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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 €2 be a domain in C™ and dA be the standard Lebesgue
measure. For a positive measurable function p on €2, consider the space

A%(Q, p) = {u € 0(Q) ’ HUH?M = /Q lu|*pd\ < oo} :

If the weight function p satisfies the admissible condition (e.g. continuous function),
then the above space admits the reproducing kernel, called the weighted Bergman kernel
or u-Bergman kernel. As in the classic case (u = 1g), this gives us a Kéhler metric if €2 is
bounded, which is called the weighted Bergman metric or u-Bergman metric. However,
compared to the classic Bergman metric, there has been relatively little research on the
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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 pug := M(2) only depends on the geometry
of the domain 2 (for precise statements, see Definition B.5]).

Theorem 1 (Theorem [3.7). If the assignment M is invariant, the M-weighted Bergman
metric is invariant: go u, = FGr©) upe), for any biholomorphism F.

The above theorem yields that we can consider various types of biholomorphically in-
variant Kahler 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.
—(m—1)

)

As the first example, consider the sequence of weight functions ué, = det (¢957)
where ¢g5F is the Kéhler-Einstein metric of the bounded pseudoconvex domain §2.
Then, the weighted Bergman kernels K¢, WEE gives us a sequence of invariant weighted
Bergman metrics o8 - Denotes the corresponding holomorphic sectional curvature
by Hq KB - An appropriate normalization gives the following

Theorem 2 (Theorem [5.0). If Q2 is a bounded pseudoconvex domain (with the uniform
squeezing property), then v/ Kq e ,%gﬂﬂga ,mHg ke converges (uniformly) on € to

det (ggE) L gSE HggE, respectively, as m — oo.

This theorem can be considered as a noncompact version of Tian’s theorem in [26]
for domains with the Kéhler-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 Hérmander’s theorem. For domains in C”, 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 AI0). Let Q be a pseudoconvex domain in C" with a smooth
strictly plurisubharmonic function . Suppose that (2, e=%?) admits the positive definite
weighted Bergman metric. Fix a point p € Q and a vector X € C". For sufficiently
large m, we have

Kepsoms(p) = det (p4(p)) (@)” (1 _ Selp) | o(i)) ’

e—me(p) T om m2
X)) — . Ry(p; X) 1
ga,e-me (p; X) = mg,(p; X) (1 B + O<W) :
. _ Hso(p§X) 1
Ho,e=me (p; X) = —— =+ O(W)’
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where S,, Ry, Hy, are the scalar, Ricci, holomorphic sectional curvature of the Kdhler
metric g, 1= 1009, respectively.

Note that the above formula for K¢ .-me 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 Héormander’s theorem
for domains [13] as we use the standard Lebesgue measure dA (the volume form of the
incomplete Euclidean metric) instead of (i00p)" = det (¢,;)d)\. Note that in our case,
the metric i90¢ not necessarily to be complete on €.

As the second example of invariant weighted Bergman metrics, we consider an itera-
tive sequence of weighted functions, developed by Tsuji’s [28]. Set 15, := 1o. For the
given weight function ﬁgm, consider the weighted Bergman kernel K Qi of the space

A%B (Q2). Define the next weight function by
Q,m

S () i P
:uQ,m—H = Cm Kgﬁg = T om Kﬂﬁg .

Then the corresponding weighted Bergman metrics are invariant under biholomorphisms
(Proposition B.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 2 be a uniform squeeze domain in C". There ezists
a uniform constant C' > 0 satisfying

e~ det (967) < m < e det (90") -

Hence, L log (C’mKﬂﬁg ) uniformly converges to log (det (g57)) at the rate +.

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 () be a domain in C" and
d\ be the Lebesgue measure of C". Consider a measure du on {2, which is defined by

dp(z) = p(z)dA(2),

where p(z) is a Lebesgue measurable positive real-valued function on 2. The function
w is called an weight function. Denote by L?(€2, i) the space of all Lebesgue measurable
complex-valued p-square integrable functions on 2, i.e.,

L*(Q, p) = {u 0 —=C ‘ Hu||?w = /Q lul®dp < oo} .

Then L?(£2, i) is a separable Hilbert space with respect to the inner product:

(u,v)q,, = / uvdp = / uvpdN.
Q Q
Consider the linear subspace of L*(€, i), which is defined by

AX(Q, 1) = O(Q) N LH(Q, ),

where O(Q) is the set of all holomorphic functions on €. The space A?(£2, i) is called
the u-Bergman space or weighted Bergman space. Note that if A%(Q, ) is a closed
subspace of L?(£2, i), then A2(£2, i) is also a Hilbert space.

Definition 2.1. An weight p on Q is called an admissible weight function if A%(Q, )
is a closed subspace of L?*(£2, 1) and for each fixed point p € Q, the functional

®, :u— u(p)
is a continuous linear functional on A?(£2, i1).
The following criterion is useful to check the condition for the admissibility.

Theorem 2.2 (Pasternak-Winiarski [21,22]). An weight function p on § is admissible
if and only if for any compact subset A C €2, there is a constant C4 > 0 such that for
all u € A%(Q, ), it satisfies the following Cauchy type inequality:

sup [u(2)| < Calullg,, -
z€A

Remark 2.3. It is well-known that the characteristic function p := 1qg is admissible. In
this case, A%(Q) := A%(, 1q) is called the (classic or unweighted) Bergman space. In
general, if u~! is locally integrable on €, then y is admissible (cf. Pasternak-Winiarski
[21]). Therefore, every positive continuous function on € is admissible.
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Note that if u is admissible, we can guarantee the existence of the kernel function
applying the Riesz representation theorem, i.e., there exists the unique function K, on
Q x Q such that for all u € A%(Q, p), it satlsﬁes the reproducing property:

2= [ Kyl wpu(widn(w),

In this case, the function K, is called the p-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 u, the weighted
Bergman kernel function K, satisfies the following properties.

(1) For any complete orthonormal basis {u”} and compact subset K C €, the series
Z u’(z)u

converges uniformly on K x K to the weighted Bergman kernel K,,.

