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SOLUTION OF THE 0-NEUMANN PROBLEM ON A
NON-SMOOTH DOMAIN

DARIUSH EHSANI

ABSTRACT. We study the solution of the d-Neumann problem on (0, 1)-forms
on the product of two half-planes in C2. In, particular, we show the solution
can be decomposed into functions smooth up to the boundary and functions
which are singular at the singular points of the boundary. Furthermore, we
show the singular functions are log and arctan terms.

1. INTRODUCTION

The 0-Neumann problem is defined as follows. Let Q C C™ be a bounded domain

with standard Hermitian metric. Let [0 be the complex Laplacian, 090* + 09*, 0

defined in the sense of distributions on L%p,q) (€2), the space of (p, ¢)-forms whose

coefficients are in L2(Q) for0<p<n,1<qg<n. The O-Neumann problem is to
find a solution w, given a function f € L?p g 0 the equations

Ou= fin Q
and
u|0p = 0;
ouldp =0

on 9. Here p is a defining function for the domain Q (Q = {2z : p(z) < 0}) whose
gradient is normalized to be of length one on the boundary. The problem arose in
an attempt to solve the d problem: find a (p, ¢ — 1)-form, u which solves du = f in
Q and is orthogonal to the null space of d on (p,q — 1)-forms.

The 0-Neumann problem is an example of a partial differential equation which is
non-coercive. Although [ is strongly elliptic, the boundary conditions are not and
Garding’s inequality breaks down at the boundary. On strictly pseudoconvex do-
mains with smooth boundary, Kohn [E] solved the problem and provided regularity
results for the solution, u, with a gain of 1 derivative.

In studying the -Neumann problem it is natural to study subellipticity and com-
pactness of the operator N, which in the case of a smooth boundary, give regularity
results of the solution. Henkin and Iordan [ have established that N is compact on
piece-wise smooth strictly pseudoconvex domains, and have also obtained compact-
ness on certain Lipschitz pseudoconvex domains [ﬁ] Henkin, Tordan, and Kohn in
show subelliptic 1/2-estimates on relatively compact strictly pseudoconvex do-
mains with piece-wise smooth boundary. Independently, Michel and Shaw show

N satisfies subelliptic 1/2-estimates on domains with piece-wise smooth strictly
pseudoconvex boundary in [[I] and also show in [[LI] N : H(1 p/’ ?1) Q) — H(1 p< i) (Q)
is continuous for 2 a bounded pseudoconvex Lipschitz domain with plurisubhar-
monic defining function and H (1 p< i) (Q) the space of (p, q)-forms whose coeflicients
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are in the Sobolev 1/2-space. Straube in []E] proves subelliptic estimates in the
case where the boundary is piece-wise smooth of finite type.

Unfortunately, when the boundary of the domain is non-smooth subellipticity
and compactness do not imply regularity on all Sobolev spaces. Hence, we only have
estimates of the solution in terms of the data on a limited number of Sobolev spaces.
Not much else is known about the solution when the boundary is non-smooth. The
purpose of this paper is to aid in the study of the 0-Neumann problem on such
domains. In particular, we analyze the behavior of the solution near the presence
of corners of the domain. A paper, similar at least in spirit to this paper, by Harvey
and Polking @] gives explicitly a kernel for the operator N on the model domain the
ball in C". And Stanton in [@] gives a kernel for IV on the strictly pseudoconvex
Siegel domain

D ={(z,w):z€C"weC,Jw > |z*}.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section P we prove the existence and
uniqueness of a solution and also show regularity results away from the corner of
two half-planes. Section E is devoted to determining the type of singularities of our
solution near the corner. We also show, in Section @, by operating on our solution
with 0*, we eliminate the singularities.

The results in this paper stem from the author’s Ph.D. thesis at the University of
Michigan. Many of the results were acheived under the guidance of David Barrett,
to whom we offer our sincere gratitude.

2. THE SOLUTION ON TWO HALF-PLANES
Let 2 € C? be the domain H; x Hy, where H; is the half-plane {(z;,y;) : y; > 0}
for j =1,2.
The 0-Neumann problem on §2 is equivalent to solving the problems
Auj==2f;  j=12,
where A is the Laplacian
0? 0? 0? 0?
A=+ -5+ ==+ =—,
ot "0 "o " o
with the boundary conditions
u; =0 on y; =0 j=12
and
8uj
0z,
By S(Q2) we denote the family of Schwartz functions on (2.

Let g € S(2). We look to solve
Pu  0*u  Pu  O*u
2.1 A _
>y A T

with the boundary conditions

=0 on yr =0 jke{l,2} j#k.

(2.2) u=0 on =0
and

0
(2.3) L0 on  y=0.
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We extend ¢g and u to be odd in y;, and to be 0 for y» < 0, and we denote
these extended functions by ¢°' and u®', respectively. We shall show, after taking
Fourier transforms, our solution takes the form

(2 4) ,aol - g01(§1a€277715 772) ”72 - 52 g01(€17§277715 _ZC)
G+E+ni+m (& G+E+n+n3

where ( = /&2 + &3 + 3.
We begin by proving estimates for the function in (@), and we will adopt the
convention to use < in place of < ¢ for ¢ > 0.

ol

Proposition 2.1. 4°1 (&1, &,m1,m2), given by equation , and u°*, the Fourier

inverse of 4°', have the following properties:
a) 4°! € LP(R?*) for p € (1,2).
b) ma°t € LP(RY) for p € (4/3,2).

Proof. We prove a), the proof of b) following similar arguments. To prove a) we
look at each term in (2.4) separately.
For the second term, we look at the integral

9 ine — &2 §°H (&1, &2,m, —iC)
(2.5) - PRy R —

ri| (=& & +& 0+
where d§ = d&1d€s and dn = diydns. We first perform the integration over the 7

p

d€dn,

variable,
00 . 00 1
/ in2 — & pdm _ / (N3 +£2)2 dny
—oo [T+ E + i+ 3 —oo [+ EE 0+ 3
00 1 |P
:/ G+ tnitns— R+t
o E+&+ni+n

e 1
(26) </ i,
oo (§ + & 07 +13)"
Next, using the fact that

/°° 1 dn — 1 /°° 1 gt
o (B CF T T | (T2

in (2.) we have
/.

Using the above estimates in (@), we see we have to estimate
~ol _ p 1
(27) / g (5155277715 ZC) —
RS ¢—& P
We make a change of coordinates from (11,1, &2) to (r, ¢, 6). (R.7) becomes
(28) /%/“/“g“@h@mh4opsm¢
o Jo Jo

1—cos¢ r2p—3

iny — P 1
D) 7722 522 5| dn2 S
& +& +m+n

ST

dédn,.

drdpdo.
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We estimate |§°1(¢1, &2, 1, —iC)|. We use

0
—QOI (517527 m, _ZC)}

om
> 8 ~ol _r Oo:ol _r
(29) :/ 8_771 (5175277715t)6 tdt_/ g (5155277715t)t6 t%dt'
0 0
° a ~0 —r OO:O —r
20 <[ [T e emne ]+ [T 56 o e,
0 m 0

~ol
where g" is the partial Fourier transform of ¢°! in all variables except the %
variable.

