
EXTREMAL DISTANCE AND CONFORMAL MAPPINGS

IN HARDY AND BERGMAN SPACES

CHRISTINA KARAFYLLIA

Abstract. We prove necessary and sufficient integral conditions in-
volving extremal distance for a conformal mapping of the unit disk to
belong to the Hardy or weighted Bergman spaces. We also give charac-
terizations for the Hardy number and the Bergman number of a simply
connected domain in terms of extremal distance.

1. Introduction

In this paper we study the problem of finding necessary and sufficient
geometric conditions for a conformal mapping of the unit disk D to belong
to some Hardy or weighted Bergman space. Such conditions have been
proved in terms of harmonic measure and hyperbolic distance. We establish
new conditions involving extremal distance.

The Hardy space with exponent p > 0 is denoted by Hp(D) and is defined
to be the set of all holomorphic functions f of D such that

sup
0<r<1

∫ 2π

0
|f(reiθ)|pdθ < +∞.

For the theory of Hardy spaces, see [3]. Let D 6= C be a simply connected
domain and f be a Riemann mapping from D onto D. The Hardy number
of D, or equivalently of f , is defined by

h (D) = h(f) = sup {p > 0 : f ∈ Hp(D)} .
This definition is independent of the choice of the Riemann mapping onto
D [6, 13]. Since every conformal mapping of D belongs to Hp (D) for all
p ∈ (0, 1/2) [3, p. 50], the number h(D) lies in [1/2,+∞].

A more general class of holomorphic functions that contains Hardy spaces
is the class of weighted Bergman spaces. The weighted Bergman space with
exponent p > 0 and weight α > −1 is denoted by Apα(D) and is defined to
be the set of all holomorphic functions f of D such that∫

D
|f (z)|p(1− |z|2)

α
dA (z) < +∞,
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where dA denotes the Lebesgue area measure on D. For the theory of
Bergman spaces, see [4]. As an analogue of the Hardy number for weighted
Bergman spaces, the current author and Karamanlis introduced in [11] the
Bergman number as follows. If f is a conformal mapping of D, the Bergman
number of f is defined by

b(f) = sup

{
p

α+ 2
: f ∈ Apα(D), p > 0, α > −1

}
.

They then proved that b(f) = h(f). See [11,12].
A well-studied problem in geometric function theory is to find geometric

conditions for a conformal mapping f of D to belong to some space Hp(D) or
Apα(D) by studying the image region f(D). See, for example, [7, 11, 15] and
references therein. Some of these conditions that have been proved recently
involve conformal invariants such as harmonic measure and hyperbolic dis-
tance. Before we state the results, we fix some notation.

For a domain Ω in C, a point z ∈ Ω and a Borel subset A of Ω, let ωΩ (z,A)
denote the harmonic measure of A at z with respect to the component of
Ω\A containing z. Also, we denote by dΩ the hyperbolic distance in Ω. For
the general theory of harmonic measure and hyperbolic distance, see [5].

Henceforth, let f be a conformal mapping of D. For r > 0, we set
Fr = {z ∈ D : |f(z)| = r}. In [14, 15] Poggi-Corradini gave a neces-
sary and sufficient integral condition for f to belong to Hp(D) in terms of
the harmonic measure ωD(0, Fr). The current author and Karamanlis ex-
tended this condition to weighted Bergman spaces in [11]. In [7] the current
author established another necessary and sufficient integral condition involv-
ing this time the hyperbolic distance dD(0, Fr). In [10] Betsakos, the author
and Karamanlis generalized this condition to weighted Bergman spaces. We
state all these results in the following theorem. For simplicity, we use the
convention that Ap−1(D) = Hp(D) for every p > 0.

Theorem 1.1 ([7, 10, 11, 14, 15]). Let f be a conformal mapping of D. If
p > 0 and α ≥ −1, the following statements are equivalent.

