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ON THE COMPARISON OF THE FRIDMAN INVARIANT AND

THE SQUEEZING FUNCTION

FENG RONG, SHICHAO YANG

Abstract. Let D be a bounded domain in Cn, n ≥ 1. In this paper, we
study two biholomorphic invariants on D, the Fridman invariant eD(z) and
the squeezing function sD(z). More specifically, we study the following two
questions about the quotient invariant mD(z) = sD(z)/eD(z): 1) If mD(z0) =
1 for some z0 ∈ D, is D biholomorphic to the unit ball? 2) Is mD(z) constantly
equal to 1? We answer both questions negatively.

1. Introduction

Let D be a bounded domain in Cn, n ≥ 1, and Bn the unit ball in Cn. Denote
by Bk

D(z, r) the kD-ball in D centered at z ∈ D with radius r > 0, where kD is the
Kobayashi distance on D. Denote by Ou(D1, D2) the set of injective holomorphic
maps from D1 into D2.

In [8], Fridman introduced the following invariant:

hD(z) = inf{1/r : Bk
D(z, r) ⊂ f(Bn), f ∈ Ou(B

n, D), f(0) = z}.
For comparison purposes, we call the following variant of hD(z) the Fridman

invariant (cf. [6, 15]):

eD(z) = sup{tanh(r) : Bk
D(z, r) ⊂ f(Bn), f ∈ Ou(B

n, D), f(0) = z}.

Obviously, eD(z) = tanh(h−1
D (z)) and hD(z) = (artanh(eD(z)))−1.

In [3], Deng, Guan and Zhang introduced another invariant, called the squeezing
function, as follows:

sD(z) = sup{r : rBn ⊂ f(D), f ∈ Ou(D,Bn), f(z) = 0}.
It is clear from the definitions that both the Fridman invariant and the squeezing

function are invariant under biholomorphisms, and both take value in (0, 1]. Both
invariants have attracted much attention in recent years, and we refer the readers
to the recent survey article [5] and the references therein for various aspects of the
current research on this topic.

Since they are similar in spirit to the Kobayashi-Eisenman volume form KD and
the Carathéodory volume form CD, respectively, it is a natural problem to consider
the comparison of these two biholomorphic invariants. Indeed, recently in [15],
Nikolov and Verma have shown the following
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Theorem 1. [15, Proposition 1] Let D be a bounded domain. Then, for any z ∈ D,

sD(z) ≤ eD(z).

Regarding the quotient MD(z) := CD(z)/KD(z), the following classical result is
well-known (cf. [17, Theorem E]).

Theorem 2. [10, Proposition 11.3.3] Let D be a bounded domain in Cn. If there

is a point z ∈ D such that MD(z) = 1, then D is biholomorphic to the unit ball Bn.

Obviously, the quotient mD(z) := sD(z)/eD(z) is also a biholomorphic invariant,
and Theorem 1 shows that mD(z) ≤ 1 for all z ∈ D. It is then natural to ask
whether an analogous result to Theorem 2 holds for mD (cf. [13, Concluding
Remarks]). Our first main result answers this question negatively. More precisely,
we have the following

Theorem 3. Let D be a bounded, balanced and convex domain in Cn. Then,

mD(0) = 1.

Recall that a domain D is said to be balanced if for any z ∈ D, λz ∈ D for
all |λ| ≤ 1. And D is said to be homogeneous if the automorphism group of D is
transitive. As an immediate corollary to Theorem 3, we have the following

Corollary 4. Let D be a bounded, balanced, convex and homogeneous domain in

Cn. Then,

mD(z) ≡ 1.

On a bounded homogeneous domain D, both the Fridman invariant and the
squeezing function are constants, which we call the Fridman constant ρeD and the
squeezing constant ρsD, respectively. By Corollary 4, on a bounded, balanced, con-
vex and homogeneous domain D, ρeD = ρsD, and we simply denote it by ρD.

It is well-known that the four types of classical Cartan domains are bounded, bal-
anced, convex and homogeneous domains (see e.g. [14]), and so are their products.
Combining Corollary 4 with [11, Theorem 2], we immediately have the following
(cf. [2, Theorem 4.5])

Corollary 5. Let Di, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, be classical Cartan domains and D = D1×D2×
· · · ×Dm. Then,

ρD = (ρ−2
D1

+ ρ−2
D2

+ · · ·+ ρ−2
Dm

)−1/2.

