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On locally convex extension of H* in the unit ball
and continuity of the Bergman projection

by

M. Jasiczak (Poznan)

Abstract. We define locally convex spaces LW and HW consisting of measurable
and holomorphic functions in the unit ball, respectively, with the topology given by a fam-
ily of weighted-sup seminorms. We prove that the Bergman projection is a continuous map
from LW onto HW. These are the smallest spaces having this property. We investigate
the topological and algebraic properties of HW.

1. Introduction. The Bergman projection in the unit disc does not map
the space of bounded measurable functions L into the space of bounded
holomorphic functions H°. It can be shown that the image of L is the
Bloch space. In [13] locally convex spaces L, H{®, h{ were defined con-
sisting of measurable, holomorphic, and harmonic functions in the unit disc,

respectively, with the topology given by the seminorms

(1) [fllo = sup | f(2)[v(]z]),
zeD

where v: [0,1) — R is a continuous function and v(r)|log(1—7)|* is bounded
for each k € N. From now on we call seminorms of the form (1) weighted-sup
seminorms. It was shown that the Bergman projection B is a continuous
operator from the space L{F of measurable functions onto the space H{® of
holomorphic functions. Moreover it was proved that harmonic conjugation
is a continuous operator from hjY onto hjS, and the Szegd projection is
continuous from h{y onto H{®. The spaces Ly7, H{®, hiF are the smallest
extensions of L>°, h°°, and H°° having these properties.

This paper is devoted to the case of the unit ball. We concentrate on
the Bergman projection and extend the results of [13] concerning locally
convex space structure and algebraic properties of the space of holomorphic
functions with the same weight family. We believe that investigating the
properties of extensions of the algebra of bounded holomorphic functions
may also throw some light on H°.
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In the unit ball B of C¢ (d > 1) the behaviour of the Bergman projection
is, to some extent, similar to the one-dimensional case. It does not map the
space of bounded measurable functions into the space of bounded analytic
functions. Therefore it is natural to expect that the same extension can also
be constructed. In [6] a precise description of the behaviour of the operator
B on LP spaces was given. Among other results, it was shown that the
integral of the Bergman kernel behaves asymptotically like [log(1 — |z])|.
The description of the behaviour of the Bergman kernel in the unit ball is
crucial to the determination of a weight family defining seminorms. It is
worth mentioning that the asymptotic behaviour of the Bergman projection
was also described in the case of general strongly pseudoconvex domains
in C?. This makes us believe that one may construct a similar extension and
prove its minimality in a more general setting. To show that the extension is
minimal we use some modification of the Bell operator [2], [3]. Our approach
differs from that in [13], where integral formulas were used.

In Section 3 we study the topological properties of the space HW. Us-
ing the results of [5] and [4] we show that HW is the inductive limit of
a compact inductive system of Banach spaces. We also establish the dual
space. From the inductive description of HW and Grothendieck’s factoriza-
tion theorem we obtain at once interesting information about the behaviour
of the Bergman projection.

There is a growing interest in topological algebras as natural general-
izations of Banach algebras (see e.g. [10]). It is easy to see that HW is a
topological algebra. We show that the only continuous characters on HW
are evaluations at points of B. Their kernels are the only closed maximal
ideals in HW. An easy argument shows that there must also exist in HW
dense ideals of infinite codimension. We give examples of such ideals. It is
a basic fact in Banach algebra theory that the set of invertible elements
is open. We show that the constant function 1 is not an interior point of
the set of invertible elements in HW. It is also of interest to know whether
maximal closed ideals in HW are finitely generated. Using ideas of [1] we
solve the Gleason problem for the algebra HW'.