(1) f ∈ Apα(D),

(2)

∫ +∞

0
rp−1ωD(0, Fr)

α+2dr < +∞,

(3)

∫ +∞

0
rp−1e−(α+2)dD(0,Fr)dr < +∞.

Harmonic measure and hyperbolic distance can also give characteriza-
tions for the Hardy and the Bergman number of a conformal mapping of D.
These results are due to Kim and Sugawa [13] and the current author [8],
respectively.

Theorem 1.2 ([8, 13]). Let f be a conformal mapping of D. Then

h(f) = b(f) = lim inf
r→+∞

logωD(0, Fr)
−1

log r
= lim inf

r→+∞

dD (0, Fr)

log r
.
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We now discuss new results that give similar integral conditions and char-
acterizations in terms of extremal distance and reduced extremal distance.
We observe that the equivalence of (2) and (3) in Theorem 1.1 is not trivial

since, in general, ωD(0, Fr) and e−dD(0,Fr) are not comparable. More pre-
cisely, the Beurling-Nevanlinna projection theorem [14, p. 9] implies that,
for every r > 0,

ωD(0, Fr) ≥
2

π
e−dD(0,Fr)

but the reverse inequality fails in general as the author proved in [9]. How-
ever, integrating as in Theorem 1.1 implies that the integrals are finite or
infinite at the same time. Furthermore, taking limits as in Theorem 1.2
shows that ωD(0, Fr) and dD(0, Fr) can be equally used to determine the
Hardy number.

In the same spirit, a possible question is whether we could obtain sim-
ilar conditions involving the extremal distance λ or the reduced extremal
distance δ. Actually, it is known that [5, p. 164], for every r > 0,

ωD(0, Fr) ≤ e−πδD(0,Fr).

The reverse inequality fails in general if Fr has more than one compo-
nent. However, even though ωD(0, Fr) and e−δD(0,Fr) are not comparable,
one might expect that we could obtain similar conditions to Theorem 1.1 by
integrating. In other words, the following question arises.

Question 1.1. Let p > 0 and α ≥ −1. Is it true that f ∈ Apα(D) if and
only if ∫ +∞

0
rp−1e−π(α+2)δD(0,Fr)dr < +∞?

This question was posed to me by Pietro Poggi-Corradini in personal com-
munication. In Section 4 we prove that the answer is negative by providing a
counter-example. Moreover, we found how to modify the integral condition
so as to get a positive answer.

First, we observe that if Fr had only one component then ωD(0, Fr) and

e−πδD(0,Fr) would be comparable [5, p. 164]. Consequently, the key idea
is to consider one component of Fr. Studying the problem in detail, we
found that the appropriate component is the following one. Let Ir be an
enumeration of the components of Fr, which we denote by

{
F ir
}
i∈Ir . We

consider a component F ∗r such that

ωD(0, F ∗r ) = max{ωD(0, F ir) : i ∈ Ir}.

We note that the existence of F ∗r is not trivial since the harmonic measures
ωD(0, F ir), i ∈ Ir, are considered in different domains. However, in Section
2 we show that there is always such a component which also satisfies

δD(0, F ∗r ) = min{δD(0, F ir) : i ∈ Ir} and λD(0, F ∗r ) = min{λD(0, F ir) : i ∈ Ir}.

Therefore, in Section 3 we prove the following result.
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Theorem 1.3. Let f be a conformal mapping of D. If p > 0 and α ≥ −1,
the following statements are equivalent.

(1) f ∈ Apα(D),

(2)

∫ +∞

0
rp−1ωD(0, F ∗r )α+2dr < +∞,

(3)

∫ +∞

0
rp−1e−π(α+2)δD(0,F ∗r )dr < +∞,

(4)

∫ +∞

0
rp−1e−π(α+2)λD(0,F ∗r )dr < +∞.