(2) K, is conjugate symmetric: K,(z,w) = K,(w, z).

(3) K, is real analytic.

(4) K, is the integral kernel of the orthogonal projector P, : L*(Q, u) — A*(Q, u),
i.e., for all u € L*(Q, i), we have

= [ Kyl wpulwydn(w),

Remark 2.5. If y1 is admissible, the y-Bergman space A%(€, i) inherits the separability
from L?(€), i) hence a complete orthonormal basis always exists.

From now on, we always assume that our weight function p is admissible on 2. Then
we can define a symmetric tensor

- "\ 0%log Kq (2, 2)
o = Z 95(2)dz; @ dz; = Z ’ dz; ® dz
k=1 ! k=1 020z,

for all z € Q satisfying Kq,(z,2) > 0. We will call this the p-Bergman metric or
weighted Bergman (psuedo)-metric of Q. If gq ,(z) is positive-definite for all z € €,
we say that (€, ) admits the weighted Bergman metric. In this case, the weighted
Bergman metric is a (real- analytic) Kahler metric. Denote the corresponding Bergman
length square of X = ZJ 1 0| eT,Q=CratpeQby

382 2=p

gQ,,u p7 Z gjk

j,k=1
The holomorphic sectional curvature of go , at p along X € C" is

Ho ,u(p; X) = ( > Rl )XXXle> (i ng(p)Xij>_ :

g k=1 k=1

629@'7 off 095 09,7
02,07 Oz 07z

where Rz7 = — are coefficients of the curvature tensor of gq ,.
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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 A?(£2, 1), which were developed by
Bergman (in the unweighted case). Suppose that p is an admissible weight on €. Let
(z1,...,2,) be the standard Euclidean coordinates for C".

For the multi-indices @ = (ay, ..., a,) € N” with |a| :=>""" | a; , we will denote the
holomorphic derivatives of a function u by

olel
02" -+ - 0z8m u.
Definition 2.6 (Bergman’s special basis). Fix a point p € Q2. We say that a complete
orthonormal basis {u®} for A?(, ) is special at p if it satisfies that D*u®(p) # 0 and

DPu®(p) = 0 if B < a, where the order for multi-indices is given by the lexicographic
order.

For each multi-index «, define the subsets of A?(Q) := A*(2, i) by
EXQ) = {ue AL(Q) : D*u(p) =1, DPu(p) =0 if B < a}

D% = D}u =

If the set £7(€2) is non-empty, one can check that there exists a L?-minimal element
v* in £7(€2). Then {u} with u® := v/ |[v¥[|g , is a complete orthonormal basis for
Ai(Q), which is special at the point p.

Proposition 2.7. IfQ is a bounded domain with an admissible weight u € L'(Q), 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 o = (o, ..., a;,) € N* | denote the monomials (including
the constant function 1 = 2° for 0:= (0,...,0)) by
2% =2t 2

Since Q is bounded and p € L'(2), 2% € £3(Q) for all a. Then, the subsets £7(12)
are non-empty for any point p € Q so that there exists a special basis {u®} at p. The
conclusion follows from the following equalities.

Ko u(p) = Kau(p.p) = |«°®)[* = [°@))° / |[+°]]5,..

=) > %(p)g—z(p)-

p |a|=1

2

8zj82_k

log Ko (%)

Definition 2.8. Fix a point p € 2 and a nonzero vector X € C". Define subsets:
ENQ) ={ue A(Q) :ulp) =1} = E)(Q),
5;((2) = {u € Ai(Q) cu(p) =0, Dxu(p) = 1} ,
53(9) = {u € AZ(Q) cu(p) =0, du(p) =0, DxDxu(p) = 1} ,

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

0 o : 2 1 . o : 2 2 . R : 2
Io,.(p) == uelgl}fm lullg,,  Io,(p; X) = uelg%) lullg,, 16, X) = uelg%{m Jullg,.-

For simplicity, we will use the following notations from now on.
Ig = I&H(p), Ii = Iglw(p;X), Ii = Iéu(p;X).
Dg(u = u, D}(u = Dxu, D§<u = 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).

I (1)*
Kﬂ,u(p) = ﬁ’ gﬂ,u(p; X) = ﬁa HQ,M(p; X) =2- 12J0°
I I p

Proof. For j = 0,1,2, denote the minimizer of the set £/(Q) by v7. Consider an or-
thonormal basis of A2 (€2) including u? := v/ /|[v7||q,,. Note that u*(p) = 0if k > 0, and
duf(p) =0if k> 1. Let K := Kq,, Kx := DxKq,, and K := DxKq . Similarly,
for the directional derivatives of any function, use sub-indices. Then

K(p) = ")), Kx(p) = ux(p) - u'(p), Kyx(p) = [ux®)]+ [uk ()]
Therefore, we have

90 X) = gau(p; X) =

Kyx(p)K(p) — Kx(p)Kx(p)  |uk(p)

K2(p)  ul(p)?
Similarly, a long and tedious computation shows that Hq ,(p; X) =2 — W
o . . . X
Then, the conclusion follows from [Dku/(p)|* = 1/|[v/[|3,, = 1/I},. O

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 B"(1) in C" with the
admissible weight (1—|z|?)™. Using the transformation formula (3.I]), one can obtain the
weighted Bergman kernel and metric of a dilated ball. Let B"(r) be the ball in C™ with

the radius r centered at the origin. Then, for the admissible weight u(w) := (72;|2w‘2> ,
1 7’2 n+m+1
K n(p - )
o) = 5 (7w

where ¢,,(r) denotes the weighted volume of the ball B"(r) for integers m > 0:

._ r? —wl*\m oy LAl o, m

The corresponding weighted Bergman metric is given by

. (12 = fwf?)05 + T

gBn(r),u = Z (n +m + 1) 3 Y0 dUJj ® dw_k
(7 = [uP)

2

The holomorphic sectional curvatures of ggn(,) , are constant Hgn (. ,(w) = — T
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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 Q2 and Q' be domains in C* and F : Q — Q' be a biholomorphism.
Let 11 be an admussible weight function of €.

