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HODGE THEORY IN THE SOBOLEV TOPOLOGY FOR THE DE

RHAM COMPLEX
LUIGI FONTANA, STEVEN G. KRANTZ, AND MARCO M. PELOSO

ABSTRACT. The authors study the Hodge theory of the exterior differential oper-
ator d acting on g-forms on a smoothly bounded domain in RN*! and on the half
space Rf 1 The novelty is that the topology used is not an L? topology but a
Sobolev topology. This strikingly alters the problem as compared to the classical
setup. It gives rise to a boundary value problem belonging to a class of problems
first introduced by Visik and Eskin, and by Boutet de Monvel.
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PRELIMINARIES

0. INTRODUCTORY REMARKS

Fix a smoothly bounded domain Q@ C R¥*!. In classical treatments of the d
operator (see [EWH]), one considers the complex

/\q i) /\q—i-l i)
Here A7 denotes the g-forms of Cartan and de Rham having L?(Q2) coefficients and
the operator d is understood to be densely defined. One considers the operator
O = dd* + d*d. Here the adjoints are calculated in the L?*(2) topology.

Now [ makes sense on those forms 1 such that ¢ € dom d* and dy» € dom d*. One
can decompose the space A? into (the closure of) the image of [ and its orthogonal
complement. Then one exploits this decomposition to construct a right inverse for .
This inverse is easily used to show that [] and its accompanying boundary conditions
form a second order elliptic boundary value problem of the classical (coercive) type.

In 1963, J.J. Kohn [KOHI]| determined how to carry out the analog of these last
calculations for the @ operator of complex analysis on a strongly pseudoconvex domain
Q) in C™. This is the so-called J-Neumann problem. Of course this analysis, while
similar in spirit, is much more complicated. It gave rise to the important “Kohn
canonical solution” to the equation Ju = f. That is the solution u that is orthogonal
to holomorphic functions in the L*(2) topology.

Experience in the function theory of several complex variables has shown that it is
useful to have many different canonical solutions to the d-problem. For instance, in
the strongly pseudoconvex case we profitably study the Kohn solution by comparing
it with the Henkin solution (not canonical, but nearly so), see [HEN], and the Phong
solution (determined in the L?(9€)) topology rather than the L?*(2) topology), see
|II [ ] .‘I .
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The ultimate goal of the program that we are initiating in this paper is to construct
solutions to the 0 problem that are orthogonal to holomorphic functions in a Sobolev
space W* inner product. There are a priori reasons for knowing that this program
is feasible. First, Sobolev space is a Hilbert space, so there must be a minimal
solution in the Sobolev topology. Second, Boas [BOA] has studied the space of W*
holomorphic functions as a Hilbert space with reproducing kernel. The associated
Bergman projection operator is of course closely related to the Neumann operator
for the @ problem.

The present paper carries out the first step of the proposed program. We work
out the Hodge theory for the exterior differentiation operator d in the inner product
induced by the Sobolev space W* topology. Of particular interest are the boundary
conditions that arise when we calculate the adjoint d* in this topology, and the elliptic
boundary value problem that arises when we consider [0 = dd* + d*d. We calculate a
complete existence and regularity theory.

In this paper, we restrict attention to the case s = 1. This is done both for
convenience and to keep the notation relatively simple—even in this basic case the
calculations are often unduly cumbersome. In geometric applications, the case s = 1
is already of great interest. We leave the detailed treatment of higher order s to a
future paper.

In future work, we will carry out this program of analysis in the Sobolev space
topology for the 9-Neumann problem on a strongly pseudoconvex domain. Not only
will this give rise to new canonical solutions for the d problem, but it should give a new
way to view the Sobolev regularity of the classical @ problem, and of understanding
the subelliptic gain of 1/2 in regularity.

Essentially the paper is divided into two parts. In the first of these we study the
boundary value problem that arises from our Hodge theory on the special domain
given by the half space, and in the second one we deal with the problem on a smoothly
bounded domain. We would like point out that the second part has been written so
that it can be read independently from the first part. When we use results from the
half space case, we give precise reference to them.

In detail, the plan of the paper is as follows: Section 1 introduces basic notation
and definitions, while in Section 2 we formulate the problem and states the main
results. Sections 3 through 6 are devoted the problem on the half space.