Using ωD(0, F ∗r ), δD(0, F ∗r ) and λD(0, F ∗r ) we can also give characteriza-
tions for the Hardy and the Bergman number of f as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Let f be a conformal mapping of D. Then

(1) h(f) = b(f) = lim inf
r→+∞

logωD(0, F ∗r )−1

log r
,

(2) h(f) = b(f) = lim inf
r→+∞

πδD(0, F ∗r )

log r
,

(3) h(f) = b(f) = lim inf
r→+∞

πλD(0, F ∗r )

log r
.

2. preliminaries

2.1. Extremal distance. Let D be a plane domain and E,F be two dis-
joint sets on ∂D. Let Γ be the family of all rectifiable curves in D joining
E to F . We consider non-negative Borel measurable functions ρ in D and
define

L (Γ, ρ) = inf
γ∈Γ

∫
γ
ρ |dz| and A (D, ρ) =

∫ ∫
D
ρ2dxdy.

The extremal distance λ̃D(E,F ) between E and F in D is defined by

λ̃D(E,F ) = sup
ρ

L(Γ, ρ)2

A (D, ρ)
,

where the supremum is taken over all ρ that satisfy 0 < A (D, ρ) < +∞.
Now, let D be a Jordan domain in C, E be an arc on ∂D and z0 ∈ D.
Consider all Jordan arcs σ ⊂ D joining z0 to ∂D\E and define

λD(z0, E) = sup
σ
λ̃D\σ(σ,E),

where the supremum is taken over all such Jordan arcs. The quantity
λD(z0, E) is conformally invariant [2, 5] and it is related to the harmonic
measure ωD(z0, E) [5, p. 145] in the following way

e−πλD(z0,E) ≤ ωD(z0, E) ≤ 8

π
e−πλD(z0,E). (2.1)
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2.2. Reduced extremal distance. Let D be a finitely connected Jordan
domain in C, let E be a finite union of subarcs of ∂D and z0 ∈ D. For
ε > 0, we set Bε = B(z0, ε) = {z ∈ C : |z − z0| < ε}. The reduced extremal
distance δD(z0, E) [5] is defined by

δD(z0, E) = lim
ε→0

(λ̃D\Bε(∂Bε, E)− λ̃D\Bε(∂Bε, ∂D)).

The reduced extremal distance is conformally invariant [5, p. 163]. If E is
a single arc on ∂D, then [5, p. 164] δD(z0, E) is related to the harmonic
measure ωD(z0, E) in the following way

2

π
e−πδD(z0,E) ≤ ωD(z0, E) ≤ e−πδD(z0,E). (2.2)

2.3. Harmonic measure. Now, we state two properties of harmonic mea-
sure that we use in the proofs below. The first one is a corollary of the
Beurling-Nevanlinna projection theorem.

Lemma 2.1 ([5, p. 107]). Let D be an unbounded simply connected domain,
z ∈ D and ζ ∈ ∂D. Then, for 0 < r < |z − ζ|,

ωD(z,B(ζ, r) ∩ ∂D) ≤ K
(

r

|z − ζ|

)1/2

,

where K > 0 is a constant.

The second result we need is an immediate consequence of the strong
Markov property for harmonic measure [1, p. 282].

Lemma 2.2. Let D1, D2 ⊂ C be two simply connected domains. Assume
that D1 ⊂ D2 and let F ⊂ ∂D2\∂D1 and σ = ∂D1\∂D2. Then, for z ∈ D1,

ωD2(z, F ) ≤ ωD1(z, σ).

2.4. Auxiliary lemmas. From now on, let f be a conformal mapping from
D onto an unbounded simply connected domain. For r > 0, set Fr = {z ∈
D : |f(z)| = r}. Note that f(Fr) = f(D) ∩ {z ∈ C : |z| = r} is the union
of countably many open arcs in f(D). By Proposition 2.14 in [16, p. 29] it
follows that Fr is the union of countably many analytic open arcs in D so
that each such arc has two distinct endpoints on ∂ D. Let N(r) ∈ N∪{+∞}
be the number of components of Fr. Then we set

Ir =

{
{1, 2, . . . , N (r)} , if N (r) < +∞
N, if N (r) = +∞

and denote by
{
F ir
}
i∈Ir the components of Fr.