(1) Let h be a non-vanishing holomorphic function on 2. Then the function

W(F(2)) = |h(z)p(2)
is an admissible weight function on .
(2) In the above case, we have the following transformation formula:

(3.1) Kou(z,w) = J(F(2)h(2) - Ko (F(2), F(w)) - T (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 A?(Y, i'). Set ¢ = F(z). Then we have

fullye = [ ORI = [ [(FEDRET (FEI u(z)r).
This implies that
() = uFEMNT (P(2) € A, p).

Let A’ be a compact subset of (' so that A := F~1(A’) is a compact subset of
Q2. Since pu is admissible, there is a constant C'4 > 0 such that

sup [v(2)] < Calv]lg,, -
z€A

> 0. Then we have

Choose Cy := C 4 SUp |+
A AT RE@ T (FE)

1
,U(Z)h S CA/ ||u||Q’,p,’ .

(2)T (F(2))

By Theorem 2.2], i/ is an admissible weight function of 2'.

sup |u(¢)| = sup
CeA’ z€A

) Let £ = F(w). For any function u € A?*(Q, 1), we have

/ T(F(2)h(2) Koo (F(2), F(w)) T (F () h(w)u(w) u(w)dA(w)
w —1 U -1 :U’,(£>d)‘(£>
= [, TECIE Koy (F ). O T FIMFHEuF @) a2 s
T(F()h(2)Ker (P (2),€) (T (F () b (F7 (€)™ u(F~2(€))d (€)

=T (F(2))h(2) (T (F(2)h(2)) " u(FH(F(2))) = u(z)

The uniqueness of the kernel function implies the equation (B.1I).
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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
(1q = 1q), the definitions of the classic Bergman kernel and metric depend only on the
geometry of domain 2. 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
90,10 = F79r©) 1) -

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 (Q, 1) and (Y, i) both admit the weighted Bergman
metrics go,, and gor o respectively. Let F': Q@ — Q' be a biholomorphism. If p and 1/
satisfy the relation:

W (F(2)) = |h(2)]*n(2)

for some non-vanishing holomorphic function h of S, then F' is an isometry with respect
to the weighted Bergman metrics, i.e.,

gQ,,LL = F*gQ’,/J”
Proof. The transformation formula (B.]) for the weighted case implies that
Kau(2) = Koy (F(2))|T (F(2)h(2)]".

By taking logarithm and mixed derivatives to both sides, we can show that

0? - 0? OF(z) [ OF,,(2)
log K, = — log Ko (F .
g e Kn) = Y 5 O tow ey 1 (P
I,m=1
This implies that for any non-zero vector X € C", we have
gou(z, X) = gorw(F(2), dF (X)),
as we required. O]

Definition 3.4. Let D be a collection of domains in C* and M be an assignment of
an admissible weight function pug := M(Q) to each domain 2 € D. We will call the
weighted Bergman kernel Kq ,, “M-Bergman kernel” of (2.

Suppose that for any domain 2 € D, g, is positive-definite. In this case, we will call
the weighted Bergman metric go ,, “M-Bergman metric” of (.

Definition 3.5. We say that the assignment M is invariant (under biholomorphisms)
if for any biholomorphism F' of Q2 € D, it satisfies that

pr@) © F = |hpl’ o

for some non-vanishing holomorphic function hr (depending on F') of Q2. We say that
an invariant assignment M is canonical (of level m € N7T) if it satisfies that

fir@y o F = |T(F)P D g,
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Remark 3.6. M and hp can be considered as a hermitian metric and the transition
function of a trivial line bundle L over 2, respectively. In the case that L is the
canonical line bundle, the transition function is hp = 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.,
90 = F*gF(Q)W«F(Q)'

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

KQ,MQ = KF(Q)vﬂF(Q)‘j(F”zm

so that the corresponding volume form is biholomorphically invariant:

(D) = Ky o (w)A(w),

1
K, F(Q),ur()

Qvﬂ/ﬂ

where w = F(z).

Remark 3.8. If M is a canonical invariant assignment of level m, we will call the
1

normalized function K¢~ “M-normalized Bergman kernel” of 2. The level m means

the tensor power of the canonical line bundle.

Example 3.9. Let D be a collection of bounded pseudoconver domains in C*. By
the famous work of Cheng-Yau [6] and Mok-Yau [20], every Q € D"P admits unique
complete Kihler-FEinstein metric g&*. Define an admissible assignment MXE by

1
MKE(Q) —e 0 =
det (g&%)
By the uniqueness of the Kahler-FEinstein metric and the volume form:

det (g5"(2)) = det (gp(a) (F(2))) 1T (F ()],

Proposition and Theorem [3.7 imply that M®E-Bergman metric is invariant under
biholomorphisms.

Example 3.10. Let §2 be a bounded domain in C™. Then the diagonal part of the classic
Bergman kernel function Kq is a positive smooth strictly plurisubharmonic function. Let
D" be a collection of bounded domains in C™. Define an admissible assignment MP by

1
BQ) = —.
MP(S) 1= 7
By the transformation formula for Bergman kernels:
Ko(z,2) = Kr()(F(2), F(2)|T (F(2))%,

Proposition and Theorem [3.7 imply that MPB-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 O-estimates for complete manifolds.

For domains in C”, this method can be understood in terms of the weighted version
of the Bergman minimum integral method and Hormander’s classic L? — & 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 2 be a pseudoconvex domain in C"
and ¢ be a smooth strictly plurisubharmonic function on €2. Choose an weight function
p:= e ¥. Fix a point p € Q and a vector X € C". Consider the minimum integrals of
the weighted Bergman kernels and denote the minimizers of £/ () C A2(Q) by v/, i.e.,
I 2 G2
L= inf Aullg, = [[v7]lG,
uey (

Since it is hard to obtain the explicit minimizer v/ € Ei(Q) in general, we will approxi-
mate it by another function via the following slight variant of Héormander’s theorem to
construct a holomorphic function in £](€).

