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Boundary Regularity for the d,-Neumann Problem, Part 1

Robert K. Hladky

Abstract

We establish sharp regularity and Fredholm theorems for the 8,-Neumann problem on domains
satisfying some non-generic geometric conditions. We use these domains to construct explicit examples
of bad behaviour of the Kohn Laplacian: it is not always hypoelliptic up to the boundary, its partial
inverse is not compact and it is not globally subelliptic.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we shall explore the L2-existence and boundary regularity of solutions to the 5b—Neumann
problem on strictly pseudoconvex CR manifolds. Rather than attempt to solve the problem in general, we
shall focus on a geometrically simple model class of examples for which positive results can be found. We
shall require that our domains possess a defining function p depending upon the real and imaginary parts
of a particular CR function w, and further that the level sets of w produce a uniform foliation by compact,
normal CR manifolds.

The first part of this condition is typical for most discussions of solvability for either the Kohn Laplacian
0, or the 9,-complex on domains in CR manifolds. The study of the J,-Neumann problem initiated with
Kuranishi ([6], [7 and [8]), who established existence for a weighted Neumann problem on small balls, as
part of his study of the embeddability of strictly pseudoconvex CR structures. More recently, Shaw has
established unweighted L2-existence results for small sets of CR manifolds embedded in C* whose defining
function satisfies both the condition above and a convexity constraint , see [I] or [I1]. With the additional
simplifying condition that the boundary has no characteristic points, Diaz has refined the techniques first
employed by Kuranishi. In [Z] he established that under certain curvature conditions, L? solutions exist
with exact Sobolev regularity and estimates for a problem closely related to the 5b—Neumann problem. His
solutions are only guaranteed to meet the second Neumann boundary condition. Exact regularity refers to
estimates of the type HgaH e S HDbgaH - Diaz was interested in the tangential Cauchy-Riemann equations
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and his results are sufficient to show the existence of smooth solutions. However in general, the solutions
exhibit a loss of Sobolev regularity. The author has not found any sharp estimates at the boundary for
either the 5b—Neumann problem or the tangential Cauchy-Riemann equations in the literature. On compact
manifolds however, the Kohn Laplacian is well understood. In ] Folland and Stein introduced a new class
of function spaces .#* and proved sharp estimates for the Kohn Laplacian in terms of these.

The analysis of the 5b-Neumann problem is intricate as the operator [, is only subelliptic rather than
elliptic. In addition the boundary conditions for the Neumann problem are non-coercive in the sense
that the interior subelliptic estimates do not extend to the boundary of the domain 2. The presence of
characteristic points on the boundary also complicates L? arguments enormously; the dimension of the
horizontal space tangent to the boundary jumps. Both Kuranishi’s and Diaz’s argument for regularity
involved the use of a subelliptic gain in directions tangent to the foliation by level sets of w. We shall
work instead with the refined Folland-Stein spaces, but the underlying principle will remain the same. In
a manner similar to these previous authors, we shall decompose the operator [, into pieces tangential
and transverse to the foliation. However we shall work with global estimates on the compact leaves of a
foliation and use local elliptic estimates in the transverse directions.

The conditions we shall impose upon the CR manifolds and the subdomains are highly non-generic. This
will yield many geometric simplifications, such as being able to choose the associated characteristic vector
field to be tangential to the foliation, which will greatly facilitate the process of decomposing the operator
O,- The boundary conditions split naturally and we will be able to make very specific identifications of
portions of the operator with the Kohn Laplacians associated to the foliating manifolds. Since each leaf
of the foliation is compact, we can employ known results to obtain very precise estimates in directions
tangential to the foliation. In [I2] Tanaka constructed an explicit eigenvalue decomposition of OJ, on
normal CR manifolds. We shall use this to decompose [, on the domain into an infinite family of elliptic
operators on the hyperbolic plane. By studying these in detail and paying particular attention to uniformity
of estimates over small hyperbolic balls, we shall be able to establish existence and sharp estimates for
solutions to the 5b—Neumann problem.

Since our conditions are very restrictive, the negative implications of our results are perhaps of more
general interest. For example although we show that [, has closed range as an operator on L2(D), its
partial inverse (1 + [J,)~! is not a compact operator. This immediately implies that the 5b-Neumann
problem does not have global subelliptic estimates. A counter-example to compactness appeared in [IT],
but the lower bound in the second estimate on page 162 appears to be incorrect. We shall provide a
counter-example of our own in Section In addition, the solutions to the 5b-Neumann problem do not
exhibit a gain of Folland-Stein differentiability. We shall even show that hypoellipticity of [J, depends on
Kohn-Rossi cohomology of the foliating manifolds. Since our examples in many ways have the simplest
possible geometry, it seems reasonable to conjecture that compactness and regularity gain fail generically.

Despite the lack of global subelliptic estimates and the counter-examples to a gain of Folland-Stein
regularity at the boundary, we are able to construct a family of spaces for which 1+ [, is an isomorphism.
The main theorem of Part 1 is

Theorem A Let Q be a smoothly bounded domain in a strictly pseudoconver CR manifold of dimension
2n + 1 with n > 3 that satisfies the conditions of Section [
Suppose 1 < g < n—2. Then on (0,q)-forms the operator
140, .7%2(Q) — 7%(Q)
is an isomorphism.

When the Kohn-Rossi cohomology of the compact leaves vanishes at the (0,q) level then we can replace
1+ 0, with O,.

The precise definition of the spaces and norms used here is given in Section[l We mention here that this
theorem encodes exact regularity of solutions in the Folland-Stein spaces in all directions. Furthermore we



obtain a full gain of two Folland-Stein derivatives for all directions in the interior and in directions tangent
to the foliation at the boundary. In particular, hypoellipticity at the boundary of solutions for 1 4 O, is
implied.

The method used to construct our class of examples unfortunately precludes the possibility of our
domains possessing characteristic points. However in the special case of the Heisenberg group and a
foliation by spheres, the arguments can be extend to cover characteristic domains. This will be explored
in detail in Part 2 for the unit ball of the Heisenberg group.

An important application of the 5b—Neurnann problem is to solving the inhomogeneous tangential
Cauchy-Riemann equation. Our main theorem yields an existence and regularity theory for this prob-
lem. Our result is as follows:

Theorem B Under the same conditions as Theorem [Al for any (0,q)-form ¢ € L*(Q) such that d,c = 0
and s L Ker((,) the equation

Qe =<
is uniquely solvable for ¢ € %V (Q). Furthermore, if ¢ € *(Q) then ¢ € #*1(Q) and there is a uniform
estimate

HS"HQM(Q) S H§Hyk(sz)'

Again the precise definitions of the spaces involved is put off until Section @ However we note that this
encodes exact regularity in the weighted Folland-Stein spaces with a slight gain in directions tangential
to the foliation. This is sufficient to establish solutions globally smooth up the boundary when ¢ is itself
smooth.

Both Parts of this paper based on the Author’s Ph.D. thesis at the University of Washington and
benefited enormously from the guidance and criticism given by John M. Lee.

2 Pseudohermitian Manifolds and the Kohn Laplacian

Definition 2.1 An abstract (hypersurface-type) CR-structure on a (2n+1)-manifold M is a complex n-
dimensional subbundle °T" C CT M such that

(i) °T'n°T” = {0} where °T" = °T"’,
(i) [C°°(°T"),C>°(°T")] C C>=(°T").

An odd dimensional manifold M paired with a CR-structure °T” is referred to as a CR-manifold.

The real expression of a CR-structure consists of the real space H := Re (°T’ & °T") C TM together
with a real automorphism J : H — H such that °T” is the +i-eigenspace and °T" the —i-eigenspace for J.
The integrability condition is then equivalent to the vanishing of the Niunhuis tensor

N(X,Y):=[X,JY]+ [JX,Y] - J([X,Y] - [JX,JY]).

The real expression of the CR-structure on M is a real subbundle H of T'M with dimension 2n. Thus
H+ ={a € T*M : a(X) = 0 for all X € H} is a 1-dimensional line bundle on M. Suppose that H= is
trivial and admits a non-vanishing global section #. The choice of the 1-form 6 is not canonical for the
CR-structure. However, since 6 is determined up to multiplication by a non-vanishing C'*° function, much
can be derived from 6 that is actually a property of the underlying CR-structure.

Alternatively, a triple (M, J,0) is referred to as a pseudohermitian manifold if the 1-form 6 is non-
vanishing and the endomorphism J : Ker(f) — Ker(f) satisfies J> = —1 and N; = 0. Set H = Ker() and
°T"={X —iJX : X € H} then (M, °T") is the underlying CR structure for the pseudohermitian manifold.



Definition 2.2 The Levi form for a pseudohermitian manifold (M, J,0) is defined by
Ly(X,Y)=dO(X,JY) for X,Y € C(H).

While Ly depends on the choice of contact form 8, non-degeneracy and number of non-zero eigenvalues
depend only on the underlying CR-structure. In particular, we will say that a pseudohermitian (or CR)
manifold is strictly pseudoconvez if the eigenvalues for its associated Levi form are either all positive or all
negative. By multiplying # by —1 if necessary we can always assume that they are all positive.

It is well known that if the pseudohermitian manifold (M, J,0) has a non-degenerate Levi form then
there exists a unique (real) vector field T" such that §(T) = 1 and T'.df = 0. This vector field, T, is referred
to as the characteristic field for the pseudohermitian form 6. We obtain a geometric interpretation of the
Levi form. Specifically, since 6 annihilates H, we see that Ly(X,Y") is the component of —[X, JY] in the
characteristic direction.

The characteristic field allows us to extend J to a linear bundle map TM — T'M by requiring JT = 0.
A strictly pseudoconvex pseudohermitian structure thus induces a Hermitian metric on M defined by

ho(X,Y) = dO(X,JY) +0(X)(Y).

In particular hg(X,Y) = Lp(X,Y) for X,Y € H. When restricted to TM this defines a Riemannian
metric. We shall call this the Webster metric. Suppose Z, W € °T", then

ho(Z, W) = dO(Z,iW) = —if(|Z,W]) = 0

by the integrability condition. Thus the Webster metric is compatible with the CR structure in the sense
that °T" and °T" are orthogonal. Indeed there is an orthogonal decomposition

CTM =°T"@°T" & CT.

For a smooth vector field X we shall denote by X’ and X" the projections of X to °T” and °T" respectively.
A strictly pseudoconvex pseudohermitian structure possesses a canonical connection. This allows us to
intrinsically define a variety of Sobolev type spaces in addition to providing a useful computational tool.

Lemma 2.3 If (M, J,0) is strictly pseudoconvez, there is a unique connection V on (M,J,0) that is
compatible with the pseudohermitian structure in the sense that H, T, J and df are all parallel and the
torsion satisfies

Tor(X,Y) =do(X,Y)T
Tor(T, JX) = —J Tor(T, X)
This formulation of the connection was developed by Tanaka [12]. An alternative formulation in terms
of a coframe was independently derived by Webster [I3]. Tanaka’s proof is constructive and is based upon

the useful formula
VxnY' =[X"Y'). (2.1)

The curvature RV of the connection is the (3, 1)-tensor defined by
RYo(X,Y)=VxVyp—VyVxe— Vixyp. (2.2)

The Webster metric associated to € induces a metric on every tensor bundle over M. The Webster-
Tanaka connection also induces a connection on every bundle. We shall denote by 7*M the space of
contravariant m-tensors over M. For all k the Webster-Tanaka connection then induces a natural map

V:C®(T™ @ AP M) — C=(T™H @ AFM).



The pseudohermitian form € induces a canonical volume form for the triple (M, J,0), given explicitly
by dV = 0 A (df)". This yields a canonical global L? norm and inner product. We can now intrinsically
describe a family of Sobolev type spaces for the pseudohermitian manifold (M, J,6). For some choice of
non-negative integers k and m, let E be the bundle 7™M @ A*M. The L2-Sobolev spaces for such bundles
E are then inductively defined by

Ay (B) = Lj(E)

] j—1 j—1 41 ; (2:3)
H(E)={pe #NE):Voe (T M B}, (>0)

with norms defined by

2 2
H@H%f@)) = Z Hvk‘PHLg(TkMeaE)'
k<j
If m = 0 we shall denote these spaces simply by %j (M).

These spaces do not provide optimal results for the analysis of the Kohn Laplacian as it is not fully
elliptic; it’s only first order in the characteristic direction. The Folland-Stein spaces were introduced in
H) to provide more refined regularity results. They are defined intrinsically on (M, J,0) as follows. For a
differential form u, we can decompose

Vo=V +V'p+Vrpx0.
Here we define V' by V'p(-, X) = Vp(-, X’) and V" by V'¢(-, X) = Vp(-, X"). Now set
Vi =Ve+ V' =Vo—-Vr5rp®6.