Lemma 2.3. For every r > 0, there exists a component F ∗r of Fr such that

ωD(0, F ∗r ) = max{ωD(0, F ir) : i ∈ Ir}.
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f(0)

D0

D1

D2

D3

C1
C2

C3

Figure 1. The domains Dk and the arcs Ck.

Proof. Let f(D) = D. Fix an r > |f(0)| and let C = {z ∈ C : |z| = r}.
Then, since D is unbounded, D ∩C 6= ∅. We now apply Proposition 2.13 in
[16, p. 28]. Since f(0) ∈ D\C, there are countably many crosscuts Ck ⊂ C,
k ∈ J , of D such that

D = D0 ∪
⋃
k∈J

Dk ∪
⋃
k∈J

Ck,

where D0 is the component of D\C containing f(0) and Dk are disjoint
domains with

Ck = D ∩ ∂Dk ⊂ D ∩ ∂D0

for k ∈ J . It follows that if z ∈ D lies in the unbounded component of C \C
then z ∈ Dk for exactly one k. Note that Dk, for k ∈ J , may contain points
of C. See for example D1 in Fig. 1.

We notice that since D is unbounded, there is at most one Ck such that
the component of D\Ck containing f(0) is bounded. Indeed, since D is
unbounded, there is some k∗ ∈ J such that the component Dk∗ of D\Ck∗
not containing f(0) is unbounded (see for example D2 in Fig. 1). Then the
component of D\Ck∗ containing f(0) is either bounded or unbounded. For
every k ∈ J\{k∗}, the component of D\Ck containing f(0) is unbounded
since it contains Dk∗ .

Now, let Bi denote the component of D\f(F ir) containing f(0). Then by
the conformal invariance of harmonic measure we have

sup{ωD(0, F ir) : i ∈ Ir} = sup{ωBi(f(0), f(F ir)) : i ∈ Ir}.

We claim that

sup{ωBi(f(0), f(F ir)) : i ∈ Ir} = sup{ωBk(f(0), Ck) : k ∈ J}.
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Indeed, we observe that for each i ∈ Ir we have either f(F ir) = Ck for some
k or, by Lemma 2.2,

ωBi(f(0), f(F ir)) ≤ ωBk(f(0), Ck)

for some k. This implies that

sup{ωBi(f(0), f(F ir)) : i ∈ Ir} ≤ sup{ωBk(f(0), Ck) : k ∈ J}.

The reverse inequality comes directly from the fact that

{ωBk(f(0), Ck) : k ∈ J} ⊂ {ωBi(f(0), f(F ir)) : i ∈ Ir}.

Therefore,

sup{ωD(0, F ir) : i ∈ Ir} = sup{ωBk(f(0), Ck) : k ∈ J}. (2.3)

If J is finite then the proof is complete. So, we suppose that J is infinite.
As we proved above, since D is unbounded, there is at most one Ck such
that the component of D\Ck containing f(0) is bounded. For every k ∈ J ,
let l(Ck) be the length of the circular arc Ck and ζk be the midpoint of the
arc Ck. Since the series

0 ≤
∑
k∈J

l(Ck) ≤ 2πr

converges, we infer that

lim
k→+∞

l(Ck) = 0 (2.4)

So, there is a k1 ∈ N such that l(Ck) < r − |f(0)| and Bk is unbounded for
every k ≥ k1. By Lemma 2.1 it follows that, for k ≥ k1 we have

ωBk(f(0), B(ζk, l(Ck)) ∩ ∂Bk) ≤ K
(

l(Ck)

r − |f(0)|

)1/2

, (2.5)

where K > 0 is a constant. Since Ck ⊂ B(ζk, l(Ck))∩∂Bk, by monotonicity,
we get

ωBk(f(0), Ck) ≤ ωBk(f(0), B(ζk, l(Ck)) ∩ ∂Bk).
This in combination with (2.5) and (2.4) gives

lim
k→+∞

ωBk(f(0), Ck) = 0.