8 ~ol —
—9 15GQ2, 1;t :_7’ 1 015
oY (€1,&2,m,1t) Y19

and

e~
—_~—

8 ~ol 8
? g y&2,Mm1, 1) | = ol )
N9 (1,62,m )‘ ’71(ay1 (y19°)

e~
—_—~—

0? P |
= —_— ol ol ix
= (63/% (19 )> + /11@2 s (y19°") (w1, 22,0, t)e” > <dx
32N01 ; ) B
< (ayf (y19 )> + /}R2 o (19°V) (21, 2, 0, t)e ™™ €dx

where x = (z1,2), £ = (£1,&2), dx = dz1dza, and in the last step we use the fact
that g € S(Q). Similarly, we have

0 =~ol
1=—37 <1
5187’]19 (5175277717 )‘N )

26:01

528—7']19 (5175277717t)}51'

Hence,

a :Ol

‘_g (51752577170‘

< -
om ~ 142

Since (1 +t%)g(z1, 2, 91,t) € S(Q), the same reasoning shows
0 =zol 1
] 182y ’ t S 71 1L 2\/1 1 3\
o9 (G162 )’ 1+ )1+
and the first term in (R.10)) can be estimated by

9 o1 > 1
L&, b, et < — _eTrigt
/0 anl (51 52 m )6 ‘N\/() (1+’f’2)(1+t3)6
SR S
SATn0+ o)
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whereas the second term in (R.1()) can be estimated by

(2.11)

OO:01 0 1
/0 g (&1,&,m,t)te tdt’ m

To see these estimates hold, just consider the integrals

o tipe—Tt
[y
o 1+t
for 7 = 0,1 and integrate by parts to show they are bounded in r.
Now we can finally write an estimate from (R.1(]) as

1
L+73

(2.12) ‘2535901(51,52,n1,——i<)‘:5

Since, §°*(&1,&2,0, —i¢) = 0, we have

m
|g01(§l7§27 m, —l<)| = ’/0 %f]d(fl,fz, S, —1 \/ 612 + 5% + 82)d8

< 1 m
T d
”L+ﬁA ’
1
:m|n1|u

and

27 _
i [ [ S

27 p+1
sin 1
/ / / (1- cos¢ )P rp=3(1 4 r3)pP drdgds.

Now it is easy to see the integral in (@) converges. The integral converges near
r = 0 since p — 3 < 1. Also, the integral converges near r = oo since the integrand
decays as 7«4%3 Lastly,

sin?t1 ¢
(1 —cosg)P

is integrable over ¢ € (0,7). Hence the second term in (R.4) is in LP(R*) for
€ (1,2).
For the first term, we look at
9 (&, &,myma) |”

A4ﬁ+$+ﬁ+%

The integral converges near the origin for p < 2. Also, we can show the decay
property, in a similar manner to the arguments above,

1 1
~ol <
|g (6175277717772” ~ (1—|—T) (1+ |772|>7

dédn.
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where r = /&% 4+ €3 + n?. Hence,

/ A&y, &,m,me) [
e |67+ & +0i+ 13

d&dn
1 1 1
<|1 —|—/ r2drdns
< rrgmzz1 (T2 +03)P (1+7)P (14 [n2])P

1 1
<|1 —I—/ drdn
( vzt (L 7)P (L4 [na])? )

< 00.

Thus a) is proved. O

We can also obtain corresponding estimates on the inverse transforms of the
quantities in the proposition by using a theorem of Hausdorff and Young (see The-
orem 7.1.13 in Hérmander [H]) For instance, we can conclude the inverse transform
of 4 is in LP for 2 < p < 0.

It is of interest to note that @°' is not in L? for p = 1,2. 4°! fails to be in L!
because the second term in equation @ behaves as 1/n for large np. And 4°!
fails to be in L? for p = 2 because when a change of variables is made to spherical
coordinates as in the proof of a), a term

sin?*1 ¢

(1 —cosg)P

arises from integrating the second term in equation @ which does not converge for
p = 2 when integrating over ¢ € (0, 7).

We now verify that the function u in (@ is an actual solution. It is convenient
to invert from 72 to y2, using the residue theorem on a half-plane. The calculations
which follow are to be understood in the sense of distributions.

(€1, o, t) oina (v2—1)
, 2,11, 12 dnadt
(51 b2, %2) / /oo 51 +§2 +771 +772 "
/ / (€1, 6oy t) =i (=92) gt —je &2 ¢ 9 Y&, &,m, —i i)
oofl +§2 +771 +772 (=& 2i¢

Using the boundary of a semi-circle in the upper half-plane as a contour for the first
integral and the boundary of a semi-circle in the lower half-plane for the contour
of the second we calculate

(214) 501(5175277717%) =

R GR)) —C(ya—t) 15" (€ mt) —C(t—y2)
7gy2 52 + C g (515 525 m, _ZC)
¢—& 2¢

Now take two yo derivatives of equation .
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‘We obtain
:Ol
(2.15) 0*u (51=§2ﬂ71=y2):
' Y3
z01 C " cwnzot
g (51,527771,242)—5 e g (&1,&,m,t)dt
0

fIOl(fl ) 527 m, _ZC)

DN [y

& _ _ :Ol 1 _ +
/ € ot U2)g (6175277717t)dt - §C€ Cvz 52 C
Y2 C - 52

We rewrite equation P.15 as

020" (€1, 60,1, y2) o1 o1
( gyf 1 b2) =g (&,%,m,y2)+ 0 (&,&,m,92)
2

~ol ~ol

=g (&,%,m.y)+ (G +&E+n)u (&1, m1,12).

Using the fact that, as a distribution, 68—;101 € LP(R*) for p € (2,4) from Propo-
sition R.1] b), it follows

(Aw7y1u)01 = A%yluOl
in the sense of distributions (see the proof of Lemma P.2 below), where

0? 0? 0?

A =4+ —+ —.
DU 92 022 Oy

Then, we have

ol

(5% + 5% + 77%)7301(§1a§277717 y?) = (Am,y1u>

in the sense of distributions.
Thus, in the sense of distributions,

(2.16) Autl = gt

Furthermore, interior ellipticity of A implies that (.16) holds in the classical sense
in Q. Hence (R.1)) is satisfied. We also show condition .9 is satisfied by u in the
sense that

HU’Ol('u'uyla')”LQ(R3 —0 as y1 — 0

for g € (2,4).
From Proposition P.] b) we have
Ouct

e L9
o

as a distribution for g € (2,4). Also,

Y1 8’[1,01

(217) Pl = () [ G Gty
0

in L? for ¢ € C§°(R) with support near y; = 0, and such that ¢ = 1 for y;
sufficiently close to 0.
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Hence, using Holder’s inequality, we have for y; sufficiently close to 0, for almost

all (:EI y L2, y2)7
Y1
wil< |
0

/OO auol
S -
. |t

where p is conjugate to g, which implies

6u01

Edt

q 1/q
dt} |y1|1/p7

1119

|y1|q/p.

6 o
/ |u°1|qu1dx2dy2 < H—u
R3 8yl La

From this we see u satisfies condition @ in the sense specified.
That condition E is satisﬁed (again in a certain LP sense) is best seen when we
work with the function 2 73, We have, in the sense of distributions,
ol

= (i& — mp)ag"

_ (i€ = m2)3° (&1, S2,m1, ) 52 + 13 §°1 (&1, &2, 1, —iC)
&+ +ni+m & g+t
If, instead of extending functions to be 0 for yo < 0 we extend by odd reflections
across Yo = 0, denoting such functions with a superscript 012, we obtain

ou
0Zzo

— 012
Ou (i€ —1m2)9° L&, &,m1,m2) . (i€ +12)5° (&1, &2, m1, —12)
07y 51"‘52"’771"'772 51"‘52"’771"'772
—~ o012
99
(2.18) =- %

G+G+nt+n
~ o0l2
from which we can conclude that 867“ € LP(R*) for p € (1,2). It is easily verified
—~ o0l2 2
that ngg—;‘z € LP(R*) for p € (1,2), and as above this leads to the condition that

5™

Y —0 as —0
(922 ERE) 792) Y2

Le(R3)

for g € (2, 00).
We now describe regularity properties of our solution. We study the regularity
locally.

Lemma 2.2. Letu be the solution, given by ), to equation on Q with bound-
ary conditions given by (@) and (@) Then u is smooth in any neighborhood,
V C Q not intersecting {y1 = 0} [{y2 = 0}.

Proof. We consider the three cases:

Case 1: V(N0Q =10
Case 2: V0N # 0 and V C Q{y2 > 0}
Case 3: V0N # 0 and V C QN{y1 > 0}.

Regularity in case 1 follows from the fact that the Laplacian is a strongly elliptic
operator.
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In case 2 let z € V()09 and let V' be a bounded neighborhood of z, symmetric
about y; = 0. We have Au = g in V/[Q. Choose an integer m > 0 and find a
u' € C>=(V'NQ) such that Au’ and g agree to m** order on V/ (N 9Q and v’ = 0 on
V' N0 [[ll. Then with w = u—u’, Aw vanishes to m™ order along V (9. Let w*
be the extension of w across 9 in V' such that w°! is odd in y;. Similarly (Aw)°!

is an extension odd in y;. Let g—;‘i()l be defined as above so that g—;‘i()l e LP(V')

for p € (2,4). Again, by Friedrichs’ Lemma we may choose w, € C§°(R?) to be a
Hwa w ©°1 .
621 - 8_171 m

sequence of functions, odd in ¥, so that w, — w°! in LP(V'), and
(V).