Theorem 4.1 (Theorem 5 in [11]). Let Q2 be a pseudoconver domain in C*, and let 1 be
a plurisubharmonic function in Q. Suppose that g is a O-closed C™-smooth (0, 1)-form
which has a compact support on some open subset U C ). If there exists a positive
constant C' such that

(z) = Clzf?
is plurisubharmonic on U, then there exists a C™°-smooth function u € L2(Q,e7¥)
solving Ou = g and satisfying

1
/\u\26_wd)\§ 5/ lg|?e™Vd.
Q U

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 £7(Q)
as follows:

Let U,V be bounded neighborhoods of p satisfying V' CcC U CcC 2. Choose a cut-off
function xy € C°(U) such that xy =1 on V and 0 < xyy < 1 on U. Let j' be any
integer j/ > j. Consider an upper-bounded function & on € satisfying e < Cq and

(4.1) S =0 <|z —p|2("+jl)> near p.
By the boundedness of U and V', we may assume that on U\V/,
|Oxule™ < Ciy

for some positive constant Cpny > 0.
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Proposition 4.2. Suppose that ¢ := ¢ + £ is plurisubharmonic on <), and
P(z) = Cylz|?
is plurisubharmonic on U for some positive constant Cyr. Let 1/ € 5/1(W) be a function
on some neighborhood W of p satisfying U C W C Q. Then, there exists a holomorphic
function W € &](R) satisfying
17— xv - 718, < Cl7 v,
where C' depends only on Cq, Ciny, Cy.

Proof. Apply Theorem A1 with a d-closed C*®-smooth (0, 1)-form g, defined by

9:=09(xv 7).
Then there exists a C-smooth function v/ € L?(2,e™%) solving Ju = g and satisfying
, 1 —~ : C ,
(4.2) / lu?Pe ™ d\ < —/ |Oxu 2 |n?|?e™dA < ﬂ/ I’ |*e™%dA.
Q Cu Junw Cv Juw

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

. i|2
/ |u |Pe ™ d\ = / Me‘“odk
Q Q €

is also finite. This with the property (A1) implies that D%u/(p) = 0, for all a =
(aq,...,a,) with |a] < j. Then the function u’, defined by

w = o =
satisfies that _ '
D% (p) = D% (p),
for all & = (v, ..., a,) with || < j. Since €¢ < Cq, the L*-estimate (2] implies that
43 I =30 R = Il < 2O
as we required. O]

Remark 4.3. In the localization lemma of minimum integrals for domains (cf. [12,14]),
the plurisubharmonic function £(z) := log |z — p|*™*7") is usually applied so that the
constant C' depends on the distance from p to boundary of 2. 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 £ by an appropriate cut-off
function, following Tian’s idea in [26].

Note that since v/ is the minimizer of £/(€2) C A%(2), we have an upper bound
estimate for the minimum integral:
Ly = 0 G < 1@ 16, < 1115, + Clln’ v
For a sharp estimate of ||77[|%, we will change the coordinates locally so that y = =%

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

©:= (¢ — 2Re(h)) o [~

at the origin in the new coordinate system w = (wy,....w,) = f(z) satisfies that
1 n
O(w) = |w]* + 2 Y (0 wamswam; + O(Jwl?),
i,k l=1

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

{DZ¢r(p)},
foralla = (aq,...,ap) with0 < |a| <2 and j,k=1,...,n

Proof. Let ¢ :== z — p. The Taylor expansion of ¢ at p is

o) = H) + T + Y w6 + Z (6M2) + Gehu(2) )

i,j=1

+ Z sz_jkl CZC]CkCl + O(|Z - p| )

i,9,k,l= 1
where
Dzago(p) o ngo_(p) o
hz) = o)+ ol (z=p)* and M(z) == ) |a’f' (z —p)
1<|a|<4 ) 2<|al<3 )

Then the function L
¢(2) = p(2) — h(z) — h(z)

satisfies that for all o,  with 0 < |a] <4, 1 <|5| < 3, we have
(4.4) D2¢(p) =0, and DI¢(p) = DZpy(p).
Define w = f(2) = (f1(2), ..., fa(2)) by

(4.5) B =Y Vil 3 2 el

|a!
1<|a|<3

where (WE] (p)) is the matrix whose square is the inverse matrix of (apjg(p)). Consider
the Taylor coefficients of the function

®(w) == (p = 2Re(h)) o f(w) = po f7(w) = ¢(2).
Then a direct computation with (£4]) and (@3] implies that
©=(0) = 6;5, D3®(p) =0, and DjOz(p) = Da®y(p) =0,
for all «, f with 0 < |a| <4, 1 < |f] < 3, as we required. O
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Remark 4.5. One can check that the coordinates w = (wy,....w,) = f(z) are Kédhler
normal coordinates of the Kahler metric i00® = i00p. If the given strictly plurisub-
harmonic function ¢ is real-analytic, we can construct a better coordinate system in
the sense that Dg®.z(0) = 0 for all a with |a| > 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 ¢(z,() of
the given analytic function ¢(z) = ¢(z,%):

=Zﬁ%>{% <

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

9 N
oo D) - o] e}

=p

Since Lwl, e ,_wn) is a holomorphic normal coordinate system of the Kéhler metric
= 100y = 100P and P is a potential function, one can check that
- 02y 0%Zg 02y 0%
_(I)zjki(()) = Z ( gpaﬁ’yo + <p SOO&I/’YQO,uﬂo‘) .

s 1 8w2 8’(1]) 8wk 8’(1][ z:p’
a7 7770-:

are the local expressions of the curvature 4-tensor, i.e.,
Rz(w)dw; @ dw; @ dwy @ dw; = R, 5.5(2)d2e ® dZ5 @ dz, ® dz,,

where R57(w) := —®57(w). Denote the Ricci and holomorphic sectional curvature at p
along X by S,(p), R,(p; X) and H,(p; X), respectively. For instance, if 8%1 ‘0 = df (X|,),
then

Hy(p; X) = Riqy3(p) = —P1117(0),

X) = Z Riz;(p) = — Z ®,7;7(0).

