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d-BALANCED SQUEEZING FUNCTION
NAVEEN GUPTA AND SANJAY KUMAR PANT

ABSTRACT. We introduce the notion of d-balanced squeezing function motivated
by the concept of generalized squeezing function given by Rong and Yang. In this
work we study some of its properties and its relation with the Fridman invariant.

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this article is to extend the notion of generalized squeezing function
for balanced domains introduced by Rong and Yang in [16]. We have extended it to
d-balanced domains. Before giving our definition we give, in chronological order, the
notions preceding it.

B"™ denotes unit ball in C™ and D C C" is used for bounded domain. The set of
all injective holomorphic maps from D to a domain 2 C C" is denoted by O, (D, ).

For z € D the squeezing function Sp on D is defined as

Sp(z) = sgp{’r’ : B"(0,r) C f(D), f € OuD,B")},

where B"(0,7) denotes ball of radius r centered at the origin.

In our recent article [§], we introduced a definition of squeezing function T cor-
responding to polydisk D" in C":

Tp(z) == SL;p{r :D™(0,r) C f(D), f € O, D,D")},

where D™(0, ) denotes polydisk of radius r, centered at the origin.

In [I6], Rong and Yang introduced the concept of generalized squeezing function
S9 for bounded domains D, C C", where () is a balanced domain.

Let us quickly recall the notion of balanced domains and Minkowski function. We
say that a domain 2 C C" is balanced if Az € § for each z € Q and |A\] < 1. Let
) C C" be a bounded, balanced, convex domain. The Minkowski function denoted
by hqo on C" is defined as

ha(z) :=inf{t > 0: z/t € Q}.

For0 <r <1,let Q(r) :={z € C": hg(z) < r}. It can be seen easily that (1) = €.
For a bounded domain D C C" and a bounded, balanced, convex domain €2 C C",
Rong and Yang introduced the notion of generalized squeezing function S% on D as

Sp(z) :=sup{r: Q(r) C f(D), f € Ou(D,Q), f(z) = 0}.
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It follows from the definition that S% is biholomorphic invariant and that its values
lie in semi-open interval (0, 1]. As for squeezing function in general, a bounded domain
D is holomorphic homogeneous regular if its generalized squeezing function S% has
a positive lower bound.

Motivated by the notion of balanced domains, Nikolov in his work [14] gave the
definition of d-balanced(quasi balanced) domains: Let d = (dy,ds, ... ,d,) € Z},n >
2, a domain Q2 C C" is said to be d-balanced if for each z = (21, 22, ..., 2,) € Q and
A e D, (Adlzl,)\dzz2, .. .,)\d”Zn) € 2, where D denotes unit disk in C. Note that
balanced domains are simply (1,1, ..., 1)-balanced.

For a d-balanced domain 2, there is a natural analogue of Minkowski function
called the d-Minkowski function on C", denoted by h,q and is defined as

Z1 22 Zn

hd7Q(Z) = lnf{t >0: (#Tl’ #Tz’ ceey td7l> c Q}

For each 0 < 7 < 1, we fix Q4(r) := {z € C": hyq(z) <r}. It is easy to observe
that for a bounded d-balanced domain 2, Q4(1) = Q (Remark B.1). Finally we are
in a position to introduce the definition of our d-balanced squeezing function.

Definition 1.1. For a bounded domain D C C", and a bounded, convex, d =
(dy,dy, ..., d,)-balanced domain Q, d-balanced squeezing function corresponding to
Q2 of the domain D, denoted by Sdf?D(also called the d-balanced squeezing function
for brevity) is given by:

Sep(2) = sup{r: Q¥(r) C f(D), f € Ou(D,Q), f(2) = 0}.

For notational convenience, we denote the squeezing function SC?’ p by S unless
otherwise stated. It is easy to see that S¢ is biholomorphic invariant and its values
lie in the semi-open interval (0, 1]. As with generalized squeezing function here also
D is holomorphic homogeneous d-regular if its squeezing function S¢ has a positive
lower bound.