Let Wy = Wa |y, >0. Since w, is odd in y; and smooth, (Aw,)°! = Awd! = Aw,,.
Then by passing to limits

(2.19) (Aw)°t = Aw?

in the sense of distributions. However, since (Aw)°! € C™(V’), equation
holds throughout V’ in the classical sense. Thus Aw®! € C™(V’), and the strong
ellipticity of A implies w°! € C™+1 (V') B, and thus u € C™*1(V' N Q). Since
this can be done for all m € N, we see u is smooth in a neighborhood of z, hence
in all of V.

For case 3 define v = g—% and consider the related problem
9]
Av = —:q
822
on (), with the conditions
v = on 1 ;
v = on Y2 =
From (R.1§), we have
é\g 0l2
5012 — 9za

8+ g+n+tn

and it is easy to see v € LP(f2) for p € (1, 00).

We also know, from case 2, that v is smooth on all neighborhoods not intersecting
{y1 = 0} N{y2 = 0}, hence in V. Let 2’ = (21, 25) € V[ 9Q. We will work in the
neighborhood Hj x Va, where V3 is a bounded neighborhood of 2} in H, such that
Va [ Hs has smooth boundary. Let y € C§°(Vz) such that y = 1 near z5. Define

1 _
'LL/ — _/ X(Cz)v(217<2)d<2 A dCQ
211 Va <2 — Z9
u’ has the properties g—;‘; = v near 2’ and v’ € C*(H; x V3) []. Furthermore,

since v(z1,-) is in LP for p € (2,00) in the second variable for almost all z;, then
for almost all z;

1

G2 — 22

q B p/q
|d<2Ad<2|}

'l < (zjr)p {/v @)z, Q)16 A d@'} {/v
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by Holder’s inequality, where p is conjugate to q. Thus,

/ (G, 22)P1dCy A G| < / ()02, 22) [P
Hy

H1><V2
< 00,
and v/ (-, z2) is LP in the first variable.
We compute Au’ in H; x V3. We will use the notation A = 86—;% + %2% and

2 2
Ny =25 + 25
2 Omg Byg

Aud = i_/ Xe)owwlen, @) g gz, ¢ L, [ 2X@0E0G) 4 g,
2mi Jy, (o — 29 271 v o — 29

We extend x and v to be zero for (o outside of V5, and we denote the extended
functions x and o respectively. Then

Ao Md@ ANdCy = AQ/ Md@ AdGs
C G2 — 22

v, Ga— 22
_n, [ X(G A+ 22)0(z1, G2 + 22)
2/@ G2

This last integral is equal, in the sense of distributions, to

/ Do (X (G2 + 22)0(21, G2 + 22))
C G2

If we set (o = s+ it and let A} = 6722 + g—;, the integral above can be written

/ AN (X(C + 22)0(21, G2 + 22))
C G2
and changing variables once again gives
/ Ay (X(C2)0(21,C2))
C G2 — 22
Because A4 (X((2)9(21,(2)) contributes a delta function at $¢; = 0, the last
integral above equals
/ Ay (x(G)v(z1,¢2))
Va

G2 — 22

dCs A dCs.

dés A dCs.

dCa A dCa,

dCs A dls.

ds.

dG A dGy — / 2 (x(5,0)v(z1, 5,0))

aVa N{t=0} §— 22

Use 2 (x(s,0)v(21,5,0)) = X(S,O)W in the second integral to write the
above expression as
/ Ny (x(G)v(z1,¢2))

Va G — 22
Both integrals in are in C*°(H; x V3) [[l]. We write the first integral as
A - A
/ X(<2) 2”(217<2)d<2 /\dCQ +/ ( 2X)0(217<2)
Va2

G2 — 22 V G2 — 22

ds.

Ov(z1,s,0)
_ ,0)—=—"—
(2.20) déy A dCy — / X(S)—ﬁt

aVa N {t=0} §— 22

dCa A d(a

Ox v 4 Ox Ov

—ZA UYL _l’_ = _
+/ 069G 960 4 g,
Vo Co — 22
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Therefore,
Au' =
1 X(G2)Av(z1,(2) -1 x(G2)Ajv(z1, C2) -
Py /v2 Tdﬁ/\d@-ﬁ-% /V2 <.22_—22dc2/\dc2+¢(21722)7

where ¢(z1, 22) is given by

ox Ov ox Ov
1 JAV/ — 1 56 50 T DA Bes _
P21, 22) = / ( QX)U(217<2)d<2/\d<2+ ' 0C2 8y ' B¢y OC2 dCy A dCs
Va

% Cg — 29 211 Va Cg — 29
ov(z1,s,
1 x(s,0) 2522
211 oVa N{t=0} S — 22

The last integral in ¢ was seen to be in C>°(H; x V3). Because x((2) = 1 near
2, any derivative of x is 0 near z}, and we can differentiate under the first two
integrals in ¢ to conclude ¢ € C°°(H; x V3). Next, using Av = aa_qgg(zl’ ¢2), we have

99
1 %d@ Ny + ¢(21, 22),

2.21 Au' = —
( ) 211 Vs <2 — Z9

which is also C°°(H; x V).
Set w = u — u’. We will show w € C*(H; x V3). For z3 near zj, g—;‘; =0, in
which case

(2.22)

déa AN dCo — ¢(21, 22).

21

Og

XC . ZaC

A1w=Aw=g—Au':g_L/ X(C)55 (1, G2)
Va <2_Z2

We also have the boundary condition w = 0 when y; = 0. Hence w is a solution to
a Dirichlet problem on a half-plane. We claim

(2.23) w = / G1(21,C1)®(Cr, 22)dy A da,
Hy
where G is the Green’s function for Hy,

1 1
G = log(|z1 — 1) — o log(|21 — C1l)

and ® is defined to be the right hand side of equation . To prove the claim we
shall use the LP estimate on ®, which we shall prove later,

Lemma 2.3. Let ®(z1, 22) be defined to be the right hand side of ([2.23). Then for
29 fized, ®(-, 22), as a function of z1, has the property

(1 + |21|)(I)(21, 22) S Lp(Hl)
forp e (4/3,3).
Let

b(Zl,ZQ) = /H Gl(zl,Cl)q)(Cl,zQ)dCl /\dzl
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First, b(z1, z2) is well defined. In fact, if we choose o € (0,1) and p € (4/3,3) such
that ap’ > 2, where p’ is conjugate to p,

berzall < o= [ EE= Sl q)eles Gl ndl

1 1 )
B E R2 %(1 + |Zl - <1|)0¢|(I)01(Zl - <1722)||d<1 A d<1|
1 o ].Og|<1| ol ol B
< E(l + |z1]) /R2 m(l + |21 — G )¥ @M (21 — (1, 22)||dC A d |
< %(1 + )
v v 1/p
/ % |1 A d&l} {/Rz(l + |G )P @O Pt A d{‘1|}

R2
< (L+]z1])* x

’

[ | ezl " Ad‘|wﬂ{/’u+||wwdww Ad‘@wp
e [ Trlape| [ ndale [0+ o

< (L+]z1]) %,

where c,, is a constant depending only on z5. In the third step we use
1 _ta)e
(L4 [z =G> = (4[]
(see A.1 in Folland and Kohn [fl]).
Fixing zo near z, we must have w = b + h, where h(z1, z3) is harmonic in z;.
Since h = 0 on y; = 0 we may extend h to be odd in y;, and obtain k°' is harmonic,

for fixed 2o near zj, on Hy. Hence, h°! has the mean value property. Denoting the
disc of radius r centered about z; in C by D,.(21), we write

1

|h® (21, 22)| = p—

_ 1 _
/ WG 2)dG Ay — — [ 0NG 2 A dGy
D, (z1) T JD,(21)

