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Superlogarithmic estimates on
pseudoconvex domains and CR manifolds

By J. J. Koun*

Abstract

This paper is concerned with proving superlogarithmic estimates for the
operator O, on pseudoconvex CR manifolds and using them to establish hy-
poellipticity of O, and of the O-Neumann problem. These estimates are estab-
lished under the assumption that subellipticity degenerates in certain specified
ways.

1. Introduction

Let 2 C X be a domain with a smooth boundary in a complex manifold X.
If h is a holomorphic function on €2 which is smooth up to the boundary we
denote by h the restriction of h to the boundary of . Then h satisfies the
the tangential Cauchy-Riemann equations: dph = 0. The operator 8, can be
extended to forms on the boundary; this extension is useful in studying the
boundary values of d-closed forms (see [KR]). In [K1] I defined 0, and the
associated Laplacian
(1.1) Oy = 0y0; + 05 0p
on forms on abstract CR manifolds. The operator Oy is then used to study
Op. The analysis of O, on (p, q)-forms on compact strongly pseudoconvex CR
manifolds M of dimension greater than three with 0 < ¢ < 1/2(dimM — 1)
is carried out in [K1]. To analyze the operator O, on (p,q)-forms with 0 <
q < 1/2(dimM — 1) and dimM > 3 we need to use microlocal analysis; see
[K3]. Microlocal analysis is also used to prove that the operators d, and 0,
have a closed range if M is the boundary of a domain in a Stein manifold (see
[K4]). In this paper we show how microlocal estimates for O, imply estimates
for the 0-Neumann problem. In particular we investigate superlogarithmic
estimates but the technique presented here works for subelliptic and other
types of estimates as well.
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Let M be a pseudoconvex CR manifold of dimension 2n — 1. We say that
Oy is hypoelliptic at z, € M if whenever Oy is C'° in some neighborhood of
Z, then ¢ is C*° in a neighborhood of z,. If O, is hypoelliptic on (0,1) forms
then we conclude that: 1. The restriction of 9, to the orthogonal complement
of square integrable CR functions (i.e. functions in the null space of ;) is
hypoelliptic. 2. If the square integrable function f is C'™ in a neighborhood
of x, € M then Spf, the orthogonal projection of f to the space of square-
integrable CR functions, is also C'*° in the same neighborhood.

Hypoellipticity is a consequence of subellipticity (see [KN]). The operator
Oy is subelliptic at x, if there exist a neighborhood U and positive constants &
and C such that

for all p € C§°(U). Such estimates for the closely related d-Neumann problem
have been studied extensively. The necessary and sufficient condition for such
an estimate to hold for the 9-Neumann problem near a point in the boundary
of a pseudoconvex domain is that the D’Angelo type at the point is finite (see
[D] and [C]). The approach to the problem taken in [K2] is via subelliptic
multipliers; this leads to the condition of “finite ideal type”, which is sufficient
for subellipticity. This condition is probably equivalent to the finite D’Angelo
type. In the appendix there is a discussion of these matters and of their
extension to CR manifolds.

Throughout this paper we will deal with (p,¢)-forms. However, in all
proofs we will restrict ourselves to the case of (0, q)-forms, since we consider
only local properties where the extension from type (0, ¢) to type (p, q) is trivial.
To prove a priori estimates for (0, q)-forms we will write the decomposition
© = ¢@® + ¢t 4 7 ; the precise definition will be given in the next section. The
method is to prove estimates analogous to (1.2) with ¢ replaced by ¢%, ¢¥,
and ¢, respectively. The case of ©° being particularly simple, we have

(1.3) %1 < CQu(¢% ¢°);

this is the “elliptic” case with ¢ = 1 and holds on all CR manifolds. To study
the other microlocalizations we consider the ideals 7./ (o) and Z, (2¢) defined
(approximately) as follows (the precise definition will be given in Section 5).

The ideal Zf (xo) consists of all germs of C* functions at xy such that p €
I;_ (330) if

(1.4) low 112 < C(Qule™ ) + e 12,
and p € Z (o) if

(1.5) low™ 112 < C(Qule™,07) + eI,
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Thus if 1 € Z,F (z0) N Z, (z0) we obtain (1.2). In the appendix we give explicit
formulas for elements of these ideals and also the definition of finite ideal g-
type. In general we have Z;f (x9) C Z (x0) if ¢ < ¢’ and Z (z0) = Z,,_,_;(20)-
Hence,

IS (o) if g <

I (x0) NI, (w0) = {Iq‘(a:o) if ¢ >

[N N

We also have Z (z9) = Z,_;(w0) = {0} and so the estimate (1.2) cannot
hold for (0,0)-forms, i.e. functions, or for (0,n — 1)-forms. In fact, for pseu-
doconvex compact CR manifolds, the nullspaces of O, on functions and on
(0,n — 1)-forms are in general infinite-dimensional (on boundaries of domains
in complex manifolds Oyh = 0 is equivalent to the condition that h is the re-
striction of a holomorphic function). It is then natural to impose the global
condition of orthogonality to the nullspace of O, but even this assumption is
not sufficient. Rossi (see [R]) has given an example of a strongly pseudoconvex
three-dimensional CR manifold for which the Szegd projection does not pre-
serve smoothness and hence the restriction of O; to the orthogonal complement
of its nullspace is not hypoelliptic. In [K3] it is shown that for compact pseu-
doconvex CR manifolds on which the range of dy is closed in Lo and for which
le Il+ (z9) the restriction of O, to the orthogonal complement of its nullspace
is globally hypoelliptic. This closed-range property is proved for compact CR
manifolds that are boundaries of domains in Stein manifolds (see [K4]).

The problem is to find conditions under which hypoellipticity holds when
subellipticity fails. The most desirable condition is a purely geometric con-
dition such as in Fedii’s theorem (see [F]), which states that the operator
%2‘ + a(m)a%zg with a € C* is hypoelliptic if a(z) > 0 when = # 0. In [K6]
Fedii’s result is generalized to degenerate subelliptic operators in any dimen-
sion. This phenomenon appears on CR manifolds; thus on a pseudoconvex
CR manifold O is hypoelliptic in a neighborhood U of x, if it is subelliptic at
all  with  # z,. The natural geometric condition for hypoellipticity seems
to be that the points where subellipticity fails are contained in a real curve
transversal to the “good” directions (i.e. the tangent vectors to the curve do
not lie in 710 4 7OD): this is true for certain classes of CR manifolds (see
[K5] and [K6]) but Christ has shown that it is false in general (see [Ch2]).
The example of Kusuoka and Stroock (see [KS]) illustrates that, in general,
the geometry alone of the set on which the operator degenerates does not give
sufficient information to determine whether it is hypoelliptic. They study the
operator (98—;2 + az(x)aa—;g + 88—222 in R with a(x) # 0 if z # 0 and prove that
it is hypoelliptic if and only if lim,_,o zloga(x) = 0. Hypoellipticity of such
operators is obtained by use of superlogarithmic estimates (see [Chl] and [M]).
Superlogarithmic estimates for O, are formulated as follows.
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Definition 1.1. If M is a CR manifold and x, € M then a superloga-
rithmic estimate holds for O, on positively microlocalized (p, q)-forms at z, if
there exists a neighborhood U of x, such that for each § > 0 there exists Cj
such that

(1.6) I(log A)p™[* < 6Qu(¢™, ") + Csll™ |17,

for all (p,q) forms ¢ with support in U. Here A denotes the square root of
the Laplacian. A superlogarithmic estimate holds for O, on negatively microlo-
calized (p, q)-forms at x, if the above holds with ¢ replaced by ¢~. In that
case

(1.7) [(log A)e™ |I* < 6Qu( ™, ¢7) + Cslle™ 1>

Here we will prove superlogarithmic estimates of the form (1.6) and (1.7)
when there exists a subelliptic multiplier p which may go to zero on a subman-
ifold S at a controlled rate. The condition which we will use is the following:

(1.8) lim d(x, S)log|p(z)| =0,
z—S

where d(z,S) denotes the distance from z to S. Our results will impose con-
ditions on the holomorphic dimension of S; this concept will be recalled in
Section 4.

THEOREM 1.2.  Let M be a pseudoconver CR manifold. Let S C M
be a manifold such that the holomorphic dimension of S at each point is less
than or equal to q — 1. Let xg € S and p € I(;r(xo). Suppose that p satisfies
(1.8); then there exists a neighborhood U of xog on which the superlogarithmic
estimate (1.6) is satisfied for all (0, q)-forms with support in U.

THEOREM 1.3. Let M be a pseudoconvex CR manifold. Let S C M be a
manifold such that the holomorphic dimension of S at each point is less than
or equal ton —q—2. Let xg € S and p € Iq_(xo). Suppose that p satisfies
(1.8); then there exists a neighborhood U of xy on which the superlogarithmic
estimate (1.7) is satisfied for all (0, q)-forms with support in U.

One of the crucial steps in proving these results is the following localization
lemma, which may be of independent interest.