Let £2 be a bounded domain in C?. We denote by H(2) or briefly H the
set of holomorphic functions in 2. The space of all holomorphic functions
which are square integrable with respect to a volume measure V', normalized
so that V(B) = 1, is called the Bergman space and denoted by H?({2) or H?
if no confusion can occur. It is a closed subspace of L?(2). Thus there exists
a projection B: L? — H? called the Bergman projection (for details see [8],
[12]). For the unit ball B in C¢ this operator can be written explicitly:

f(©)

Bf(Z) = éﬁ (1 — <27C>)d+1

dv ().
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The function
1

FeO=a—e g

is called the Bergman kernel.
Let r(2) = 1 — |z|? be the defining function for the unit ball. As stated
before, the following fact [6] is crucial.

ProrosiTION 1. If 0 < a < 1, then
n!l'(1 —a)l'(«)

sup r“(z)é\K(z,orr“(c) WV = T DR

[K (2, Q)] dV(¢)

n!
ICERDR

1
sup ————
zeB 1+ [log ()] é

For the reader’s convenience we sketch the proofs of those theorems from
[13] that we use.

2. Definitions and minimality properties. We define the weight
family and the corresponding spaces.

DEFINITION 1. Let W be the set of all continuous functions v: [0,1) =R
such that

(2) sup v(r)|log(l —7)|" < oo for each n € N.
relo,1)

DEFINITION 2. Set
LW = LW (B)
={f: B — C: f measurable, ||f]|, = esssup |f(2)|v(|z]) < oco}.
z€B

We denote by HW (B) or briefly HW the set of holomorphic functions be-
longing to LW. The HW space for functions defined on the unit disc D in
the complex plane will be denoted by HW (D).

Our notation differs from that in [13] but it is justified by [5]. We intend
to show that the Bergman projection is a continuous operator from LW onto
HW . The fact that each function in W can be majorized by a more regular
function still belonging to the weight family is important in the proof of the
continuity. We formulate it in the following lemma.

LEMMA 2. Let ve W and o > 0.

(i) The function w(r) = supys, v(s) belongs to W.
(ii) If ¢ is a biholomorphic mapping of the unit ball, then the function
w(r) = supy,—, v o |p(z)| belongs to W.
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(iii) Define
v(r) if r<1-—46,
vs(r) = _ )
v(l=0)0"“(1—7)* if r>1-04.
Then the function w(r) = max{supgs<1/2 vs(r),v(r)} belongs to W.

(iv) The function v* for ae > 0 belongs to W.

Proof. We omit the easy proofs of (i), (iv) and sketch the proofs of (ii)
and (iii). All of them are similar to those in [13].

(ii) Let v € W and suppose that the function w(r) = sup,|, v o [¢(2)|
does not belong to W. Then there exists n € N and a sequence of points r;
in the unit ball with |r;| — 1 such that

v(lrjDlog(1 — |é(rj)[*)[* — oo
because log(1 — z) ~ log(1 — z?). Making use of the well-known description
of automorphisms of the unit ball (see [12]) it is easy to calculate that

(1 —lal*)(1 = [r;]?)
[1—(rj,a)|?
for some a € B. From obvious estimates it follows that

1 - 10(ry)I? =

v(lr;1)log(1 — |r|)|* — oo

for some 0 < k < n. This is impossible because v € W.
(iii) Suppose that w ¢ W. Thus there exists n € N, a sequence r;
converging to 1 and a sequence d; satisfying 0 < ¢; < 1/2 such that

log(1 —75)|"vs; (rj) — o0

as j — o0o. Observe that we can assume that r; > 1 — §; since otherwise v
would not belong to W. From the monotonicity of the function |logr|"r® it
follows that

log(1 —7;)["v(1 = 6;)d; 7 (1 —r;)* < [log 6;|"v(1 — d;).
Thus if w ¢ W, then v € W. u
For f € LW we can write |gh(z)[v(|z]) = |g9(2)|v'/2(|2])|h(2)|v /2(|2]).
From Lemma 2(iv) it follows that LW and HW are topological algebras un-
der pointwise multiplication. Observe also that if f € HW then fo¢ € HW

for any holomorphic automorphism ¢ of the unit ball. This is a consequence
of Lemma 2(ii).