1 1/p 1/q
<L [ e ndal b3 [ g
™r ]DT(Zl) Dr(zl)

v [ ga e gheldcndd),
I<l<r

r2

where we use Holder’s inequality in the first integral with p € (2,00) and ¢ € (1, 2)
its conjugate exponent. Note that since w € LP(H;) as a function of z; for almost
all z2, we can choose arbitrarily large |21| to obtain for fixed z3 and some constants
A, B < o0, |h(z1,22)] < A+ B|z1|*. Then a Phragmén-Lindel6f theorem (see
Theorem 2.3.7 in [1F]) shows |h(z1, 22)| = 0. Hence,

w = : G1(21,C)®(Gry 22)dG A dGy

as claimed. Because ® € C*(H; x V3) so is w, and u € C*(H; x V3) follows from
the fact that v’ € C*(H; x Va).
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This proves u is smooth in a neighborhood of 2z’ and thus in all of V. [l

Proof of Lemma [2.3. From above, we know v(z1,z2) € LP(Q) for p € (1,00). With
@(21, 22) defined in Lemma E, we can, holding 29 fixed, show ¢(+, z3), as a function
of z1, is in LP(H;) for p € (1,2). ¢ is defined by
ox Ov ox Ov
1 Y 1 [ s tatee _
¢(Zl,2’2) — / ( QX)U(Z17<2)d<2 /\dCQ + — 92 0C2 9C2 92 dCQ /\dCQ
Va

% Cg — 29 211 Va Cg — 29
ov(z1,s,
1 x(s,0) 2522
211 oVa N{t=0} S — 22

That the first integral is in L? for p € (1,3) in the z; variable follows in the same
way we proved u’ was an LP function of its first variable above. In fact,

/H1 /V2 (Apx)v(z1, )

P 2
dx* <
Cz — 22

d¢s A dés

[ e { /
Hl ><V2 Vz

where ¢ is conjugate to p.

It is routine to show g—;; € LP(Hy) and 8‘9—;2 € LP(H;) in the second variable for
almost all z1, for p € (1,00), and then second integral is in LP for p € (1, 3) in the
z1 variable in the same way the first integral is. For the third integral we use

(Aox)
G-

q B p/q
|d<2Ad<2|} |

22

~ol — ol

0v 0 )
8_1‘} (51,527771,0):(9—2 (&1,&2,m, —1r)

in the sense of distributions, where r = /& + &5 + 7, and at which can be arrived
by taking the Fourier transform of

(2.24)

ag ol
A ol _ “YJ
v 07o
and setting 72, the transform variable corresponding to y2, to n2 = —ir. Then, we
can estimate .
99 .
6_52 (515 527 i, _ZT)
using similar methods as those applied in Proposition @ to show
6: ol
v
5 (617527”170) ELq(R3)
for ¢ € (3/2,00), which gives for almost all z;
v
- .0) e LP(R
ot (Zla ) ) € ( )

as a function of s for p € (1,3). Then, that the third integral in the expression for
¢ is in LP(H;) for p € (1,3) follows in the same manner as the first two.
The first two terms in

dCa A dCs — (21, 22)

99
Bz, 20) = g~ 5 / XG)ag; (1. ¢2)
Va

2mi G2 — 22
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are also in L? for p € (1,00) as functions of z; with 29 held fixed. Hence, ®(-,z2) €
LP(Hy) for p € (1,3).

Similar arguments show |z1|®(z1, 22) is in LP(H;) as a function of z; for p €
(4/3,3), and the lemma is proved. O

We can also prove the uniqueness of our solution in a suitable sense. We state
the

Proposition 2.4. The inverse Fourier transform of the function

9% GG mume) e = &2 9% (&, &2om, —iC)
G+&+ni+m (& §+E+ni+n
is the unique LP solution , extended to be odd in y1, in the sense of distributions
for p € (2,00), whose derivative with respect to Zy is also in LP, to equation @
on Q with boundary conditions given by @) and (@), satisfied in the L7 sense

described above.

Proof. We can use the proof of Lemma @ to see any solution must be smooth
away from the corner. Let v and v’ be two functions which solve the problem and
exhibit the properties in the propostition. Set

ou

V= —
622’
o
GRS

Extend v—v to be odd in y; and y2. Then A(v—v')°2 = 0 on R*, and (v—v')°'? €
LP(R?) for p € (2,00). From the mean value property of harmonic functions, we
can conclude v = v'.
1
(’U _ ’U/)012 _ / (’U _ v’)°12dx4

riwy

r

A

1
o=t/

where w, denotes the volume of the unit ball in R*, D, the ball in R* of radius r
centered around z = (z1, 22), and ¢ € (1,2) is conjugate to p. Letting r approach
infinity, we see we must have v = v’. Thus,

out  ou

9z 0z
so (u — u')°! is holomorphic in z3. Thus Az(u — u')°! = 0 so Aq(u —u')°t =0
and (u —u')°! is harmonic in z1. Since, for almost all 22, (u —u')°* € LP(R?) as a
function of z; with 29 held fixed

1

(u—u)(z1,22) = —y )(u — ') (C1, 22)dr A dy

1
S Flw—=u)(, 29) |l Lo@yr™?,

where ¢ is conjugate to p. We can take r to be arbitrarily large, and we see u—u’ = 0

for almost all z9. Since u — v’ € C*°(Q2) we have u = v'. O

Henceforth, when we speak of “the” solution to the d-Neumann problem on (0, 1)-
forms on the domain ) we mean the unique solution as described by Proposition

-4
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3. BEHAVIOR AT THE CORNER
In this section we prove the

Main Theorem 1. Let Q € C? be the domain Hy x Ha, where H; is the half-plane
{(zj,y;) : y; > 0} for j =1,2. Let f = f1dz1 + fadZa, where z; = z; + iy;, be a
(0,1)-form such that f € S0,1)(), the family of (0,1)-forms whose coefficients are
Schwartz functions on Q, and u = uydz; + ugdzy the (0,1)-form which solves the
O-Neumann problem with data the (0,1)-form f on Q. Then u; can be written as

u; = a;log(y? + y3) + B + 75 arctan (?) j=1,2,
2
where o, B, v; are smooth functions of x1,T2,Y1,Y2.
Main Theorem El will be a consequence of

Theorem 3.1. Let Q € C? be the domain Hy x Hy and let p be a defining function
for Q. Let f = fidz + fodZa, where z; = x; + iy;, be a (0,1)-form such that
f € 80,1)(Q) and u = uydz, +usdzs be the (0,1)-form which solves the 9-Neumann
problem on Q with data the (0,1)-form f. Then Vn € N u; can be written near
Y1,y2 =0 as

uj = o (y1,y2) log(y; + ¥3) + Bn(y1,y2) + (Y1, y2) arctan <%> + Ry,
2

where oy, Bn, Y are polynomials of degree n in y1 and yo2, and whose coefficients are
smooth functions of x1 and x2, and Ry, is a remainder term such that R,, € C™(Q).

We shall also determine a sufficient condition for which u; € C™(f2), that is, for
which «,, and =, vanish to n** order at y; =y, = 0.

We will prove the theorem for u; using the formula obtained in Section E, the
proof for us being identical. From Sectionﬂ we know

~ ol . ~ ol .
ﬁ01:2f1 (5175277717772) +2§2_“72 fl (517627’]’]17—Z<)
PTG+ GHnt+m T (-6 G+G+ni+n
Also, from (R.1§) we know

__0l2 5\f1012
U1 Dzy
07 & +& +ni +n3

We are only interested in the singular terms in our solution. Hence we rewrite
equation .1 to separate terms which are transforms of functions in C°(R*). Define
Xn (1, m2) to be a smooth function of 7; and 72, even in both variables, with the
property X, = 1 for 77 + 73 < a and x,, = 0 for n? + n3 > b for some b > a > 0.
We write

—— 012 5? 0l2 5f\ 012
0z E+&&+ni+n TE+E+ni+nd

where x; (11,72) = (1 —xy). It is easy to see the Fourier inverse of the second term
in (B.9) is C*>°(R*). The term is L' and so is

5‘\ 0l2
Xna_g

28] ekt
2R 24 2+ n? + 0}
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~— 012
ouq °

whenever j, k, [, and m are in N = {1,2,3...}. Hence the singularities in R

come from the first term of (B.9).

~— o012
We intend to examine an expansion of g—g; for large n; and 72. We first define
the equivalence we work with.