LEMMA 1.4 (Localization Lemma). Let M be pseudoconvex CR manifold
and let S C M be a submanifold of holomorphic dimension less than or equal
to m. Let xg € S. For small positive a let S, denote the set of x € M such
that d(x,S) < a. Then there exists a neighborhood U of xg and a constant C
such that

19) eI < O(@Quet o) + et Brs, + e IR )
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for all (p, q)-forms ¢ with ¢ > m + 1 supported in U. Furthermore,

110) eI < 0(@uee ) + e Bes, + eI ),

for all (p,q)-forms ¢ with ¢ < n — m — 2 supported in U. Here || ||s, and
Il llar—s, denote La-norms over S, and M — S, respectively.

These theorems imply that the superlogarithmic estimate

(1.11) [(log M)l < 6Qu(0, ) + Csllel?

holds, when M is pseudoconvex, for (0, q)-forms supported in U whenever
(1.8) with p € T,/ (2,) N Z, (x,) holds for S of holomorphic dimension m <
min{q — 1,n — ¢ — 2}. Note that the estimate (1.11) cannot hold if ¢ = 0 or
q=n-—1.

The superlogarithmic estimates (1.6), (1.7), and (1.11) imply the following
results concerning hypoellipticity.

THEOREM 1.5. Let M be a pseudoconver CR manifold and let o € M
such that (1.11) holds for (p,q)-forms supported in a neighborhood U of xg.
Suppose that ¢ and « are (p,q)-forms on M in Lo(M) such that Oy(p) = .
Suppose further that the restriction of a to U is in C*°(U). Then the restriction
of ¢ to U is also in C*°(U).

Denote by H}*¥(M) the nullspace of O, on (p, g)-forms. If M is compact
and if (1.11) holds for (p,¢)-forms in some neighborhood of every point of M
then H}"(M) consists of C* forms and is finite-dimensional. Furthermore,
under this assumption, we have the following hypoellipticity consequences:

(a) Whenever a € Lo(M) and o L H(M) the equation Oy(p) = o has
a unique solution ¢ L H}(M).

(b) If Jyar = 0 then there exists a unique (p,q — 1)-form @ such that
Oyt = a and 1) is perpendicular to the nullspace of 0; the restriction of 1 to
any open set on which « is C* is also C*°.

(c) Dually, if dfa = 0 then there exists a unique (p,q + 1)-form 6 such
that 5}; 0 = « and @ is perpendicular to the nullspace of 5{; ; the restriction of 6
to any open set on which « is C* is also C*°.

(d) The orthogonal projection operators on H}(M) and on the nullspaces
of 0y and 9, are pseudolocal (that is, the the operator applied to a form is C'>°
on the open set on which the form is C'°).

The next theorem deals with the cases of (p,n — 1) and (p,0)-forms. To
deal with these we will assume that the range of J, on functions is closed.
We will also assume that the estimate (1.6) holds for (p,n — 1)-forms which is
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equivalent to (1.7) for (p,0)-forms. In view of the above results these conditions
are satisfied when M is pseudoconvex and there exists p € Zj (zg) which
satisfies (1.8) with S of holomorphic dimension zero (i.e. S totally real).

THEOREM 1.6. Let M be a CR manifold such that the range of Oy on
functions is closed. Let xg € M such that (1.6) holds for (p,n — 1)-forms
and (1.7) holds for (p,0)-forms supported in a neighborhood U of xo. Suppose
that ¢ and « are (p,n — 1)-forms, on M in Lo(M), which are orthogonal to
’H‘z’n_l(M), such that Oy(p) = «. Suppose further that the restriction of a to
U is in C*°(U). Then the restriction of ¢ to U is also in C*°(U). Dually,
the same holds when ¢ and o are (p,0)-forms, on M in Lo(M), which are
orthogonal to ’H‘z’o(M), such that Oy(p) = a.

Now the spaces Hﬁ’O(M ) and Hi)’"_l(M ) are, in general, infinite dimen-
sional. Nevertheless, if (1.5) holds for (p,n — 1)-forms at each point of M we
have the properties:

(a) The closed range of 0, on functions implies that O has closed range
on all forms. Hence, for ¢ = 0 and ¢ = n — 1, whenever a € Ly(M) and
a L HP™ (M) the equation Oy(p) = o has a unique solution ¢ L H2™ ' (M).

(b) If « is a (p,n — 1)-form orthogonal to HP"~ (M) with dya = 0 then
there exists a unique (p, n—2)-form ¢ such that dy1) = v and ¥ is perpendicular

to the nullspace of 0y; the restriction of 1 to the open set on which a is C* is
also C'*°.

(c) Dually, if « is a (p, 0)-form orthogonal to ’H‘g’O(M) with 9fa = 0 then
there exists a unique (p, 1)-form 6 such that J;6 = a and 6 is perpendicular

to the nullspace of 5;; ; the restriction of 8 to the open set on which « is C™ is
also C'*°.

d) The orthogonal projection operators on H?*(M), HP"1(M) and on
(d) gonal proj p b , Hy,
the nullspaces of J, in (p,n — 2)-forms and 0 in (p, 1)-forms are pseudolocal.

Finally we take up the applications of superlogarithmic estimates to the
0-Neumann problem. Let 2 be a domain in a complex n-dimensional manifold
X. Assume that the boundary of €2, denoted by b2, is C*°. For (p, q)-forms
on {2 we define the operator O by

(1.12) O = 90" + 0%0,

where 0* is the Ly adjoint of 0. Then Oy is a form whose components
are Laplacians of the corresponding components of ¢ which satisfies the 0-
Neumann boundary conditions: ¢ is contained in the domain of 9* on (p, q)-
forms and dy is contained in the domain of 9* on (p, ¢+ 1)-forms. Let HP4(Q)
denote the null space of O. Then we have:
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THEOREM 1.7.  Suppose that xo € bQ) and suppose that (1.6) holds for
(p, q)-forms on bQ supported in U NbQ, where U is a neighborhood of xq in X
and 1 < g < n—2. Suppose further that Op = o with o a (p,q)-form in Loy
whose restriction to U N is in C>°. Then the restriction of o to U NQ is
in C.

Note that the hypothesis of the above theorem is satisfied if €2 is pseu-
doconvex and if there exists p € Z\ (2,) satisfying (1.8) with S of holomorphic
dimension less than or equal to ¢ — 1. The theorem has consequences which
are analogous to those of Theorem 1.5 listed above.

THEOREM 1.8.  Suppose that xy € b and suppose that (1.6) holds for
(p,n — 1)-forms on b2 supported in U N bSY, where U is a neighborhood of xq
in X. Suppose that X is a Stein manifold and that Q is pseudoconvex with Q
compact. Suppose further that Op = a with « a (p,n — 1)-form in Ly whose
restriction to U NQ is in C*. Then, if o L HP"~Y(Q), the restriction of ¢ to
UNQisin C°.

Note that the hypotheses of this theorem are satisfied if there exists p €
T | (z,) satisfying (1.8) with S of holomorphic dimension less than or equal
to n — 1. Again, the consequences of this theorem are entirely analogous to
those of Theorem 1.6 listed above.

Here I wish to express my thanks to M. Christ; communication with him
led to the research presented here. I am also indebted to him for supplying the
example discussed at the end of Section 4. I also thank Siqgi Fu and the referee
for going through the original manuscript and suggesting several improvements
and clarifications.

2. Definitions and preliminaries

Definition 2.1. Let M be a 2n — 1 dimensional differentiable manifold.
Denote by CT(M) the complexified tangent bundle of M. An integrable CR
structure on M is given by a subbundle T** C CT(M) with the following
properties. If T%! denotes the conjugate of T1Y then T} N T = {0} for
all . The subbundle 710 @ T%! is of codimension one. If L and L’ are local
vector fields with values in 710 then the commutator [L, L] = LL' — L'L also
has values in T1Y. We say M is a CR manifold if M has a given integrable
CR structure.

Definition 2.2. A form of type (p,q) at € M is a skew-symmetric
multilinear map

. 1,0 1,0 ., 70,1 0,1
Ty x oo x Ty  x T x - x Th = CL

P q
The bundle of (p, q)-forms is denoted by A7
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Definition 2.3. The operator 0y, : AT — A‘Z’qH is defined as follows. If
p € AP let ¢’ be a (p,q)-form which restricted to [, TH0 % 11, T%! equals
. Then Oy is the restriction of dy¢’ to I, TH0 % [141 T%1. The operator
5{; : A‘Z’q — Af’q_l is the Lo-adjoint of 0.

Definition 2.4. Denote by 6 a nonvanishing real 1-form which annihilates

T10 @ T%!, Then the Levi form on M is the hermitian form on T given by
V—1dO(L, L), where L and L' are in T'°. Now, M is pseudoconvez if for some

choice of 0 the Levi form is nonnegative.