The scalar curvature is given by

Z RZZ]] Z (blljj

7.7 1 7] 1

4.2. Tian’s sequence of Bergman kernels and metrics. Let 2 be a pseudoconvex
domain in C" and ¢ be a smooth strictly plurisubharmonic function on 2. Consider a
sequence of weight functions pi,41 := ™™ for non-negative integers m > 0, and the
corresponding weighted Bergman spaces

Ai L Q)= A%(Q, e7™#).
Fix a point p € {2 and a vector X € C". For j = 0, 1,2, consider the minimum integrals
of the weighted Bergman kernels and denote the minimizers of & . (Q) by v}, i.e.,

2
Hm41"

[ljlferl = ll;lf ||U Hm+1 = ||Um+1

Hm+41
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For an upper estimate of the minimum integral, we will apply Propostion A2l with some
suitable function 1/ =, € & (W), defined on some neighborhood W C Q of p.

Hm+1

Proposition 4.6. There exists mg > 0 such that for allm > my, there is a holomorphic
function @, € & 1(2) satisfying

e~ me(P) 1 1 /7 1
46) [l 2 = (—) (1+ +O( ))
O Wl = G o) (g, )7 0 \im
and the constants c; are given by

oo 5o Sep) + 2R, (1 X)  _ Sp(p) + AR, (15 X) + Hy(p; X)
0 9 , C1 9 , 2 9 )
where g,(p; X) is the length square of X with respect to the Kihler metric g, := i00¢.

Proof. Note that by definition, v € &) (Q) implies that Dl (4u) =1 for any con-
stant ¢ > 0. Therefore, we may assume that by normalizing X,
gcp(pv ) |X|Zaa¢

Let f be the holomorphic mapping, and let W be the neighborhood of p in Lemma [£.4]
Consider neighborhoods V,,, C U,, C W of p such that

f(Vin) = B"(rm/2) C f(Un) = B"(rpn) C f(W) = B"(ry).
The radius 7, will be chosen later so that r,, ~, 0 as m — oo. Define a holomorphic
function 7)., on W by
T (2) = ()€ T (f(2))
" jlemm )T (f(p)) ’

where h and f(z) = (f1(2),..., fu(2)) are the holomorphisms in Lemma 4l We may
further assume that df,,(X) and 8%1 are parallel by modifying f via an unitary linear
transform. Then

ngﬂ'ﬁ'l E gljlﬂerl (W>

Let x : [0,00) — [0, 1] be a cut-off function satisfying x(¢) = 1 for t < 3, x(t) = 0 for
t>1,0<—x(t) <4, and |x"(t)| < 8. Then the function

X (2) = X([f () /rm) € CF(Un)

satisfies that xy,, =1 on V,,, and 0 < xy,, < 1 on U,,. Define a non-positive function
&n on Q by

Em = (04§ )xu,, - Log(|f*/r7.).
Then the definition (4.5]) implies that there exists a positive constant C,,(p), depending
only derivatives of ¢ z(p), satisfying

[f(2)]? = [w]* < Colp)|z — pI*.
A direct computation shows that for a constant C" = C7 (p) > 0, independent of m,

C'(n+j4
5m+¥|2\2

m
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is plurisubharmonic. Consider the function

C, ./ C/ -/
Uy = i+ €y = (mgp _ #Mz) + (fm + #Mz) .

Note that since ¢ is strictly plurisubharmonic on €2, there exists a positive constant
C" = C"(p, W) such that ¢ — C”|z|? is plurisubharmonic on W CC €. Then,

" C/ _'_ -/
= (O - EEEL) o

is plurisubharmonic on U,, C W. Now take 72, := %. For sufficiently large m,

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

~C(n+ C'(n+j' m
CUm - Cl/ ( j ) Ol/ _ ( .] ) >
r2, (logm)? C
is positive, and ), is plurisubharmonic on §2. Then, we can apply Proposition with
n). and 1),,. Note that
|0XU77L gm < Crm

on U,,\V,,. Proposition implies that there exists a holomorphic function

A ]

u£n+1 = XUnm '77£n+1 - uin+1 € 5im+1(§2)
satisfying

||um+1||97ﬂm+1 = ||XUm ’ ngn+l’|!22,um+1 - 2Re<XUm : 777‘777,-{-17 u‘Zn-i-l)Q“Uferl _'_ ||u‘zn+l||?2“um+17
and

j 2
||um+1||9 TR < W||77371+1||Um\vm,um+y

Note that for any neighborhood Uucw,

a2, = — e / (2 () [ e me=2Rem) | 7( £ (2)) 2 dA(2)

17 !6’”"(”

6—me0(p

= G0Fdet (o) /fw) G [P e w),

since 2Re(h(p)) = ¢(p) and |T(f(p))|* = det (¢4;(p)) (see the proof of Lemma [.4]).
On the other hand, the Taylor expansion of ® implies that

m n
(47 e =it (1-z > <I>i;kz<o>wiw—jwm—o<m|w|5>>.

1,5,k,1=1

so that we have

B (rm)\B™(rm/2)

for any r» > 0. This implies that

o H e—me(p) /
um mil (s *
A1, 41 ()2 det (¢3(p)) B (rm)

)=0(m =) =0 (m™),

2

e AN (w )+O(m‘T)>.
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(1)

[ gt [ e o),
B(0,rm) Ccn

Note that

[ Jwyfertas |
m(75) B"(rm)

and

2

e\ < / [(wr)?[* e ™,
B™(rm)

Hence, we can use the following Laplace type integral:

m\" 2 oaq! ! o!
(—) lw® e mwl g\ = D= )
T cn ma1+“‘+0fn m|06‘

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

o—me(p) 1 TN c; 1
||um+1||/»lm+1 det (¢g(p)) jlm <m> ( + m + m2

Finally, the conclusion follows from the below lemma. U

Lemma 4.7. The constants are given by

Son) S F2R(mX)  Sp(p) + AR (5 X) + Hy(ps X)
1 — , C2 — 9 .