Therefore, there is a k2 > k1 such that ωBk(f(0), Ck) ≤ ωB1(f(0), C1)
for every k ≥ k2. This implies that there exists an arc Ck∗ , where k∗ ∈
{1, 2, . . . , k2}, such that

ωBk∗ (f(0), Ck∗) = max{ωBk(f(0), Ck) : k ∈ J}.

By this and (2.3) it follows that there is a component F ∗r of Fr such that

ωD(0, F ∗r ) = max{ωD(0, F ir) : i ∈ Ir}

and the proof is complete. �
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Lemma 2.4. The functions ωD(0, F ∗r ), e−πδD(0,F ∗r ) and e−πλD(0,F ∗r ) are de-
creasing in r > 0 and thus they are measurable. Moreover,

δD(0, F ∗r ) = min{δD(0, F ir) : i ∈ Ir} and λD(0, F ∗r ) = min{λD(0, F ir) : i ∈ Ir}.

Note that the extremal distances δD(0, F ir) and λD(0, F ir) are considered
with respect to the component of D \F ir containing 0. Here, a function
f : I → R on an interval I ⊂ R is decreasing if r1 < r2 implies f(r1) ≥ f(r2).

Proof. Fix an r > 0. For every i ∈ Ir, by the Riemann mapping theorem
there is a conformal mapping gi from the component of D \F ir containing 0
onto D so that gi(0) = 0 and gi(F

i
r) is the arc (e−iθi , eiθi), where θi ∈ (0, π].

By the conformal invariance of harmonic measure, we infer that, for every
i ∈ Ir,

ωD(0, F ir) = ωD(0, gi(F
i
r)) =

θi
π
. (2.6)

Moreover, the conformal invariance of extremal distance implies that

λD(0, F ir) = λD(0, gi(F
i
r)) = λ̃D([−1, 0], gi(F

i
r)).

For the last equality, see [2, p. 370]. When θi increases, the monotonicity of
extremal length implies that λD(0, F ir) decreases. This in combination with
(2.6) and Lemma 2.3 gives

λD(0, F ∗r ) = min{λD(0, F ir) : i ∈ Ir}.

Similarly,

δD(0, F ∗r ) = min{δD(0, F ir) : i ∈ Ir}.

Now, let r1 < r2. By Lemma 2.2 and the definition of the component F ∗r
we have, respectively, that

ωD(0, F ∗r2) ≤ ωD(0, F kr1) ≤ ωD(0, F ∗r1),

where F kr1 is a component of Fr1 that separates 0 from F ∗r2 . So, ωD(0, F ∗r ) is
a decreasing function of r.

For i = 1, 2, by the Riemann mapping theorem there is a conformal map-
ping hi from the component of D \F ∗ri containing 0 onto D so that hi(0) = 0

and hi(F
∗
ri) is the arc (e−iφi , eiφi), where φi ∈ (0, π]. By the conformal in-

variance and the monotonicity of the harmonic measure ωD(0, F ∗r ) in r, we
deduce that φ1 ≥ φ2. This in conjunction with the conformal invariance and
the monotonicity of extermal length, gives

λD(0, F ∗r1) ≤ λD(0, F ∗r2)

and hence e−πλD(0,F ∗r ) is decreasing in r > 0. Similarly, e−πδD(0,F ∗r ) is de-
creasing in r > 0. �
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3. Proofs of the main results

Next, we prove Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 and some consequent results.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. First, we prove the equivalence of (1) and (2). Sup-
pose that f ∈ Apα(D) for some p > 0 and α ≥ −1. By Theorem 1.1 we
have ∫ +∞

0
rp−1ωD(0, Fr)