In Section 3 we calculate the operator d* on 1-forms and also calculate its domain
when the region under study is the upper half space RY*!. Section 4 completes the
detailed calculation of d*. Section 5 applies a pseudodifferential formalism developed
by Boutet de Monvel to the study of our elliptic boundary value problem. This section
is included essentially to show how the boundary value problem under investigation
can be view as an example of a very general kind of problem first introduced in
[BDM1]-[BDM3] and in [ESK]]. In Section 5 we explicitly construct the solution
of the boundary value problem on the half space in the case of functions. Section
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6 studies the problem for g-forms. Sections 7 through 12 deals with the problem
on a bounded smooth domain. In Section 7 we set up the problem and calculate
the domain of d* and the semi-explicit expression for d*. In Section 8 we introduce
notation and some technical facts needed in the sequel. Section 9 contains the proof
of the coercive estimate, and the proof of our result about existence of solutions for
the boundary value problem. Section 10 is devoted to the proof of the a priori
estimate in the case of functions. Section 11 gives the proof of the regularity result
in the case of ¢-forms. Finally, in Section 12, we conclude the proof of our main
result in the case of a smoothly bounded domain.
We thank G. Grubb for helpful communications regarding this work.

1. BASIC NOTATION AND DEFINITIONS

We use the symbol d to denote the usual operator of exterior differentiation acting
on g-forms. We let Q denote a smoothly bounded domain in RY*!. Usually, for
simplicity only, a domain is assumed to be connected. The symbol A?(2) denotes the
g-forms on  with smooth coefficients. The symbol A{(£2) denotes the forms with
coefficients that are C°° and compactly supported in Q. We let A%(Q) denote the
g-forms with coefficients that are smooth on €, and A{(Q) denote the g-forms with
coefficients in C°°()) and having compact support in Q (that is, the support may
not be disjoint from the boundary of §2).

Some of our explicit calculations will be performed on the special domain Rf 1 —
{z = (zo,21,...,2x5) € R¥*L 1 25 > 0}. The half space is of course unbounded, so
the function spaces we deal with must take into account the integrability at infinity.
On the other hand the half space has the advantage of allowing explicit calculations.

If £ is an operator on forms, then £’ denotes its formal adjoint, that is, its adjoint
calculated when acting on elements of A5().

In the discussion that follows we let €2 denote either a smoothly bounded domain
Q, or the half space RY*!. If s is a non-negative integer then the s order Sobolev
space norm on functions on 2 is given by

Il = >

|af<s

o f|’

oxr®

L*(Q) '
The associated inner product is

Z / o f 8ag 4V (z)
s dxe Oxe

Here dV stands for ordinary Lebesgue volume measure.
For s a non-negative integer we define the Sobolev space W*({2) as the closure of
Cs°(2). When s € Ry we define W#5(Q2) by interpolation (see [LIM] for instance).

Moreover, for s € R, we denote by We (Q) the closure of C§°(€2) in W*(Q2). When
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s < 0 we define the negative Sobolev space W*(2) to be the dual of W* (Q) with
respect to the standard L2-pairing.

On the Euclidean space R¥*! we consider the Fourier transform defined initially
for a testing function f € C§° as

FO=Fro= [ fae

We will also consider the tangential Fourier transform of functions defined on the
half space RYTL: If f € C2(RYT!) we set

f(:zo, ') = /]RN f(xo, 2’ )e 2" dy

We denote the inverse tangential Fourier transform of a function g(xg, £’) by g(xg, z').
For any s € R the Sobolev space W*(R*1) can be defined via the Fourier trans-
form. Indeed, we set

WHRN) = {f e PN [ 1+ [6P)IF AP dE < oo,

We will also consider the Sobolev spaces W?*(b€2) defined on the boundary of our
domain, s € R. In the case Q = RY*! W*(bQ2) is just the classical Sobolev space on
RY. In the case of a smoothly bounded domain €, the Sobolev space can be defined
by fixing a smooth atlas {x;} on 09, letting ¢; be a partition of unity subordinate
to this atlas, and defining the Sobolev norm of a function f on bf2 as

1 sy = D N5 f o x5~ s @ny.
J

Of course this norm is highly non-intrinsic, but a different choice of an atlas gives
rise to an equivalent norm.

On the half space RY*!, and on a bounded domain ©, we consider the space of
g-forms with coefficients in W*. We denote such spaces by W7 (RY*!) and W;(Q)
respectively. Fix the standard basis for ¢g-forms: {dz'}, where I = (iy,...,i,) is an
increasing multi-index, i.e. 0 <4; < --- < ¢, < N. The Sobolev inner product on the
space of ¢-forms in the case s a non-negative integer is given by

O“¢r Dby
(0.0, = Slor v =3 > [TV (@),

I |al<s

where the integral is taken over all of space, i.e. either on Rf“ or on 2. In the case
of general s, for ¢ € A7, ¢ = 3; ¢rda!, we define the norm of ¢ by

6115 = > llor Il
1

Of course W* is a Hilbert space when equipped with the foregoing inner product.
(In particular, W* can be identified with its own dual in a natural way.)
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Until further notice, we use D; to denote the partial derivative in the j™ variable,
and if & = (ap, aq, ..., ay) is a multi-index then we let D denote the corresponding
differential monomial.

2. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Given the operator d,
1
d - /\q . /\q—I— ’
we think of it as a densely defined operator on the space qu of g-forms with co-

efficients in W?, both in the case of the half space RY*! and also in the case of a
smoothly bounded domain €. Let d* denote the W!-Hilbert space adjoint of d. It is
a densely defined (unbounded) operator

& Wh, — Wk

q

We shall study the boundary value problem

(dd* +d*d)¢ = o on RYT! (resp. on )
¢ € dom d* )
d¢ € dom d*

for o € W2(€2); we shall prove existence and regularity theorems, both in the case of

the half space and of a smoothly bounded domain, for ¢g-forms, ¢ = 0,1,..., N 4+ 1.

The conditions ¢, d¢ € dom d* are ultimately expressed as boundary conditions.
Our main results are the following.

Proposition 2.1. Let Q) denote a smoothly bounded domain, or the special domain
RY*!. Let ¢=0,1,...,N. Then we have

domd AT (@) = {6 e \iT (@) : Vaoli| =0},

Here V5 denotes the covariant differentiation of a form in the normal direction, and
“|” the contraction operator between a form and a vector field.

The next result shows a striking difference with the classical case. We begin with
the case of RY*!. Here, and in the rest of the paper, we denote by A’ the Laplace
operator defined on the boundary of the half space:

Na2

j=1

Proposition 2.2. Let d' denote the formal adjoint of d. Then on dom d* we have
d'=d + K,
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where K is an operator sending (q + 1)-forms to g-forms. The operator K is the
solution operator of the following boundary value problem

(—A+I)(Kp)=0 on RY™

0 / 0 N N+1
a—%(m):(—A +1) (m(a—%)) on RN = pRN+1.

Explicitly, if ¢ € ATHRYYY), ¢ = Y7211 @1 da’, then
(Ko)1" (20,€') = _\/1 + |2me/2eV IR0 gy (0, ¢).

In the case of a smoothly bounded domain we have the following:

Proposition 2.3. Let 2 be a smoothly bounded domain. Then, on dom d*,
d* =d + Kq,

where d’' is the formal adjoint of d, and Kq is an operator sending (q + 1)-forms
to g-forms. The components of K¢ are solutions of the following boundary value
problems

{( A+1(Kad); =0 onQ

0 . ;
%(KQ¢)[ =Typ|n  on b

where Ty is a second order tangential differential operator on forms (to be defined in
detail below).

At this point we fix the following notation that we will use throughout the entire
paper.
Definition 2.4. On the half space RY™ we set
G =Kd+ dK,
and for a smoothly bounded domain ) we set
Gq = Kod + dKq.
Notice that our boundary value problems become

(- A+G)p=a on RYT!
¢ € domd* , (2.1)
d¢ € dom d*

and
(—A+Gq)p=a on
¢ € domd* . (2.2)
d¢ € dom d*
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We are now ready to state our results about existence and regularity of the boundary
value problem.

THEOREM 2.5. Let s > 1/2. Let o € Wi(RY*™), suppor C {z : |z] < R}. Let
N > 4, Then there exists a unique tempered distribution ¢ solution of the boundary
value problem (P.1) such that

[@lls+2 < cllalls
where ¢ = ¢(s, R) > 0 does not depend on «, nor on ¢.
If N =23 and [a;dr =0, and if N = 1 and [2°a;dr = 0 when |3]| < 1, then
the conclusion as above still holds.

THEOREM 2.6. Consider the boundary value problem (B.2). Let s > 1/2. Then
there exists a finite dimensional subspace (the harmonic space) H, of N’(Q) and a
constant ¢ = ¢, > 0 such that if « € W?(Q) is orthogonal (in the W'-sense) to H,,
then the boundary value problem (B-3) has a unique solution ¢ orthogonal to H, such
that

[0l]s2 < cllerl]s.

Remark. If s < 1, by saying that « is orthogonal in the W!-sense we mean that
« is W*-limit of smooth forms that are orthogonal in W' to H,,.
Finally we have

THEOREM 2.7. Let Q be a smoothly bounded domain in RN*'. Let W} (Q) de-
note the 1-Sobolev space of q-forms. Then we have the strong orthogonal decompo-
sition

W, =dd"(W,) P ddWw,) P H,,

where H, is a finite dimensional subspace.
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THE PROBLEM ON THE HALF SPACE

3. THE OPERATOR d* ON 1-FOrRMS AND ITS DOMAIN

The aim of this section is to determine dom d* N A'(RY*!), and to give an explicit
expression for d*.