THEOREM 3. The Bergman projection is a continuous operator B: LW
— HW.

Proof. Let v € W. We may assume that v is a decreasing function. Let
0 = |z| and let w be the function defined for v'/? as in Lemma 2(iii) with
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a = 1/2. From Proposition 1 it follows that
BI(2)| < VIF(QK (2 OldV (<)

B
< Hf\lw) K Oldv(©) + | l’;ﬂ”ﬁ) K (2.0l dV(¢)
oB B\ oB
' 55 K014V ()
oB
1— w
(vl/f()Q) B\ 0B (1 |—f’<)l/2 K (2 Ol dV(¢)

1 ol L L=t 1
We have just shown that
IB()()lo(l2]) < C0!2 (|2 log(1 — [2)] + v 2(|zD) | f |-

The same arguments, easier than in [13], work in the one-dimensional
case as well.

The next lemma is stated in a more general form than is in fact needed.
The reason for this is our belief that similar extensions can be constructed
not only for the ball but for bounded strongly pseudoconvex domains. We
intend to deal with this problem in another paper. Let 2={z€C%: r(z) <0}
be a bounded domain in C¢. Assume that r is a smooth function defined on
some neighbourhood of (2 and satisfies |grad r| > ¢ > 0 on 0f2. Define

H?,(02) = {h € H*Q): |0ihr| € L?, i =1,...,d}.
(The symbol 0; denotes the partial derivative with respect to the ith co-

ordinate.) Set Us = {z € C¢ : |gradr| > §/2}. Thus we have 92 C Us.

Choose an open covering {U;}¢_, of Us such that |0;r| > §(2d)~ 12 on U,
Let {¢;}{_, be a smooth partition of unity subordinate to {U,}. The follow-
ing lemma is a modification of a construction given by Bell (see [2], [3]). Its
proof is also modified. We do not assume pseudoconvexity of the domain {2.
By Co,»(§2) we denote the space

{h € C(£2) : hr vanishes at infinity}.
LEMMA 4. Define the operator &: HY ,(£2) N Co(2) — L*(£2) by the

formula
d i
dh = h — | — .
h=nh ;18(§irhr)

Then B® is equal to the identity operator on H?,.(2) N Cor(12).
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Proof. To prove the lemma it is enough to show that for each i,

[ @i 2
8Z<8irhr> 1 H-.

Since the polynomials are dense in H?, it suffices to check the orthogonality
only on polynomials. Take a complex polynomial p. Observe that there exists
0 < 0 such that if we set K, = {z € £2: 7(z) < p} then

b

2\K,

<e in 2\ K,

dV < e, ‘pginhr

Thus we can estimate
i _ [ 9
(oo =[{ 1+ 1 Joor(gor) v
K, O\K,

<C

| pgi hrday A .. Adeg NAZLA . ANdZ; A .. A dZE,| + €.
OK ,NU; <"

For simplicity we now assume that ¢+ = 1. Using the standard “partition
of unity” argument we can assume that |0r/0z;| > ¢ on 0K, N U;. This
estimate does not depend on p. Denote by U; the projection of 0K, N Uy
onto the last 2d — 1 real variables. From the implicit function theorem it
follows that for some a,b,C € C,

| pﬂhrdzlA...Adzn/\EZAdzzA...Adzn

ok o, 91T
- 1
= Spﬂhr<a+bﬁ<ﬁ> )dyl/\dxg/\.../\dyn <(Ce. nm
” or Oy1 \ Oxy

THEOREM 5. Let L°°(B) C E C L?(B) be a locally convex space with a
topology defined by weighted-sup seminorms. Let F' be the subspace of E con-
sisting of analytic functions in the unit ball. Assume that the Bergman pro-
jection is a continuous map from E into F'. Then LW C E and HW C F.

In other words, LW and HW are the smallest locally convex extensions
of L> and H* with the properties described in the theorem.