Recall that a domain is said to be homogeneous if its group of automorphisms acts
transitively on it. Let D C C" be bounded and €2 C C" be bounded, homogeneous.
Fridman invariant on D, denoted by g%, is defined as

gb(a) = nf{1/r: Bj(a,r) C f(Q),f € Ou(2, D)},

where dp is the Carathéodory(or Kobayashi) pseudodistance cp(or kp) on D and
B (a,r) is the cp(or kp) ball centered at a of radius 7 > 0. For comparison purpose,
we consider h$, defined as

hd(a) := sup{tanhr : B%(a,r) C f(Q), f € O,(Q, D)}.

This work is devoted to general properties of SCSZD and h4,, and some connections
between them. The question arises: given all the information that the(standard)
squeezing function already provides, what could be the utitlity of SC%D? We point
to a host of results where, given D as above and a point p € 9D around which
0D is smooth, if lim,,, Sp(z) = 1 then, based on additional geometric information
about 0D around p, it is inferred that 0D is strongly Levi-pseudoconvex at p: see [2]
and the references therin. Now, ng p would play an analogous role in understanding
alternative Levi geometries. By “understanding alternative Levi geometries” we
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mean the following type of problem: with € fixed and d # (1,1, ...,1) and with some
additional geometric information about 0D around p, studying what the inertia of
the Levi-form of 0D must be in terms of the non-1 entries of d if lim,_,5p SCSZD(Z) =
1.(Note how d = (dy,ds, ..., dy) is vital to such problems.) Some of the properties
of ng p exposed below would be needed for the latter class of problems. Now, what
sort of geometric information about 0D around p would be needed, one may ask.
See [Il, Section 8] for a range of natural conditions and for a general discussion on
what ingredients the solutions of the latter problems need.

Layout of the paper: In the second section we show that product of holomorphic
homogeneous regular domain is holomorphic homogeneous regular. An inequality
related to d-Minkowski function is the main feature of section three. The fourth
and final sections contain the usual results about squeezing functions for d-balanced
domains and Fridman invariant. We would like to point out specifically the results
concerning Fridman invariant and the Lemma [£.8 achieved by tweaking a result of
Bharali [1]. This lemma was mainstay for our continuity result 4.9 in the fourth sec-
tion. We would also like to mention the continuity result regarding the construction
of a particular function g.

2. ON GENERALIZED SQUEEZING FUNCTION
We begin with the following observation:
Lemma 2.1. For0<r <1, Q(r)=rQ(1).

Proof. Let z € Q(r), thus hq(z) < r. This, using homogeneity of hq [10, Remark
2.2.1(a)], gives us hq (£z) < 1. Thus 1z € Q(1). Therefore z = r (z/r) € rQ(1).

Let z € rQ(1), then z = ra for some a € Q(1). Now using homogeneity of hq, we
get hq(ra) < r, which clearly shows that ra = z € Q(r). O

Remark 2.2. Let €3 C C™ and 2y C C™ be balanced domains and let €2 = €; x .
We know that product of balanced domains is balanced, then by the above lemma
one can see that for any r > 0, Q(r) = Q(r) x Qa(r).

Remark can also be deduced from [10, Remark 2.2.1]. On the lines of our
result on product domain [8], we deduce a similar result about generalized squeezing
function on product domain.

Proposition 2.3. If we consider

e O, CC™ (i=1,2,...,k) bounded, convex and balanced domains.

e =0 X x...xQ CC", wheren=n7+no+ ...+ ng.

e D; CC™ (1=1,2,...,k) bounded domains and D = Dy X Dy X ... X Dy.
Then for a = (a1, as,...,a;) € D,
(2.1) Sp(a) > Join Spi(ai).
Proof. By [16, Theorem 3.4], for each a; € D;, there exists an extremal map. That
is for each 7, 1 <1 < k, there exist injective holomorphic map f; : D; — €); with
fi(a;) = 0 such that

(2.2) Q (Spi(a)) C fi(U) CQ, i=1,2,... k.
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Consider the map f : D — () defined as
f(Zlv 22y vy Zk) = (fl(z1>7 fg(Zg), sy fk(zk)) :