Let Ly, ..., L,_1 be alocal basis for (1,0) vectorfields in a neighborhood U
of z, € M and let wy,...,w,—1 be the dual basis of (1, 0)-forms. If u € C*(U),

éb(u) = Z Zj (u)d)j.
J
If o =3 pjw;is a (0,1)-form on U,
D = Z (Lj%' — Lipj + Z afjsﬁk) wi N\ Wj
i<j k

FGe = = (Lilg) + aips),

where afj, a; € C=(U). '
In general the operator 0, : Ag’q — Ag’qH is expressed as follows. Let

p e Ag’q be the form given locally by:

p= Z prwr,
T

and

where [ is the ¢g-tuple of integers I = (i1,...,4) with0 < i3 <--- <ig <n-—1
and where Wy = w;; A -+ Aw;,. Then

Dyp = Z Z Ejjgj/j(ﬂl taiker | Wk,
K \j¢I
where K runs through all strictly increasing (¢ + 1)-tuples and each of the

coefficients ejKI is either 0,1, or —1 and is defined as follows. First, if j ¢ I we
denote by (jI) the ordered g-tuple containing j and the elements of K. Then

we define
g [0 ifjeK
‘K =4 sen ({,g) if j € K,

where sgn (][g) denotes the sign of the permutation {j, I} — K. Further,

Fo=-Y ( > e Lipr + CLH(PH) WH,

H \i,IoH

where H runs through all strictly increasing (¢ — 1)-tuples and arx, ag €
Cc>(U).
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We choose real coordinates {z1,...x2,-1} with the origin at z, such that,
9(%) > 0 and such that, setting z; = ; + vV—1z;41 fori=1,...,n—1,

we have L;|,, = (%]xo. Set T = —y/—1
written as ¢;; = df(L;, L;) and we have

[Li, Z/]] = Cz'jT + Z(dijk + efjﬂk),
k

o . Then the Levi form can be
2n—1

where dfj, efj e C>®(U).

Let {&1,...,&n_1} be the dual coordinates to {z1,...,72, 1} and [£]? =
> €2, Let ¢pT and ¢)* be nonnegative functions in C*({¢ € R%_l’]{\ =1}),
with range in [0, 1], such that

supp(v) C {lél = 1| &an1 2 €1
supp(§) € {lel =1 | s = €11

PF(€) = 1 when &,_1 > 3|¢| and P (€) = 1 when &,—1 > 2|¢/|. Here ¢ =

(€1,...&m—2). We extend these functions to R**~! so that " (¢) = 1/14’(%

and T (&) = zﬁﬂ%), for || > 1 and so that T (£) = T (&) = 0 for |¢] < :
with ¢F(£) = 1 on supp(¢t). Set 9~ (€) = ¢F (=€), ¥~ (€) = ¢¥F(—¢) and
Y0 =1 — 4 — 4. Define 9/° so that 1/° = 1 on a neighborhood of supp(z/°)
and so that

~ 3
supp(¢) C {[¢] < 2} U {|€n 1| < Z|£/|}'
The operator V¥ is defined by

Tu(€) = Y()a(e).

The operators U, U~ U0, U ¥~ and ¥° are defined as above with sub-
stitution of ¥, =, ¢°, Y1, ¢, and ¢° for ¥, respectively.

The microlocal decomposition ¢ = T 4 ¢~ + ¢°, alluded to in the intro-
duction, is now interpreted as follows:

=TT+ U+ (10,

for all p € C§°(U), where ¢ € C§°(U'), U C U' and ¢ = 1 on U. The
microlocalization ¢ is also sometimes interpreted as (¥t and similarly with
o~ and ¢°.

The following lemma is a consequence of the general Garding inequality;
here we give a proof which does not invoke the general case.

LEMMA 2.5. Let (ary) be a matriz of C* functions on U’ which is non-
negative. Let U C U C U’, ( € C(U") with ( =1 on U and o € C*°(U’) with
o < 2. Then, if U’ is sufficiently small,
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S aroTCU o1, 0CU y) > —C(gpa;@D(a)Hl)H@sz
1J

+ ClUF Ul + [l ),
and

S (@t pr,oCW es) = ~C(max D) + 1)Cw |

1J
+ ol Tl CU el + 06l ),
where
(2.1) Co = max | D*(0)| + max [D(0)]* + 1,

for all ¢ with supp(¢) C U. Here D denotes first partial derivatives.

Proof. Let 0 be a conical cutoff function with supp 6 C supp 1/~J+ and 0 =1
on supp T ; denoting by © the corresponding pseudodifferential operator, we
have

(Tt =C(T)?0Utp = (T2 T+ (¢, (T2 0T .

Then, since the supports of the symbols of © and of (¢, (I1)?] are disjoint, the
operator [¢, (¥1)2]O is of order —oco and we have

> (arsoTCU o1, 0CUTpy) = Y (arolT(TH)2 (U o, 0T )
7 J
+ O ¥ Fe)2y),

where ¢ € C5e(U") with ¢ =1 on supp ¢. Let R denote the pseudodifferential
1 -
operator of order 1/2 whose symbol is &3, 97 (€); then T(¥+)2 = R*R and

S (anso TV pr,oCWes) = 3((@rsoCRCU 1, 0CRCE )
1J 1J

+ (larso™C RIRC o1, (YT )
+O(U ).

The first term on the right is nonnegative and from the pseudodifferential
operator calculus we obtain

llasso? RIRCU o] < O (mas ID(@)] + DG o] + Co|CET¢l]-))-

The first inequality in the lemma then follows and the second is proved anal-
ogously.
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3. Weighted microlocal estimates

We begin by discussing the estimate for (U for (0,1)-forms; here the
calculation is more transparent because we do not have to deal with compli-
cated indices. We will then show how the proof generalizes to the case of
(p, q)-forms.

LEMMA 3.1.  Let M be a pseudoconvex CR manifold of dimension 2n—1,
let z, € M and let X be a real nonnegative C™ function with s € R™ such that
sA <1 and Re (LiLj()\)) 1s positive-definite. Then there exists a neighborhood
U of x, and C > 0 such that

3D sl el < O(Queu e, e) + (5 max DIV + DICE |

+ CENIT A ol + 276, ),

where

C(s,\) = s max |D*(\)|+ s®> max D(\)?+1,
supp(¢) supp(¢)

CeCPU), g€ Ag’l, supp(p) C U, and U’ D U.

Proof. If ¢ € C§°(U) then:

(3.2)  oduell® + lodzell® = D llo(Ljei — Liwy)|?
i<j
+ oD Liwil?

+ 0 (D lloLigslllogl + llow]?) -

We have E;k = —L; 4+ a;. Substituting this in the above we use the following
integrations by parts to “convert” the L into L:

(02Liu, v) = —(0*u, Liv) + O(|[ Li(o)ulllov]| + |oull|ov])

and

(0*Liu,Liv) = <o2Liu,Ljv)+O(Houllllavll

+ LloLuallov] + oullloLiv]

= (O’EjU, O’Zﬂ)) + (O'CijTu, O’?}) + 2(LZ.EJ(O')U, O’?})
+0(lloulllov] + loZull|Li(o)e
+ILullo ol + X (loZeallov] + loulllo Leol))

Let 0, = €*; then, substituting o, for o, we have
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losdyell® = 11> osLieil®

1
= D llosLiwil® +2)  Re(oiLigi, L))
i i<j
= > losLigil® + 23 Re(iL;pi, Lig))
5 i<j
+ (0scijTi, 0505) + (LiLj(04)0i, 0s5)
+ 0(lowtl? + Xl LgilllZitoedsll + Xllo Ll el )-
i K
Combining this with (3.2) we obtain
losdbell? + llosdy el = Z(HUsLiSDjHQ + (0s¢i;Tpi, 055)
i7j
+ Re(LiLj(Js)gpi,Jsgoj))
+ O llosell® + D llosLigill | Li(os)es |
Z"j
+ Y lloLullosl)).
k
Since o, is bounded independently of s,
(3.3) Z<(JscijT‘pia osp;) + Re(L;L;(0s)ps, Jssﬁj))
Z"j

< (sl o) + 1ol + X Lo )
1,J
Note that D(os) = sD(A)os and D?(0,) = sD?(\)os + s>D()\)?0s. Then we
have

max |D(os)] ~ s max |D(N)],

supp(¢) supp(¢)
max |D%*(o,)] ~ s max |D?*(\)|+ s? max D()\)?,
supp(¢) supp(¢) supp(¢)

ReL;L;(05) ~ sReL;Lj(\)+s*D()\)?,

and
Cy, ~ C(s5,\) = s max |D*(\)| +s® max D(\)?+1,
supp(¢) supp(¢)
where Cy,, is defined by (2.1).
When we substitute (Ut for ¢ in (3.3) the first term is estimated from
below by
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D (ouci TCU i, 00U ;)
i7j

> (s max DUl + Clo VTl Wl + [ ]2, ).
The second term is estimated from below by

(LiLj(05)C¥ 3, 050U ) 2 5C"|osC U T l|* — 5 mggéD( e ||,

Since o, is bounded away from zero independently of s the estimate (3.1)
follows from the above and (3.3) thus proving the lemma. O

To generalize the above to (0, q)-forms ¢ = >~ ¢rwr we define

A]J = Re Z EZIKG?]K 7 )
4,5, K

and

_ 1K _JK
cry = Z €7 €] Cij,
i7j7K

where K runs over all ordered (¢ — 1)-tuples. Each of the coefficients /X is
either 0,1, or —1 defined as follows. First, if i ¢ K we denote by < iK > the
ordered ¢-tuple containing ¢ and the elements of K. Then we define

0 ifie K
el ={ 0 if (iK)#1
sgn (1) if (iK) =1,

where sgn (“;( ) denotes the sign of the permutation {i, K} — I.