2
Proof. Note that

Cs . M /MmN - j - — —mlw
aj = _]!m]Z (?) Z {(I)ifkl(o) |wi Pw e CD\}-

itk,l=1 cn

For any multi-indices o # (3, we have f(cn wewle~mw* g\ = 0. This implies that

2
mw
g / Z]kl 0)w;w;ww; e 5

i,5,k, =1
—m|w]|? —mlwl?
/ Zq)uu )wil e vl d)‘_'_/ Z zljj +(I)mz( )) ‘wi|2‘wj‘2€ i
' i#]
- <_) m2 {22(1)”” Z “]J "— (I)ﬁﬂ(o))}
i#j

() T a0 () o)
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Therefore, ¢y = S,(p)/2. The constant ¢; can be computed by
Z / ijl |w1| wzw]wkwl e —mlw|? d\
i,5,k, =1
:/ Dy1yr(0)]wn [P dA + / > @O ] e dn
1>2

*A;XXQMW%H%ﬂm+¢WND+®m®»m#m#€W”w

">

+/c Z ((I)“”(O) + @350 )) |w1|2|wi|2|wj|26_m|w‘2d)\

" itj>2
m\" 1
= (E) ﬁ {6(1)1111(0) +2 Z (I)uu + 8 Z (I)llu + 2 Z (I)nj] }
i>2 i>2 i#£j>2
m\" 1
= (E) ﬁ { TT _'_22(1)”” +4Z(I)1Tu +22(D22]j }
>2 1#£j

= (%)”% {4;%“ +22<I>W } (%)nwlbg (4R, (p; X) + 25,(p)) ,

Similarly, one can show that

—m|w|?
E / Ukl 0)|w:|* W W W W e d\

i,k l=1
= (Z) L (H (55 X) + 16R,(p: X) +45,(7)).
O
Define sub-spaces of the weighted Bergman space H,, := A’ (Q) of co-dimension 1:
HO, = {u € H, :ulp ):O}
Hl = {u € 7—[0 : Dxu(p) = O}
”an = {u € 7—[1 DXDXu = 0}

The following proposition shows that the function uﬁn is asymptotically orthogonal to
the subspace HJ, as m — co.

Proposition 4.8. For all v € H}, ., we have

(48) e Vsl = O s

Proof. Let v be a function in H;,, ;. On W, we can represent v as

W) = g ¢ T = ) T (E)

Hm+1"
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As in Proposition 1.6 we may assume that df,(X) = 8%1‘ Since v € HJ, |,
a k

Recall that

A~

J ._ J J j
U1 "= XU “ Tyl — Uyt € g;im+1 (Q)
and

J = 1 Jgmh(z =: m 2)) ez z
M1 (2) = j!emh(p)j(f(p))(fl(z)) e AT (f(2)) = clp, m)(f1(2))e™ DT (f(2)).

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

o~

<u£n+17lu>/lm+1 = <XUm : 77£n+1 - u‘zn—l—l’/U)Q“Uferl

= <XUm ' ngn-i-l’/U)Um“Uferl - <U'Zn+1,U>Q’um+1
—clpom) [ wf Tage ™ (14 Ofmlul)) A+ O(m ) ol
B(0,rm)
Note that the condition (4.9) implies that
/ w! o(w)e ™ Fax = 0.
B(0,rm)
Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the integral, we obtain

| / e(p, m)w] Tw)e ™ FOmlu] x|
B(0,rm)

1
. 2
SC(m2 /( IC(p,m)lzlwilzlwlge_mq’(w)do [l
B(0,rm

¢ 7
< Ml s 0l
as we required. O
Lemma 4.9. Let vl be the minimizers of € e, I3 = |vl |2 | forj=

0,1,2. Then, we have

1 . . .
(1-0 (o) ) sl < Wil < Wil

Proof. Choose an orthogonal basis {vF_ ;}7° of the weighted Bergman space A2 ()

Hm-+1
including the minimizers v, ;, v} 1, v ;. Consider an orthogonal decomposition:

J
~j Z k ~j+1
WUnt1 = akvm—l—l + Um—l—l?
k=0
~it1 i . ; : . .
where 70,7 € HJ,.1. Since vJ, € &I, we have a; = 1, and a; = 0 if 0 < k < j so that

~j . d ~j+1
um+1 - ’Um-l—l + Um-‘,—l’
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and v/, 41 1s orthogonal to ot +1 Proposition A8 implies that

. . . . C
~j41 ~ ~ 1
H gn++lH2 = ||“m+1 m+1“2 = <ufn+17ufn+l - Uﬁn-i—l) < EHumHHHUﬁHH
so that
[5254 117 < ||um+1||2-

The conclusion follows from the followmg.

C
1
ol = [l = T 2 (1= 5 ) [l
0

We have the following asymptotic expansion for the sequence of the weighted Bergman
kernels, metrics, and curvatures with respect to the weight fi,,,1 := e ™%.

Theorem 4.10. Let 2 be a pseudoconver domain in C™ with a smooth strictly plurisub-
harmonic function p. Suppose that (2, e=¥) admits the positive definite weighted Bergman
metric. Fiz a point p € Q and a vector X € C". There exists mg > 0 such that for all
m > mg, we have

Koy (p) = dez (iil 11— (%)) )
gmeX>mmme &QX> ())

Hopo i1 (3 X) = LERIN o(i).

m m2

Proof. Let v}, be minimizers of & ., i.e., I} Proposition [4.6] and

+17 » g1 = ||U7j7"b+1||;2¢m+1'
Lemma .9 imply that

_ e—me(p) 1 1 T
Vi = , - — 1 @) .
et det (0,4(p)) 9o (p; X )7 jlmJ (m) ( +-L+ <m2))

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

1 . ]2m+1 . (IimH )2
KQy/me+1 (p) =~ 70 ) 9, i1 (p7 X) = 71 HQy/me+1(p7 X) =2- T2 10
Hm+1 Hm+1 Hm+1" Um+1
0]

Corollary 4.11. For fi,,, := e~ Y% we have the following

Ko (p) = e70) det (04(p)) (@)“ (1 _Sep) +2n o(i)) ’

e¥(p) T om,
. _ . R@(p;X) +1 1
9o (03 X) = mgy(p; X) <1 S — + O<W> )

H, (p; X 1
Ha,, (p; X) = # +O<W>-
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Proof. Use the following modification:
, e~ (m=1)¢(p) 1 1 T n Cs 1
I = - . 1 !
b= e = 1) (e o)

—(m=1)¢(p) 1 1 , ' , X
_ e () <1+M+O( 2)).
det (¢);(p)) (go(p; X)) 7'm? A\m m m

Corollary 4.12. As m — oo, we have the following pointwise convergences:

1
R/ Ko, (p) — P, — g0 (0 X) = 9o (0 X), o, (05 X) = Hy(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 { D¢ z(p)} of the metric g, = i00¢p,

z

and the constant C”, the lower bound of eigenvalues of the levi form i9d¢ on W.

