃B
Ω,m1+1

µKE
Ω,m1+1

≤ Um1

m∏

k=m1

(
1 +

C

k2

)
.

Finally, the conclusion follows from the following upper bound estimates:

log

(
m∏

k=m1

(
1 +

C

k2

))
≤

m∑

k=1

(
log

(
1 +

C

k2

))
≤ C ′

m∑

k=1

1

k2
≤ C ′′.

Changing the signs of the above inequalities yields the lower bound estimates. �
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