The Folland-Stein spaces are now defined in an analogous fashion to the Sobolev spaces using the restricted
operator Vg instead of V. More concretely

S5 (M) = Li(M)

. . . 2.4
S (M) = {%yg*l(M):V[H]gaeyg*(M)}, for j >0 24

with norms ) P
||‘P||yg(M) = Z | (Vi) ‘PHLg(M)'
k<j
A lot of notation has been suppressed in this definition. A more careful description would follow the lines
of €3). | |

The spaces J; () and .7] () can be defined for open subsets Q@ C M simply by replacing M with Q
in the definitions.

When working locally in some well-behaved frame, the above definitions can be replaced by more
concrete descriptions involving derivatives of functions. The nature of the argument expounded in Part
2 of this paper requires careful analysis on unbounded domains, where the most convenient frames are
singular or degenerate. The intrinsic definitions given above allow provide a solid foundation for dealing
with this situation.

Usually when we refer to the Folland-Stein spaces we shall impose an additional constraint on the forms
under consideration. This constraint is the notion of bidegree.

For the remainder of this section we suppose (M, J,0) is a strictly pseudoconvex pseudohermitian
manifold. Set Ay"'M = {¢ € CT*M : ¢ = 0 on °T’ ® CT} and let Ay°M be the orthogonal complement
to Ag’lM in CT*M. It should be stressed that these definitions are asymmetric. We extend to higher

degree forms by setting AjIM = AP (A;’OM) ® A1 (Ag’lM). The space of degree k complex covector
fields on M then admits the following orthogonal decomposition
k ;
CA*M = P AJIM.
ptg=k



Denote the orthogonal projection CAPTIM — ADIM by 7? and define
dy =mh T od. (2.5)

Then 8, maps C=(AD?) — C°(AD*"!). Tt should be remarked that this definition depends upon the
pseudohermitian structure and is not canonical for the underlying CR structure. Using the language of
holomorphic vector bundles and quotients, it is possible to construct an operator depending solely on the
CR structure that reduces to our definition once a pseudohermitian form is chosen. However, for the
purposes of this paper the concrete version offered here will suffice. It can also be computed in terms of
the Webster-Tanaka connection.

Lemma 2.4 For any smooth (0, q)-form ¢
O = (=1)*(g+ 1ALt (V"¢).

Proof: We shall prove the lemma for (0, 1)-forms. The general case then follows from the observation that
both operators obey the same product rules. For a (0, 1)-form ¢

2ALE(V"9)(X,Y) = Vo(X,Y") = Vo(V, X") = Vyrp(X) = Vxrp(Y)
=YV"0o(X) = X"p(Y) = ¢(Vy» X = VxnY)
_ YI/SO(.XI/) _ _X”SO(Y”) _ SD(VY”X/I _ VX”YI/)
— YI/(P(XH) _ XI/(P(Y/I) _ @([Y”, X/I] + TOT(YI/7XI/))
= _81790()(5 Y)
Here we have made implicit use of the fact that °T” and °T" are parallel and that the torsion of two sections
of °T" vanishes.
[
It follows immediately from the definitions that 51; o 5b = 0. Thus 5b defines a complex of differential

forms on M. The associated cohomology is known as the Kohn-Rossi cohomology and is denoted by
HEEL(M). A key tool for studying these groups is the Kohn Laplacian.

Definition 2.5 If (M, J,0) is a strictly pseudoconvex structure then the formal Kohn Laplacian is defined
by
Db - 5b19b + ’ﬂbgb

where ¥, denotes the formal adjoint of 0, with respect to the canonical L? inner product on (M, J,0).

Theorem 2.6 Let (M, J,0) be a compact, strictly pseudoconver pseudohermitian manifold of dimension
2n — 1.

(a) If1 < q <n—2thenD, is a self-adjoint, Fredholm operator on L*(AL?M) and there is an orthogonal
decomposition

L*(ADIM) = Range(d,) ® Ker(d,)
= Range(0,) ® Range(Vy) © Ker((,).
The operator O, is subelliptic. Therefore Ker((,) is finite dimensional and (1+0,)~! is a compact,

bounded operator on L?. The cohomology group Hod (M) = Ker(O,). Furthermore the operator 1+0,
is an isomorphism from S T2(ADIM) to S F(ALIM) for all k > 0.

(b) If ¢ = 0 then O, is self-adjoint and has closed range as an operator on LQ(Ag’OM) and there is an
orthogonal decomposition
L2(AD° M) = Range(0,) ® Ker(().



Remark 2.7 The reader is cautioned that the dimension assumed in the theorem is 2n — 1 rather than
the 2n + 1 of Definition EXJl When we are adding the supposition that the manifold is compact we shall
always adopt this drop of dimension, whereas if we are not presupposing compactness we shall continue to
use 2n + 1. This is to ensure compatibility of results when we are working with a foliation of a domain by
compact CR manifolds of codimension 2.

Proof: The results of (@) are the culmination of the work by Folland and Stein in H]. The self-adjointness
of [@) is similar to that of @). To show closed range we first note that on (p,0)-forms O, = 0;0,

and Ker(d,) = Ker(d,). Clearly Range(0,) C Ker(9,)=. Suppose ¢ 1Ker(d,). By (@) we can write
dyp = Oy + ¢ where ¢ € Ker((J,) and ¢ LKer((,). Using the orthogonality properties it follows that
¢ =0 and ¢ = 0. Now we again use (@) to write ¢ = O,7. Then ¢ = 0;0,7 = 0;0,0;7 = 0,0;7. Thus

Range(d,) = Ker(9,)*.

Remark 2.8 Throughout the literature, most computations and arguments concerning gb are conducted
under the assumption that p = 0. When the bundle Aé’OM is holomorphically trivial, it is easy to pass to
the general case. Since CT M /°T" is a holomorphic bundle, local results always simply to the case p > 0. If
M?n~1 is globally CR embeddable as a hypersurface in C™ then the embedding functions provide a global
trivialisation.

For a compact manifold, the formal and actual L? adjoints of d, are equal. However for manifolds
with boundaries the issue of boundary conditions arises and we must make a subtly different definition to
recover self-adjointness for the operator.

Suppose (2 is a bounded open set in M with smooth boundary. We can restrict our complexes to forms
defined on 2. We extend gb to its maximal L? closure, also denoted 5b, and define 5; to be the L2-adjoint
of this extended operator. We then define the Kohn Laplacian for 2 by

Dom([d,) = {¢ € Dom(d,) N Dom(d;) : Jyp € Dom(d;) and J;¢ € Dom(9,)}

and for ¢ € Dom((,)
U = 0,05 ¢ + 0y Oyep.

This operator is self-adjoint as an operator on L?(AL?Q) (see [1]). For forms contained in Dom([J,) the
operator agrees with the formal version defined above. The gb—Neumann problem on € is then to decide
when the equation Oyu = f on £ can be solved for v € Dom([,) and obtain optimal regularity results. It
is worth emphasising that there are boundary constraints on any solution u for it to lie in Dom((,). From
the view point of CR geometry as opposed to pseudohermitian geometry we would also be free to choose
an appropriate 6.

The analysis of this problem is difficult for several reasons. The operator is not elliptic as it has
only limited control over the characteristic direction. However, the Folland-Stein spaces were constructed
to address precisely this. The characteristic vector field T' can be written as a commutation of vector
fields from °T". Thus T is second order as an operator in the Folland-Stein setting. Although O, is only
subelliptic (see [11), it is fully elliptic in the Folland-Stein directions. A second problem is that the boundary
conditions are non-coercive in a sense to be made more precise later. There is also a third problem related
to the geometry of the boundary 0f2.

Definition 2.9 A point x € 0N is a characteristic point for Q if the boundary is tangent to the distribution
H at z, i.e. T,00 = H,.

At all non-characteristic points the tangent space to 92 intersects H transversely with codimension
1. Thus at characteristic points there is a jump in the dimension of this intersection. This phenomenon
makes obtaining L? estimates difficult near these points.



All positive results for this problem have required strict conditions on the geometry of the boundary of
Q) and have returned non-sharp boundary regularity. See for example the work by Ricardo Diaz [2] or Mei-
Chi Shaw [I1]]. In particular very little is known about regularity when the domain possesses characteristic
points.

3 Compact, Normal Pseudohermitian Manifolds

Under a certain geometric condition on a compact, pseudohermitian manifold it is possible to go much
further with the study of the Kohn Laplacian. If some key operators commute then the techniques of
harmonic analysis can be employed to construct a detailed and useful eigenform decomposition. The
reader is cautioned that in this section we shall assume dimension 2n — 1 for our manifolds rather than
2n + 1 as earlier. The reason for this shall soon become apparent. This section is a summary of work done
by Tanaka [I2] organised in a form more convenient for our current purposes.

Definition 3.1 A strictly pseudoconvex pseudohermitian manifold (N, J,0) with characteristic field T is
said to be normal if either of the following equivalent conditions hold

(N1) T is analytic, i.e. [T,C(°T")] C C>®(°T").
(N2) LrJ =0, ie. [T,JX] = J|T, X] for all X € C>(H).

For a more thorough study of normal strictly pseudoconvex manifolds the reader is directed to [I2]. Here
we shall immediately focus in on the specific parts of the harmonic analysis that we shall need later.

Definition 3.2 The differential operator 7 is defined on smooth differential forms
y(p = —ivT(p
and extended to be a mazimal, closed unbounded operator on each L*(ALIN).

Note that the normality condition implies that 7 preserves bidegree so this definition makes sense.

Lemma 3.3 If (N, J,0) is a normal, strictly pseudoconvezr pseudohermitian manifold then
(a) Vo X =T, X]
(b) [7 gb] =0.
(c) TJRY =0
Proof: Since N is normal if X € C*°(H) then
Tor(T,JX)=VrpJX — [T,JX] = JVpX — J[T, X]| = JTor(T, X).

But by the defining properties of the Webster-Tanaka connection we have Tor(T,JX) = —JTor(T, X).
Thus Tor(T, JX) = 0 for all such X. Thus 7 Tor = 0. Then for any vector field X

VrX = Tor(T, X) + [T, X] = [T, X].

To see ([H) we note that @) and (NIJ) imply that .7 preserves bidegree. Thus for a (p, q)-form ¢, [, 9]¢
is the projection onto (p,q + 1)-forms of [7,d]. But 7 = —iLr and all Lie derivatives commute with the
exterior derivative.

For (@ we note that the tensors 6, df and J are all invariant under 7' and so the Webster-Tanaka
connection is also. Thus

LTV xp =VxLry+ Vir x)p-



The result then follows from (@).
L]
The commutation property exhibited in () allows for the development of a very useful harmonic theory
on compact, normal manifolds.

Theorem 3.4 (Tanaka) Suppose N is a compact, normal, strictly pseudoconvex pseudohermitian mani-
fold of dimension 2n— 1 with n > 3. Then for 0 < g < n—2 there is a countable collection of smooth (0, q)

forms ¥4 = |J YU, \) such that
I, XeR

Y1 is an orthonormal basis for Lfqu)(N).

For o € ¥4I, \) we have Oy0 =T'o and Jo = Ao.

)
)
c) Foroe ¥, T'(o) > —(n—q—1)A(0).
) There exists v4 > 0 such that the space Ki :={T(0) : 0 € ¥} is a subset of {0} U [{, 00).
)

For each T' € K{ the image of ¥4(T) :=J ¥ 4T, \) under the map o + \(o) is discrete in R.
A

(f) The space K :={(I'(0),\(0)) : 0 € ¥} is a discrete subspace of [0,00) x R.
Furthermore if ¢ > 0 then

(g) K{ is discrete.

(h) There exists a constant C > 0 such that |\(o)| < C(1+T(0)) for all o € V1.

(i) Each ¥1(T, ) is a finite (possibly empty) set.

Proof: (sketch)

When ¢ > 0 most parts of this theorem are fairly standard consequences of the subelliptic theory for
the positive operator [J, on compact strictly pseudoconvex manifolds. Again the reader is referred to [12]
for details, although they should be cautioned that the sign convention adopted here for .7 is the opposite
to that assumed there. Part (@) follows from an identity also shown in [T2], that

Oy — (n—q—1)Tp =0Oyp (3.1)

for smooth (0, g)-forms (0 < ¢ < n —1). Here Oyp := 0. Part (g follows immediately from a result of
Folland and Stein ] that 1+ 0, is an isomorphism from .#Z(N) to L?(N).

We note in that the existence of 7¢ in (d), indicating the presence of a spectral gap above the kernel
for OJ,, is implied by 0, having closed range.