Clearly, f is an injective holomorphic map with f(a) = 0. Let r = minj<;< Sgi(ai).
It follows from Remark that Q(r) = Qu(r) x Qa(r) x ... X Q(r). Let w =
(w1, we, ..., wg) € Qr) = Q(r) x Qa(r) X ... x Qx(r). By Equation 2.2] there exists
b; € D;, such that fi(b;) =w;, i =1,2,...,k, since Q;(0,r) C QZ(S%(aZ)) for each 1.
Thus w = f(by, be, ..., b) and as w was arbitrarily chosen, we conclude Q(r) C f(D).
Thus it follows from the definition that S$(a) > minj<;<; S (a;). O

A trivial consequence of the above inequality (2.1]) is that the product of holomor-
phic homogeneous regular domains is holomorphic homogeneous regular.

3. FEW RESULTS ON d-MINKOWSKI FUNCTION

Remark 3.1. For a d-balanced domain 2 C C", the following holds: ( see [10, Remark
2.2.14])
(1) Q={2€C": hya(z) < 1}.
(2) hag (Adlzl,)\dzzg,...,)\d”zn) = [Ahaqa(z) for each z = (21, 29,...,2,) € C"
and \ € C.
(3) hagq is upper semicontinuous.

Minkowski function hq for a bounded, balanced, convex domain 2 C C" is a C-
norm [16, Lemma 3.3], in particular it satisfies triangle inequality. In this direction,
for a d-balanced, convex domain 2 C C", we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let Q2 C C" be a d-balanced, conver domain. Then for z,w €
C", a€]0,1],
hd7Q(OéZ + (1 — a)w) S hd7Q(Z) + hd@(w).

Proof. Let € > 0 be arbitrary and a = hga(z) +€/2, b = hga(w) + €/2. Then

there exists ¢t,s > 0 with ¢ < a, s < b such that (tfl—ll,tfl—z,,;—’;) € ) and
(%,;”722,...,;’;—2) € Q. Since t/a < 1, s/b < 1 and € is d-balanced, we get
that (3, 2%,..., %) € Q and (3, ;"g,...,;’fig) € Q. Let ¢ = max(a,b), then
we get (dl, 322,...,;’;) € ) and (w ,;”2,...,;’1:1) € ). Using convexity, we get
(azﬁgl aur O‘ZQJ’Si;a)wQ, .. O‘Z”Jrgna ) € Q = Q4(1). Therefore we get

9 g e e ey

hue (az1 + (1 —a)wy az+ (1 —a)wy az, + (1 — a)wn) -1

ch cd2 cln

which upon using Remark B.I[2) gives us hgo(az + (1 — a)w) < c¢. Noting that
c=131(a+b+|a—1b|), we get hgo(az+ (1 — a)w) < haqo(z) + hao(w) + €. Since €
was arbitrary, we conclude that hgo(az + (1 — a)w) < hgo(z) + hao(w). O

4. d-BALANCED SQUEEZING FUNCTION

We first recall few results that we will be using in this section. Note that [12]
Theorem 1], [IT, Theorem 1.3] and the Remark 1.6 therein yields the following.
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Result 4.1. For a convex domain Q C C", cq = kq = lz;g, where %Q denotes the
Lempert function on 2.

Combining Result L. with [3, Theorem 1.6, we get the following.
Result 4.2. For a bounded, convex, d = (dy,ds, ..., d,)-balanced domain Q2 C C",
tanh™ hga(2)" < cq(0,2) = ko(0, 2) < tanh™" hgq(2),
where L = max<;<p d;.

Result 4.3 ( [4, Theorem 2.2]). Let D C C" be a bounded domain and z € D. Let
{fi} be a sequence of injective holomorphic maps, f; : D — C", with f;(z) = 0 for
all i. Suppose that f; — f, uniformly on compact subsets of D, where f : D — C". If
there exists a neighborhood U of 0 such that U C f;(D) for all i, then f is injective.