Definition 3.2. We say hq (&1,&2,m1,m2) is equivalent to ﬁg({l,fg,nl,ng),or hy ~
ha, if
hi — hg’n S COO(Q)
With slight abuse of notation we will also use the symbol ~ to define an equiva-
lence between two functions defined on Ry x R, that is, we also write h1(n1,72) ~

ha(ni,m2) if hy(y1, y2) — ]”L2(y1,y2)‘]R+X]R+ € C°(Ry x Ry).
From above,
__ol2 5‘\ ol2
o, Xagh
0z G+ +ni+n
We can simplify future calculations if we work with another equivalent form of

— 012
g—;ﬁ; . To define the equivalent function, define x,, (71) to be a smooth, even

function of 7 with the property x,, =1 for |m| < a and x,,, = 0 for |m| > b for
some b > a > 0, and define x;, =1 — xy,. In the same manner define x,(n2) to
be smooth and even in 7, with the property x,, = 1 for [n:| < a and x,, = 0 for
2| > b, and define x;, =1 — xy,. Now consider

(3.3)

— 012 — o0l2 — o0l2 — ol2
57, ° 7 7 7
X;; (95; X;;l X;m (95; . (Xm - Xn) (95; Xn2 (1 — Xm ) (95;

G+8+m+m G+8+ni+mn G+E+m+m GrE+itn
We show both terms on the right hand side of (B.3)) are Fourier transforms of

functions whose restriction to Q are C°°(2). From above, we know

@012
Xﬁ 0zZo

&G+ +ui+n
is the transform of a function which is in C°°(R*), and we show

@012
X 9z,

& &+l 3
is the transform of a function whose restriction to € is in C°°(Q). We shall use
here and in the future the

Lemma 3.3. Let & € C®(Q). If & has a C™ eatension to R? x Hy which is odd
n y1, and if $ is a solution to
AH =6 on
H=0 on y1 =0;
H=0 on Yo =0,

then $) G_C”(ﬁ) Similarly, if & has a C™ extension to Hy x R? odd in yo, then
HeC ().
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Proof. In the first case, $°! is the solution to a Dirichlet problem on the half-space
R? x Hy with data which is C™ up to the boundary, and as such, is itself C" on
R? x Hy. Hence, $ € C™(2). The second case is handled in a similar manner. O

The terms we will be dealing with are in Fourier transform space and thus we
will also need the

Lemma 3.4. Let

_ &
E+&+ni+n’

(&1, E2,m1,m2)

where & is odd in m and n2, and is the transform of a function, &, which, when
restricted to Q, is in C>(Q). Also suppose that n!$ € LP(R*) for p € (1,00) and
fori=1,2 and 5 =0,1. Then 5, the inverse transform of 9, solves

AH =06 on €

H=0 on y1=0;

H=0 on 1y =0.
Proof. As in Section E, A$) = & in the sense of distributions in the interior of €,
and since @ is C°° in the interior the equality holds in the classical sense in the
interior. The conditions 77§ € LP(R*) for p € (1,00) and for i = 1,2 and j = 0,1
allow us to conclude as in Section E that the boundary values are obtained in the
sense that

150, y1,)lLaws) — 0 as y1 — 0

for g € (1, 00) with a similiar limit as yo — 0. Combining this with the arguments in
Lemma @ we see the boundary values are also obtained in the classical sense. [

We define
5f\012
— -1 L
6 =FT. <Xm 9% )
b 0l2
= (Blen)da)0us)s1) T2
[e%s) b 012
(3.4) = 8—2 (1, 22,1, y2)s1(t — y1)dt,

where F.T. stands for the full Fourier transform in R* and s; is a Schwartz function
of y. By differentiating under the integral in (B.4) we see the integral in (B.4) is
smooth up to the boundary on R? x Hy. Hence, & is an odd function of y; and ys,
and is smooth on R? x Hy. With

(G

G+&E+nt+n
5\ 0l2
X 32

G+ G+

‘6:
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we have 1/ € LP(R*) for p € (1,00) and for i = 1,2 and j = 0, 1. Thus, combining
Lemmas @ and E, we conclude

57 0l2
Xm a_g
G+&+nt+m3
is the Fourier transform of a function whose restriction to € is C*°(Q). We have
shown the first term on the right hand side of (B-J) is the Fourier transform of a

function whose restriction to Q is C*°(€2). The second term is handled in the same
way. Hence,

__ol2 , 57‘1 0l2

ui " XX g5
07y G+EE+n+n

Since f1 € S(Q), g—g must also be in S(Q). To determine the form of the

(3.5)

= ol2
expansion of g—g we use the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let h(y1,y2) € S([0,00) x [0,00)) and define h®'* on all of R? by
odd extensions of h in both variables. Then ¥Yn € N we can write

~ Cik
(3.6) ho¥2 (1, me) = Z 2jflj it + B
jtk<n T2
J,k>1

where the cji, are constants and

vi(ni,n2) Vn (01, M2)
2j—1 2n—(2j—2 2 )
j=1 'y (25-2) "

R, =

where the v; are smooth, bounded functions of 1 and n2 and have the property that

P : , , L ,
X X, Bn 18 the Fourier transform of a function whose restriction to Ry x Ry s
C™ up to the boundary.

Proof. Upon integration by parts, we see @) holds with

% o2, 2i o*h "
Rn =——= FT2 A on (O,yQ) - ﬁFT? .29 2n—2 (O’ y2)
mog < dy3 Ui Oyt oyy" >

_—— 012
2 o2y %2 1 927
(3.7) = o5 FTs <7 (O,y2)>+ -

I QYY" 03 oyt

where F.T.o is the Fourier transform with respect to only the y, variable. To
conclude the lemma we show each term in (B.7), when multiplied by X Xz 18
the Fourier transform of a function whose restriction to Ry x R is C* up to the
boundary. We first consider the first n terms in (B.7). Each term is of the form

1

- _
5T ooz O (12) 1<j<n,
m- e

where O(y2) € S(R) and is extended to all of R by an odd reflection. We have
X/ . ol
o = (L= )P (0 o)+ s
1
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where o(y1) € S(R4) and is such that ¢ = 1 when y; < a for some a > 0, and s,,
is used to denote any Schwartz function of n;. Thus
/

X 2i_9 ol
2;7_11 =FT. (y1J U(y1)> + Sy
™
where ¢;), is used to denote the Fourier transform of any function which is in C*°(R).

Also, with

_ X &
®(y2) = FT5 " | 5itm5000) |,
T2

we have

A, S ST S| A 2 ™

iz = VR (x.60m)2) € C=(®y)

2

when restricted to y2 > 0 since O(ys) € S(R, ). By inverting the yo derivatives, we
can conclude that the restriction of ® to yz > 0 is in C*(R,.).

This shows the first n terms in (B.4), when multipliedEy X1 X, » €anl be written as
Fourier transforms of functions of y; which are in C°°(Ry) multiplied by functions
of y2 which are in C*°(Ry).

Now we treat x;, x;, multiplied by the last term in (@), which is of the form

AN
X X é012
2n [
A

where ©; € S(Ry x Ry). We write from above,

XI n ol
(3.8) 77;11 =FT. (yi"o(y1))” + e
i

Hence,

X X _
=00 =(1 = )ET. (57" 0" (1) #1 67)
1

+ (1 — xn,) FT. (c(yl) *1 @?12)
=FT. (yfn*la61 (y1) *1 @?12) + F.T. (c(yl) *1 @?12)
— FT.((y{" o (y1)s2(y2)) * ©7'?)
— F.T. ((c(y1)s2(y2)) * @flz) ,
where the superscript el is used to denote an even extension in the y; variable, c¢(y1)

is ¢y, , *1 denotes convolution in the first variable, and s» is a Schwartz function of
y2. Each term is easily seen to be the Fourier transform of a function which is in

C>(R; < Ry). "
5\ ol2
Applying Lemma @ to a_g in (@) we seo
—— 012 1
Ul / / Cijk ) / /
B9 5 X X2 57— 20— + Xy X B
0z j+l;m PRI LG+ G 4y

k=1
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where the ¢;ji(¢1, &) € S(R?) and the remainder terms, R/, are given by
(3.10)

R/ — i Cj(§155277715772) 1 Cn+1(§17§2a7717772) 1
t B G G+ i & +&+ni+m

Here the functions c; are smooth and bounded and decay faster than any power of
51 or 52.
Using the expansion
1 B 1 52 N 54
GH&+mi+m m+m (R +n)? 0 +n)?
§2n
+ (1)
=) (nf + n3)"+t
in (B.9), with &2 = &} + €2, we have
(3.11)
F—ol2 [n/2] 1
Ui Cjkl Y] 1ot
070 Z Z X X 1R (2 + 12)! + Xy Xopo B 4 Xy X B

J+k<n+1 I=1
7,k>1

52(n+1)
(nF +n3)"HHEF + &5 + 13 +13)

(_ )n+1

where [n/2] is the least integer greater than or equal to n/2, and where the
ik (&1, &2) € S(R?) and

e 1
(3.12) R! = J
A T R @ G
j,k>1

with C;-k(fl,gz) S S(R2)
We first handle the remainder terms R/, and R/ in (B.11)) and show they are the
Fourier transforms of functions which are in C"~2(Q).