Proof. We show that if the Bergman projection is a continuous oper-
ator on the space of measurable functions with a topology given by some
weighted-sup seminorms, then the functions defining these seminorms must
belong to the set W.
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Observe that in Us N B we have

o5 (o3 )

Take a function hy(z) = (log(1 — z1))* € Hf,. Then for z € Us N B suffi-
ciently close to OB,

[®hi(2)] < Clhar(2)] + Clhi-1(2)| < Clhi—1(2)]

because |hgr(z)| is bounded. Assume that the Bergman projection is a con-
tinuous operator from FE into F. Then for each v € W there exist w € W
and C,C > 0 such that

[ (2)lo([z1) = |B(e) (2)|o(|2) < € sup [@(he) (2) (| 2])

< C'sup [hy—1(2)|w(|z]).
z€B

Thus for each v € W, if sup [log(1 — |2])|*~!v(|2]) < oo, then we also have
sup [log(1 — |2])|*v(|z|) < co. Obviously taking the largest family of contin-
uous functions satisfying condition (2) one obtains the smallest space. m

REMARK. It is worth mentioning that taking upper semicontinuous func-
tions satisfying the condition from the definition of the weight family instead
of continuous functions does not change the space HW . This will follow from
the inductive description of the space HW given in the next section.

It is known [9] that Bloch functions in the unit ball satisfy |f(z)] <
Cllog(1—|z|)|. The space of Bloch functions is not an algebra with pointwise
multiplication. We can formulate the following

COROLLARY 6. The space HW is the smallest algebra with pointwise
multiplication with a topology given by weighted-sup seminorms containing
the Bloch space.

3. Locally convex space properties. The space HW is locally con-
vex. One cannot expect that there exists a countable family of seminorms
giving the same topology. Thus HW is not a Fréchet space. Nevertheless
some interesting facts concerning the topological structure of this space can
be proved. It is obvious that the topology in HW is stronger than the topol-
ogy of uniform covergence on compact sets.

PROPOSITION 7. The polynomials are dense in HW .

Proof. The proof is exactly the same as in the one-dimensional case
n [13]. Therefore we only sketch it. It is enough to show that if we de-
fine T,f(z) = f(oz) for o > 1 then T,f — f in HW because a function
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holomorphic in some open neighbourhood of the closed unit ball can be ap-
proximated in B by its Taylor polynomials. The convergence T,f — f in
HW follows from the fact that T}, f converges uniformly on compact subsets
of B and that for each f € HW and v € W the function | f(2)|v(|z|) vanishes
at infinity. m

Define continuous functions
1 ifr<1—e1,
vg(r) = e .
[log(1 —7)| ifr>1—e",
and spaces
Huy = {f € H: sup |f(2)|vx(|2]) < oo}
B

The spaces Hvy with the natural injections ty: Hvy — Hwvgy1 form an
injective inductive system of Banach spaces.

THEOREM 8. The mappings i, are compact. The space HW s the in-
ductive limit of the system (Hvy, ).

We recall that a locally convex space which is the inductive limit of a
countable, compact, injective system of Banach spaces is called a Silva space
(in the literature, Silva spaces are also called (DFS)-spaces or (LS)-spaces).

Proof. Compactness of the injections ¢,, follows from the Montel theorem
and the estimate

Supfn_fmvk Scsupfn_fm + —
B ’ ’ +1 o 5 | | |log(1—g)\

for functions f,,, f;, belonging to the unit ball of Huy.
Observe that the functions v,, are strictly positive and v; /v, — 0if [ > k.
Therefore according to [5, 1.6],

ind_, Hvy, = ind . (Hvy)o = HW

as topological vector spaces. The symbol (Hvy)o denotes the space of func-
tions f from Huy, for which fuv, vanishes at infinity. The meaning of HW
is analogous. The family W is the largest family of upper semicontinuous
functions which can be pointwise majorized by some function of the form

v(r) = inf{a,v,(r): n € N},
where «,, is a sequence of positive numbers. Because v,, is positive and