Result 4.4 ( [13, Lemma 2.4]). Let D C C" be a bounded domain and f, g : D — C"
be holomorphic such that

IF G < llg(2)l 5 2 € oD.

Then f and f + g have the same number of zeroes in D, counted according to mul-
tiplicities.

For a bounded domain D and a bounded, convex, d-balanced domain 2, an injec-
tive holomorphic map f : D — Q with f(z) = 0 is said to an be an extremal map

at z € D, if Q%(S%(2)) C f(D). Before proving the existence of extremal maps for
squeezing function S we prove the following useful lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Let Q2 C C" be d-balanced domain and v, — r, 0 < ri,r < 1 be such
that for every k, Q%(ry) C A, where A is some subset of C*. Then Q¢(r) C A.

Proof. Let z = (21, z9,...,2,) € Q%r), that is hqq(z) < r. Thus r is not a lower
bound for B, where B = {t > 0 : (;1—11, ey ;—2) € Q}. Therefore there is tg > 0
such that ¢y € B with tq < r.

For € = r — ty, choose N € N such that ry > to. Thus hga(z) =inf B <ty < ry.
This gives us z € Q4(ry) C A. Thus we get Q%(r) C A. O

Theorem 4.6. Let Q C C™ be bounded, conver and d-balanced domain and D C C"
be a bounded domain. Then for a € D, there exists an injective holomorphic map
f:D — Q with f(a) =0 such that Q*(S%(a)) C f(D).

Proof. Let a € D and r = S%a). Let r; be a sequence of increasing numbers
converging to r and let f; : D — € be injective holomorphic map with f;(a) = 0
such that

Q%(r;) C fi(D), for each i.

Since each f;(D) C €, therefore the sequence f; is locally bounded and hence
normal. Thus by Montel’s theorem, there exists a subsequence f;, of f; such that
fi. — f uniformly on compact subsets of D. Clearly, f : D — Q is a holomorphic
map with f(a) = 0. As r; is an increasing sequence therefore Q%(r;) C f;(D) for
every i. As we know that hyq is upper semicontinuous therefore Q%(r;) is open. Now
using Result [£.3] we get that f is an open map. We know that €2 being convex is
a fat domain [0, Remark 1.4.1(h)], which results in f : D — int Q@ = Q. Now we
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show that Q4(S%(a)) C f(D). For this, it suffices to prove that Q¢(S%(r;)) C f(D)
for each fixed j. Finally Lemma concludes the proof.

Note that for each i > j (j is fixed), Q%(r;) C Q%(r;) C f;(D). Now consider map
gi : Q4r;) = D defined as g; = fi_1|Qd(,,j) for each i > j, then f; o g; = Idgq,) for
i, > j. By Montel’s theorem, sequence g;, has a subsequence, naming it again g, ,
uniformly converging to a function g : Q%(r;) — C" on compact subsests of Q%(r;).
It can be seen easily that g is locally biholomorphic.

Clearly, g : Q4(r;) — D. We claim that g : Q(r;) — D. For this, first note

that ¢ is defined on some neighborhood of the closure Q4(r;). Suppose there is
¢ € g(Q%r;)) such that ¢ ¢ D. Let g;, (2) = gi.(2) — ¢ and g(z) = g(z) — ¢ for
z € Q%r;). Since g;, (2%(r;)) C D, therefore g;, has no zero in Q(r;) and g has a
zero in Q%(r;). Let 29 € Q%(r;) be such that g(z) = ¢, that is, §(z) = 0. Since
g is locally biholomorphism, there is some d > 0 such that z; is the unique zero of
g on B"(z,0). Take € = inf{|g(z)| : 0B™(20,6)} and note that ¢ > 0. Now using
convergence of g;, for this e and then using Result 1.4, we get that g;, has a zero in
B"(z, ) for sufficiently large k. It is a contradiction therefore g (Q%(r;)) C D for
each j.

O
The following corollary is an immediate consequence.

Corollary 4.7. If S4(2) =1 for some z € D, then D is biholomorphically equivalent
to €.