When ¢ = 0 we still have closed range, but since [J, is no longer subelliptic we shall instead base the
argument around the self-adjoint operator P = 1 + O, + [J,. Now it is easy to see that P = 1 + A,
where /\; is the sub-Laplacian of [d]. Thus P is subelliptic on functions. Furthermore P + .72 is strongly
elliptic and P commutes with .7 when applied to smooth functions. We can therefore construct a smooth
orthonormal basis 7 for L%o,o)(N ) such that each o € 79 is an eigenfunction for both P and 7. In

addition the pairs of eigenvalues (p(c), A(c)) form a discrete subset of R2. However we can use (B to see
that P =1+ 20, + (n — 1)7. Thus each o € ¥ is also an eigenfunction for [J,. Furthermore the map
(z,y) = (x —1—(n—1)y,y) is an affine transformation of R? that taking pairs of eigenvalues (p(c), A(c))
for P, to pairs of eigenvalues (I'(o), A(¢)) for O,, . Combined with the observation that OJ, is positive,
this establishes the discreteness result of ({lj. All the other properties now follow from standard arguments

and BI)).



Definition 3.5 For o € 7° we define T'(0) by

Oyo =T'(0)o.
Then for o € V9 we set
Gloy— [ (15T +T(0)?,  ifoer”,
(1+T(e)) "2, ifoeVl g>0.

We can then define an unbounded linear operator G on L? which maps each o to G(c)o and is extended
by linearity.

These definitions make sense because of (Bl), but the reader is cautioned to note that I'(c) is a real
function and not the conjugate of I'(c).

Lemma 3.6 Under the same conditions as Theorem the linear operator G is an isomorphism from
FEHYN) to SF(N) for all k> 0.

Proof: The case g > 0 follows from Theorem B2l When g = 0 the result follows from the fact that 1+ A,
acts as an isomorphism between the requisite Folland-Stein spaces. The reader is referred to [d] for details.
L]

We conclude this section by noting some important examples of normal pseudohermitian manifolds.

Example 3.7 (Unit Sphere) Let N = S?"~! be the unit sphere in C". We impose a strictly pseudocon-
vex structure on N by setting _
i
0= L (Jkazk — sk gLk
5 (z Z¥ — Z%dz )
and taking J to be the map naturally induced from the holomorphic structure of C". The characteristic

vector field is then given by
0
=k

0
_ [k
T—’(z P 8zk>
which is just the infinitesimal generator of the natural U(1) action on N. The U(1) action acts by contact
diffeomorphisms so N is normal. In [3] Folland conducted a detailed study of the harmonic structure of

O,. We shall exploit this heavily in Part 2 of this paper. Here we note that A;’ON is holomorphically
trivial and the Kohn-Rossi cohomology for N at the (p, q) level vanishes when 1 < ¢ <n — 2. m

Example 3.8 (Heisenberg Group) This example is non-compact but will be of considerable importance
in Part 2. Set H?"+! = {(¢,2) € R x C"}. A contact structure can be imposed by setting = dt +iz*dz* —
iZFdz*. Define a function w by w := t 4+ i2¥Z*. The operator J is then induced from the embedding of
2"+ into C" ™ given by (¢, 2) — (w, 2). The characteristic vector field is given by T = % which generates
the translations along the ¢-axis.

A second normal structure with the same underlying CR structure can be imposed on the subset H2" 1 —
{z = 0} by defining § = (22%2%)~16. Although singular at the set {z = 0} this pseudohermitian has the
analytically pleasing properties that it is preserved by both dilations and translations. The characteristic
field is given by T = i (zka%k — Ek%). We then note that the level sets of the CR function w are all
naturally isomorphic to the unit sphere as pseudohermitian manifolds. 0

Example 3.9 Let V be a compact Kéhler manifold and E a holomorphic line bundle over V that is negative
in the sense that the first Chern class of F can be represented by a negative (1,1)-form w. Recall that a
(1,1)-form w is negative if the symmetric form w(X, JY) is negative definite. It follows from a theorem
presented by Morrow and Kodaira ([I0], Theorem 7.4) that there is a connection on F with curvature iw.
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In the U(1)-principle bundle M associated to E, this connection defines a choice of horizontal distribution.
The Lie algebra for U(1) is naturally identifiable with iR. Thus 6, defined to be i times the connection
1-form, is a non-vanishing real valued 1-form on M. The projection from the horizontal distribution to
the tangent space of V' induces a natural J operator for M. Now under suitable identifications df = —w
on H. Thus the structure (M, J,0) is strictly pseudoconvex. The characteristic field T is easily seen to
be the infinitesimal generator of 1-parameter family given by the right action of e~*. These extend to
holomorphic transformations of E and so we get LrJ = 0. Hence M is normal. O

4 The Class of Model Examples

In this section we introduce the class of model domains for our study of the gb—Neumann problem. We
begin by assuming that (N, Jy,0x) is a compact, normal strictly pseudoconvex pseudohermitian manifold
of dimension 2n — 1 with n > 3. We shall use the notation

U={w=t+iseC:s5>0}
to denote the upper halfplane model of 2 dimensional hyperbolic space.

Definition 4.1 Set M to be the smooth product manifold U x N. Let w: M — N be the natural projection
onto N and w : M — U the natural projection onto U.

We shall also use w as both a holomorphic coordinate on U and as a complex valued function on M.
We identify all covariant tensors on N with their pullbacks via . For any vector field X on N we denote
by X the unique vector field on M such that 7, X = N and Xw = Xw = 0.

Definition 4.2
(i) DefineY to be the unique (smooth) vector field on M such that .Y = —+Ty and w.Y = 21'58%.
(i) A differential form ¢ is said to be tangential if Y ap =Y 1 = 0.
(i) Set 0° = s-dw and 00 = 00. We identify these with w*6° and w*6° on M.
Lemma 4.3 Construct a non-vanshing real 1-form 6 on M by
1 15
0=0n+-6"—-0°
N+ 5 5
and define a distribution in CM by
°T'M = {X : X € °T'N} @ spanc(Y).

Then (M,°T'M) is a strictly pseudoconvex CR manifold that admits 6 as a pseudohermitian form. Fur-
thermore the characteristic vector field T is given by T =Ty .

Proof: For convenience we shall denote the first component of °T’M by (°T'M)T. The distribution °T’M
clearly has the correct dimension for the pair (M, °T'M) to be CR. It just remains to show that its sections
are closed under the Lie Bracket. This is true for each separate component of °T’M so it just remains to
show this for [X, Y] for any section X of °T'N. Now by the defining properties of normal pseudohermitian
manifolds we see that

X, Y] = [X,mY] = [X, —%TN] € °T'N.
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In addition Y@ = 0 and Yw = 2ilm (w) = w — @. Thus [X,Y]w = [X,Y]@ = 0 and hence [X,Y] =

[X,—%Ty] € °T'M. This implies that (M,°T'M) is a CR manifold. A simple computation that shows
that °T'"M C Ker(f) and so 6 is a pseudohermitian form. Since T.df = 0 we immediately see that

Tw=Tw =0 and so T = Tx. To show strict pseudoconvexity we note that 7.[Y,Y] =0, [Y,Y]w = —2is
and [Y,Y]w = —2is. Thus [Y,Y] =Y — Y —iT. Since the compact manifold N is strictly pseudoconvex,
this is sufficient.
n
Since we have a CR structure admitting a pseudohermitian form we can easily now construct a com-
patible J operator making (M, J, 0) a strictly pseudoconvex pseudohermitian manifold.

Corollary 4.4 Viewed as a function on M, w is CR.

The geometry of the pseudohermitian structure on M is closely related to that of the the compact
manifold N. As a starting point, we note the following interactions between the intrinsic Webster-Tanaka
connection V for M and V¥ for N.

Lemma 4.5 Suppose X € C°(CTN).
(a) VyX =iV X, V4V =0.

(b) VNZ =V3Z.
(c) Vx(m*p) =m*Vie.
(d) VyY =~Y mod (°T'M)T, div Y = —1.

Proof: For part (@) we note that any X is constant along any curve + such that 7,7’ = 0. Thus
VyX = —5VrX. Likewise m.(Y + 57) = 0 so Y + 3T is constant along any curve tangent to the level
sets of w. Thus ViV = -3V ;T = 0.

To see part (B) we construct an operator VY : C°°(CTN) x C*®°(CTN) — C=(CTN) by

@%Z = W*VXZ.

This operator is clearly a connection on N. Straightforward computations then imply that it meets defining
properties of the Webster-Tanaka connection and thus by uniqueness V¥ = V. From @ it follows that
(VgZ,Y)=(VgZ,Y)=0. Thus V4Z annihilates w and @. This suffices for (H). Part (@) is an easy
consequence of ().
For part (d) we note that (VyY ,Y) = —(Y, VyY). However VyY = [Y,Y]orr = Y. From (@) it
follows that div Y = 0%(VyY) = —1.
n
At last, we have the background to introduce the model class of examples for the study of the 517'

Neumann problem. Consider those domains of the form
Q=DxNcCcM (4.1)

where D is a smoothly bounded precompact domain in U. These domains then satisfy two important
properties

(I) € has no characteristic boundary points.

(II) Q admits a smooth defining function p depending solely on the real and imaginary parts of the CR
function w.

12



The second of these is an immediate consequence of the definitions. To see the first just note that if Yp =0
at some point p then Yp = 0 at p, thus dp = 0 at p. Since p is a defining function for 2 it then follows
that Yp # 0 on 99. Thus 01 is entirely non-characteristic.

Remark 4.6 In Part 2 we shall focus on the non-compact domain D = {|w| < 1} in U. In the special
case when N is the unit sphere the Heisenberg group H2"*! can be viewed as a completion of M across
the line {s = 0}. For this reason we shall conduct our analysis on the set D in such a way that the results
apply to both the compact case and this one.

The Kohn Laplacian depends upon the L? structure imposed by the pseudohermitian form. Recall that
the volume form on M is given by dV = 0 A df™. A simple computation thus yields that

dv = gva A %dw A di. (4.2)

We shall add some flexiblity by including the presence of a weight factor s with v > 0 a fixed constant,
ie.

(Spvw)Lz(Q):/<%¢>8”dV. (43)
Q

We shall also suppose that Kohn Laplacian is defined in terms of this weighted structure, but this shall
largely be suppressed from the notation.

Definition 4.7 For a (0,q)-form ¢ on M we define the transverse component of ¢ by p* := Y up. Thus
ot is a (0,q — 1)-form. We also introduce the tangential component of o by @' := @ — 6° A ™.

Lemma 4.8 Let ¢ and ¢ be smooth (0, q)-forms. Then
(@) p=¢  +60Ap".
(b) (¢, ¥) =(eT,vT) + (", 9¥").
T 1
(©) (¢7) =¢ (¢7) =0.
Only the second of these requires any work, but it follows easily from the observation that Y is per-
pendicular to (°7"M) 7 in the Levi metric.
Define an operator 8;'— by 8; =9, — 0° A Vy. On (0, g)-forms it follows immediately from Lemma

24 that 5;'— Ty = w*gév u. We now use this operator to split the components of the Kohn Laplacian into
tangential and transverse pieces.

Lemma 4.9 Suppose ¢ is a (0, q)-form. Then
9 e) =0 (p), (9 o)t =0y (ph).

(
(Vye)T =Vy(e"), (Vyp)t =01+Vy)(ph)
(

Proof: Parts (@) and () are easy consequences of the observations that 5b96 =0 and Vy6° = 6°. The
other parts follow easily from the definitions.
"
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Lemma 4.10 Define two unbounded operators on L2(Ag’qM) by
Plom (1@ + @0 +ViVeke,  Plo= (1@ + @0 +ViVs}e
Suppose the (0,q)-form ¢ € Dom(0,). Then ¢ € Dom(PT"), o+ € Dom(P*) and
yp =Pl + 6° A PLot,
Furthermore both P and P+ preserve the tangential properties of forms, so this is an orthogonal split.

Proof: It follows easily from Lemma B that
Oyp =P o’ +(0), Vilpt + 6 A (Prot +[Vy, (0))le ")

Now the formal adjoint of Vy is given by div Y — Vy = —1 — Vy. By Lemma we see [V 0N =0
from which it easily follows that [Vy,d, | = 0. Both commutation terms thus vanish.
L]
We can now use the harmonic analysis on the normal manifold N to construct a partial Fourier transform
for M. For v > 0 we shall denote by #,2 the collection of smooth forms {(1/2/n)s */?n*c : 0 € ¥}. A
typical element of #/? will still be denoted by o. This definition is motivated by the observation that by
@) if f1, fo € L*(D) and 01,02 € ¥4 then

(fluf?)L2(D) if0-1:0'2

(4.4)
0, otherwise.

(flgla f2U2)L2(Q) = {

where the L? structure on D is induced by hyperbolic metric on U. The weighting by s does not affect
the adjoints of operators that act tangentially to the level sets of w. Thus the functions I', A and G are
easily transferred over to the new sets ¥, without change.