Vni1 < v, it follows from [5, 0.2] that W is equivalent to

{v e C0,1): sup vv, *(r) < oo for n € N}.
rel0,1)

To prove the theorem it remains to notice that for a continuous function v we
have supyg 1 v(r)v, 1 (r) < oo if and only if suppg 1) v(r)[log(1 — r)|* < oco. m
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REMARK. From Grothendieck’s factorization theorem it follows that for
each k € N there exists n € N such that B: Lvy, — Hwv,. In other words
if |f(2)] < Cllog(1 — |2])|* then there exists n € N such that |Bf(z)| <
Cllog(1 — [z[)[".

COROLLARY 9. HW s a complete reflexive (LB)-space. It is also a sep-
arable Schwartz space and hence Montel. Moreover HW carries the finest
topology which makes all injections v continuous. The dual projective se-
quence ((Hwvy)p) is again compact and its limit is a reflexive Fréchet space.

For the proofs of these facts see [11]. From Corollary 9 it follows for
example that such fundamental tools of functional analysis as the open
mapping or the closed graph theorems can be used for the space HW.

Let E, F be locally convex spaces. Assume that F' is a subspace of the
set of all linear functionals on E separating points of E. A set M C E is
called o(FE, F)-bounded or briefly weakly bounded if sup, ¢y, |y(x)| < oo for
each y € F. The strong topology b(F, E) on F is the topology defined by the
seminorms

pu(y) = sup |y(z)].
rxeM

If F is a Banach space then from the Banach—Steinhaus theorem it follows
that a set M is o(FE, E')-bounded if and only if it is bounded in E. Therefore
in this case b(E’, F) is just the norm topology of E’. From now on by the
dual space E’ of a locally convex space E' we mean the space of all continuous
linear functionals on F with the strong topology.

Define

H = {feH: S\f\ugldV<ooforn:1,2,...}.
B
This space is the projective limit of the projective system of spaces

H, :{fEH:é\f\vnldV<oo}.

LEMMA 10. H} is a Fréchet-Schwartz space.

Proof. The proof is the same as in the one-dimensional case in [13]. To
show that H! is a Fréchet space it suffices to prove the completeness of this
space. This amounts to showing that the topology of H}! is finer than the
topology of uniform convergence on compact subsets. To prove the Schwartz
property, let B, = {f € H} : {;|flv,'dV < 1}. Fix r € (0,1) such that
1/llog(1 — )| < e/4. From the Montel theorem it follows that there exist
functions ¢y, ..., gm € Bni1 such that for each f € B, 41,

€
|f =gk dV < oo
|Z|S<T 2|log(1 —7)|™
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for some 1 < k < m. The choice of r implies that

2
_ -1 < — )" — — < e
S |f gk‘vn dv < “Og(l 7")’ S |f gk| dv + ]log(l _ 7,)| =¢é
B |z|<r

Therefore B,11 C Ui, (gr +By). =

Thus there exists a compact inductive system (E,, j,) of Banach spaces
with (H}) = ind,_E, (see [11, 25.20]). We show that in fact HW =
ind,, . Hv,, is isomorphic to the dual space of H!. From the reflexivity of
HW it will follow at once that H} is isomorphic to the dual space of HW .
Our approach is different from that in [13] because we do not use Kothe
spaces.

PROPOSITION 11. The space HW is isomorphic to the strong dual of H}.

Proof. Define the map ¥: HW — (H}) by

W(g)f =\ fgav.
B

The map ¥ is injective because H} contains the polynomials. Take y € (H})'.

From the Hahn—-Banach theorem it follows that y can be regarded as a
continuous functional on H; for some n € N. Thus there exists a bounded
measurable function h such that

y(f) =\ fho, ' dv.
B

From the Fubini theorem it follows that

y(f) =\ B(HhotdV = | f B(hvy ') aV.
B B

Therefore ¥ is surjective because B(hv,,!) belongs to HW.