α+2dr < +∞. (3.1)

Now, let Ωr be the component of D \Fr containing 0 and let Ω∗r be the
component of D \F ∗r containing 0. We set F cr = ∂Ωr\Fr and F ∗cr = ∂Ω∗r\F ∗r .
See Fig. 2. Since Ωr ⊂ Ω∗r and F cr ⊂ F ∗cr , it follows that, for every r > 0,

1− ωΩr(0, Fr) = ωΩr(0, F
c
r ) ≤ ωΩ∗r (0, F

∗c
r ) = 1− ωΩ∗r (0, F

∗
r )

i.e.,
ωD(0, F ∗r ) ≤ ωD(0, Fr). (3.2)

Since ωD(0, F ∗r ) is measurable, by Lemma 2.4, relations (3.1) and (3.2) imply
that ∫ +∞

0
rp−1ωD(0, F ∗r )α+2dr < +∞.

Conversely, let F ′r be a component of Fr such that dD(0, Fr) = dD(0, F ′r).
By the Beurling-Nevanlinna projection theorem [14, p. 10] we infer that, for
every r > 0,

e−dD(0,Fr) = e−dD(0,F ′r) ≤ π

2
ωD(0, F ′r) ≤

π

2
ωD(0, F ∗r ). (3.3)

Therefore, if, for some p > 0 and α ≥ −1,∫ +∞

0
rp−1ωD(0, F ∗r )α+2dr < +∞,

then ∫ +∞

0
rp−1e−(α+2)dD(0,Fr)dr < +∞

and hence Theorem 1.1 implies that f ∈ Apα(D).
The equivalence of (2), (3) and (4) is immediate by (2.1) and (2.2), which

give, respectively, that
π

8
ωD(0, F ∗r ) ≤ e−πλD(0,F ∗r ) ≤ ωD(0, F ∗r ) (3.4)

and

ωD(0, F ∗r ) ≤ e−πδD(0,F ∗r ) ≤ π

2
ωD(0, F ∗r ). (3.5)

�

Corollary 3.1. Let f be a conformal mapping of D. Let Φ(r) denote

ωD(0, F ∗r ), e−πδD(0,F ∗r ) or e−πλD(0,F ∗r ). If f ∈ Apα(D) for some p > 0 and
α ≥ −1, then there is a constant C > 0 such that

Φ(r) ≤ Cr−
p

α+2 ,
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Fr

F ∗r

0 0

F cr F ∗cr

Figure 2. The sets Fr, F
c
r , F

∗
r and F ∗cr .

for every r > 0. Moreover, if there are p′ > 0, α′ ≥ −1, C > 0, and r0 > 0
such that

Φ(r) ≤ Cr−
p′

α′+2

for every r > r0, then f ∈ Apα(D) for all p > 0 and α ≥ −1 such that
p

α+2 ∈ (0, p′

α′+2).

Proof. If f ∈ Apα(D) for some p > 0 and α ≥ −1, by Theorem 1.3 we have∫ +∞

0
rp−1Φ(r)α+2dr < +∞.

Lemma 2.4 implies that Φ(r) is decreasing in r and thus, for R > 0,∫ +∞

0
rp−1Φ(r)α+2dr ≥

∫ R

0
rp−1Φ(r)α+2dr ≥ Rp

p
Φ(R)α+2.

Combining the results above we infer that, for every R > 0,

Φ(R) ≤ CR−
p

α+2 ,

where

C =

(
p

∫ +∞

0
rp−1Φ(r)α+2dr

) 1
α+2

> 0.

Now, suppose there are p′ > 0, α′ ≥ −1, C > 0 and r0 > 0 such that

Φ(r) ≤ Cr−
p′

α′+2

for every r > r0. If α ≥ −1 and p > 0 satisfy p
α+2 <

p′

α′+2 , then∫ +∞

r0

rp−1Φ(r)α+2dr ≤ Cα+2

∫ +∞

r0

r
p−1− p′

α′+2
(α+2)

dr < +∞.