We can now construct the basic decomposition that will underlie all our subsequent analysis.

Definition 4.11 Suppose ¢ € L2(Ag’qQ) (weighted by v). Then the tangential partial Fourier components
of v are

go;r(z) = / <<pT , o )s'm dVy, for o e ¥1.

The transverse partial Fourier components are

0 (2) = /<sol,o>s”w*dVN, foro eyt

w=c

Lemma 4.12 For ¢ € L*(AyQ) each ¢, ot € L*(D) and

gochpIo—i—ﬁO/\ Z vro.
7 S

Furthermore if 1 € L*(AYQ) then

(‘Pa 1/})1/2(9) :Z(@;J/JI)H(D)"’ Z (Sﬁﬁﬂ/’i)Lz(D)-

“f/uq ya- 1
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Proof: The proof follows easily from the observation that the original set #'¢ was an orthonormal basis
for L? (0, q)-forms on N and that each {w = c} is isomorphic to N as a pseudohermitian manifold.

"
Under appropriate identifications we can write Y = W + 7. Now Ws™/2 = —v/257"/ and by
unwinding the definitions we see —iVpo = A(o)o. This implies that Vyo = — {(A(o) +v)/2} 0.

Definition 4.13 Define W, and W, as unbounded operators on L?(D) to be the mazimal, closed extensions

of
Ao) +v

W‘TZW_T’ W,;:W—l-m.

2

This definition is motivated by the discussion above; for f € L*(D), Vy fo = (Wsf)o, Vy fo = (W, f)o
where these are defined. The reader is cautioned to note that W, and W, are not conjugate operators.

Theorem 4.14 A (0,q)-form ¢ is contained in Dom(0,) if and only if all ) € Dom(W;WU) for all
o€ ¥ and o+ € Dom(W,W,) for all ¢ € ¥, 2. Furthermore for ¢ € Dom((J,)
Oy = Z {I‘(o) + W;Wg} of o+ 6% A Z {I‘(o) + WUW;} ot o. (4.5)
"qu «1/’;1*1
Proof: For ¢ € Dom([J,) the expression (3 for O, follows easily from Lemma ECT0 Each component of
the operator defined by @) is self-adjoint as and operator on L?(D). As the operator diagonalises, it is
self-adjoint as an operator on L?(Q2). However it is a closed extension of the self-adjoint operator (J, and
so must equal [J, exactly.
m
This result can be used to improve the result of Lemma ELI0l We now see that 0, = P + 60 A Pt as
unbounded operators on L?(£2).

We now introduce a family of Sobolev spaces for the domain D which are closely related to the Folland-
Stein spaces on (2.

Definition 4.15 For o € ¥4 we define #,} (D) to be the collection of all uw € L*(D) such that

2 2 2 — 2
||u||W<}(D) = ||G(U)UHL2(D) + ||WU“HL2(D) + ||W‘7u||L2(D) < 00

For k > 1 the spaces #.F(D) are then inductively defined as the collections of u € #F~1(D) such that
2 2 2 = 2
H“HW}(D) = HG(U)UHW(,’“’l(D) + HWUUHW;H(D) + HWU“H%}*(D) < 0.

At each degree these spaces are pairwise equivalent but the constants cannot be chosen to be uniform over
all choices of 0. However this does yield a well-defined set #/1(D) which is defined to be the closure of
C§°(D) under any of the norms #,' (D). This allows to define Sobolev spaces with Dirichlet boundary
conditions by #}(D) = #*(D) n #'(D).

Lemma 4.16 For (0,q)-forms, the kth- order Folland-Stein norm H .
defined by

Hye’“(ﬂ) s equivalent to the nmorm

bol? =Y el oy + D et o
¥J a1
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This lemma is an easy consequence of the definitions and Lemma B and can easily be extended to various

weighted versions. In the sequel we shall use these norms interchangeably and denote both by H . H SHQ)

We have now reduced the study of the gb-Neumann problem on  to the analysis of two separate
infinite families of operators on the domain D. Each family is elliptic in the interior, although only the
transverse family shall prove elliptic up to the boundary. In order to obtain estimates on 2 itself we shall
need uniform estimates on these families in terms of a varying family of Sobolev norms associated to the
members of #,2. Since the family of elliptic operators under study will be closely related to these norms,
this variation shall prove a boon.

5 Analysis on the Hyperbolic Plane

In the previous section we reduced the study of the Kohn Laplacian to understanding an infinite family of
operators on the hyperbolic plane. Here we review some of the basic analysis of these types of operators.
Throughout this section we suppose that D is a smooth domain in U bounded in the sense that

sup |w| < 0. (5.1)
weD

We shall work with the following collection of Hermitian forms. For a, 8 € R and sufficiently smooth
functions v and v we define

Qa(v,u) = ((a+W)v, (a+W)u),
Qp(v,u) = ((B+W)o, (B+W)u).

Here we have employed the convention that all unlabelled norms and inner products refer to L?(D).
We shall work primarily with the function space # (D) which is defined as in Definition EEIH but with
(o) = v = 0. This space is equivalent to any individual choice of #,}(D).

Much of our analysis in this section is based upon the following fundamental calculation.

Lemma 5.1 For any o, c € R the following identity holds for all u,v € Wl(D)
Qa(’U, u) = (1 - C)Q(a—c) (1), u) + C@(c—l—a) (1), u)
+ (2ca+c(1 —c)) (v,u).

Proof: Clearly #(D) C Dom(W") N Dom(W*). Since both sides of the required identity are continuous
in #1(D) it is sufficient to prove the result for u,v € C§°(D).

We note that W* =1 — W, so for o, 8 € R we compute
Qu(v,u) = (1+a—=W)(a+W), u)
and
Qp(v,u) = (1+B-W)(B+W)v,u).
Recalling that [W, W] = W — W we note
(1+B8-W)B+W)=B(1+p)+ W+ (1-pW - WW.
We then note that

(a+1-W)a+W)=0Q-c)a—c+1-—W)(la—c+ W)
+efc—a—-W)lc—1—a+W)
+ala+l)—(1-0c)(a—c+1)(a—c)—clc—a)(c—1—a)
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and the proof easily follows from completing the square .

Corollary 5.2 Suppose a € R
(a) If « > % then 2aljul| < Qa(u,u) foru € W (D).

(b) If -3 <a < i then (a+ %)2||u||2 < Qu(u,u) on for u e #1(D).
(c) If « > —3% then for some C > 0 the estimate HuHiﬂl(D) < CQu(u,u) holds for u € #1(D).

Proof: For (@) take ¢ = 1. For (@) take ¢ = a + 5. For (@) take any 0 < ¢ < 1 and apply the previous
parts.
"

Corollary 5.3 Suppose a > —% and ¢ is a bounded linear functional on Voﬂl(D). Then there exists a
we WD) such that
Qa (v, u) = ¢(v)

for allv e W (D).

Proof: The Riesz representation theorem for the Hilbert space Voﬂl(D) (with inner product induced by

#1(D)) implies the existence of an element z € #(D) such that ¢(v) = (v, Z)Wl(D)' By Corollary B2

@), the form Q,, is strictly coercive over Voﬂl(D). Thus the standard Lax-Milgram Lemma can be applied
to find a u € #(D) such that Qu(v,u) = (v, 2)

wH(D)
L]
Lemma 5.4 For any § € R there is a constant C(8) > 0 depending solely on § such that
2 2
Jull* + Qalu,w) < C(O) {[|ull* + Qacra) (w1 }
for allu € #1(D) and o € R.
Proof: If § = 0 then any C' > 1 works. Suppose 6 # 0 and choose ¢ such that 1 < ¢ <1+ §~2. Then
2 2
Q(ats) (U, u) + HUH > Qu(u,u) + (14 52)||UH
- 25HuH vV Qo (u,u)
1
> (1462 — 26%) ||ul|” + (1 - 5)Qalu,u)
1
> min {1 - =, 1+ 5%(1 — 02)} (Qa(u,u) + HuH2> .
c
This constant is strictly positive and is independent of the choice of a and wu.
]

Theorem 5.5 Suppose D is precompact in U. Then for all a € R
(a) The bounded operator W + a: #1(D) — L2(D) is injective with closed range.

(b) The unbounded operator W + a: L*(D) — L*(D) is surjective with infinite dimensional kernel.
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Proof: When a > —31, (@) follows immediately from Corollary For a < —1 we first note that if
u € Ker(W + ) then s®u is holomorphic on D. Since D is precompact and u € # (D) this implies that
s$%u is a harmonic function that vanishes on dD. Thus © = 0 and W + « is injective. Now apply Lemma

B4l and Lemma BEJl with 0 < ¢ < 1 to see that
31y < €1 Qo) < o {[Jull” + Qafw,)}

HuHiﬂl(D) < CQa(u,u)

for u € W (D) with some constant C' > 0. For suppose there is a sequence u; € Ve (D) such that
=1 for all j and Qn(u;,u;) — 0. By the Banach-Alaoghu Theorem there is a subsequence

Since W + « is injective, the Rellich Lemma then implies that there is an estimate

[ HW(D)
that converges weakly in Voﬂl(D) to some u € Voﬂl(D). By the Rellich Lemma this subsequences converges
strongly to u in L2(D). Thus the limit u € %#1(D) satisfies Qq(u, u) = 0. Injectivity of W 4« then implies
that v = 0, which contradicts the assumption that each ||ujHW1(D) = 1. This establishes (@).

For ([H) we note that the map v (U, f) is bounded as a linear functional on %! (D). From the
Rellich Lemma computation of (@) we note that the result of Corollary can be extended to all &« € R
when D is precompact. This implies the existence of a unique u € #*(D) such that Q_1_,(v,u) = (f , v)
for all v € # (D). Since the formal adjoint of W 4 o is —(W — 1 — a) we see f = (W +a)(W —a — 1)u
in the sense of distributions. This proves the slightly stronger result that (W + a)(W + «a)* is surjective

as an unbounded map from #1(D) to L2(D).
The kernel of W + a as an unbounded map on L? is given by functions of the type s~* - h where h is
holomorphic. This set is clearly infinite dimensional.

Proposition 5.6 For all bounded domains D the L? domain of the operator W™ is ezxactly Voﬂl(D).

Proof: Suppose u € Dom(W ') and 8 < —% . Then f = (84 W)*u € L?(D) and the functional
v~ ((W—=p5-1)v, f) is bounded on #1(D). The formal adjoint of 3 + W is given by —(W — 8 — 1).
Since 5 > —% we can apply Corollary B3l to establish the existence of a unique element z € %1(D) such
that Q_1_p(v,2) = (W —=B—1)v, f) forallv € #1(D). This implies that

(B+W)v, (B+W)(z+u)) =0

for all v € #(D). We can repeat the argument of (H) to sce that the operator (W + 8)(W + B8)* is
surjective as an operator from #1(D) — L?(D). Thus z +u = 0 and so u € # (D).

Theorem 5.7 Suppose D = {Jw| < 1} C U.
(a) If a > —3 then

(i) The bounded operator W + a: #1(D) — L2(D) is injective and has closed range.
(i) The unbounded operator W +a:: L?(D) — L?(D) is injective with dense range, but not surjective.

(b) If a < —% then

(i) The bounded operator W +a: #1(D) — L2(D) is injective with dense range, but not surjective.
(ii) The unbounded operator W + a: L?(D) — L?(D) is surjective with infinite dimensional kernel.
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Proof: Part (ad) follows immediately from Corollary The surjectivity of part (Dzl) has already
been established in the argument for Proposition BEEl The kernel consists of the products of s~% with
holomorphic functions which is easily seen to be infinite dimensional.

Injectivity for (@z) follows from the observation that if u € Ker(W + «) then s*u is holomorphic.
Furthermore since u € L?(D) we can see that s®u extends continuously to zero across the line {s = 0}.
The reflection principle implies we can extend it holomorphically across the axis and then the identity
theorem implies that u vanishes identically. To see that the operator is not surjective we construct the
following example: Let h; be a sequence of holomorphic functions that tend uniformly to 1 on some small
disc around /2 and uniformly to zero on some strip € < Im (w) < 2e. Now choose a smooth function ¢ that
is equal to 1 on Im (w) > 2¢ and 0 on Im (w) < € for some small € > 0. Then the sequence f; = ¢s~“h; is
uniformly bounded away from 0 in L? but (W + «)f; = (W¢)s~*h; tends uniformly to zero. As W + « is
injective this implies it does not have closed range so cannot be surjective.

Injectivity for (bd) follows from the arguments of Theorem By Proposition B2l we have W + o =
—(W —1—q)* exactly as an operator #'(D) to L2(D). Thus dense range follows from injectivity in (&Zd).