It remains to prove that ¥ is a homeomorphism. HW has a web as
an inductive limit of Banach spaces. We know from the remarks before
the proposition that the dual space of H! is an ultrabornological space.
Therefore from the open mapping theorem (see [11, 24.30]) it follows that to
show that ¥ is a homeomorphism it is enough to prove that it is continuous.
Because HW is the limit of a compact inductive system of Banach spaces it
suffices to prove that if B, is the unit ball of Hv,, then ¥(B,) is bounded
(see [11, 25.19]). Let M be a weakly bounded set in H!. Then for each
he HW,

sup [&(h)f] < .
feM

Observe that for each f € M the functional h — ¥(h)f is continuous on



Locally convex extension 271

Hwv,,. From the Banach—Steinhaus theorem it follows that

sup pa(Ph) = sup sup [¥(h)f| < 0. m
heB, heB, feM

4. Algebraic properties. From Lemma 1(iv) it follows that the space
HW is a locally convex algebra. By a character on an algebra we mean a
nonzero linear multiplicative functional. It is well known that on a Banach
algebra each character is automatically continuous, and there is a one-to-
one correspondence between the maximal ideals of a commutative unital
Banach algebra and the kernels of characters. None of these facts is true
in the general case of topological algebras (see [10]). The set of continuous
characters on HW, denoted by 9, as a subset of (HW)' can be equipped
with the weak-* topology (for details see [10]). In general 91 is not compact.

PROPOSITION 12. FEwaluations at points of B are the only continuous
characters on the algebra HW .

Proof. If m is a continuous character on HW then it is a character on
the ball algebra (of all functions holomorphic in the unit ball and continuous
on its closure). Thus there exists a point z € B such that on the ball algebra,
m is the evaluation m, at the point z. From the density of the polynomials
it follows that the functional m has a unique extension from the ball algebra
to HW. Observe that the Gelfand transform is the identity on B. Assume
that z € JB. Since the composition of a function belonging to HW with a
holomorphic automorphism of the unit ball also belongs to HW, we may
assume that z = (1,0, ...,0). Define f(¢) = log(1 —¢1). From the continuity
of the functional m (see Proposition 7) it follows that

m(f) = Iil{l flrz) = —oc.
Thus z must belong to B. =

Take A\ € C such that A — f is not invertible in HW. Let I = (A — f)
be the principal ideal generated by A — f. There exists a maximal ideal
M containing I. If the only maximal ideals in HW were the kernels of
evaluations there would exist a point z € B such that f(z) = A. Therefore
we would have

o(f) ={A € C: A — f not invertible in HV'} = f(B).

This is not true because it is easy to see that the function 1 — 21 is not
invertible in HW. Thus there must exist other maximal ideals in HW.
These ideals are certainly dense and of infinite codimension. To describe
some examples of dense ideals we need the following lemma.
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LEMMA 13. Let p be a complex polynomial having no zeros in B. Then
for every 1/2 <r <1 and z € B,

‘ p(z1,. ., 2d) < odegp
p(rzi,...,rzq)| —

For a simple proof see [7].

PROPOSITION 14. Let p1,...,pm be complex polynomials. The ideal I =
(p1,--.,Pm) 18 proper if and only if the intersection of the vanishing set
V(p1y--ypm) = {2 € C% pi(2) = ... = p(2) = 0} with the closed unit ball

in C% is nonempty.
The ideal of HW (D) generated by polynomials py,...,pm € C[Z] is
dense if and only if V(p1,...,pm)ND C ID.