Note that for a bounded, convex d-balanced domain €2, afQ is also bounded, convex
d-balanced for every a € R. We need the following lemma to prove continuity of S¢,
whose proof follows on the same lines as the proof of [3, Theorem 1.6]. We include
its proof here for the sake of completion.

Lemma 4.8. For a bounded, convex, d-balanced domain §2,
- 1/L
hdﬂ(z) S BaQ (tanh kaQ(O, Z)) y

where a € R and Bag > 0 is such that hqq(z) < Baq for every z € aQ)(existence of
the bound B,q is easy to check.)

Proof. Observe that if a = 0, the conclusion is obvious, therefore we assume that
a # 0. Let L = max;<;<,d;. For any ( € D*, where D* is punctured unit disc in
C, denote by 7((),...,7.(¢) distinct Lth roots of (. Let z € af) and ¢ : D — af)
be holomorphic such that ¢(0) = 0 and ¢(o) = z for some ¢ € D. Since ¢(0) = 0,

therefore ¢(() = (Co1(C), ..., dn(C)) for ¢ € D, where ¢; : D — C.

Consider function U defined on D* as
L
U©Q) = haa (50" 161(0). ..., 7(O)" ™ u(()) -
=1

Following verbatim the argument in the proof of [3 Theorem 1.6], we obtain that U
extends to a subharmonic function on I and for each r € (0, 1),

YU (C) = Lhgg o ¢(¢) < LBag for every ¢ with |(| = 7.
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This implies that U(¢) < LB,gq for every ¢ € D. Therefore
Lhaga(2) = Lhag o ¢(0) = |o|"*U(0) < LBuglo|"*.

So we get

N 1 1
kan(0,2) > p (O —hd,Q(Z)L) = tanh™' (B—Lhd,Q(Z)L) ;

) L
BaQ af)

where p denotes Poincaré distance on D and this completes the proof of the lemma.
O

Theorem 4.9. Let 2 C C™ be bounded, homogeneous, d-balanced domain and D C
C™ be bounded. Then squeezing function, S is continuous.

Proof. Let z1, 2o € D. Using Theorem [0l for z1, there exists an injective holomorphic
map f: D — Q with f(z1) = 0 such that

(4.1) QY (S4z)) C f(D).

Set K = (tanh kp(z1,22))"*, and k = B_oK where L = max;<;<, d; and B_q is as
in Lemma 8 for a = —1. If hyq(2f(22)) > S%(z1), then obviously

59(zg) > 0 3 T haol2 )

Let us consider the case when hgo(2f(22)) < S%21). Consider g : D — C" defined
as

L f1(2) = fi(22) fa(2) = fol2e) fa(2) = fa(22)
9(2) "( 21+ k) 7 2(1+ k) W)

Notice that g is injective holomorphic with g(z2) = 0. We first claim that g(D) C .
For z € D we show that g(z) € Q¢(1) = Q. By using Remark BI[1 and 2] and
Proposition for = 1/2, we have

N f1(2) = fi(z2) fa(2) = fa(22) fa(2) = fa(z2)
hao(9(2)) = has ( 21+ kB ' 2(1+ k) W)
1 f(z) = f(=)
= e (5
1

< 15k (hd,ﬂ(f(z)) + hd,Q(_f(Z2))

< 1—}——]{3 (1 —+ hd,Q(_f(ZQ)) .

-+

Now using Lemma [A.8(for a = —1) we have
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haa(g(z)) < H—Lk (14 han(—f(22))

< w7 (14 Bogtanh k_q(0, - f(22)) /")

< —— (1 + B_qtanh ky(p)(h(21), h(22))"/")

—_
— 4=+~
o ol

T (1+ B_g(tanh kp(z1, 2))"")