LEMMA 3.2. Let M be a pseudoconvexr CR manifold of dimension 2n—1, let
2o € M and let \ be a real nonnegative C>® function, s € R with s\ < 1, and

suppose that ReArj(X\) is positive-definite. Then there exists a neighborhood
U of x, and C > 0 such that

B4) sICUI? < C(QuCTH (U + (2 max DOV +1)ICTF |

+ Cs, V[Tl -1 0¥ T ol + II‘I’+¢\I31),

where

C(s,\) = s max |D*(\)| +s? max D(\)? +1,
supp(() supp(¢)

CeCse(U), (,DE.Ab 7 supp(p) CU', and U' D U.
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The proof of this lemma is entirely analogous to the case of (0, 1)-forms.
Integrating by parts as above we obtain the following in place of (3.2)

(3.5) Re Z<(0361JT<,01, os0g) + (Ars(os)er, US@J))
1,J
<c(@uleo) + llelP + ID@)elP ).
Observe that ¢;; > 0 implies that c7; > 0 since at a point x, we can choose the
{L;} so that ¢;j(x,) = 6ijcii(x0) and then cry(x,) = 617> ;er Cii(®,). Hence,

again substituting (¥* ¢y for ¢, we can apply Lemma 2.5 and conclude the
proof of Lemma 3.2. O

To microlocalize with ¥~ we define the local conjugate-linear duality map
F1: Ag’q — Ag’n_q_l as follows. If ¢ = > prwr then

(3.6) Fi(p) =" elgrop,

where I’ denotes the strictly increasing (n—g—1)-tuple consisting of all integers
in [1,n — 1] which do not belong to I and ¢!/ " is the sign of the permutation
{I,I'} = ({1,...,n —1}). Then F"~9"'Fip = ¢ and we have

OFle = FI'9Go+Y arprog
and
hFlp = Fq+18b90+ZbHK¢H(DK.

Hence

Qu(Flp, Flp) = O(Qu(p, @) + llol?)-

Thus replacing ¢ by F%p in (3.5), we obtain

(3.7) Re Z((USCI’J’TSDL ospy) + (Apg(os)er, USSOJ)>
7

< C(Quee) + 19l + ID@IP):
Now note that, since T = —T,

Re Z(USCI/J/T¢1,JS¢J) = —Re Z(O'SCJ/[/T(,D[,O'S(,DJ).
1,J 1,J

Hence, substituting (W~ for ¢, we proceed as above and obtain the following
result.



SUPERLOGARITHMIC ESTIMATES 227

LEMMA 3.3. Let M be a pseudoconver CR manifold of dimension
2n — 1, let ©, € M and let X be a real non-negative C*° function, s € R
with s\ < 1, and suppose that ReAy j(X\) is positive-definite. Then there ex-
ists a neighborhood U of x, and C > 0 such that

38) sICUel? < C(QuCUp.CU¢) + (2 max DO +1)ICE |

+ Cls, NIVl 1 [[CV el + ||‘I’_90||2—1)7

where

C(s,\) = s max |D*(\)| + s* max D(\)? +1,
supp(¢) supp(¢)

¢ eC(U), ¢ € A, supp(p) C U, and U' D U.

4. The localization lemma

Definition 4.1. Let S C M be a submanifold of M; the holomorphic
dimension of S at z, € S is the dimension of Tp:°(M) N CT,,(S) and S is
called totally real if the holomorphic dimension of S at x is zero for all z € S.

We are now in a position to formulate Lemma 1.4 precisely.

LEMMA 4.2 (Localization Lemma). Let M be a pseudoconver CR man-
ifold and let S C M be a submanifold of holomorphic dimension less than or
equal to m. Let xg € S. For small positive a let S, denote the set of x € M
such that d(x,S) < a, where d(z,S) denotes the distance from x to S. Then
there exist positive constants a,, C and neighborhoods U, U’ of xo, with U C U’
and a constant C' such that

(41)  [[CTtellE, < C(azczb@\w, CUT) + (|| _g, + H\Pﬂou%l),

for 0 < a < ap, ¢ € C§°(U) and all (p,q)-forms ¢ withn —1>q¢>m+1
supported in U'. Furthermore

@2) vl < C(aQuCu o U g) + ¥ gl s, + 176l ),

for all (p, q)-forms ¢ with 0 < g < n—m — 2 supported in U'. Here || ||s, and
|| |ar—s, denote La-norms over S, and M — S,, respectively.

Proof. Let f1,..., fi be real-valued functions in a neighborhood of z, such
that = € S if and only if fj(z) = 0 for ¢ = 1,...,k. Suppose further that the
gradients of the f; are linearly independent. Since the rank of (L;f;|s,) is
greater than or equal to n — 1 —m, we can choose ( after renumbering the L;)
functions {g1,...gn—1-m} which are real linear combinations of the f;, such
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that L;(g;)|z, = 6ij when i =1,...n — ¢ —m. Then, setting A = 3" g7 we have
Arj(N)|e, = 207sp1, where I and J are ordered g-tuples so that p; is greater
than or equal to the number of elements in I N {l,...,n — 1 — m}. Since
m < ¢ — 1 we have p; > 0 and hence (A7;(\)|z,) is positive definite. Thus
there exists a neighborhood U’ of x, on which Re(A;;())) is positive definite.

Let ¢, € C§°(S2,) with {, = 1 on S, such that |[D(,| < % Then A < Ca
and |L;(\)| < Cain Sy,. Setting s = C% with ¢ sufficiently small so that sA <1
in Sy, we can apply Lemma 3.2 and obtain

(43) s < 0<Qb<<a<w+so,<a<w+so)

+ (32 max D(A)? + 1)[[¢C ¥ o2

supp(¢a()
+ O NIl Gl + [0l ).

where

C(s,\) =s max |D*\)|+s*> max D(\)?+1,
supp(¢a() supp(¢a()

CeCU), ¢ e Ag’q, supp(p) C U’, and U’ D U. Dividing both sides of (4.3)
by s and with s = fg and a, < § we have

s max D(\)?+ ! <C6
supp(¢a() s
and

%C’(s, N <C

Hence

2
GCTtel? < O QuGeT e Gl + BGuc Ul

+ IRl G el + 2R, )

Thus, since
1T ¢lls, < 11¢aCT e

and

a*Qu(CaC¥" e, (Gl W) < Q¥ e, (U ) + CICT ¢ ur-s,

then (4.1) follows by choosing § sufficiently small.

To prove (4.2) note that Ay j(N)|z, = 20p ypy, where I’ and J' are or-
dered (n — 1 — g)-tuples so that pp is greater than or equal to the number of
elements in I’ N {1,...,n —1—m}. Since m < n —q— 2 we have py > 0
and hence (Ap j/(M)|z,) is positive definite. Then, proceeding as above, using
Lemma 3.4 instead of Lemma 3.3 we obtain the desired result. O
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Note that for (¥% the above estimates are a consequence of ellipticity
and thus hold for all . Then, when the above estimates hold for (¥*¢ and
(¥~ ¢, we obtain the following;:

ol < 0(Qule.0) + Ielfrs, + el )

Substituting 2a for ¢ and (,p for ¢ we get
IGupl? < C(Qu(Cup ) + Gapl ).

Choosing U’ with sufficiently small diameter we get

1
C”Ca90”2—1 < _HCa90”2'

Thus we obtain:

COROLLARY 4.3. Let M be pseudoconvex CR manifold and let S C M
be a submanifold of holomorphic dimension less than or equal to m with m <
%(n —3). Let zg € S. For small positive a let S, denote the set of x € M such
that d(x,S) < a, where d(x,S) denotes the distance from x to S. Then there
exist positive constants a,, C, and a neighborhood U such that

44 Io12, < C(Quto9) +olRis,
for 0 < a < a, and all (p,q)-forms @ with m+1 < g < n—m — 2 supported
m U.

M. Christ has pointed out that pseudoconvexity is a crucial assumption
for the estimate (4.4). He has supplied the following example. Let M be a
five-dimensional CR manifold with coordinates (z1, z2,t), whose CR structure
is defined by the vector fields

L= 821 —1z10y, Ly = 8Z2 + 1290;.