Proof. If V(p1,...,pm)NB is empty then there exist functions q1, .. ., ¢n
in the ball algebra such that

(3) Z qipi = 1.
i—1

Suppose now that V(p1,...,pm) N B is not empty and that the ideal I
is not proper. We may assume that ¢ € V(p1,...,pm) N IB. Observe that
if f € HW(B) then the function T¢ f(z) = f((z) belongs to HW (D). This
follows easily from the decription of HW as an inductive limit of normed
spaces. Because I is not proper there exist qi,...,q, € HW(B) such that

(3) holds. Therefore for some polynomials p1, ..., P, of one variable,
1= Te(a)Te(p) = (= = 1) D Tela:)pe
i=1 i=1

Thus the function z — 1 is invertible in HW (D), which is a contradiction.

If V(p1,...,pm) N D is not contained in D then there exists a point
zeDNV(p1,...,pm). In other words the ideal I is contained in the kernel
of a continuous character. Hence I is not dense in HW .

Assume that V(pi, ..., pm)ND C dD. Since C[Z] is a principal ideal do-
main there exists a polynomial ¢ € C[Z] such that the ideals (p1, ..., pn) and
(q) are equal as ideals of the algebra C[Z]. Consequently, (¢) C (p1,---,Pm)
in HW and V(¢q) = V(p1,...,pm). Define p(")(z) = p(rz). Observe that
q/ ¢\") converges to 1 on compact subsets of ID. Take a decreasing function
v € W. From the previous lemma it follows that
) -1 ) 1

v(lz]) < sup v(l2]) + (2987 + 1)v(o). w

z€pB

sup
z€B

It is a fundamental property of unital Banach algebras that the set of
invertible elements is open. One can prove it using the fact that the series
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S oo at with ||al| < 1 converges to (1—a)~!. The series Y =, f* converges in
HW if and only if sup | f| < 1 because evaluations are continuous functionals
on HW. Thus the following proposition is no surprise.

PROPOSITION 15. The constant function 1 is not an interior point of
the set of invertible elements of the algebra HW . Thus the set of invertible
elements of this algebra is not open.

Proof. Assume that the function f(z) =1 is an interior point of the set
Inv(HW) of invertible elements of HW. Then there exists a function v € W
and a positive number ¢ such that for ¢’ < ¢,

{I=7F:\fllo <&} CInv(HW).
We know that |log(1 — z1)|v(|z|) < C,. Thus the function

8/

~ 20,

satisfies ||f]l, < e. This leads to a contradiction because one can choose
¢’ < e such that the equation

f(z) log(1 — z1)

/

20,

has a solution in the unit ball. =

1+

log(l1—21)=0

The properties of HW described above are rather negative. In particular
they show that algebraically this algebra is not similar to the Banach algebra
of bounded holomorphic functions. Moreover the topological algebra HW
differs from the algebra H of holomorphic functions with the topology of
uniform convergence on compact sets. However, there is some similarity.
For both H* and H, the kernels of evaluations are finitely generated ideals.
To show this in the case of HW we make use of an idea of [1] with the
Bergman projection instead of the Szeg6 projection.

THEOREM 16. Assume that for some f € HW and z € B we have
f(2) =0. Then there exist g1,...,94 € HW such that

d

FQ) = (G = z)gi(©)-

i=1
In other words, each closed mazximal ideal in HW 1is generated by the func-
tions (1 — 21, ...,Cq — 24 for some (z1,...,24) € B.

Proof. We use the fact that the Bergman projection maps LW onto
HW . We have
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f(Q) = f(z) = Bf(() = Bf(2)

d
- Z(Ck — 2k) S m (K(C,n) — K (2,0)7.f () dV (1)
k=1 B )
- n i d—i
=Sl | SO G
d B 4 |
— (M (= () )t
- kZI(Ck k)B< (e f>.
The functions
n j:l 1- C7 i1 — z, d—i
gu() = T 2eim - { <Z>73>§d+1 G L

belong to LW, which proves the theorem. =

COROLLARY 17. Let 9 be a closed mazximal ideal of HW. Then for

each n € N the ideal IN™ s closed in HW .

Proof. This follows from the previous proposition and the continuity of

the Bergman projection. m
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