==
+

Y

where h : D — —€ is defined as h(z) = —f(z). Next we claim that

2 (5M) — hag(2f(22))
Q( T+ h )§9<D>‘

Let us take w € Q¢ (Sd(zl)_(}fiz)@f (22))>. Therefore hgq(w) < Sd(zﬂ_(}lliz)@f(zz)), which

upon using Remark B.1[(2) and Proposition B2(for o = 1/2) yields
hago (201 (L4+ k)" = fi(z2), ..., 2wa (1L 4+ k)™ — fu(z2)) < S%(z1).
This further gives us
2ui(1+ k)" = fiz2), ., 2w, (L + k)™ = fu(z2)) € QY(s%(21)) € f(D).
Therefore (2w (1 + k)4 — fi(z2), ..., 2w, (1 + k)%™ — f,(22)) = (fi(a), ..., fa(a)) for

some a € D. Thus we get
o fl(a)—fl(zz) f2(a)—f2(2’2) fn(a)_fn(z2) .
v ( 200+ k) 7 2(1+ k)2 777 2(1+ k) ) = 9(a).
This establishes our claim and hence we obtain
d S4(z1) = haa(2f(22))

Now it follows that
S z) < SUz) (1 + k) + haa(2f(22))
= SU2zy) + S¥(22)k + hao(2f(22))
< 8% zy) + k + Bag (tanh kg (0, 2 (22)))/* (using Lemma [L.]))
< 5%(23) + k + Bag (tanh ki) (1 (21), H'(2))) "
= S%42y) + k + Bayg(tanh kp (2, z2))1/L
= 5%z) + Aok,

where Bsq is as in Lemma [4.8 for a = 2, Aq = B_q+ Bsq and I/ : D — 20 is defined
as h'(z) = 2f(z). On the similar lines, we can obtain that

Sd(ZQ) < Sd(zl) + AQIC

~—~~ ~~  —~
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Therefore we get
(4.2) 15%(2) — S¥ ()| < AqK for every 2,2z € D

and hence S% is continuous.
]

Remark 4.10. Let Q; C C" be d'-balanced d' = (d,d5, ..., d, ) e N" i =1,2,... k.
Let Q =0y x Qo x ... xQ CC" n=ny+ny...+n, Itiseasy to see that Q) is
d=(d',d, ..., d")-balanced and Q4(r) = Q% (1) x Q% (ry)x. .. x QL (ry) (See [10, Re-
mark 2.2.14(e)]).

Proposition 4.11. Let Q; CC%, i =1,2,...,k be bounded, convex and d'-balanced
domains, d* € N“. Let D; C C%, i = 1,2,...,k be bounded domains. Let ) =
D Xy x...xQ, CC", wheren=n1+ny+...+n, and D = Dy X Dy X ... X Dy,.
Let d = (d',d?,...,d~), then for a = (ay,ay,...,a;) € D,

(4.3) S%a) > min 5% (a;).

1<i<k

Proof. By Theorem [4.6], for each 1 < i < k, there exist an extremal map f; at a; € D;.
That is, f; : D; — §2; is injective holomorphic with f;(a;) = 0 such that

(4.4) O (Sdi(ai)) CH(D)C O, i=1,2,... k.

Consider the map f: D — €2 defined as

[z, 22,0 z) = (fi(21), falz2), -, fa(ar)) -
Clearly, f is injective holomorphic with f(a) = 0. Let r = min;<;< Sdi(ai). It
follows from Remark EI0 that Q4(r) = Q4" (r) x Q€ (r) x ... x Q¥ (r). Let w =
(wy, wa, ..., wg) € Q4Ur) = Q¥ (r) x QL (r) x ... x Q¥ (r). By Equation 4.4] there
exists b; € D;, such that fi(b;) = w;, i = 1,2,...,k, since Qf (r) C Q% (S (a;))
for each i. Thus w = f(by,ba,...,bx) and as w was arbitrarily chosen, we conclude
Qd(r) C f(D). Thus it follows that S%(a) > min;<;<; S (a;). O
The following corollary is immediate.

Corollary 4.12. Product of holomorphic homogeneous di-reqular domains is holo-
morphic homogeneous d-reqular, where d = (d*,d?, ..., d").

Recall that we say a sequence of subdomains {D,} of D exhausts D if for each
compact subset K C D, there exists N > 0 such that K C D, for every k > N.