L]

6 Transverse Regularity

Let D be a smoothly bounded domain in U, we shall suppose that the pair (D,v) satisfies one of the
following conditions: (the results of Part 1 will focus on ([CIl), Part 2 on (C2))

(C1) D is precompact in U and v > 0.
(C2) D={|lw] <1} CcU and v > 2.

Throughout this section, we shall adopt the convention that unlabelled norms and inner products refer to
L?(D).

We define a continuous function dist (-, D) on U by setting dist (-, dD) to be the hyperbolic distance
from w to 0D. We now construct a constant 6(D) > 0 and smooth real valued function ¢ € C*°(U) such
that

(R1) o =dist (-,0D) on {dist (-,0D) < 36(D)} N D.
(R2) 9=1on {dist (-,0D) > 46(D)} N D.
(R3) p=00n 90D, p>0o0n D and ¢ < 0 on U\D.

Since D satisfies one of (C]) or (C2) this function g can be constructed to possess the additional important
properties

R4) b = inf in{|Wol, W 0.
(Ra) b= n - in{|Woel. [Wel} >

(R5) B™ :=sup max |[W/W¥p| < oo for all m > 0.
D Jjtk<m

If D is precompact then the above conditions are satisfied by any smooth defining function. When
D = {|w| < 1} then we note that dist (-,0D) is fixed under any Mé&bius transformation preserving 0D.
Thus the magnitude of W is preserved by Md&bius transformations, the sizes of the various derivatives of
dist (-,0D) at any point are determined purely by their values on the line ¢ = 0. But along ¢t = 0 we can
explicitly compute dist (-,0D) (¢t + is) = —Ins. By symmetry we this line critical in the t-directions and
so Wdist (-,0D) = s95(—1Ins) = —1 along ¢t = 0. A simple smoothing out process then completes the
construction of a suitable p.

The extra precision is needed in the second case to allow us to construct estimates that are uniform
not only across choice of o but also across a countable cover of the domain. This uniformity is essential to
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obtaining regularity and estimates in Part 2 of this paper. The conditions (B2) and (B3]) on ¢ imply that
it cannot be continuously extended to the entire line {Im (w) = 0}; it would need to take the value 0 at
the boundary points at infinity while taking the value 1 at interior points at infinity.

To avoid integrability issues when D is not precompact, we shall need a refined class of smooth functions.

Definition 6.1

(1) The set C°(D) is the collection of all w € C*(D) such that there is some € > 0 with u = 0 on

{Im(w) < €}.
(2) The set C3°(D) is the collection of all u € C°(D) such that w =0 on 0D.

For a fixed predetermined value of ¢, we shall use the notation f(o,u) < g(o,u) on # to indicate the
existence of a constant C' > 0 such that f(o,u) < Cg¢(o,u) for all w € # and o € ¥,2. Throughout this
section if an explicit # is not mentioned we shall take it to be C>°(D). For convenience of reference we
shall also set & = a(0) := (v + A(0))/2 — 1. The motivation behind this now being that formally

W, =W,
where W, = W + o
Lemma 6.2 If 0 < g <n — 2 then on C°(D)
1< T(o) + E(a).
[A0)] ST(0) + E(a).
() [AMo)| < G(o)?.
(d) G(0)? <T(0) + E(a).

(a
(b

)
)
)
)

Proof: We start by proving @). By Theorem Bl we see that there is a positive constant v¢ such that
either I'(¢) = 0 or I'(0) > . Thus we need only to establish a uniform estimate over those o with
I'(c) = 0. Choose € € (0, min{~yg, 1}) and suppose A\(c) & [—€/(n—q—1), 3 +€e—1/2]. Then by @) either
I'(c) > 0 or @ > —% + . The second of these implies E(«) > €2. Thus the only o for which we have not
yet established a uniform estimate are those for which (I'(c), A(0)) € {0} x [-¢/(n—q—1),3 +€e—v/2]. By
Theorem B2 we see that the set of points (I'(0), A(0)) for o € ¥,7 is discrete. Thus only finitely many can
be contained in this compact set. If ¥ > 2 then this set is actually empty and we are done. If 0 < v < 2
then we must be assuming ([CIl) and so we can use Corollary B2 to see that F(a) > 0 for all o € #,2. Since
we have only a finite number of outstanding values of «, this is sufficient to show (@).

Although (H) would follow from (@) and (d) we shall prove it first as it will simplify the arguments for
the later parts. We split the proof into two cases. First suppose o > 0 so that ’)\(0)’ < max{r/2—1,\(0)}.
By part (@) we need only establish an upper bound on A\(¢). Since a > 0 it follows easily from Corollary

B2 that E(a) > H(a+1) = %w) > 1\(0). Next we suppose a < 0. But then

1

Part ([)) then follows easily from (@).

For part (@) we first note that if ¢ = 0 then A(¢) = T'(0) — I'(0) and so |A(c)| <T(0) + (o) < G(0)?.
If 1 < g < n—2 the result follows immediately from the observation that 1 + [} is an isomorphism from
S2(N) to L?(N) while 7 is a bounded operator between the same spaces.
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For part (dl) we note that when ¢ > 0 we easily have uniformity over those o such that I'(¢) > v{. The
result then follows from (@). When ¢ = 0 we need to work a little harder. However we note from ) that
G(o) =1+ (n—1)A(0) + 2I'(0) and each piece can be uniformly bounded using previous parts.

n

Lemma 6.3 (Basic Estimate) Suppose 0 < ¢ <n—2 and (D, v) satisfies either (C1) or (CA). Then on
#(D)
2 2
el s oy & Qalusu) +Tio)]u™
Proof: By density it is sufficient to show uniformity on C5°(D). Recall that by definition E(a)HuH2 <
Qe (u, 1) on #1(D). Then by Lemma B (@) we sce G(0)2 < T'(0)+ E(a) on C°(D). Now for u € C(D)
we can apply Lemma B4 to see
2 2
Qr (o) 2y w) + [[ul|* < Cla = (A(@) +)/2) { Qalu,w) + [[u]*}
< 0= 1) {Qatu,u) + [}
< F(a)||uH2 + Qn(u,u)

where the last line follows from Lemma @). Using Lemma Bl we see that

O (iaoy/2 (1 1) = Qo (u,u) — 2(a+ 1) |Ju]

< Qa1 (1) + (1= X)) [u]|”

< O(=1) {@a(u.u) + [[u]*} + [X(@)] Ju”
S T(0)||ul|® + Qalu,u).

Combining these results establishes the lemma.

Lemma 6.4 If 0 < q <n —2 and the pair (D,v) satisfies either (Cll) or (C3) then
(a) P; is injective.
(

b) Dom(PL) c #'(D).

)

)

(c) If u € C*(D) then F(U)(v, u) + Qu(v,u) = (v, Pglu) for all v € C(D).
)

(d) There exists C > 0 such that

el oy < CllEw]
for all w € Dom(P;-) and o € ¥,1.
(e) Pt has closed range.

Proof: Fix o 6_”//1,‘1. The formal adjoint of W,isl—v /2 —W,. Define a second order differential operator
by R=T(o) — W,W,.
From the Basic Estimate it follows that for all f € L?(D) there is some u € #'1(D) such that
F(U)(va u) + Qa(vau) = (’U, f)

for all v € #1(D). This implies Ru = f in the sense of distributions.
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If T'(0) > ¢ then clearly P;- is injective. Suppose I'(¢) = 0. Then by (BI) A(¢) > 0. Thus by Theorem
if [ holds, or Theorem B if ([C2) does, we see that W, is surjective as an unbounded operator on
L?(D). If u € Ker(P+) then

0= (u PJ‘ = HW*uH2
Thus u € Ker(W ). But W, is surjective. Therefore u = 0 and we have established rfla.

Fix u € Dom(P;+) and set f = P;-u € L?(D). Solve the equation Rv = f for v € #1(D). Since the
formal adjoint of W, is —W, we see #(D) N Dom(R) C Dom(P}). Therefore PAv = Rv = f = Pi-u.
But Pl is injective, so u = v € #1(D) and @) holds.

Part (@) follows easily from injectivity. Part (dl) is now an immediate consequence of the Basic Estimate
and implies (@).

"

Definition 6.5 A family of differential operators {£(0)}seya is o-uniform of order k if each E(o) can
be written as a polynomial of degree < k in G(o), W, and W, with coefficients that are smooth functions
independent of o.

It follows immediately that for a o-uniform family of order k there is a constant C' > 0 such that
le@pull . < v

for all w € #;", m > 0 and o € #,7. We shall use the notation L) to indicate an element a generic
o-uniform family when the precise is not important. Unwinding these definitions, we obtain the important
commutation relation
[L(1)7 L(l)] = L(l) + )\(U)L(O) (61)

It should be stressed here that the family {A(c)} is o-uniform of order 2. Furthermore it is easy to see
that the formal adjoint of any L,y is again o-uniform of order 1.

We shall frequently need to make the following extra suppositions about a o-uniform family {£€(c)}
and its interaction with a pair of cut-off functions &, (:

(e
e2

(
(e3
(ed

1) {&€(0)} is o-uniform of order 1.

) € C (,i.e. ¢ =1 on the support of &.

) E(0)§ maps C3*(D) to C*(D)

) C°(D) C Dom([€(0)]*)

Lemma 6.6 Suppose u € C°(D), and & and ¢ are cut-off functions satisfying (€3). Then
"G(0)§u||“//(}(D) S [[¢Psull + HCUHW(}(D)'

Proof: We start by computing that

0)]|G(0)¢ul[*+Qa(G(0)¢u, G(o) 0)(£G(0)*€u, u) + Qa(§G(0)*Eu, u)
+ (WaGlo o G(o)Cu) + ([6 WIG(o)6u, Wagu) 62
= (£G(o)*€u, ¢f) + (L(l G(0)éu, LiyG(o)¢u) + (L0)G(0)&u, LayCu)
= (LayG(o)éu, ¢f ) + (LyGlo)éu, LigyG(o)Cu) + (LyGlo)éu, LayCu)
Then the Basic Estimate implies
HG(U)@HQW(}(D) < HG(U)@HW(}(D) {HCPGL“H + HCUHW(}(D)}'
The result follows easily.
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Lemma 6.7 Suppose the triple £(0),&,¢ satisfy (&d) -(ed)). Then
Hg(o)guHWc}(D) S HCPULUH + HCUHW;(D)

on C°(D). Furthermore the uniform bounding constant can be chosen to depend solely on , & and their
derivatives.

Proof: Suppose v € C(D) and ¢ C ¢’ C ¢. We then compute
L(o)(u, E(0)éu) + Qa(v,E(0)u) =T(0)(£E(0) v, u) + (Wav, E(0)EWau)
+ (Wav, [E(0)é, W]u)
=T(0)(&E(0) v, u) + Qu(EE(0) v, u)
+ ([€€(o)", W]v, Wau) + (Wav, [E(0)E, W]u)
= (&€(0)"v, CPyu) + ((Lay + Mo L)év, Layu)
+ (Layv, (Lay + A0) L)) 'u).

Since [€(0), W] and [E(c)*, W] are both o-uniform of order 1 it is further clear that the bounding constants
associated to the L(;y and L) terms can be controlled by a constant multiple of sup MWI'

Now set v = £(0)&u. Using the Basic Estimate combined with the observation that from Lemma
14+ |\(0)|Y? < G(0), we obtain

lE@)eullysmy S NE@NEuIL 1y {lICPFu] + Gl 1)} -

The result now follows from Lemma The restriction on the bounding constant follows from careful
examination of the commutation terms.
]

Lemma 6.8 Suppose the pair (D,v) satisfies (C1) or (CA). Let & and ¢ be cut-off functions such that
& C ¢ and one of the following holds

(&1) ¢ is supported in the interior of D.
(€2) ¢ is supported in the region {dist (-,0D) < §(D)}.
Then
||§u||m’“+2(D) S ||<P;_u||“//g"(D) + HCUHWUI(D)'

Furthermore the bounding constants can be chosen to depend solely on the magnitudes of &, ( and their
derivatives.

Proof:

The proof will run as a delicate induction argument. The first step is to establish the result when & = 0.
If ¢ satisfies then it is easy to check that if £(c) equals either W, or W, the conditions of (&ll)- (&)
are satisfied. The case k = 0 follows immediately from Lemma and Lemma

If instead ¢ satisfies the argument is a little trickier as we must be more restrictive in order to
satisfy the conditions (EI)-(dl). We set

5(0) = (WQ)WG - (WQ)WU- (63

)
We note that £(0)o = Re (W) A(0)¢ + ilm (W) vo which vanishes on dD. Thus &(c) preserves Cp°(D)
and C{°(D) is in the domain of its adjoint. Elementary commutation computations reveal that £(o), &
and ¢ satisfy (&Il)-(dl). Thus we can apply Lemma [ to see that

||5(U)€U‘HW61(D) S [lcPsull + HCUHWUI(D)'
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We can explicitly compute

Therefore
(WoWg ={(£(0) + (Wo)Wo } W,
= E(a)W, — (Wo)(Py —T(0) + (v — )W, (6.4)
=W,€(0) = (Wo)P; + L1y + G(0)* Lo
Since we are assuming we see from (B4 that ’Wg’ is bounded below on supp(¢). This implies

IWZ€ul| < llcPaull + [ISully s )

If D is not precompact then the uniform bounds on the derivatives of ¢ are needed for this. A very similar

argument gives control over the Wj derivatives. All others can be deduced from Lemma B8 Thus we have
established the result when k& = 0.