Following Theorem 1 and Corollary 4, another natural question one can ask is
whether sD(z) is always equal to eD(z). To our best knowledge, this question is
open, mainly because both invariants are hard to compute explicitly. Our second
main result answers this question negatively. More precisely, we have the following

Theorem 6. On the punctured unit disk ∆∗, there exists δ > 0 such that

m∆∗(z) < 1, ∀ 0 < |z| < δ.

Moreover, lim
z→0

m∆∗(z) = 0.

Combining this with the stability results from [8] and [4], we also have the
following
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Corollary 7. Let δ > 0 be as in Theorem 6. Fix z0 ∈ ∆∗ with |z0| < δ. Denote

by Ar the annulus {z ∈ C : r < |z| < 1}. Then, there exists ǫ > 0 such that for all

0 < r < ǫ, we have

mAr
(z0) < 1.

In section 2, we prove Theorem 3. In section 3, we prove Theorem 6 and Corollary
7.

2. Bounded, balanced and convex domains

Let D be a bounded, balanced and convex domain in C
n. Denote by kD and

cD the Kobayashi and Carathéodory distance on D, respectively. The following
Lempert’s theorem is well-known:

Theorem 8. [12, Theorem 1] On a convex domain D, kD = cD.

The Minkowski function lD is defined as (see e.g. [9])

lD(z) = inf{t > 0 : z/t ∈ D}, z ∈ C
n.

Note that D = {z ∈ Cn : lD(z) < 1}.
Combining Theorem 8 with [9, Proposition 2.3.1 (c)], we have the following key

lemma.

Lemma 9. Let D be a bounded, balanced and convex domain. Then, for all z ∈ D,

tanh(kD(0, z)) = lD(z).

We also need the following version of the Schwarz Lemma (see e.g. [16, Theorem
8.1.2]).

Lemma 10. Let D1 and D2 be bounded, balanced and convex domains, and f a

holomorphic map from D1 to D2 with f(0) = 0. Then,

f(rD1) ⊂ rD2, 0 < r ≤ 1.

We now prove Theorem 3 (cf. [1]).

Proof of Theorem 3. Since sD(0) ≤ eD(0) by Theorem 1, we only need to show
that eD(0) ≤ sD(0).

For any ǫ > 0, fix f ∈ Ou(B
n, D) with f(0) = 0, such thatBk

D(0, r) ⊂ f(Bn) =: Ω
and tanh(r) > (1− ǫ)eD(0).

By Lemma 9, we have

Bk
D(0, r) = {z ∈ D : kD(0, z) < r} = {z ∈ D : lD(z) < tanh(r)}.

Thus, if we set L(z) := tanh(r)z, then L is a biholomorphism between D and
Bk

D(0, r).
Denote by F the holomorphic inverse of f from Ω to Bn. If F (Bk

D(0, r)) = Bn,
then D is biholomorphic to Bn via F ◦ L, which implies that sD(0) = 1 ≥ eD(0).

If F (Bk
D(0, r)) 6= Bn, then let tBn be the maximal ball contained in F (Bk

D(0, r)).
By the definition of the squeezing function, we have t ≤ sD(0) < 1. Thus, there
exists p ∈ B

n\F (Bk
D(0, r)) such that ‖p‖ < (1 + ǫ)t ≤ (1 + ǫ)sD(0).

By Lemma 10, we get

(1 − ǫ)eD(0) < tanh(r) ≤ lD(f(p)) ≤ ‖p‖ < (1 + ǫ)sD(0).

Since ǫ is arbitrary, we must have eD(0) ≤ sD(0). �
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Remark 1. In the definition of eD(z), one can also use the Carathéodory distance
cD instead of the Kobayashi distance kD, and get another related invariant, denoted
by ecD(z) (cf. [7, 15]). In [15, Proposition 1], it was actually proven that sD(z) ≤
ecD(z) ≤ eD(z) for all z ∈ D. When D is a bounded convex domain, by Lempert’s
theorem, we have ecD(z) = eD(z). Thus, Theorem 3 and Corollary 4 also hold
replacing eD by ecD.