Theorem 4.13. If a sequence D,, C D ezhausts D, then lim, S (z) = S%(z) uni-
formly on compact subsets of D.

Proof. This theorem can be proved in a similar manner as in [16] Theorem 3.8] using
Equation 421 O

This theorem —using the argument as in [5, Theorem 1.2]—gives the following
theorem.

Theorem 4.14. A d-balanced domain exhausted by a holomorphic homogeneous d-
reqular domain is holomorphic homogeneous d-reqular.



10 N. GUPTA AND S. KUMAR

5. THE SQUEEZING FUNCTION S? AND THE FRIDMAN INVARIANT

In [I5], authors discussed the relation between the squeezing function and the
Fridman invariant. Similar relation was discussed for between the Fridman invariant
and the squeezing function corresponding to polydisk, generalised squeezing function
[8,16]. We have the following theorem in this direction.

Theorem 5.1. Let D C C™ be a bounded domain and 2 C C™ be bounded, conver,
d-balanced. Then for a € D,

S%(a)" < hp(a),
where L = maxj<;<p, d;.

Proof. For a € D, let f: D — € be injective holomorphic map with f(a) = 0. Let
r > 0 be such that Q4(r) C f(D). Consider g : Q — D defined as

g(z) o= 71 (2™, 2or®, o 2 ™)

Recall that hggq (zlrdl 2912 .,znrd”) = rhgo(z), using Remark 3.1(2). Thus for
2 € Q=Q(1), (zr™, zor®, ..., z,r%) € Q%r) and therefore g is well defined. We
claim that B$(a, tanh™' L) Q 9(Q) C D. Let w € B (a,tanh™" r’), then

tanh™' 7% > ¢cp(a, w)
= cppy(f(a), f(w))
= ¢5(0)(0, f(w))
> ca(0, f(w))
> tanh ™" (haq(f(w)))".
We are using Result in the last step. This gives us hgo(f(w)) < r. Thus

w € f~4Q4r)), which upon using Remark B.I(2) gives us w € ¢(Q2). Therefore
rL < h$)(a) and hence we get S%(a)* < hé(a). O

Theorem 5.2. If D, Q) C C" are bounded, d-balanced, convex then
h5(0)" < 5%(0),
where L = maxi<i<n dl

Proof. For 0 € €, let f : Q — D be an injective holomorphic map with f(0) =
Let 7 > 0 be such that Bf,(0,7) C f(£2). Define g : D — Q as

g(w) == f(aMwy, ..., a%w,),
where o« = tanhr. Note that for w € D, hyp(w) < 1, which on using Remark

BI(2) gives us hgp(a®wy, ..., a%w,) < a and therefore g is well defined. Also, g is
injective holomorphic with ¢(0) = 0.
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We next claim that Q%(a’) C g(D). To see this, let z € Q4(al), then
OéL > hd’Q(Z)
> tanh cq(0, 2)

= tanh Cf(Q)(f(())v f(2))
> tanh cp (0, f(2))

> (hap(f(2)" .
This yields that hqp(f(2)) < a, and thus we get our claim. This further yields
59(0) > o = (tanh )", which implies that

hs,(0)F < 8%(0).
O

Remark 5.3. Observe that under the assumption of Theorem 5.2 using Theorem [5.1]
we get

§U(0)" < hi(0) < SU(0)*.
In case when D, Q) are bounded, balanced and convex this inequality gives [17, The-
orem 3.

Theorem 5.4. For a bounded, convex, d-balanced and homogeneous domain €2, let
D =Q\ {0}. Then

SU)E < haga(z) < SU)YE for all z € D.
Proof. Tt follows directly from the proof of [16, Theorem 4.5 | and Theorem 511 O

Remark 5.5. Note that when 2 is bounded, convex, balanced and homogeneous,
then Theorem [B.4] reduces to the theorem of Rong and Yang [16, Theorem 4.5],
which states that

for z € D = Q\ {0}, S%(2) = ha(2).
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