Then we have E; = —Lj; setting T' = i0; we have [L1,L1] = 2T and [Lo, Lo] =
—2T. Let S be defined by z; = zo = 0; then m, the holomorphic dimension
of S, equals zero. Let S, = {(z1, 22,1)| |2| < a}, with |z]|?> = |z1|? + |22]?. Let

g = |2|> —it; then Lig = Lag = 0. For each 7 > 0 we define the (0, 1)-form ¢™
by ¢7 = fT(wy, where f7(21, 29,t) = exp 7(—g-+g?) and ¢ € C§°(|z]2+t% < 2r?)
with ¢ = 1 on |z|? + 2 < r%. Note that L1 f™ = Lof™ = 0. We have

Qu(e™, ") = I/ LaC|* + 1/ Lag 1.
Ifa<r§%wehave

2
a
Re(—g+¢%) = —|z[> = ? +|2|" > Y
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on the region |z|? + 2 < “2—2 which is contained in S, so that

1
e exp (—7a ) < IR,
Furthermore
2 22 4 3 9 3 o
Re(—g+9¢°) = —|z|* —t* + |2|* < ~a" < 7
on the support of the derivatives of (; thus

T T T 3
Q™. 07) + le7 |25, < Cexp (—an) .

This contradicts (4.3) for large 7.

5. Subelliptic multipliers

To study the operators Oy, Jj, and the 0-Neumann problem on (p,q)-
forms we define microlocal subelliptic multipliers below. In this section we
develop those properties of the multipliers which are needed in the proofs of
superlogarithmic estimates and the hypoellipticity results. Explicit formulas
for subelliptic multipliers are given in the appendix.

Definition 5.1.  For x, € M let Z.f(x,) be the subset of germs of C*
functions at x, defined as follows. The germ p is in I; (z,) if and only if there
exist U,U’,e,C, and ¢ such that

(5.1) lp¢T |2 < C(QuCTHe, (T g) + [0 )

for all (0, ¢)-forms ¢ with supp(¢) C U’. Here, U is a neighborhood of z, such
that U C U’, € and C are positive constants and ¢ € C§°(U) such that ¢ = 1
on a neighborhood of z,. We define Z)(z,) and Z (x,) by replacing U* in the
above by W0 and U, respectively.

Note that Ig(:no) is the set of all germs of C* functions at z,; in fact we
have

¢ @]} < C(Qb(CT%, () + [00|?).

Thus, if we denote the set of subelliptic multipliers satisfying (5.1) by Z4(z,),
we have Z,(x,) = L5 (z,) NI, ().

PROPOSITION 5.2.  If 1 < ¢ < ¢ <n—1then T (2,) D I} (x,).

Proof. Now, p € I;_l(xo) and we want to show that p € T/ (2,). Let ¢

be a (0, ¢)-form supported in U,

p= Z Prwr,
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where the I are ordered g¢-tuples of integers between 1 and n — 1. We define
the (0,q — 1)-forms 37 by

B = pckjsk,
K
where I = (Kj) and ¢ < j <n — 1. Thus we have

lpCwt A2 < C(QuCUH A7, CUt#7) + |[gl|?).

Now

Qu(CUT A, CUTAT) = 3 ILp Ut B+ (b TCUT By, CUT %) +O(l¢ll?),
where by = > eﬁ%chk and
Qu(CU T, CU ) = [ILeVUTor|* + > (ersTCU o1, (U s) + O(|lol),

where crj = Ze%ci]—. To compare ar;y and byg at a point x we choose the
Ly, ..., Ly—1 so that ¢;j(x) = d;j¢ii(x). Then we have

cry(@) =015 ) ciil)

icl
and
brk(x) =0uk »_ chn().
heH
I T = (Hk),
crr(%o) = bam (o) + k(o) = bum(2o);

hence

Z brx (x) B (x) B (z) < ZCIJ(x)SDI(x)SﬁJ(fE)-

HK 17
Since

¢ olle < |IpCUt B,
r

we conclude (using Garding’s inequality) that

[0CT ]2 < C(QCTT 6, CU ) + ¢l?)
so that p € T (z,). O

PROPOSITION 5.3.  Z. (z,) = I:_q_l(xo) for0<qg<n-2.

Proof. If ¢ is a (0, ¢)-form with support in U given by ¢ = Y el 1oy, as
in Section 3, we set Fyp = > @pwy, where I’ denotes the ordered (n — ¢ — 1)-
tuple consisting of the complement of I. Then noting that || Ut ul|| = || ¥~ al,
we have

1pCUF |l = [|p¢ ¥~ Fyelle + O(llel)
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and
Q¢ o, CUTp) = Qu(CY™ Fyp, (U Fyp) + O([l ),
which concludes the proof. O

Combining these propositions we see that Z, (z,) C Z, (z,), if n—q—1 > ¢,
that is if ¢ < 3(n — 1). Hence Zy(z,) = T} (x,) whenever ¢ < s(n—1). In
particular Z; (z,) = Z; (z,) when n > 2.

6. Superlogarithmic estimates

In this section we will prove superlogarithmic estimates under the assump-
tion that there exists a subelliptic multiplier p satisfying the condition

(%) lim d(zx, S)log p(z) = 0.
z—S
We define the operator log A by

. 1 X
log Ru(€) = 3 (log(1 + [¢[*)il¢)
and we have the following result.

THEOREM 6.1. Let M be a pseudoconvex CR manifold. Let S C M be a
manifold such that the holomorphic dimension of S at each point is less than
or equal to g — 1. Let z, € S, let U’ be a neighborhood of x, and suppose that
p € C(U") with p € T (x,) satisfying (x). Let U be a neighborhood of x, with
U cCU and ¢ € CC(U). Then the following superlogarithmic estimate (SL™),
holds. For each 6 > 0 there exist Cy, such that

(SLT)y  [[(log A)CTTo|? < 8°Qu(CU T, (U T ) + Cs|[ U2,

forall p € Ag’q with support in U'. Furthermore, if the holomorphic dimension
of S at each point is less than or equal to n—q—2, and if p € T (v,) satisfying
(%) then the estimate (SL™), given by

(SL7)g  [l(log A)CU™olf* < 6°Qu(CT 0, C¥ o) + Cs5 [0 ||,
for all p € A% with support in U’.

Proof. Let 79,70,7,7 be nonnegative functions on C'*°([0, 00)) such that

supp(70) C supp(jo) C [0,2), supp(y) C supp() C [1,3), Yo =1 on supp(7o),
4 =1 on supp(y), and

’Yo(x)2 + Zv(Q_kx)2 =1,
k

when z > 0. When k£ > 1 we set y(z) = v(2 %), and define the operators I',
and 'y, by -
Lru(€) = w(l€)a(E)
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and _

Fru(€) = Ye(I€))a(E)-
Let p be a subelliptic multiplier, satisfying (). Then for each § > 0 there
exists As > 0 such that

1 )

@) < AéeXp(d(:p,S))'

Then, using the fact that [¢] ~ 2¥ when & € supp(yx) and applying (5.1), we
have

1
ITkCOFollar—s, < maXM_sa;HPFk{(‘I’JFSD)H

0

< A5e(0) (LU o) + oG Tw o))
0

< sep(D)(2 HCTupcu )+ 2R U o))

[ [
< ARG JQy(CTp bt g, (Tt ) + AY2(E R wt ).

Set a = g—g with k > K, where Kj is chosen large enough so that

0
Aloe—ke) L 2
° -k
and
apen < (2)
Note that |[UFTye|_1 ~ 27%||U+T1e|. Thus from Lemma 4.2 we obtain
Ik Tl = ITRCTllE, + IITRCY 0l R s,

< C(Z_sz(CFk\Iﬂ—% (TR ¥ ) + (%)k\\‘l’+(ﬁ)|’2>

8 - 2\*
< (G el + e o)+ (3) 1ol

for k > Kj. Then, since k ~ log |£| for £ € supp(7x) we obtain, after multiply-
ing by k? and summing over k,

[(log A)CUT@|> ~ > [[(log MTRCUT|* + Y KTk |

k<Kjs k>Ks

C (K3l + P ol + [Tudi e ol )
< 2Qu(CT T, (T ) + Csl| T2,

This concludes the proof for the superlogarithmic estimate in the + microlo-
calization; the proof in the — case is entirely analogous. O

IN

A

Combining the +, —, and 0 microlocalizations we obtain the following.
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COROLLARY 6.2. Let M be a pseudoconver manifold. Let S C M be a
manifold such that the holomorphic dimension of S at each point is less than
or equal to m, where m = min{q — 1,n — ¢ — 2}. Let z, € S, let U be a
neighborhood of x, and suppose that p € C>®(U) with p € T,(z,) satisfying (x).
Then the superlogarithmic estimate (SL), holds. For each § > 0 there exists
Cs such that

(SL)g  ll(og M)el* < 6°Qu(, ) + Csliel?,

for all ¢ € A% with support in U.

7. Hypoellipticity

In this section we show that the superlogarithmic estimate (SL), implies
hypoellipticity of 0. Further we show that if the range of 0y is closed in L2
then the estimates (SL*); on (p,1)-forms and (SL™)g on (p,0)-forms imply
that the restrictions of Oy to (p,0)-forms orthogonal to HP* and to (p,n — 1)-
forms orthogonal to HP"~! are hypoelliptic.