In [26], Tian proved the C*-convergence of the sequence of weighted Bergman metrics
(C*-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 can
be improved up to all C*-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 C™ 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 Kahler-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 2 C C" is called an uniform squeezing domain
if for any point p € Q, there exist r € (0, 1] (independent of p) and a biholomorphism
F, on Q satistying F,,(p) = 0 and

B"(r) C Q, C B"(1),
where Q, := F,(2). 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 2 admits the unique complete Kéhler-Einstein metric
90" = yag(2)dza ® dzj

satisfying
_ _ __KE
aB = 90,08’

where R,z = & Jog det(gg]?/—) is the Ricci tensor of the metric g5, Then a

T 924073 5
potential function of the Kahler-Einstein metric, defined by

oo = log det(g§"),

is smooth strictly plurisubharmonic on €2, where (g&5F) denotes the matrix representa-

tion of the Kéhler-Eintstein metric with respect to the standard Euclidean coordinates
for C" D €.

Theorem 5.3 (Yeung [30]). Let Q be a uniform squeezing domain in C". Then 2 is
pseudoconvex so that admits the unique complete Kdhler-Einstein metric g&*. More-
over, (2, g&¥) has bounded geometry of infinite order in the sense that for every positive
integer k, there exists a positive constant Cy, (independent of p) satisfying

||<ngf|ck(m(r/2)) < Cy,
where

p0, (Fp(2)) =log det(gq,"(F,(2))) = log(det(gg"(2)) /1T (Fp(2)) ).

5.2. Tian’s Bergman sequence related to KE metric. Let D? be a collection of

bounded pseudoconvex domains in C". Define a sequence of admissible assignments
MEE on D for m € N, by
1
MEE(Q) 1= pfE = el =
m Jm m—1)’
det (gf™) ™"
for @ € D*. Denote the M) "-Bergman kernel by K§" := Kqxe and the MEKE.
Bergman metric by gg, = GorusE and the curvature by HiY, = He e .
Proposition 5.4. The assignment MXE is invariant and canonical of level m so that
the MEE_Bergman metrics are invariant under biholomorphisms.

Proof. Let 2 € D" be a bounded pseudoconvex domain. By the uniqueness of the
Kahler-Einstein metric and the volume form, for any biholomorphism F', we have

det (95,%(2))" = det (g5 (F(2)))" | T (F(2) "
This implies that

KE _ 1 _ ‘j(F(Z))Pm _ 2))[2m  KE 5
frnesF (&) = o = e (e~ M PO b o)
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Therefore, the assignment MXEF is invariant and canonical of level m. Theorem B.7]
imply that MXE_Bergman metrics are invariant under biholomorphisms. 0

Consider the sequence of MEE-normalized Bergman kernels, metrics, and curvatures:
~ _ 1 -
RS = KIS, GE = LgE. and A = mHEE
._ KE KE — 99, — oKE _ pKE ._
Let ¢ = 3" = logdet(gs™). Then g, = i00p = g5~ and H, = HS" = H .

Therefore, Corollary [£.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 Q has the uniform squeezing property, we have the following uniform
convergences:

K&E — det (¢87), G8E — g8, HEE — HE® = Hyxe,

as m — OQ.

Proof. The transformation formula for the uniform squeezing map £}, implies that

K (p) = Ko, (0)| T (F(p)) [

Therefore, for arbitrary pomt p € ), we have
K§m(p) KQ,,, (0)
det (g5"(p))™  det(gg5P(0))™
Apply Corollary d.11] to €2, with goIépE = log det(gng) at the origin, we obtain

KQ,,, (0) _ Kgf,m(o) _ (@) (1_i+0< 1 ))

det(g67(0)™ gt © T 2m m2

since det (¢ KE(O)) = %5 and Sexe(0) = —n by the Kahler-Einstein condition. Tak-

ing the m-th root to the above equation, we have
1

RKE - 3
Tk = (2)" (15 0G))

Similarly, Corollary A1l implies that

- 1 ~ 1
it = (1+0( %)) - (140 (1))

Finally, the conclusion follows from Remark and Theorem 5.3 O
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5.3. Tsuji’s iterative Bergman sequence. Let (2 be a bounded domain in C". De-
fine a sequence of weight functions g ,,, for m > 1 inductively as follows. Set ug | == Lo.

For the given admissible weight ,ugBLm, consider the weighted Bergman space
A () = A2 (@) = AQ 48,
Denotes the corresponding weighted Bergman kernel of A%M(Q) by
K§m = Kaous .

Define the next admissible weight function by
Wt = o =
et K§,, Kﬁvuﬁ,m'

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

1
A2 (Q) = A2, ’Kg,m)‘

Bmt1 HQ m41

() = A*(Q

Denotes the weighted Bergman metric of the kernel K}im by
9om = JauB, -

Let D be a collection of bounded domains in C". Define a sequence of admissible
assignments M2 on D" by

M (Q) = pig) -

Proposition 5.6. The assignment MB is invariant and canonical of level m so that
the ME -Bergman metrics are invariant under biholomorphisms.

Proof. Let 0 € D" be a bounded domain, and let F' be a biholomorphism on €. By
the transformation formula for the classic Bergman kernels, we have

K§1(2) = K (F(2)|T (F(2))]*.
This implies that

M%(Q),z(F(Z)) = K}?(Q)j(F(z)) = |j[£§1(2§| = |‘7(F(z))|2ug,2(z).