Lemma 3.6. Let R/, and R! be the functions defined in (B.14) and (3.19), respec-
tively. Then x;, ij R, 1o and xy, Xy, Ryt are the Fourier transforms of functions
which are in C™(§2).

Proof. To prove the lemma for R;, , consider the term

N cj(€1,62,m1,m2) 1
n1An2 77? 1n2n+4 (25-2) 52 + 52 + 771 + 77

where 1 < j < n + 2, from (B.10), and define
G, = FT*I / X/ CJ(€17§277715772)

X1 X 2j—1 2n4+4—(25-2)"
M T2

H1 =

From the proof of Lemma @ we know & |, € C°°(Q) and it is also clear that

o

61 4
n; € LP(R%)
G+ +n+n

for p € (1,00) and for i = 1,2 and s = 0,1. By Lemma @,

_ &,
$ =FT.7!
<§%+£§+nf+n§>
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solves
A,ﬁl = ®1|Q on Q,
$M,m=0 on y; = 0;
H1=0 on yp = 0.

Now, either 2j —1 >n+2or 2n+4—(2j —2) > n+2. Assume 2j — 1 > n+ 2,
while the other case is to be handled in the same manner. In this case &4 is n-times
differentiable in y;. Furthermore, by definition, &; is odd in y; and y,, and since
B is n—ti_mes differentiable in y1, (’51‘;1 € C™"(R? x Hy). Thus, by Lemma @
$H1 € C"(Q2) when restricted to €.

The last term in R;,, , is handled in the same manner.

To prove the lemma for R, ,, consider the term

‘6 *X/ X/ c;‘k(§17§2) 1
2 = — — — )
I gk (nf 4 n3) [ ERR(ER + &8 + nf + )

1
I [T we see

From the factor )

ning'H2 € L'(RY)

whenever [ + m < n which implies fjg is the Fourier transform of a function in
C™(R*). O

Returning to equation B.11, we have to determine which functions, when trans-
formed, give the summation of terms of the form

X/ X/ _Cjkl 1
n1 A2 f]*lngk—l (77%4'77%)[

We will need a few lemmas to help interpret such terms.
In what follows, the function x(y1,y2) is a smooth function on R? with the
property x = 1 for y + 43 < a and x = 0 for y? + y2 > b for some b > a > 0.

Lemma 3.7. Let
i
C1(y1,92) = —5 log(yi + v3)
and define ®;11 to be the unique solution of the form

(3.13) p1(y1,y2) log(yi + 3) + p2(y1. y2),

where p1 and pa are homogeneous polynomials of degree 25 — 2 in y1 and y2 such
that p2(y1,0) = 0, to the equation

0,1 1
T
for 5 > 1. Then
Y X;h Xi?z

>
7+ n3)7

)

Xy Xoga (X®5) ~ (

where ~ is defined in Definition @
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Proof. We first notice the lemma is true when j = 1 as a straight-forward calculation
shows. When j =1

P i o'} o'} v
x<1>1=——/ / log(yi + y3)xe ™™ "dyady

o .
1 e Ny d
2772 / / og(yi + yz)xa Yyadyy

(314) / / 2 Xe_ly ndy2dy1 + s1,

where s1 is niz multiplied by a function in S(R?), and thus has the property

AN
anxnzsl ~ 0.

Now write
B s R N
eyt tys ey +ys M yi+us
1 1 (1TX\)yz
(3.15) ) L) 2
Ny +Ny o M2 Yty
so that
= X;h X;72 X;h Xi?z (1 - X)y2
(3.16) X Xy (XP1) ~ - :
A ni +n3 e Yi+u3
‘We show
’o - 3
X1 Xs (1 - X)yQ ~0
2 y% + y%

If we define z/AJ by

X;71X;72 (1 X)y2

)= ,
72 yl + y
then
X771 Xﬁz I m+1 (1 - X)y2
iy = mny"
v g TP 243

_ X Xns o < 9 (1= x)we

€ [2(R? Vi, m >0
3 oyt oYyt Yt + 3 > (R°)

which shows 1 is the transform of a function in C°°(R2?). Thus ¢ ~ 0 and
Xy Xy (XP1) ~ :Zfr;’f from (B.16) which proves the lemma in the case j = 1.
1 2
In order to show the lemma is true for higher j, we will use the recursive equation

— 1 0 ——

3.17 [0 =————(x®; ;
( ) (x J+1) T 2j 3772(X )+ Sj+1,

where s;41 has the form an multiplied by a function in S(R?).
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Using (B.17), we can write

— 1
/ / I /
(B-18) Xy X (XPi41) = X Xop, (ot

ik 1 (1 0=
+X;71X;72Z( 4! )Sksj k+1+Xan2_S <_( 2 )2 ?

P - J! me Y1t Y3
where S is the operator —ﬁ%.
Lastly, it is easy to show the last two terms in () are equivalent to 0, and
— 1
1o ] IRV
X1 Xnpo (X(I)JJFl) X1 Xns (77 + 03 )J+1

O

The factors 77% and an in (B.11]) correspond to integrating with respect to y; and
Yo, respectively.

Lemma 3.8. Let ®;(y1,y2) be as defined in Lemma [3.]. For each | > 1, define
(®1)o = @ fory2 > 0, and, for j > 1, (P;); to be the unique solution of the form

(3.19) p1log(y; + y3) + p2 + p3 arctan <§>
2

on the half-plane {(y1,y2) : y2 > 0}, where p1, p2, and ps are polynomials in y1

and y2 such that p2(0,y2) = 0, to the equation

e
o (®1)j-1-

Y2 t2  pta
(q)l)jk = / .. / / ((I)l)j(yla t)dtdtl cee dtkfl.
0 0 0

Lastly, let (@l)% be the function (®;);x extended to all of R? by an odd reflection
in the yo variable. Then

——02 1 1 1
3.20 o oxh (i) tF <X D) i 1y(2h > X Xo .
( ) 1 7]2( ) ( )(2] 1)(2k—1) mAN2 nf] 1 ngk 1 (n% + n%)l

Proof. The proof is by integration by parts. Without loss of generality, we can
consider x(y1,y2) to be of the form x1(y1)x2(y2), where, for j = 1,2, x,(y;) € C&°
with the property that x; =1 for y; < a and x; = 0 for y; > b for some 0 < a < b.
Then

(3.21) X;71X;72/ / (‘I’l)?gjq)(qu)Xe_iy'"dy2dy1N

X;;l X772 o0 62J 1 a?k 1 iy
(”71)2] 1 ”72 gk 1 5y1] 18 Qk 1(‘1)1)(23 1)(2k— 1)X€ ddeyl

again using the fact that derivatives of x Vanlsh to infinite order near y; = 0 or
y2 = 0. By definition,

Also, define

aZj—l a2k—1 9
ay?j—l 8y§k—l ((I)l)(2j71)(2k*1) =,
1
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where ®; is defined as in Lemma @ Thus, equation gives
o ?02
Xy X | X( l)(2j71)(2k71) ~

S, 1 N U Gl
Xy Xz j2j42k—2 251 , 2k—1 ®rxe Y1ay2
UR U> —o00 J—o0

which, by Lemma @ is equivalent to

;o 1 1 1 1
Xy X 52542k —2 7 2R (i + )t

For y» > 0,

(®1)& = p1log(yf + y3) + p2 + ps arctan (%) + palogys,
2

where the p,, are homogeneous polynomials of degree (21 —2) + (25 — 1) + (2k — 1)
in y; and yo for m =1,2,3,4.