THEOREM 7.1.  Assume that (SL), holds in a neighborhood U of x, € M.
Then if ¢ is a square integrable (p,q)-form such that Opp = a with a square

integrable whose restriction to U is in C°°(U) then the restriction of ¢ to U is
also in C>(U).

Proof. More precisely, we will show that, for any (p,(1 € C°(U) with
¢1 = 1 in a neighborhood of the support of (y, if (1 € H® then (o € H®.
To do this we first prove the following a priori estimate: given s there exists
Cs > 0 such that

* lGoells < CulllGialls + [lel),
for all p € AY?. Let o € C§°(U) such that o = 1 in a neighborhood of supp(¢p)

and ¢; = 1 in a neighborhood of supp(c). Let ¢’ € C§°(U’) with ¢’ = 1in a
neighborhood of U. We define the operator R® by

so(x)

2 a(8)de,

Rou@) = [ €1+ |¢P)
for u € C§°(U’). Since the symbol of (A% — R®)(p is zero,

1Coells < IR (Cop)ll + Clivll < MI[R® l(Gp)ll + (1R Q) + Cllel

From the calculus of pseudodifferential operators we conclude that

IR, ol (o)l < CURTH G + llel)
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and
IR (Gl = [R(CGo)
< R Gl + IR (NG
< KRG+ OURT G + el
< KR (Gl + Cllell
so that

1Coells < C|[log(A)CR (Go)l + lll)-
Next, from (SL), with ¢ replaced by ('R*({1¢), we obtain

w5 [l(log MR (Co)l” < 8°Qu(¢"R*(G10), (R (C19)) + Csllol>.

The equation Opp = « is equivalent to

Qu(p, ) = (o, 9),
for all ¢ € A}, So we have
Qu(C'R(G1p), R (Grp)) = Qu(ep, G(R*)*(C)?R*(Gip)) + error
= (a, G (R®)*(C)2R*(C1yp)) + error
= (('R*(Ga),('R*(Ciyp)) + error.

The “error” is given by error = I + I1, where
= ([0b, ¢ R*Cilp, uC'R°Crp) + (05, C'R*Cilp, ¢ 'R Crp)
and
IT = (B, [QRC, B¢ R Cp) + Ty, (R, G51C'RCrp)
(GRS D), Dbl CRGp) + ([[GR*C s "5 Fle, (R Ciy)
+ ([QRC, B e, O R Go) + ([GRC, G 0, DR C1p).
By the Jacobi identity,
[55)7 C/ngl] = [5177 C/]RSC1 + C/ [5177 RS]Cl + C/Rs [5177 Cl]

Since the supports of the derivatives of (; and of ¢’ are disjoint from the
support of o the operator [Jy, ('|R*¢y + ¢'R*[0y, (1] is bounded in L2 The

principal symbol of [y, R®] is bounded by C(log(1 + |£]2))(1 4 [€]2) "2 ; hence
1'106, R]Gr]l < C([[(log A)R* G|l + [lee]l)-
Arguing similarly we can bound all the terms in I and II and obtain
error® < C(Qu(C'R*(G10), ('R (G10)) + [|(log MR*Crl* + [[e?).

After combining this with % we see that error? gets multiplied by 62 and thus,
for suitably small §, we obtain the a priori estimate *. To conclude the proof
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of the theorem we must pass from the a priori estimate to showing regularity
of the solution. This can be done by applying a standard smoothing operator
to (1 or by using the method of elliptic regularization as in [KN]. O

Microlocally we obtain the following.
LEMMA 7.2.  With the same notation as above, estimate (SL™), implies:
1TT RG]l < CITT RGOl + [ll)
and
[OT RGOl + TR GOl < CITTR GOl + |97 RGO 0,
+ [lel),
for all ¢ € AN Ly. Analogously, (SL™), implies:
V™R Gl < C>[Y RGOl + [lel)
and
[~ RGOl + [P RGOl < CIP™ RGOl + (|97 R* GO0, ¢
+ llell),
for all p € AN L.
Proof. We have
QY R0, VTR ) = | WFR*GOppl” + W R ol|* + error
(TG00, 1P ¢0) + error

C(IUTGOu0)* + [T ¢C9)|I?) + error
CU G805 0| + 0T 185 Bypl|?) + error,

IN A

and

|"I’+C15;5bﬁpH2 = (T 106050p0, U (10pp) + error
< (o F GO0l T C10bel|) + error,

10T C10,050)1* = (U100 00, ¥ G105 ¢) + error
< (TG0l * a5 ¢ll) + error.

The error terms arise from commutators such as [(; U R®, 0y]. These are ana-
lyzed as before except for the terms that involve the commutators [UF, ]
and [UT, 5{,‘ ]. To bound such terms let ¢° be a symbol which equals one in
a neighborhood of the support of the derivatives of 1™ and whose support is
contained in a region of the form

{6 = (€ &n1) € R A < g1 < alg'l}
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and let Q;Jr be a symbol which equals one on the support of 1/;0 with sup-
port contained in {&,_1 > 0}. Denoting by ¥ and by U* the corresponding
pseudodifferential operators we have

I9°R* G|l < CUIDE R Gl —2 + [WOR Cipl—2)

since the support of ¥° lies in the elliptic region. These are the terms that
arise in the error. Thus we have

[POR G|l < C(UTR2¢ 00| + [T R 20 + [lell)
< C(IFTR2G0p| + [T R 2G5 ¢
+ TR 20| + [|ol])-

We feed this into the above estimates with ¥ replaced by ¥+ and thus obtain
the desired estimates in the + microlocalization and a parallel argument yields
them in the — microlocalization. O

The following result deals with the cases of (p,0)-forms and of (p,n — 1)-
forms, where the spaces ’H‘Z”O and Hg’"_l are infinite-dimensional. We assume
that (SL*); and (SL™)g hold. This assumption is equivalent to assuming that

(SL7),,—2 and (SL™),,_1 hold, as is seen from the following observation.

Remark. When we use the operator Fy, as in the proof of Proposition 5.3,
it follows that the estimate (SL™), holds if and only if (SL™),_4—1 holds.

THEOREM 7.3. Let M be a CR manifold and assume that the operator
Oy on functions has closed range in Lo(M). Assume that (SL1); and (SL™)g
hold on a neighborhood U. Suppose that q equals either 0 or n — 1, ¢ L HP?,
and Opp = o with a restricted to U in C*°(U). Then the restriction of ¢ is
also in C*°(U).

Proof. We will deal only with the case of functions, that is (0, 0)-forms;
the remaining cases then follow. We will show that if u € Lao(M), v L ’Hg’o
and if Opyu = f with f € La(M) and the restriction of f to U is in C*°(U) then
the restriction of u to U is in C*°(U). Assuming that u € C°°(M) and using
the above lemma we obtain the following a priori estimate:

0™ R*Cuul| < C(I0RCUF| + [[ul])-

Note that we have not used the assumption u L 7-[2’0. We can now deduce that
|~ R5Ciu|| < oo whenever Oyu = f. Since the range of 9, is closed we conclude
that the range of 5{; is closed and since on functions we have Opu = 5{; Opu we
conclude that the range of 5}; equals the orthogonal complement of ’Hg’o. Thus
there exists a (0, 1)-form ¢ such that 9;¢ = u and we choose ¢ so that it also
satisfies Oy = 0. Hence

IWF R Gogel < CUNET R GBI ]l + [lel)-
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By elliptic regularization we conclude that whenever the right-hand side above
is finite then so is the left-hand side. Since the range of Jj is closed, [¢| <
Cl13; ¢l = Cllull. Hence

[OFRCull < CUNETR G+ [Jul).

Again we conclude that ||+ R*iul| < oo and combining this with the above
and with the 0 microlocalization we have (gu € H? for all s, which concludes
the proof. O

Remark. The range of 9, on functions is closed whenever M is compact
and (SL); holds at all points of M. As noted this condition cannot hold if
dim(M) = 3. Another condition for the closed range of J, is given in [K4],
namely: if X is an n-dimensional Stein manifold and if 2 C X is a relatively
compact pseudoconvex domain with a smooth boundary M then J, on M has
closed range (see [K4]).

8. The 0-Neumann problem

In this section we shall establish the relation between subellipticity, subel-
liptic multipliers, and superlogarithmic estimates between boundaries of pseu-
doconvex domains and the corresponding estimates for domains. These results
can be extended to various other estimates. The method here is the type of
microlocalization worked out in [K4]. Another reduction to the boundary was
derived by Greiner and Stein (see [GS]).