We now proceed by induction supposing we established the result at all stages prior to k. Note that
since G(o) acts by constant multiplication, we easily obtain

HG(UK“HW;‘“(D) S HCPGLUHWGDIC + HC/G(U)uHW;(D) (6.5)
S ||<P;_u||“//g"(D) + ||<u||WUI(D)

where £ C ¢’ C (.
Now suppose ( satisfies and choose &', ¢’ and ¢” so that £ C ¢’ € ¢’ € (" € ¢. Apply Lemma 7
with £(o) as in [@3)) to establish

Hg(o)k-‘rlguHW;(D) N "5(0)5/5(0)%“}’%1(1))
SICPrE(@) el + Hclg(a)kguHW(}(D)
= | E(@) P ul| + [|¢ [P E(0) eJul| +[|CE(0) ¢ull 1 1,
= || Ly ¢" Pyl + [[(Lwrny + M) Ly )" ul| + [[¢"ul| s
S ||<P;_UHWU’C(D) + HCuHWUI(D)

where the last line follows from (E3) and induction. We can now repeatedly apply @4]) together with

commutation arguments together with similar results about W: to establish the general result. Again if
D is not precompact, the uniform bounds on the derivatives of ¢ are needed at this stage.
The argument when we assume instead of is similar but simpler as instead of needing to use
E(o)* we instead use operators of type L.
In both cases, the restriction of the bounding constants follows from careful examination of the com-
mutation terms at each stage.
L]

Lemma 6.9 Suppose that ¢ is an even function in C§°(R). Set &, = o (dist (-,p)*) where dist (-, p) is the
hyperbolic distance from d. Then each &, is smooth and for each m > 0

ok
s ax |(W/W
up max | &l
is finite and independent of p.
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The lemma follows from routine computations involving the transitive action of the group of Md&bius
transformations on U. The key observation is that for any Mébius transformation ¢ there is some a € C
with ‘a‘ = 1 such that ¢, W = alW.

Theorem 6.10 Suppose 0 < g <n—2 and (D,v) satisfies one of (C1) or (CA). Then if f € L*(D) there
exists a unique u € Dom(P3) such that Piu = f. Furthermore if (f € #.¥(D) for some cut-off function
¢ satisfying one of €1) or €Q) then for any & C ¢ we have Eu € W FH2(D) and a uniform estimate

lewllypvaipy S NEF sy + licull-

Proof: From the Basic Estimate we see that the self-adjoint operator P;- is injective and has closed range.
Standard analysis of unbounded operators then implies that P is surjective. Thus we can solve Piu = f
for u € Dom(P;) C Voﬂl(D). The regularity gain follows from the standard local regularity theory of
elliptic operators.

To establish the estimates we note that C°°(D) is dense in %’”2 (D) (Lemma [A0) . Choose ¢’ such
that ¢ C ¢’ C ¢ and construct a sequence u; in C°(D) such that u; — Cu in #f+2(D). Now P;- is
continuous from #*+2(D) to #*(D) so ('P}u;j = ('P}¢u = 'f. By Lemma there are estimates
(uniform over ¢ and j) of the form

||§ujH“///(,k+2(D) N ||</PUL’UJJ'HWU’€(D) + HC/“J'HW(D)'
Letting j — oo then establishes the estimate
ng"“//g"+2(D) N ||<f||de(D) + ||<uHW(}(D)' (6.6)

To obtain the stronger estimate, we run through the argument of Lemma using {u instead of (G (o)u.
After an integration by parts on the final term of ([2), we obtain the estimate

€l s oy = ML+ N[ Gull-

We can replace ¢ by some ¢’ C ¢ in (G8) and apply this estimate to complete the proof.
L]

Theorem 6.11 Suppose 0 < g < n — 2 and (D,v) satisfies one of (CA) or (CA). Then for each o € ¥4
and k > 0 the operator )
Py # (D) = # (D)

is an isomorphism. Furthermore the bounding constants are uniform over all choices of o € V1.

Proof: Suppose f € #.F(D), then by Theorem EI0 there is a unique v € Dom(P;-) such that P+ = f.
Since P;- is continuous between these spaces we just need to establish continuity of its inverse.

Zorn’s Lemma implies the existence of a maximal cover collection of points {p;} C D such that the
open hyperbolic balls of radius €/2 about each p; are all disjoint. Clearly the balls Be(p;) form an open
cover of D. Choose § > ¢ and fix a p;. If Bs(p;) N Bs(pr) # 0 then B./s(pr) C B(aste)(pj). This last
ball has finite volume so can contain at most finitely many disjoint balls of radius €¢/2. With the number
bounded by the ratio of the volumes of the balls of radius 26 + € and €/2. This ratio is independent of
where the balls are centred. Thus the collection {Bs(p;)} is uniformly locally finite.

Choose 0 < € < § to be sufficiently small that any cut-off function supported in some Bj(p;) satisfies
either or (£2). For each j choose cut-off functions §; C (; that depend solely on the hyperbolic distance
to p; such that ¢; is supported in Bs(p;) and §; = 1 on B.(p;). By Lemma 0 these can be chosen so that
the sup norms of the magnitude of the cut-off functions and their derivatives are independent of j. The
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bounding estimates of Lemma when applied to this cover can then be chosen to be independent of j.
Thus we see

HUHWU’““(D) 5 Z nguHWf”(D)
J
S Z "ijfflu"wdk(D) + "Cju"W;(D)

J
S ||f||WU’C(D) + ||u||W;(D)

where the last line follows from uniform local finiteness. We then use the Basic Estimate to bound HuH w1(D)
uniformly by || f || and the proof is complete.

Corollary 6.12 Under the conditions of Theorem 11, Dom(P;) = W2(D).

o

7 Tangential Estimates

The tangential components of the partial Fourier transformation are more problematic. The domain of
each P] is difficult to describe concretely and certainly contains elements not in #'!(D). The operators
P do not possess strictly coercive Dirichlet forms. Indeed, the following example shows that we cannot
expect a full gain of local regularity at the boundary for solutions to P,) u = f even when D is precompact.

Example 7.1 Let D be the domain {|w — 22" < 1} and set zg € 9D to be the point zo = 1+2i. Fix ¢ =1

and v = 0. Fix any o € ¥ such that I'(¢) > 0. Such a o must exist by subellipticity of (J7. Now let
u be the function u = s*(?)/2log(w — zy) with the logarithm defined by cutting to the right of zy. Then
u € L*(D) and W,yu = 0. Therefore PJu = I'(c)u € L*(D). However W,u = SA(”)/Q% + A(o)u has a
singularity at zg which is not L2-integrable. m

This example shows that we cannot expect a full gain of two Folland-Stein derivatives up to the boundary
on the tangential component. However it does indicate some of the possibilities we might hope for. For
instance, we may expect regularity for the derivative W,u or some degenerately weighted regularity of u.

Lemma 7.2 Suppose 1 < g < n—2 and the pair (D,v) satisfies either (CQl) or [CA). Then for any o € ¥4
the operator P has closed range as unbounded operator on L?(D). Furthermore

(a) If (o) >0 then P is a bijection from Dom(P]) to L?*(D) and for all w € Dom(P,")
lell < &)1 -
(b) If T(c) =0 and f € {KeT(PUT)}L there exists a unique u € Dom(P)) N #2(D)N {Ker(PaT)}l such

that Plu = f. In addition if f € #F(D) then u € W +2(D) and there is a constant C independent
of o and f such that

lellyze2 )y < CllE sy
Proof: First we assume I'(o) > 0, thus I'(¢) > 7¢. Then we immediately see
lull < GO [P vl

for all u € Dom(P)). Standard functional analysis arguments then imply that P is injective and has
closed range. Since P is self-adjoint this also yields that P, is surjective.
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Now suppose I'(0) = 0. Then Ker(P,") = Ker(W,). Choose f € {Ker(PUT)}L. Recall that formally
W, = —W,. From the work of Section B we can find g € #'(D) such that Qq(v,g) = —(Wav, f) for
all v € W1 (D). The Basic Estimate of Section [ implies that ||g||W1(D) < HfH

apply Theorem BT to find z € #3(D) such that W, W,z = g. Set u = W, z. Then uLKer(W,) and

Qu(v,Wou) = —(Wuv, f) forall v € #1(D). Since Dom(W, ) = #*(D), this is sufficient to show that

PJu— f is orthogonal Range(W, ). But both PJu and f are elements of Ker(W,)+ D Range(W, ). Thus
PJu = f. The regularity theory and estimates of the previous section now yield

Since T'(o) = 0 we can

H HW’““(D) ~ H ||W’““(D) HQHW’““(D) ~ HfHWk(D)

Here it should be noted that the uniformity is only over those o such that I'(¢) = 0. That P has closed
range follows immediately from this estimate with & = 0.
L]
In the case I'(c) = 0 we can go further and immediately produce local estimates. From a simple
application of Theorem we see

IEully 2y SN =lv0 0y S NS gl oy + 162 S MSallprr iy + €l (7.1)

Choose cut-off functions £ C &' C ¢’ C ¢. Running through arguments almost identical in nature to those
of Section [ we get

1gllyzespy S N6F sy + lISall

The gain of only a single derivative is due to the presence of a derivative in the right hand side of the
equation defining g. Combining, we get the following local estimates when I'(c) = 0,

l€wlly 2y S NSP ull + [|Gull + [|EWoul]- (72)

Corollary 7.3 Suppose D is precompact. If T'(c) >~ then P is injective, otherwise Ker(P,) is infinite
dimensional.

Proof: The first part is a trivial consequence of Lemmall2 For the second we note that if I'(o) = 0 then
u € Ker(P]) if and only if s~*(?)/24; is holomorphic. Since D is precompact, the space of L? functions
that are holomorphic on D is mﬁmte dimensional.

m

Lemma 7.4 Suppose 1 < q < n —2 and (D,v) satisfies [CA) or [CA). If PJu = f € #}F(D) for k >0
then Wou € #ETY(D). Furthermore there is a uniform estimate

Woull s my S 1/l ()
Proof: If k > 0 then we note that W, f = W,PJu = P;fWyu. As W,f € #F1(D) we can apply

Theorem BTl to establish the result. ) o o
If k = 0 we instead note that for all v € #1(D) we have I'(¢0) (v, Wou ) + Qa(v, Wou) = (—Wav, f).

Now W,u € Dom(W,) = # (D) so we can apply the Basic Estimate of Section B to see that

[Woully s )  [Wotully s o 1711
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Corollary 7.5 Under the same conditions as Lemma [T if u € {Ker(P, )}l and P]u € #}F(D) then
u € WF(D) with a uniform estimate

1G@*ullyxpy S 1 ullys )

Proof: If I'(0) = 0 then in Lemma we have already established a vastly improved result. Namely
u € W F2(D) with estimate. If I'(0) > ¢ then by the previous lemma

L(o)u=Plu—W,.Wou=PJu+ W, W,
=Plu+W,Wou+ (v—1)Wou € #F(D).

Furthermore since v is a fixed constant and W, is a o-uniform operators of order 1, we also obtain a
uniform estimate for I'(o)u. Since we currently assuming ¢ > 0 and I'(c) > 0 we have the estimate
G(0)? < (14 (v4)~1) I'(0). This is sufficient to complete the proof.
n
Combined with the local estimates of ([[L2), this quickly yields the local estimates

Corollary 7.6 For cut-off functions &, ¢ satisfying Q) and €3) the following local estimate holds uni-
formly for u € {Ker(P,])}+

166 @) *ull s py SNSP ull sy + licull + [[CWoull-

Remark 7.7 The results we have already shown are already sufficient to establish a sharp regularity
theorem for each P,| with uniform estimates. Namely, we have that for & > 0

Pl {ue #WFD): Wou € #}(D)} 0 {Ker(P))} " — #5(D) n {Kex(P))}

is an isomorphism.
This initially looks a little weaker than the result of Lemma () when I'(c) = 0. But it is easy to
check that P is continuous between these spaces. The existence and uniqueness of solutions then implies

{u € #E(D) : Wyu € #FY D)} 0 {Kex(P))Y = {u € #F2(D) : Wou € #51 (D)} 0 {Kex(P))}
when I'(0) =

8 Weighted Tangential Estimates

The results of the previous section are not that satisfying; they do not answer the question of whether we
obtain any form of gain of regularity generic directions. By Example [Tl we know that we cannot expect
any gain of Folland-Stein regularity for the derivatives W, u, however we can establish weighted estimates.