So, by Theorem 1.3 we deduce that f ∈ Apα(D). �



EXTREMAL DISTANCE AND MAPPINGS IN HARDY AND BERGMAN SPACES 11

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By (3.2) and (3.3) we have that, for every r > 0,

2

π
e−dD(0,Fr) ≤ ωD(0, F ∗r ) ≤ ωD(0, Fr)

and thus

logωD(0, Fr)
−1

log r
≤ logωD(0, F ∗r )−1

log r
≤ log(π/2)

log r
+
dD(0, Fr)

log r
.

This in combination with Theorem 1.2 gives (1). Then equalities (2) and
(3) follow directly by (3.4) and (3.5). �

4. Counter-example

The following example gives a negative answer to Question 1.1.

Theorem 4.1. There is a simply connected domain D in C with the follow-
ing property. Let f be a conformal mapping from D onto D with f(0) = 0.
Then f ∈ Apα(D) for every p > 0 and α ≥ −1 but∫ +∞

0
rp−1e−π(α+2)δD(0,Fr)dr = +∞

for every p > 0 and α ≥ −1 that satisfy p ≥ α
2 + 1.

Proof. If αn = e4nπ for every n ≥ 1, let D be the simply connected domain
of Fig. 3, namely,

D = C\
3⋃

k=0

[
ei
kπ
2 ,+∞

)
\

+∞⋃
l=1

2l+1−1⋃
k=0

[
αle

i π
2l

( 1
2

+k),+∞
)

with the notation
[
reiθ,+∞

)
=
{
seiθ : s ≥ r

}
. By the Riemann mapping

theorem there is a conformal mapping f from D onto D such that f(0) = 0.
For r > 0, let

αD(r) = max{θ(E) : E is a subarc of D ∩ {z ∈ C : |z| = r}},
where θ(E) denotes the angular Lebesgue measure of E. Since D is a starlike
domain with respect to 0, the Hardy number of D is given by

h(D) = lim
r→+∞

π

αD(r)
= +∞.

See [6, p. 237]. Thus, f ∈ Hp(D) for every p > 0 and, since Hp(D) ⊂ Apα(D),
we infer that f ∈ Apα(D) for every p > 0 and α > −1.

Now, for ε ∈ (0, 1), we set Bε = {z ∈ C : |z| < ε}. Also, let Dr = D∩{z ∈
C : |z| < r}. The conformal invariance of reduced extremal distance implies
that, for r > 1,

δD(0, Fr) = δDr(0, f(Fr)) = lim
ε→0

(λ̃Dr\Bε(∂Bε, f(Fr))− λ̃Dr\Bε(∂Bε, ∂Dr)).

(4.1)
See Fig. 3. We know that [5, p. 142]

λ̃Dr\Bε(∂Bε, f(Fr)) =
1

2π
log

r

ε
(4.2)
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Figure 3. The domain D and the circles ∂Bε, ∂ D and
f(Fr).

and if ∆ = {z ∈ C : ε < |z| < 1}, then kby the extension rule of extremal
distance [5, p. 134] we have

λ̃Dr\Bε(∂Bε, ∂Dr) ≥ λ̃∆(∂Bε, ∂ D) =
1

2π
log

1

ε
. (4.3)

By (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3) we infer that, for every r > 1,

δD(0, Fr) ≤
1

2π
lim
ε→0

(log
r

ε
− log

1

ε
) =

1

2π
log r.

Therefore, it follows that, if p ≥ α
2 + 1, then∫ +∞

1
rp−1e−π(α+2)δD(0,Fr)dr ≥

∫ +∞

1
rp−1−α+2

2 dr = +∞.

So, ∫ +∞

0
rp−1e−π(α+2)δD(0,Fr)dr = +∞

for every p > 0 and α ≥ −1 that satisfy p ≥ α
2 + 1. �
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