Let Q C X be a relatively compact domain with a smooth boundary in a
complex hermitian manifold X and let M denote the boundary of 2. Let r be
a defining function for M; that is, r is a C'°° function in a neighborhood of M
such that » = 0 on M and dr # 0. We will further assume that |dr| =1 on M,
that » < 0 in Q, and that r > 0 outside of Q. To simplify formulas we will also
assume that |r| is the geodesic distance to M. We denote by AP¢ the space
of (p,q)-forms in C°(X) restricted to Q. As usual, 0 : APY — APt We
denote by 0* the Lo-adjoint of 9. Also, 0* is an unbounded operator in Hilbert
space whose domain, denoted by Dom(9*), consists of all ¢ € LY?(M) such
that (p,du) = (8*¢,u) for all u € LB (M) with du € LEI(M). If g € M
we choose local holomorphic coordinates {z1,z22,...,2,} on a neighborhood
U of xy with origin at zy such that dz,|op = 9r|p. Let {wi,...,w,} be an
orthonormal basis of the (1, 0)-forms on U with wy, = 9r, so that L,(r) = 1. Let
{L1,...,L,} be the dual basis to the w; and note that on M we have L;r =0
fort =1,...,n — 1, so that the CR structure on M, and on the manifolds
r = constant, is given by the {Li,...,L,_1}. Setting T = %(Ln — Ly),
we have that {L1,..Ly_1,L1,...,L,_1,T} is an orthonormal basis of vectors
tangent to M. Also, T satisfies T(r) =0 and T = —T.
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Suppose that ¢ € A% N CL (U NQ), so that ¢ = > @s@w;. Then ¢ is in
the domain of 9* if and only if ¢; = 0 on M whenever n € I. The 0-Neumann
problem consists of solving the equation Oy = a, where O = 00*+0*0. Setting
Q(p,v) = (0p,0np) + (0%p, %) we see that the above equation is satisfied
if and only if ¢ is in the domain of 9* and Q(p,1) = (a,1) for all ¢ in the
domain of 0*.

On UNQ we will use the coordinates {1, ..., %2, 1,7}, where z; = Re(z;)
fori=1,...n—1and z; = S(2zj_p41) for i =n,...,2n—1. We will denote by
x = (r1,...,%2,—1) the tangential coordinates and by £ = (§1,...,&n—1) the
dual coordinates. We define the tangential Fourier transform of u € C§°(UNQ
by

a(g,r) = /em'fu(x,r)dx.

This notation should not be confused with the one used in previous sections.
We define the operator Ag,, by

gan
Apu(&,r) = (€2 + 1)*%a(e, r)

and the tangential Sobolev norms by

Jal? = [ 1A%uulddr.

In terms of these coordinates the operators L; can be written as

0
L= Zaf(l’ar)a—%,

fori=1,...,n—1 and

9

— 9 k
L, = E—FZa (a:,r)axk.

We define the tangential symbols p; by
1
Mi(‘ra 67 T) = \/—_—1 Z CL?(.’L’, T)§k7

fori=1,...,n—1and

1 _
tn(x,&r) = \/—__1 Z(ak(x,r) — ak(x,r))fk.

Note that pu, is real. We set f;(x,§) = pi(x,&,0) and p = (fu1,. .., fn) for

i=1,...,n, and

Subelliptic multipliers for the O-Neumann problem are defined as follows.
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Definition 8.1. Suppose that 2o € M and that f € C*°(U). Then f is a
subelliptic multiplier on (p, q)-forms for the 9-Neumann problem if and only if
there exist € > 0 and C > 0 such that

I7 02 < C(Qe,0) + llel),

for all Dom(9*) N ¢ € AP4 N C(U N Q). We denote by J,(xo) the ideal of
germs of subelliptic multipliers for the O-Neumann problem at zg.

The relation between the ideals of subelliptic multipliers for CR manifolds
and for the 9-Neumann problem is given in the following.

THEOREM 8.2.  Suppose that Q C X is a pseudoconver domain in a
hermitian manifold X. Suppose that €2 is compact and has a smooth bound-
ary M. Then, if xo € M, the ideals J,(xo) and Z (xq) are related as follows.
If f € Jy(wo) then the restriction of f to M is in I (xo). Furthermore, if
p € Ij(mo), if f € C®(Q), and if the restriction of f to M equals p then
f € Tq(xo).

The fact that hypoellipticity of the O-Neumann problem follows from the
assumption that a superlogarithmic estimate holds is formulated as follows.

THEOREM 8.3. As above with xog € M and M the boundary of 2, assume
that condition (SL*), holds in a neighborhood U N M of xg. Then if a is a
(p, q)-form on Q which is in L, whose the restriction to UNSQ is in C°°(UNQ)
and if ¢ satisfies the equation Op = « (this means, in particular, that ¢ and
dy are in the domains of 0* on (p,q) and (p,q + 1)-forms, respectively), then
the restriction of ¢ to UNQ is in C°(U N Q).

The key to proving these theorems is a passage between forms in A}
and forms in AP4. This is done by introducing an “approximate” harmonic
extension of w on U N M to U N €, denoted by u™. Supposing that u €
C8°(U N M) we define u® € C®({(z,r) € R?*"| r < 0}) by

'I,L(h) (x,r) — (27'()_2n+1 /elmger‘“(mvg)‘a(g)dé"

so that u™ (z,0) = u(z).
In this section || || will denote the Ly norm on €, || || the Ly norm on M,
and || ||% the Sobolev s-norm on M.

LEMMA 8.4. For each k € Z, k > 0, and s € R there exists Cy, > 0 such
that

Ir*u™ s < Cogllully_y_s.

for allu € Cg°(UN Q).
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Proof. We have
Ir*u® |2 < C/ 2O 4 (¢ )% |a(&) [P dedr.

Substituting " = r|u(x, §)| we integrate first with respect to 7/, and note that
li1(z,€)|?> ~ (1 + |£]?) to obtain the result. O

Setting A =—->" af—gz, we have
2n—1

A = —ZLL+Z xr——l—a(:nr)({i

2n—1

R ZLLJer’x?“ o) o

since % = %(Ln + L) and L,L, = 82 — T? + D, where D is a first order
operator. Hence if (z,7) € U NQ,

A™)(z,r) = / e ter @Ol (pl (@, 7, €) + rp?(x,7,€)U(€)d + Bu(w,r),

where the p*(z,r,€) are symbols of order k, uniformly in r. Note that E(u)
denotes the error term which is an operator of order —oco. Abusing notation
we will denote all such terms by F(u). Further,

Liv™(z,7) = (Liw)™ + Kju(z,r) + Bu(z,r),
with
Kiu(a,r) = [ €€ i (w,) + pl(w, . €) + v}, 7,€))(€)de

and
Liu™ (z,7) = (L)W + Ku(z,r) + Bu(z, )

fori=1,...,n— 1. Since Ln:%(ag—l—T)

T

Lai®(er) = o [ e (Jia,6) + . €) + (w10
+ rp,ll(:n,r,ﬁ))ﬂ(é)dé + Eu(x,r)

and

Lou®(z,r) = % / e“'fe’“'”w'(r/x(x,s)r—nn<x,s>+ﬁz<x,r,—s>
+ (e, —s))a@dg + Bu(z,r)

where the p¥ are symbols of order k. If v € C§°(U N Q) we define © to be the
restriction of v to M and we have

. 11b
1918 < © (Bl oy + 0500y )



242 J. J. KOHN

We microlocalize v for each fixed r, setting

Vo (&, r) = $(&)i(&,7)
and then we have:

LEMMA 8.5. If U is sufficiently small then there exists C' > 0 such that
Jwt L, o™ < C (Z [0* Liv||”, + HUH>
1 2

and

0™y + s, < C <Z IZivll + H’””) =
1

for all v € CC(UNQ).

Proof. Choosing U sufficiently small we have f,(z,£) > 0 when ¢ €
supp(v™) and ji,(x,&) < 0 when & € supp(¢)~). Then for z € U and

¢ € supp(¥™),
= Nz(xa 5)

i O = in(@:8) = 2 s e

hence the right-hand side is the principal symbol of a pseudodifferential op-
erator on M of the form Z?_l P,L;, where the P; are of order zero. This
establishes the first inequality. The second inequality follows from the fact
that for x € U and & € supp(¢ ™),

when U is sufficiently small. O

)ﬁz(x7€)7

If p € AP? we denote by ¢ the restriction of ¢ to M. Note also that if ¢
is in the domain of 9* then ¢ € A9, Recall that on a pseudoncovex domain
the following are equivalent:

Qo) + Il ~ X [ eurprprdS+ 3 Ll + e,
1

for all p € AP4 N C§(U' N Q) intersected with the domain of 9*. Also
QT (W) + ([CU |2
n—1
1 1 7
~ Y (e AU, AZCUT ) + Y (LU o) + (I¢ " Fel|”)?,
1

for all ¢ € A}? with support in U’ N M. Combining the above with Lemma
8.5, we obtain:
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LEMMA 8.6. Suppose that 2 C X is a pseudoconver domain in a hermi-
tian manifold X . Suppose that Q is compact and has a smooth boundary M.
Then, if zo € M and if U is a sufficiently small neighborhood of xy then there
exists a constant C > 0 such that

[0l + [[9°¢]F < C(Qp: @) + llel),
for all ¢ € AP1 N {domain of 0%} with support in U N Q.