Proposition 3.9. Vn € N, 3 polynomials, A, By, and C,, of degree n in y; and
Y2, and whose coefficients are Schwartz functions of & and &, and D,,, the partial

transform in the x variables of a function which belongs to C™ (), such that near
y1,92 =0

8u‘1’12
(322) FT;E 8_ (517527y17y2) =
z2
An(y1,92) 10g(yi +43) + Bn(y1,y2) + Cn(y1, y2) arctan (%) + Dn,

where F.T., stands for the partial Fourier transform in the x variables.

~— 012
Proof. Write an expansion of 2—2 as in (B.11). By Lemma B.6 we kriow the
remainder terms in (B.11) are the transforms of functions which are in C™(Q). The

other terms in (B.11]) are equivalent to Schwartz functions of & and & multiplied
by terms of the form

— 02
X;,l X;,Q (X((I)l)(2j1)(2k1))

as shown in Lemma @ Here we show

——02 ) — 02

X;nX;;g (X(q)l)(2j—1)(2k—l) _X(q)l)@j—l)(?k—l)

is the Fourier transform of a function which, when restricted to Ry x Ry is in
C*® (R4 x R;) plus terms which are polynomials of y; and y» multiplied by func-
tions of only one of y; or y2. From the proofs of Lemmas @ and @ we see the only

—02
. oy . 1
singularities of x(fbl)@jil)(%il) are poles of the form P e for a,b,c € N.

Hence for large enough [, s, and ¢,

_——02 _——02
(0 + 12 i (xihxih (x@l)@jl)@“)) - x(@n@jl)@“)) € S®).
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Since (n? +n2)! corresponds to the symbol of an elliptic operator, we can conclude
that

_——02 ——02
375 <X;,1X§72 <X((I)l)(2j—l)(2k—l)> - X(q)l)(2j—1)(2k—1)>

is the Fourier transform of a function in C*°(R?). Thus,

——02

_——02
X Xops (X(‘I’l)(zjl)(zkl)) = X(®0) (2-1)(2k-1)

is the transform of a function, call it 7(y1,y2), which satisfies

ostir

8y1 8y2

Integrating with respect to the first variable from 0 to y; and in the second from 0

to y2, we see T is a function which, when restricted to Ry xR is in C° (R4 x Ry)

plus terms which are polynomials of y; and y2 multiplied by functions of only one
of y1 or ys, as claimed.

Then the proposition is proved by Lemma E which shows the structure of

(®1)(2j—1)(2k—1) and by the use of Lemma @ to ignore the terms which may be

singular along y; = 0 or y2 = 0. (|

S COO(]R+ X ]RJ,.)

Proof of Theorem B.]. We will prove Theorem B.1] locally. Pick any (zf,z}) €
R? and let ¢ € C$°(R?*) be a cutoff function such that ¢ = 1 in a neighbor-
hood of (z},24,0,0). Without loss of generality we can assume @ is of the form
0z (1, 22)p1(y1)p2(y2), where @, € C5°(R?), o1 € C§°(R) with the property that
¢1 =1 near y; =0 and ¢ € C§°(R) with the property that ¢3 = 1 near y, = 0.
Since,
9 ol 8’[1,(1)1 8<P ol

a5, PU1) =5, T g5,

Proposition @ gives for y2 > 0, using equation ,

0 ° —&2Y2 9 2Y2 o
(3.23) F.T., (8_22 (@Ull)) — b2y 6_y2 (65 y F-T-z(@ull)) _

an(y1,y2) log(yf + y%) + bn(y1,y2) + cn(y1, y2) arctan (?) + T,
2

where here, a,,, by, and ¢, are just F.T.; () ¢ Ay, F.T.5(p) *¢ By, and F.T.5(p) *¢
C,, respectively, *¢ denoting convolution with respect to (£1,£2), and hence are
Schwartz functions of &; and &2, and are polynomials in y; and y2 near y; = y2 = 0,
and r, is a remainder term which is the partial transform in the x variables of a
function which, when restricted to a neighborhood V C Q of (x},25,0,0), is in
(V).

Then we invert the operator 6_52?/28%2652?/2 in ) to obtain

(3.24) F.T..(ouf') =

Y2
e 22 / st (an(yl, t) log(yf + t2) + bn(y1,t) + cn(y1,t) arctan (%)) dt
0

Y2
+ €7£2y2 / eE2tTn (517 Y1, 527 t)dt + 6752y2’0(€1, Y1, 52)’
0
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where v is a function resulting from the lower limit of integration. By considering
Y2 — 00, we can see, in the case & < 0, v is forced to be

v(€1,y1,82) =

— / b2t (an(yl, t) log(yf + t2) + bn(y1,t) + cn(y1,t) arctan ( . )) dt
0

- / €£2t7’n(§1ay17§27t)dt
0

in which case

(3.25) F.T..(ouf') =

— e~ / b2t (an(yl, t) log(yf + t2) + bn(y1,t) + cnly1,t) arctan (%)) dt
Y2

00
- e—ﬁzyz / e£2trn (517 Y1, 527 t)dt
Y

Y2

If we consider & > 0, it suffices to use

U(fl » Y1, 52) = FTm (Spu(fl) (517 Y1, 527 O)
so that, for & > 0 we write

(3.26) F.T..(ouf') =
—&2y2 v Eat 2 2
e e an(y1,t) log(yy +t°) 4+ bn(y1,t) + cn(y1,t) arctan t dt
0

Y2
+ 6752742 / eE2tTH (517 Y1, 527 t)dt + €7£2y2 FT., (@utl)l) (515 Y1, 525 O)
0

We Taylor expand the exponential factors in the integrals of equations and

using

n 1 t
e27V2) = 1 4 &t —yo) + -+ 5—2(15 —y2)" + — / (t — s)nepet2(s—v2) s

n! !
Y2
in (B.29) and

n 1 t
efa(t—y2) — —&ay2 1+ &t + 22 52 244 5—215" + = (t _ S) e €2(5—v2) 44
n! n! Jo
in (B.26).

We first concentrate on terms arising from the remainders in the Taylor expan-
sions. Consider, for & < 0,

(3.27)
o0 1 ¢ nen s— y
/.7;2 (E/ (t — s)"ég et y2>ds> (anlog(y%+t2)+bn+0narcta“(?l))dt'

Y2
Changing the order of integration gives

& [ e = n
;2! ., ef2(57y2) (t—s) (an log(yi +t2) + by +cn arctan( , )) dt ) ds.

S
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Expanding the factor (¢ — s)™ and integrating shows

/ (t = )" (an(y1, ) gy} + 1) + bulys, 1) + ey, t) avctan (21) ) at
can be written in the form
Pn(y1, 5)log(yi + s%) + qn(y1, 5) arctan (%) ,

where p, and ¢, are polynomials in y; and s, each term being of degree greater
than or equal to n + 1 near y; = s = 0, plus terms which are in C*°(R; x Ry ),
and hence a function which is C"™ (R4 x R, ) in the y; and s variables multiplied by
Schwartz functions of & and &. Thus, the integral in (B.27) is in C™(Ry x Ry).
The same argument applied when & > 0 gives

v2 /1 t
/ <— / (t— s)"f?e&(s_yz)d5> (an log(y? + %) + by, + ¢, arctan (2)) dt
0 t

|
n: Jy,

is a function which is C™(R; x Ry) in the y; and ys variables multiplied by
Schwartz functions of £ and &s.