Inductively, if we have

He@um(F(2) = [T(FE)P" Vg0 (2),

then the transformation formula in Proposition [3.1] implies that

e (P = gy = g oy = D ),

Therefore, Theorem [3.7] imply that ME_-Bergman metrics are invariant under biholo-
morphisms. U
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Recall that for a bounded pseudoconvex domain §2, we defined a sequence of admis-
sible weight function

KE ._ —(m—l)apKE _ 1
/"LQm : € o det( KE)(m 1)

Denotes the corresponding weighted Bergman space by

Ak, () 1= Algee () = A*(Q, e 0"D7),

Fix a point p € Q and a nonzero vector X € C". Denotes the subsets of A% (Q) and

AKEm( )by ' _ ' _
5]]3m(§2) = 5igm(9)a 5I]<EW(Q) = gigEm (2).

Denotes the corresponding minimizers by vy —and vy |, i.e.,

A 2 L2 T 2 g 2
= int ulZy =l l2 . T, = inf ||u||uggn—||v£<Em||uggn.
Bm Bm
Lemma 5.7. Let Q be a bounded pseudoconvexr domain in C". Suppose that is

bounded from below and above. Fix a point p € Q) and a nonzero vector X € C". Then
for 7 =0,1,2, we have

B \ o - Hém \ )
inf 2\ I, <I, <sup ) |
Q MIS%E,’L KEm Bm Q ,LLQ e KE,,

Proof. By the boundedness assumption,
&L (Q) = Elp ().
The definition of the minimum integrals shows that

B
» - - 1, Hom \ 1
Iy, = HUIJBmHng < va(EmHig < SUP ( m) v KEmH KB sgp ( Ké”) Iy, -
’ o Qm Q.m

Similarly, we have

- - T N T Km \ 75
Iy, = llvg,, Iy > inf <M9m> v, e > inf (@) v, e = inf (@) I,
O
Proposition 5.8. Set L, 1nf ( g%) and U, = sup (ZZ:) Then we have

L U,
KE KE m KE m KE
U_Kﬂ,m < KQ,m < L—Kﬁ,mv U—gﬂm > ng < L_gﬂrm

L 2 U 2
(52) -ms) <2< (T2) ot

Proof. Apply Lemma [5.7] and Theorem 2.10l 0J
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Remark 5.9. Note that if lim X/L,, = lim %/U,, = 1, the convergence of Tian’s se-
m—o0 m—o0

quence of normalized Bergman kernels K , implies the convergence of %/K§ . More-

g—m = 1, then the convergence of Tian’s sequence of normalized Bergman

metrics g E implies the convergence of = gQ m

over, if lim
m—)oo

Lemma 5.10. Let Q be a uniform squeezing domain in C™ with the squeezing number
€ (0,1]. For any integer m > 1, there exist uniform constants C, D,, > 0 satisfying

2
(7TT ) D < :uQm-‘rl < C™r an
cm ,UQ m+1

Proof. For any point p € €,

lu’g,]?n—l—l Kg,m Kgp,m
Note that the uniform squeezing property implies that there exists a positive constant
C > 0 satisfying

1
~ < det(g®)(0) < C.

Moreover, the squeezing property yields that
K]E"(l),m(()) < Kgp,m(()) < Klg)”(r),m(o)‘
The computation in Section shows that

g i n+1 +n)!
K]B]?n(r )m Pt 1:[ ( mr2)n (k(n —l—)l))) )
1 (mn +m-Ht 1 1
(rr2)rm (m — D)l(n+ 1)1 " (7r2)»m D,
O]
Remark 5.11. Unfortunately, nll_rgo D,, = 0 so that nll_rgo /L, = nll_rgo /U, = 0. How-

. . 1 n . . . .
ever, since lim mr D™ = (nil) , a normalization of the convergence speed implies
m—0o0
that

r2n e "< Y . (m)nm :U’Iglm—l—l <C e "
— im — )
C \n+1) =~ moo m pé — \n+1
As in the case of compact canonically polarized manifolds (cf. [24,28]), for conver-
gences, we consider a modified sequence of weight functions ﬁgm for m > 1 inductively

as follows. Set ﬁg,l := 1g. For the given admissible weight ﬁgm, consider the weighted
Bergman space and the corresponding Bergman kernel:

A%g ( ) Az(Q :uQm) KQm = KQ

“U‘Q m’
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Define the next admissible weight function by

- m\" n 1 m\" n 1
s = () (o) = () (- 2
et T 2m KS .. T 2m/ Kogs

Following Berndtsson’s idea in [2], we used the normalization factor (%)n (1 — %)

rather than (22)" for a better convergence rate (cf. [24,28]). The below theorem gener-
alize Theorem 1.2 in [29].

Theorem 5.12. Let € be a uniform squeezing domain in C". There exists a uniform

constant C' > 0 satisfying
_cC ﬁg m—+1 (e
em < "{/ KB <em,
IU“Q,m—i-l

In particular, we have the following uniform convergence:

lim {/KE,, = det (g5") -

Proof. Let m; > my. Lemma [5.10] implies that there exist positive uniform constants
Ly, ,U,, > 0 satistying

ﬁB
Lm1 S Isz’};nl S Uml-
IUQ,ml
Lemma [5.7] implies that for any p € ()
1
Ly IR, (0) € —=—— =13 (») < Un, g, ().

K, () "™
Recall that for all m > mg, we have

[}%Em(p> = Kg;%(p) = det(gglE(p))m (%)" <1 + % + O(%))

= Htym+1(P) (%)n (1 + o +0( ! )) :

2m m2

Therefore, this implies that

1 ns 1
my HQmy+1 my

Inductively, we have

i C /jg,ml-i-l - C
Lm1H<1—ﬁ)< <Unm [] 1+5 ).

— IUKE
k=m1 Q,mi+1 k=m1

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

- C - C = 1 )
log(H <1+ﬁ>> §Z<10g<1+ﬁ)) SCZESC/’
k=m1 k=1 k=1

Changing the signs of the above inequalities yields the lower bound estimates. 0J
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