Proof. We have
[w=e® 3 + w0e™)f < C <Z IZig1ll* + llel®) < C(Q(p, ) + H<PH2> :
1

Let 0 = ¢ — " 5o that ¢© = 0 on M. Then, with ¢ € C*(U’) and
¢ =1 on a neighborhood of U,
19O N + %O < QT ¢, T p®)
+Q(CT% @, ¢¥%) + o))
C(Qp: ) + lell),

which concludes the proof. O

IN

Now we are in a position to prove the theorems of this section.

Proof of Theorem 8.2. Suppose that f € J,(zp) and f = p. Then, if
p e AINCEU NN,

o)
(lp¢¥el2)? < C(|||f<‘1j+90(h)”|§+l+|||f<‘1j+—(g I2_1)
2 T 2
1 1

1 1 1
C(QUUAZL T T CAZ T ™)) 1 ]|AZ, T |12)

tan tan tan

<
< C(Qu(CT o, CTT ) + ([T Fp])?),

so that p € ZF (xo).
Next, assume that p € I; (zo) and that f = p. Then if
p € APINCHFU NQ)N{domain of 0"},
we have

I7¢e* el CUSCTH ™2+ 1fCT )

C(lpc Iy + llel?)
C(Qp(CA2TH G, CATZUT ) + [|]?)
n—1
OO S (I LicA— 2w+ |2
I 1

+3 (g TCAT3U G, (AT U 3))! + ).
IJ

VAN VAR VAN

IN
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To estimate the last two terms above we proceed as follows. For ¢ < n,

N 07 b foat
(ILCA™2w ") = 2(5-LiCAran s LiCAran )

2(21&_1 Lip, Lip) + error

gy Mtan
< C(|(AqanLiLnp, Lig)| + |(A g T Lisp, Lip)| + error
< C@Qpy o) + llel),

since At_a;f/i and A™!'T are tangential pseudodifferential operators of order

zero. The error terms can be estimated since [%, L;] is a tangential first order
operator. Finally, setting P = ({)?TA;L (¥1)? we have

tan

Lo 1oL .
D (ersTCA 20 o CAT2UF )" = > (e Por, ) + error
7 7

< D (crsPgr, Péy)|
1J

+| Z(C[J(,b], (,b])b’ + error
1J

C(Q(Py, Pp) + Q(p, ¢) + |lol”)
C(Q(p,¢) + llell®),

which concludes the proof of the theorem. O

IN A

Proof of Theorem 8.3. Assume that the condition (SL™), holds in U N M.
Let ¢ be a (p,q)-form that satisfies Op = a with o € Ly and the restriction
of a to UNQ in C*®°(U N Q). We will show that the restriction of ¢ to U N Q
is in C°(U N ). First we establish the following a priori estimate for the
tangential derivatives of ¢. Given s € R and (p, (1 € C§°(U N Q) with ¢ = 1
on the support of (jy, there exists a constant C such that

(Hean Nells < Csllicialls + llel),

for all ¢ € AP N {domain of 0*}. Now let ¢’ € C(U' N Q) with ¢’ = 1
on UNK. We will abuse notation and use ¢ to denote both ('p and ¢; it
will be clear from the context which is which and the errors committed will be
controlled as in Section 7. Again we set ¢ = () + () Since ¢® =0 on M,

160 @ lls+2 < Co(llG B + @)

and
0p? = 0p — 0" = a + Pro,

where Pj is a tangential pseudodifferential operator of order one. Since the
above inequality holds for all suitable pairs (g, (; we deduce that

IS0 ls+2 < Cs(lGialls + ).
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Then, Lemma 8.6 implies that
19~ Coblls+2 + 19°%0plls+2 < Cs(llalls + llel)-

Hence, in order to prove (k)ian, it will suffice to prove

()an 105 < Csllads + llel).

Now, following the argumentation of Section 7, in order to simplify the formu-
las, we denote by C' and Cy constants which may differ in different lines:

6™ < c((w el + ol

_1 .
< ((og(hum) R U IR + Jol?)

< SPQUGRTIUTG, (G RTIUTR) + sl
n—1
< 052(2<HLZ-<1R8—%W+¢W’>2
1
+ Z(cuTcle—%\Iﬁ«m,cle—%ﬁf*sbJ)b) + Cs]lell?
IJ
< C6 (ZHL@RS\P*W
1
+ X [ e TQR U oGRS ) + Gl
1J
< OFQ(GR T, (R T ) + Cs|lo|?
< CF(RYUTGa, GRY T ) + Csllo|*.

The estimate (x)tan then follows and implies the next inequalities:

0
I3, (Cop)lls—1 < ClliGradls + llel)

and

ok+2 k o7
|||W(<090)|”s—k—2 <C <Zo: |||%(C104)|”8—j + ||90||> )

for integers k > 0. The first inequality follows from

0 -
I < ILa(Cop)l” + 1T (Gop) I

5 (Gog)
< C@Gow:6o0) + ol + i),

and is then obtained by substituting A !

obtained as follows. Since O is elliptic we can solve the equation O¢ = « for

@ for ¢. The second inequality is

the second derivatives with respect to r:

9%pr K Kij 020K i 020K
or2 ;al aK + Z by J@x-&v +ZCI 020 + first order.

K,ij I K
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The second inequality is then obtained by applying CoAfa_nk_2§TZ to the above
equation and taking Lo norms.

Using elliptic regularization one sees that all partial derivatives of (pp are
square-integrable and the theorem follows. O

Appendix

Here we will recall briefly the notion of ideal finite type and the explicit
expressions for subelliptic multipliers as introduced in [K2] and [K3]; this ma-
terial is also explained in [DK]. Given an (n — 1)-tuple pi,...,pp—1 of germs
of C* functions at x, € M we denote by M(p1,...,pn—1) the
(n —1) x 2(n — 1) matrix defined by

Cc11 C12 Ci,n—1
o1 C22 - C2n—1
Cn—1,1 Cp—12 -+ Cpn—1n-—1
Mplu"'ap—l = i ’ ’
( n=1) Lipy Lopy ... Lpap
L1p2 L2/32 e an2
Llpn—l L2pn—1 e Ln—lpn—l

THEOREM 8.7. If M is a pseudoconver CR manifold of dimension 2n—1
and if x, € M then the T (x,) have the following properties:

A. Tf(x,) is an ideal.

B. The real radical of T,f (x,), denoted by \]%I;(xo), is contained in T (x,).

The ideal %L}"(xo) consists of all germs g such that there exist f € T, (x,) and
m € Z with |g|™ < |f].

C. Det™ "' M(py,...,pn_1) is the ideal generated by the
n—qg-1)x(n—q—1)
subdeterminants of M(p1,...,pn-1). If p; € I;’(ajo) then
Det™ " M(p1,. .., pn-1) C I (o).

Definition 8.8. The ideals I;fk(xo) are defined by induction on k as fol-
lows:

T (o) = §/Det™ 7L M(0, .., 0),

q,

I;:kﬂ(:po) = T/<I;k(xo), Det™ 9"t M(p1, ..., pp_1) with p; € I;fk(xo)).
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Here (A,B,C,---) denotes the ideal generated by {AUBUCU ---}.

The ideals Z_,(z,) are defined by setting Z_ (z,) = (o). We set

Low(xo) = I;:k(xo) NZ, (o)

+
n—q—1,k

Remark. It then follows that I;:k(:no) C I (%), I, (20) C I (), and
Zyk(xo) C Iy(x,). Furthermore, I;k(:no) CI;+1’k($0) and Z_ . (20) DI 4 1 (%0),
s0 that T,4(zo) = T, (¢,), where m = min{g, n— g — 1},

Definition 8.9. If Q is a pseudoconvex domain in a hermitian manifold
X with a smooth boundary M then z, € M is of finite ideal q-type (for 9) if
1 e I;k(azo) for some k. If M is a pseudoconvex CR manifold and z, € M
then z, € M is of finite ideal q-type (for 0,) if 1 € T, (x,) for some k.

Thus, both for domains and CR manifolds finite ideal g-type implies that
subellipticity holds for (p,q)-forms. The question is whether this condition
is also necessary. For domains in two-dimensional manifolds, necessity was
proved by Greiner (see [G]). In this case the ideal finite type condition can be
expressed in terms of commutators of vector fields. The proof is easily gener-
alized to the case when the matrix (cyy) is diagonalizable in a neighborhood of
Zo- It also can be easily generalized to CR manifolds for which both matrices
(cry) and (cpryr) can be diagonalized in a neighborhood of z,. In case the
defining function for the boundary M is real analytic the results of Diederich
and Forneess (see [DF]) were used in [K2] to prove that finite ideal type is
equivalent to subellipticity. In the general case Catlin proved that subelliptic-
ity is equivalent to finite D’Angelo type (see [C] and [D]). Thus the problem is
to prove that finite D’Angelo type is equivalent to finite ideal type.
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