We may now invert from the £ variables to the = variables. As was shown above
the terms from the Taylor remainder, when inverted, gives a function which is in

c"(Q).
We make use of the fact that the factor of e=%2¥2 in (B.26) leads to convolving
with
> )
/ e—&2y1 ei§212d§2 — :
0 T2 +1Y2
in the x4 variable. Thus, in inverting the integrals which contain the Taylor poly-
nomials we first carry out the integration with respect to t and use

oo
/ K(xl7a7yluy2)da
—o0

(2 — @) + iy
is in C>°(Q) (Theorem 3.1[]]) whenever x € S(Q) to obtain

(3.28) an(y1,92)108(y7 + ¥3) + Bn(y1,y2) + n (1, y2) arctan <§> + @,
2
where a.,, Bn, and -y, are polynomials of degree n in y; and yo near y; = yo = 0,
and whose coefficients are smooth functions of 21 and x5, and where ® is a function
which has a singularity at y; = 0.
Now, let us examine the term

0, if &y <0
e—fzyzF'T'm (Sou(ljl) (517y17§27 0)7 if 52 >0

from () We can, without loss of generality, work in the case in which
FTm (Spu(l)l) (51 » Y1, 527 O)

is a smooth function of y; up to y; = 0, since, by Lemma we see that uj is
a C'* function of y; up to y1 = 0 when yo > 0 is held constant. Thus, if there
are singularities in e =22 F.T.; (ou$') (&1, y1,&2,0) for y2 > 0, they will cancel out

with the singular terms in the function @ in (p.2§).
When ([3.29) is inverted, we get

(3.29)
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(3.30) omi / T el
—o0 (IQ - t) +1y2

where F.T.;, refers to the partial Fourier transform with respect to xs. In the case
oust|,,—o is smooth up to y; = 0, we see the integral in (B.3() is in C*°(Q) (see
Theorem 3.1 [@]). Thus, from the discussion above, the integral in (B.30)), when
combined with ® in (B.2§), gives a term in C=(0Q).

We are left to invert

(3.31) = [ €2 (€, &, t)dE, i &2 < 0;
. foyz egz(t—yz)rn(gl, Y1, 527 t)dt, if 52 > 0.

We denote F.T.;'(r,) by 7, and since 7, has compact support, in the sense of
distributions,

o0 o0 1
3.32) FT.,|—2m - n(T1,y1, 8, t)dsdt | =
aan 1t (<o [ [ o e it

1
— 271y, *y, T, (—)

z2

which is just the expression in (B.31)). However, the arguments in [f] (Theorem 2.2
and Lemma 2.3) show

o0 oo 1
- Tn(x1, 91,8, t)dsdt
A [wu—mrm@—u>(1“ )

is 18] in a neighborhood of the boundary point (z},z5,0,0) (with a little more
effort, it is possible to show n-times differentiability). Since (a},z}) was chosen
arbitrarily, we see, after adjusting n appropriately, Theorem @ holds in the sense
of distributions, and using the regularity in Lemma , we prove the theorem. [

Lastly, the Main Theorem follows from Theorem by an application of a
theorem of Borel. Borel’s Theorem states that given any sequence (real or complex),
{a;} 0 <j < oo 3f € C* such that fU)(0) =a; Vj >0 [{.

At this point it is easy to determine a sufficient condition for our function u; to

be in C™(Q).
Proposition 3.10. If

(3.33) 8—2] o <%)

: =0
dy;’ Oys* \ 0z

y1=y2=0

Vi, k >0 such that j + k < n+2, then u; € C™(9).

PITOOJI”. If”condition 'holds we see only the remainder terms X, Xy, 1,12 +
Xy X B2 are not zero in (B.11)) (with n replaced by n +2), and from Lemma
these terms are the transform of a function in C™(€2). Hence, g—g € C"(Q). As we
saw in the proof of Theorem @, we see for yo > 0

e,§2y2% (e§2y2F.T-z (gpufl)l)) = Tp,
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where ¢ is as in the proof of Theorem @, and r, is the partial Fourier transform
in the z variables of a function which is C™ in a neighborhood of a boundary point,

(«},24,0,0). Upon inverting the operator 6’527428%2652742, we obtain

Y2
FT;E (Sou(ljl) (51 » Y1, 527 y2) = e—ﬁzyz / eﬁzt,r.n (517 527 Y1, t)dt + e—fzyzv(§1 » Y1, 52)7
0
where v(&1,y1,&2) is determined as in the proof of Theorem @ We have

(3:34) FT. (puf') (1,1, 12) =

— [ ey (&, o, )t if & < 0;
J2 et (&4, 41, &, t)dt + e S22 T, (pust) (€1, 91, £2,0), if & > 0.

As in the proof of Theorem B.1], we can take the inverse Fourier transform of (B.34)

with respect to the ¢ variables to conclude w; € C™(Q2), and the proposition is
proved. O

Corollary 3.11. If f vanishes to infinite order at y; = y2 = 0 then u € Cf’dl)(ﬁ).

Remark 3.12. Tt is relevant to note that there are f € S,1)(2) such that the a;
and 3; are not zero in Main Thereom 1. One can see this by choosing f1, f2 to be
of compact support and equivalently equal to 1 in a neighborhood of (z}, 5%, 0,0)
for some (2, z5) € R? and following the analysis above.

4. REGULARITY OF O*N

With Q = H; x Hy, Let N be the operator defined on 8(071)(5) such that, for
fe 8(071)(5), N f = u, the solution we found in Section E We show here the

Proposition 4.1. Let f € 8(011)(5) with the property Of = 0. Then O*Nf €
C>(Q).

Proof. Let u be the solution found in sectionﬁ to the O0-Neumann problem with
data f, that is, u = N f. We will show 0*u € C*>(Q).
We work with
0 0 1
U1 + uo

=_——9%u

4.1 — +
( ) 62’1 (922 2

o)

and, as in Section E, we find the calculations easier when we apply the operator 7%

to ([L.1)). Using
8 8U2 - 82’&2 82’&2 - 82’&2 82’&2 - 8 8’&2
95 0m o2 "o 2 \am T )T

we obtain

0 ouy Ous . 0 Ouq Ouz
(42) 9% (a—+a—> = o (822 821> +fe
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Now, the quantity in parentheses on the right hand side of @) is 0. This follows

—— 012 ——o012

from the formula for 2—2 and its counterpart for g—gf . We have

— 012 _—o0l2 55012 55012
(4.3) Oup — _Ous 55 T on

0z 0z G+E+ni+n

:0,
since df = 0. Thus (.9) becomes
8 8u1 8’[1,2
4.4 — | =— 4+ =] = fo
( ) 0Zs ((921 + 0zs f2
Ouq w

We can recover 72 + gzj from equation |4 by taking the partial Fourier transform
of ([£4) in the x variable. Let

p o Ju | Ouz
_821 822-

We work with v, where ¢ € C§°(Q) is a cutoff function such that ¢ = 1 in a
neighborhood of (z,25,0,0) for any chosen (z},z5) € R? as we did in the proof
of Theorem @ We show v € C* in a neighborhood of (z},z5,0,0), and this
together with Lemma P.3 implies v € C*°(£2).
From
a(%w) = a—ipv + @8_};,
62’2 62’2 (922

it is easy to see aggj) restricted to some neighborhood V' of (z},%,0,0) is in

C>(V). Let i§ denote the function %Lg;’). Following the proof of Theorem we

take partial Fourier transforms with respect to the x5 variable.

et 0 (€22 F.T.4, (o)) = F.T.4,5,
y2

and inverting the operator e~¢2¥2 8%2652742 we get

Y2
FT.q,(pv) = /0 2V, F(w1, &, y1, 1)dE + e 7522V (21, &2, 11).

We can determine B(x1, &2, y1), and write

- fyzo 652(t_y2)F'T'123($17 527 Y1, t)dt7 if 52 < 07
ny2 652(t792)F.T.z2S(3:1, Eo,y1,t)dt + 6’52y2gm)|y2:0, if & > 0.

FT..,(pv) = {
As before, when we take inverse transforms, we see
U =

(o) %) 1 . %) <P’U| 0
— 27 - S(x1,y1,8,t dsdt—|—2m/ L 1
/0 /—oo (t —y2) +i(s — x2) (o 3n,8,8) —oo (T2 — 1) +iy2

in the sense of distributions (see equations and B.39). And it follows as in the
proof of Theorem B.1 that pv € C=(Q). O

As a consequence of Proposition we have the
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Corollary 4.2. Let f € S(Q) satisfy Of = 0. Then Ju € C>(Q) which solves
ou = f.

Proof. Let u = 0*N f. From Proposition [I.1], u € C*°(Q2). Also,

ou=00*N f
= (00" +9*O)Nf —O*ONf
=f

using the fact that N is the inverse of 00* + 9*9, and ON f = 0 from ([L.3). O

On smoothly bounded strictly pseudoconvex domains, 9* N f is commonly referred

to

il
2

3

[4

5

(6
(7

(8

[9
[10
[11
[12
(13

[14

in the literature as the Kohn solution for 0.
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