Throughout this section we shall again adopt the convention that unlabelled norms and inner products
are taken to be with respect to L(D).

Definition 8.1 The spaces Z*#J(U) are defined inductively by
RN (U) =W (U)
with equivalent norms and
REWIU) = {ue ZEWI(U) : oW, oW, € ZEWI(U)} .
The norms for k > 0 are inductively defined by

[Ju HJ”““WJU = [|oG(o U’HJ’CWJ(U + oW u||JkWJ + W UHJ’CWJ Uy
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Definition 8.2 The space #,}'°¢(D) is defined to be the collection of all u € L?(D) such that for all
precompact sets V.C U we have u € #,F(V N D). We shall make analogous definitions for other function
spaces.

It is worth noting that this definition implies local differentiability at the boundary as well as in the interior
of D. For precompact domains D we easily see #.%1°¢(D) = #.}(D).

Next we introduce the formalised operators R, = G(o) — W, W, and Ak, = KG(o) + ¢*R,. The
operator R, is formally equal to P, but without boundary restrictions on its domain. The key regularity
result we use is the following

Proposition 8.3
(a) Ifu € #.}(D) N Dom(R,) then u € ZLW}1o¢(D).
(b) If u e Z:#(D) N Dom(R,) then u € Z2H0'¢(D)

The operator R, is uniformly elliptic on any compact subset of D. The proposition follows from
careful analysis of the bounding constants of the standard regularity theorems of elliptic operators. See for
example, Theorem 8.8 in [§]. We make the observation that on any sufficiently narrow collar neighbourhood
of a compact portion of 9D the function g is equivalent to the Euclidean distance to the boundary. The
precise details are tedious but routine, and so will be omitted.

Definition 8.4 For u,v € Z #.°(D) we define the sesquilinear form
@K(v,u) = K{G(O’)2} (v,u) +T(0)(ov, ou) + (Wov, oWou) + (Wo)v, oWeu).
Lemma 8.5 For sufficiently large K there is a uniform estimate for u € Z: W (D) of type

H“H;;m)(p) S ‘@K(u’“)‘

For u € C°(

E

A
e}
3
“ﬁ
e}
3
<
S—
I
o
S
3
fbl\.’)
&
|
[\
w
3
&
e}
u:
K
<
S—

I
;w

|
E
S
e
3
E
g

= (g2u, 1=-—v)W, =W We+ W, — W, — )\(U)]u)
- 2((WQ)U, QWUU’)
= (g2u, (l—V—Wg)WU) — (gu, VQWUU)

+ (ou, voWu) — /\(U)ngH2
—2((Wo)u, oWou)
= H@WU“H2 +2((Wo)u, oWou) —v( ou, oW,u)
+v(ou, oWou) — )\(U)HQUH2
—2((Wo)u, oWou).
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Thus we see that 2@}((“7 u) can be expressed

2Q ke (u,u) = 2KG(0)?|[u|* + 2T(0) = A0)) || eul|” + [|eWoul|® + || eWou/
( Wou, oW, u) —2((Wg)u, QWU’U,)
—v(ou, oWou) +v(ou, oWou).

We recall from Lemma B2 that A(o) < G(0)? so by a standard small constant, large constant argument
we get a bound

H“H?@gwg(p) S ‘@K(uvu)‘

for sufficiently large K and u € C$°(D). Appealing to a density lemma (Theorem ) completes the
proof.
"

Corollary 8.6 For sufficiently large K if u € Z2 WL (D)NZ2H,1°(D)NDom(Ak.») then u € Z2HL(D).
Furthermore there exists a constant C' independent of o € ¥4 such that

lell ez 0y = 1 Ao

for all u € Z2W2 (D).

Proof: The proof of this result is very similar in nature to that of Lemma and we shall only sketch
out the argument here.
Since u € ZL#2(D) N Dom(Ak ) we see that

Qxc(v,u) = (v, Agou)
for all v € ZL#2(D). Therefore by Lemma we obtain a uniform estimate
||u||%;W§(D) S || Ak.oul]-

Let X be any o-uniform operator of order 1 and { C ¢ smooth cutoff functions. For any functions
u,v € C(D) we then get

Qi (v, 0X€u) = K {G(0)*} (v, 0XEu) +T(0)(ov, 0*Xéu) + (Wov, oWo0XEu)
+ ((Wo)v, oWs0XEu)
=Qx ((X*ov,u) —=T(0)(ov, o(Xo)éu) + (oWov + (Woo)v, [oWs, 0XE]u)
+ ([§X*g, oW,lv, gWgu) + ({(X*ng)gv, gWgu)
= (X"0v, Ax.oCu) + (0L1v, oL1¢u) + (oL1v, (oL1 + 0* (o) Lo)Cu)
Setting v = pX &u and applying Lemma BJ] then implies that
HQX@H@(ITWQ(D) S HAKJC“H + "C“‘lﬂgwg(D) + HQQG(U)QC“H'

The bounding constants can be chosen to depend solely on the functions £, ¢ and their derivatives. The
final term can be easily controlled in a manner analogous to Lemma to yield a uniform estimate

||9X§“||@gwg(p) S [[Ak o Cul| + HCUHQZ},W;’(D)'

Next we use the density of C°(D) in Z2#(D) (Theorem [AX) and the continuity of Ak, as an
operator between Z2#.°(D) and L?(D) to see that these are genuine estimates on the whole of Z2#.°(D).
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We only a priori know that u € Z2#,21°¢(D), but since ¢ and ¢ have compact support in U this is sufficient.
The details here mimic Theorem
We can then construct a uniformly locally finite cover of D by hyperbolic balls as in Theorem ET1] and
choose ¢ and ¢ to depend on the hyperbolic distance to the centre of each ball. Summing over the cover
yields global regularity and the desired estimate.
L]

Theorem 8.7 If u € Dom(P)) N {Ker(P])}*+ and PJu € #*(D) then u € #2#(D). Furthermore
there is a uniform estimate
=~

||u||%§WUk(D ’UJHWU’C(D)'

Proof: Since this result is implied by the stronger estimates of Lemma when I'(o) = 0, we shall
suppose throughout that I'(o) > ¢ > 0.

First suppose k£ > 0. Let X;_1 be any o-uniform operator of order K — 1. Then by the work of the
previous section we know that Xj_ju € #.}(D). Furthermore

Ro Xk 1u=Xp_1Rsu+ (Lk + )\kal)u

we is easily seen to be in L?(D). Thus by Proposition we have X _ju € Z1#.}1°¢(D) and then by
Corollary BH we see X;_1u € Z:#,}(D). This implies u € ZL#F(D) and hence ou € #.F*+(D).

We now recycle this argument letting Xj be any o-uinform operator of order k. Then Xjou € #,}(D)
and R, Xjou is easily seen to be in L?(D). Thus we see Xpou € Z:#.}(D). This is easily sufficient to
see that u € Z2#.*(D). The uniform estimate is an easy consequence of Corollary Bf after we make the
observation that

HAKJUHW(,’C(D) I HPUT“HWJ“(D)

by the results of the previous section as g and its derivatives are bounded on D.

When k = 0 we cannot apply the first step of the above argument so must find an alternative way to
show that u € ZL#.0(D).

Let X be the closure of C°(D) in 2:#,(D) under the norm

H“Hi{ = HUH;’},WUO(D) + HWUUH2

and consider the sesquilinear form on X defined by
@f(v,u) = @K(U,u) + (K + I‘(U)_l)(ng, Wou)

By Lemma this form is strictly coercive in the sense that there is some C' > 0 such that
o < €| @R (. w)

for all u € X. The Lax-Milgram Lemma then implies that if f € L?(D) then there exists a unique u € X
such that Q%(v,u) = (v, f) for all v € X.
For v € X we see that for some constants C, C’

}(ng, (KG(0)* + QQ)WUU)’ < C‘@%(’U,U)} —l—C}QvK(v,u) — (QWU’U, QWgu)‘
< ol {IIF(F+ el 2} -

We note that C°(D) C X and appeal to Lemma in the appendix to see that C$°(D) is dense
in Dom(W,) in the graph norm. Thus the functional v — (W,v, (KG(0)? + 0*)W,u ) is bounded on

—%

Dom(W,) and (KG(0)? + 0*)W,u € Dom(W,)). For sufficiently large K we see KG(c)? + ¢? is uniformly
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bounded below by some positive constant. From the defining properties of g it follows that (K G(c)?+0?)~!
is smooth on D and has bounded W and W derivatives of all orders. It is easy to check that the domain
of W, is closed under multiplication by such functions. Thus we see W,u € Dom(W, ) and u € Dom(P,)).
The function u € X C Z:#,2(D) is then the unique solution to P,Ju = {K (1 +T'(¢)™1) + 02} f. This is
sufficient to see that Dom(P,’) € Z}#,°(D). The rest of the proof now procedes exactly as when k > 0.
L]
We can now state a unifying theorem which both yields sharp uniform estimates for P and addresses
the issue of regularity gains in all directions at the boundary and in the interior.

Theorem 8.8 Suppose (D, v) satisfies either (Cl) or (CA) and 1 < ¢ < n—2. Then for all o € ¥2 the
operators

P {ue B2HE(D) : W, € WD)} N {Ker(P,)}: — #F(D) N {Ker(P, )}
1+ P : {ueZW}F(D): W, e 1 (D)} - #F(D)
are isomorphisms. Furthermore the bounding constants are independent of o.

The second of these follows from an easy adaption of the techniques we have used to show the first.

9 Regularity and Estimates for [,

We shall now restrict our attention to the class of domains described in []), i.e. = D x N in the strictly
pseudoconvex manifold M = U x N . For the analysis of the preceding sections, this demands that we
restrict our attention to precompact sets D. We shall permit v to be any non-negative constant and it will
be suppressed from any notation.

We need weighted versions of the Folland-Stein spaces to deal with the weighted estimates of the
previous section. Accordingly we define

Definition 9.1 We define the spaces ¥'*.7;(Q) inductively by ¥°.7(Q) = #"() and
VHLLTQ) = {0 € VESTHQ)  pV e, Vimp € VEST(Q))
with corresponding inductively defined norms.
Here V77 is the tangential component of the connection given explicitly by
Via = Vi + Vy @600 + Vy @ 6°.

Since we are assuming that D is precompact, we may take p to be any smooth defining function for D and
identify it naturally with a function on M.

There are currently no sharp trace theorems for the Folland-Stein spaces on strictly pseudoconvex
CR manifolds. However we can employ the partial Fourier decomposition to develop a useful notion of
vanishing at the boundary.

Definition 9.2 We shall say a (0, q)-form ¢ € YOJ(Q) vanishes on the boundary 0$) and write p € 5”9](9)
if each function @), oL in the partial Fourier decomposition of o is contained in W (D).

It is not difficult to show that 59’91 () is equal to the closure of C§°(€2) in .7} (Q2). Also 5”9](9) =.7/(Q)n
y(}(Q). We can now describe the domain spaces for our sharp estimate for 0J,.
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Definition 9.3

Z3 Q) = {p e A} Q) 1t € A, Vi € Z7TN @)
with norm ) ) ) )
o 1 T
H‘Pnjﬂ;d(ﬂ) = HwHwyg(Q) + |l ||.5ﬂ;+f(9) +[|[Vye Hy;ﬂ'*l(ﬂ)'
In particular, we note that 5’;“ Q) c yek’j () C ZF(Q) with the inclusion maps continuous.
Now set K9 := Ker((J,) with [J, regarded as an unbounded operator on L(AJ?Q). Then since
O = |8y’ 3ol
(Oye s")L2(Q) = || b‘pHm(Q) +] b‘pHp(Q)
it follows immediately that K¢ = Ker(d,) N Ker(9;).
Theorem 9.4 Suppose Q is as in @I). Fiz 1 < g <n —2. Then for each k > 0, the operators
Oy + 73 (2) 0 (V) = (@) 0 (kK40)*
1+ 0, : 7% (Q) = ZF ()
are both isomorphisms on (0, q)-forms.