Remark 2. In [11], Kubota studied the following invariant:

ρ(D) := sup{r : rBn ⊂ f(D), f ∈ Ou(D,Bn)}.
It is clear from the definitions that ρ(D) = supz∈D sD(z). Thus, on a bounded
homogeneous domain D, we have ρ(D) = ρsD.

Remark 3. In Corollary 5, if each Di is the unit disk ∆ then D = ∆n is a unit
polydisk, and we get

ρ∆n = n−1/2, h∆n(z) ≡ (artanh(ρD))−1 = 2

(

log

√
n+ 1√
n− 1

)−1

,

which recovers [13, Lemma 2.1].

3. The punctured disk and the annulus

First, we prove Theorem 6.

Proof of Theorem 6. Let D = ∆∗ and Ω = ∆\(−1, 0]. For any fixed a ∈ (0, 1), by
the Riemann mapping theorem, there exists a biholomorphic map f : ∆ → Ω with
f(0) = a. We need to estimate tanh(r) such that Bk

D(a, r) ⊂ f(∆) = Ω.
By [9, Corollary 9.1.10], we have

tanh(kD(a, z)) =

[

θ2 + (log |z| − log a)2

θ2 + (log |z|+ log a)2

]1/2

, θ = Arg(z) ∈ (−π, π].

In particular, for any b ∈ (−1, 0), setting x = − log(−b) and A = − log a, we have

tanh(kD(a, b)) =

[

π2 + (x−A)2

π2 + (x+A)2

]1/2

.

Consider the function

h(x) =
(x−A)2 + π2

(x+A)2 + π2
.

One readily checks that h(x) takes the minimum value at x =
√
A2 + π2. Thus,

minh(x) = h(
√

A2 + π2) =
(
√
A2 + π2 −A)2 + π2

(
√
A2 + π2 +A)2 + π2

= 1− 4A
√
A2 + π2

(
√
A2 + π2 +A)2 + π2

≥ 1− 4A
√
A2 + π2

4A
√
A2 + π2 + π2

=
π2

4A
√
A2 + π2 + π2

.

Therefore, there exists δ > 0 such that for any 0 < a < δ, we have

eD(a)2 ≥ π2

4A
√
A2 + π2 + π2

> e−2A.

By [3, Corollary 7.3], we know that sD(a) = a = e−A. Thus, we get eD(a) >
sD(a) for all 0 < a < δ. Moreover, the estimate above clearly implies that
lim
a→0

m∆∗(a) = 0.
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Since D is circular, this completes the proof. �

Remark 4. In [13, Lemma 2.2], Mahajan and Verma gave some estimates on h∆∗(z)
as z → 0. However, we found their estimates hard to use when converted to e∆∗(z).
Thus, we gave a more straightforward estimate above, using [9, Corollary 9.1.10].

To prove Corollary 7, we need the following two stability theorems from [8] and
[4], adapted to our setting.

Theorem 11. [8, Theorem 2.1] Let D be a completely hyperbolic domain and

{Dk}∞k=1 a sequence of subdomains such that Dk ⊂ Dk+1 and ∪kDk = D. Then,

for any z0 ∈ D,

lim
k→∞

eDk
(z0) = eD(z0).

Theorem 12. [4, Theorem 2.1] Let D be a bounded domain and {Dk}∞k=1 a se-

quence of subdomains such that Dk ⊂ Dk+1 and ∪kDk = D. Then, for any z0 ∈ D,

lim
k→∞

sDk
(z0) = sD(z0).

Proof of Corollary 7. Suppose that there does not exist ǫ > 0 such that for all 0 <
r < ǫ we havemAr

(z0) < 1. Then, there exists a decreasing sequence of rk → 0 such
that mAr

k
(z0) = 1 for all k. Since ∆∗ is completely hyperbolic, Ark ⊂ Ark+1

and

∪kArk = ∆∗, Theorems 11 and 12 apply. Thus, m∆∗(z0) = limk→∞ mAr
k
(z0) = 1,

which contradicts Theorem 6. �
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