Proof: Expand out the (0, ¢)-form ¢ in terms of the partial Fourier decomposition and decompose the
relevant norms using LemmaET0. Apply Theorem BTl to each of the tranverse components and Theorem
to each of the tangential components of ¢. The constants are uniform across all choices of o so a simple
comparison theorem argument completes the proof. [

Corollary 9.5 Suppose the (0,q)-form ¢ € ZF(Q) satisfies Oys = 0 and ¢ LK%, Then there exists a

unique @ € 5’9]“1((2) such that ¢ LK% and gbcp = . Furthermore there is a constant C independent of ¢
such that

el p10) < Clisl s -

Proof: By Theorem [IA there exists a unique o € %% (Q) LK%4 such that Oya = (9,0; + 9;0,)a = ¢
and HoaHyk,Z(Q) < C”||§Hyk(ﬂ) for some C’ independent of ¢. From 0,5 = 0 it follows that ¢l Range(9})
6 6

and so ¢ = 0,0; . Take ¢ = J;a. From the proof of Lemma EZI0 we know that (9, )* and Vy commute.
Tangential derivatives map .7, (Q2) to .ZF(Q). Thus from Lemma EEJ it follows that 9 is a bounded

linear operator from yekQ(Q) to cgﬂgk’l(Q)-

Lemma 9.6 Suppose 1 <qg<n-—2. If HQ;;?(N) =0 then K% = 0 otherwise dim %7 = co.

Proof: A (0,q)-form ¢ is in K%¢ if and only if ¢ =0 and ¢ " expands as a sum of forms ¢/ o such that
(o) = 0 and W,p] = 0. Now {0 € ¥4 : T(0) = 0} = HL4(N). If this set is non-empty then we can
construct elements of %9 from any holomorphic function multiplied by an appropriate power of s. [
Corollary 9.7 If HLL(N) = 0 then HLL(Q) = 0 otherwise dim HE4(Q) = co.

Proof: This now follows immediately from the observation that X%7_LRange(d,). n

Lemma 9.8 The operator O, is hypoelliptic up to the boundary if and only if HQ;;?(N) =0.
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Proof: If H;{(N) = 0 then 0, is injective by Lemma B Thus by Theorem B if T, € C°() then
o= U FF(Q). Since there is a continuous inclusion .72*(Q) C (), hypoellipticity follows from the
k>0

Sobolev Lemma.
If HYGY(N) # 0 then we can choose some o € #,¢ such that T'(c) = 0, then following Example [Tl we
can easily construct ¢ € K%7 such that ¢ ¢ .7} ().
n
It is worth pointing out here that regardless of the cohomology of the foliating manifold N, the operator
1+ 0, is always hypoelliptic up to the boundary of Q. Likewise UJ, is always hypoelliptic in the interior.

Lemma 9.9 For any 1 < q <n—2 The bounded operator (1+0J,)~" : L*(Q) — L*(Q) is not compact on
(0, q)-forms.

Proof: If H%Y(N) # 0 then this can be seen from Lemma LB However in general this is really a statement
about the operators P,|. Fix wg € D and € > 0 such that the disc [w—wy| < € is contained in D. Choose any
o € ¥ and let f be a function on D that can be expressed as the product of s(*(©)+*)/2 and a holomorphic
function. Then (14 P))f = (1 +I'(0))f. Now consider the sequence fi where fi = s\ @+1)/2¢ )k
where ¢, is chosen to make fk”LQ(D) = 1. If some subsequence f; converges in L?(D) then the same
subsequence must converge in L?(Jw —wp| < €). However the functions (w — wp)? are mutually orthogonal
on |w—wp| < € in the Euclidean L? metric. Since s is bounded above and below on this disc, it follows that
the subsequence f; cannot converge on |w — wo| in the hyperbolic L? metric. Thus the bounded sequence
fx has no convergent subsequences and so (1+ P, )~! is not compact as an operator on L%(D).

"

As an immediate consequence of this, we see

Corollary 9.10 The operator [, is not globally subelliptic on €1, i.e. there is no € > 0 such that
HS"H%E(Q) = CHDWHL?(Q) + HS"HH(Q)'

For completeness, in addition to the global theory, we can combine the results of Theorem BETI0 and
Corollary [ZH to establish the following local estimates for [J,.

Theorem 9.11 Under the same conditions as Theorem then for all k > 0 and any pair of smooth
cut-off functions € C ¢ on M that depend solely on w there is a constant C' > 0 such that

H&DH%“(Q) S OHCHYQ’“(Q) + HC‘PHLg(Q) + HVY‘PTHLg(Q)

whenever ¢ € 3’;’2(9).

A Density Results

This section is dedicated to proving the various density results used at various stages throughout this
paper. We shall often use #*(D) when a statement holds for all #.%(D). We shall use the notation Z* %
to describe weighted spaces exactly as in Definition BTl but shall only insist that the weighting function p
be a smooth defining function for D.

Definition A.1 The pointwise norm associated to #'™ of a sufficiently differentiable function is given by

=Y W

Jj+k<m
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Throughout this section let D be a smooth open domain in U such that the functions s and t are
bounded on D. We define D¢ = {w € D:s <€} and D¢ ={w e D : 5> €}.

Definition A.2 If X is a space of functions defined on D then Xy is defined as

Xy ={f € X : there is some € > 0 such that f =0 on D }.

Lemma A.3 There ezists a family of smooth functions {&,} in C°(D) and constants Cy,Ca, ... such
that

(1) Fach &, is supported in Di/n and is identically one on Di/n

(2) ’fn‘wk < Cy for all n.

Proof: Fix a smooth function £ on the real line such that |{(z)] < 1 everywhere, £(z) =0 on |z| <1 and
£(x) =1 on |z| > 2. Set ¢ to be an upper bound for £*) on R. Now define &, (w) = £(ns). Then

|7 ) (w)| < 23| (snP gD ms)|.

i<k

But ¢U)(ns) = 0 unless 1 < ns < 2. So we see

(T &) (w)| <287 27e.

J<k

The derivatives of other types can be controlled in a similar fashion.

n
Corollary A.4
(a) #F(D) is dense in #*(D).
(b) If 51[1)p ’p’Wk(D) < 0o then %% L*(D) is dense in #"L*(D).
Proof: In either case it is easy to see that &, f — f in the relevant norm.
]

Theorem A.5 If sup ‘p’wk(D) < 0o then C°(D) is dense in Z*L*(D).
D

Proof: The proof runs by induction. The condition that sup }p|Wk( py <X is necessary only to guarantee

that #*(D) C #*L*(D). By Corollary K4l it is sufficient to show C5°(D) is dense in Z* L*(D).

Let N be the gradient of p viewed purely as a function of w. Then N is a smooth vector field that is
non-vanishing in a region {—e < p < €} for some € > 0. Let © be the maximal flow for EN where £ is a
smooth function with 0 < ¢ <1, =1on [p| < § and £ =0 on [p| > €. For a function f on D and small
§ > 0, define a new function f° by f°(z) = f 0 9(z,8) = ©%f.

Claim: If u € Z% L*(D) then u’ € #*(D) and u® — u in Z*L*(D).

Sub-claim 1: For sufficiently small §y and € > 0, the operators O} for 0 < § < dy are uniformly bounded
on L?(D<).
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Recall that dV = s~2ds A dt. Since ©_s is orientation-preserving, there is a smooth function Bj such
that Bs > 0 and ©* ;dV = BsdV. The functions Bs are smooth everywhere and converge uniformly to 1
on the compact set D¢ . Thus for some o, the functions B4 are uniformly bounded above on D¢ by some
constant Cy for all 0 < § < dy.

12y, = [ 131170V = [ €% s(0srP av)
by

©5(D3)

— [ urerav= [ Bl av
05(D%) 05(D%)
2 2
< Collf 20505y < CollfllL2 (e -

v

This allows us to prove that the claim is true for £ = 0. Choose u in %’iLQ and fix e such that u

is supported in D3¢. Thus for sufficiently small 6, u’ is supported in {s > e}. If h € C§°(D) then h is
uniformly continuous and h? converges uniformly to h. We then recall that any L? function on a compact
domain can be approximated by compactly supported smooth functions. Finally apply sub-claim (1) to
observe that ||h — g6||L2(D) < COHh — 9HL2(D)' A simple triangle inequality argument completes this step.

Now suppose the main claim is true for all j < k and fix u € e%’}rL2(D). Choose an € such that u
vanishes on D?.

Sub-claim 2: For small §, u® € #*(D) and (Wwu)°, (Wu)? € #*~1(D).
We argue by direct computation. The vector field ©4,W is a smooth combination of W and W. Thus
/‘W’“uﬂQdV = / 0 5 [Wkud|” Bsdv
D O5(D)
_ / (05, W)*ul” Bsdv
Os(D)
< Cy / |(©5.)*u|” dV < oo

O5(D5)

where the final inequality follows from the observation that u € #*(0©s(D%)). The other derivatives and
cases are proved similarly.

v
Sub-claim 3: For small § there exists a constant C, such that sup |p® — p| < C,0.
Dy
Since O is the flow of the gradient of p near 9D, we have
5 ’ d
0< () = ple) = [ (EN(O(z.a)), .6(:.0)) da
0
5
— [ lenPa
0
< (sup |§N|2> )
Dy
v
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Sub-claim 4: p(Wu)? — pWu® — 0 in Z*~'L?(D). A similar result holds for .

Again we compute directly that
2

1 — 2 * — 1 *
= / [(pPW)E p(Wu)® = Wul)|"dV = / O | (PW)" " p=O5 (W = 65 W)u)| BsdV
D O5(D)
1 2
= / }(@5*/)W)k <p65(W—®5*W)’UJ> BsdV.

©s(D)

Now as W is a vector field with smooth coefficients we see that O5,.pW — pW and (W —0s,W) — [N, W],
both locally uniformly. In addition u is supported in D¢ . Therefore this integral can be uniformly bounded
as § — 0. Thus

Hp((W’u)6 - Wu(s)Hggkfle(D)) — 0.

The other derivatives are then handled in a similar fashion.
v
We are now ready to prove the main claim. The first part of the statement was proved in sub-claim (2)
so it only remains to show the convergence property. But

||pW(u5 - U)H:%kfle < H(qu)6 - (pWU)"%k—1L2 + ||p(Wu)5 - qu6||<%k71L2
+ H(p5 - p)(Wu)(ng?k—lL2'

The first term tends to zero by induction, the second by sub-claim (4) and the third by sub-claims (2) and
(3)-
v

To complete the proof of the theorem itself we note that each #*(D) is equivalent to the standard
hyperbolic Sobolev space of order k on D. Thus for § sufficiently small, u® can be approximated in the
#*(D) norm by functions in C°°(D). Since u® is easily seen to be in Z¥ L?(D) we can replace C*°(D)
with C9° (D). The proof is then completed by a straightforward diagonalisation argument.

]

Lemma A.6 With W considered as an unbounded operator L?(D) to L*(D), C° (D) is dense in Dom(W)
in the graph norm || - || + ||[W - |

Proof: By Corollary [A4 it is sufficient to prove the result for Dom, (W). The operator W is elliptic so

Dom(W) C #,}.(D). Therefore if U is any precompact open set with U C D then ujy; € #*(U) whenever

loc
u € Dom(W). o
Thus following the proof of Theorem [AH we see that if u € Dom (W) then u® € # (D). The argument
for sub-claim 4 in the previous lemma can easily be adapted to complete the proof.

Definition A.7 For fized 0 < ¢ < n — 1 we define the space CJ(rO’q) (Q) to be the collection of (0,q)-forms
in L3(Q) such that each function of the partial Fourier decomposition is in C°(D).

Corollary A.8 The space Csro’q) (Q) is dense in Dom(d,) in the graph norm.

Proof: If a (0,q)-form ¢ is in Dom(d,) then each element of its partial Fourier decomposition is in
Dom(W). Thus it can be approximated arbitrarily closely by a smooth function on D. A simple argument
then allows us to construct the partial Fourier decomposition of a form in Cio’q) (€2) which approximates ¢
arbitrarily closely in the graph norm of J,.

n
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Lemma A.9 The set C°(D) = {u€ C*(D):u =0 on dD} is dense in W*(D).

Proof: Again it is sufficient to show that any Wf(D) can be approximated by compactly supported
smooth functions. Any such u vanishes on some D?¢ it can be viewed as an element of #*(D’) where D’
is a smoothly bounded precompact domain such that the part of the boundary above s = € coincides with
the boundary of of D there. This new domain D’ can easily be chosen so that u € #*(D’).

As D' is compact it admits a well-defined continuous trace function from #*(D’) to #*=1/2(0D’)
with continuous right inverse. Let v, € C°(D’) converge to u € #*(D'). As u € #(D') the trace of
u is identically zero. As the trace is continuous this implies that the traces of the functions v, converge
to zero in #*~1/2(9D’). The right-inverse of the trace maps smooth functions to smooth functions and
is continuous into the #*(D’) norm. Thus when we extend the traces of the sequence v, back onto D’
the resulting functions converge to zero in the #%(D’) norm. Subtracting these functions from v,, then
produces a sequence of functions in C3°(D’) that converge to u in #*(D’). But since u vanishes on
{s < 2¢} these smooth functions can easily be extended to C2°(D) in such a way to obtain convergence in

W*(D).
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