Easy computations show that the formal adjoint d’ of d with respect to the inner
product of W1 is the same as the formal adjoint in the classical L?-case. Therefore,
for ¢ € AGJRYTY), ¢ = SV ¢ da?, we see that

7=0
N
7=0

It is not hard to see that the specific form of d’ is independent of which order s of
Sobolev inner product we use.
Next we want to compute the Hilbert space adjoint d* of d. Recall that W/ will

be the closure of the smooth g-forms AZ(RY ™) with compact support in RY ™ with
respect to the norm

o= 3 [, 1D aV < .
+

la|<s
[T|=q

Let u € A%, ¢ € =¥, ¢;dr’ have compact support in ]Rf“ (that is, the support is
compact but not necessarily disjoint from the boundary). Then
N

<du7 ¢>S = Z<Dju7 ¢j>1

7=0

N N —

= 3% [ DiDwDig;av + [, Do(Dew)Didyav |
k=0 \j=1"R% +

The first sum inside the parentheses in the last line equals

N
~% [ .. DauD;Did; dv
j=17Ry{

since u and ¢; have compact support and the derivation is in the tangential directions
(i.e. the directions xy,...,zx). The second term in parentheses equals (with 2’ =

(x1,...,2N))

/ (Dkquo = / ~ DwuDoDrdo dx()) da’
RN zo=0 0

= — /RN DyuDy oo

dr' = [ ., DeuDoDidy dV(x).
+

zo=0
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Therefore, combining the last several lines, we find that

N N
u, o)y = S| =X [ DeD;Did; — | DyuDido|  da
k=0 j=07Ry RN 2o=0
_— N —_—
— (u,d); — / uge| A Y / _DyuDydo|  do'.
R :1,‘0:0 k)zl R :1,‘0:0

Now we can determine the domain of d* (we must do this before we can calculate the
operator d* itself). Recall that, by the definition of Hilbert space adjoint, ¢ € dom d*
if and only if there is a number c4 such that for all u € \° we have

[(du, )| < cgllulh-
Proposition 3.1. The 1-form ¢ lies in (dom d*) N ANRY ™) if and only if

DO¢O =0.

xo=0
Proof. We begin by setting
* 1 TN+1
D = domd* N /\O(Rfﬂ)
and 5
_ LN+ . N

We first show that £ C D. Let ¢ € £. We have already computed that
N

/ ™ L /

) dxr’ — kz::l /RN DyuDy.gg dx

xo=0

(du, )1 = (. d'¢)1 = [ udo

Tro=

N ¢y — ¢o) dx’.

xo=0

= <u,dl¢>1 —l—/RNU

(
20=0
Clearly the mapping

ur— (u,d'¢);
is bounded on W*(RY*1), and so

[{du, @)1| < co(l[ullpr@yeny + lulao=oll2@r) )
RYE™)

(Note that the bound here depends on ¢, but that is acceptable.) Now, recall the
standard trace theorems for Sobolev spaces (see either [LIM] or [KRT]). Then

Ul =0 < HuHWt(RfH)u

L2(RN)

for t > 1/2, and in particular for ¢ = 1. This establishes the containment & C D.




HODGE THEORY IN THE SOBOLEV TOPOLOGY 11

Next we establish that D C £. Seeking a contradiction, we suppose that ¢ € D =
dom d* NAG(RYT!) and that Dy (0,2’) is not identically zero. We may suppose that
@ is real and that

Doo(0,2") > 1 when |2'| <2
(just multiply by a suitable constant and scale).
Now set
uc(wo, 2') = (z0 + €)¥*x (o, 2'),

where y is a cutoff function with support in {|zg| < 2} x {|2/| < 2} and such that
x = 1 in the set {|zo| < 1} x {|]2'| < 1}.
We claim that there is a constant C' > 0, independent of €, such that

(4) HueHWs(RfH) <C Ve, 0 < e < ¢,

and

(i) / DoucDogo dx’ ~ i as € — 0.
R zo=0 €

Once these two facts are established, it is clear that it is not possible to find a
constant such that the mapping u — (du, ¢); is bounded on W' (RY ™), and thus
¢ cannot be in dom d*.

Fact (i7) follows since

Douc(zo, 2")

3
= (16_1/4)((0,:5') - 63/4Dox(0,:£')) :

zo=0

In order to prove (i) we need only check the size of

/ | Doue|2dV.
RYH

But
3 1

4 (zo+ €)1 X

where @, lies in Cg°(RY ™) and is uniformly bounded in e. Thus

1 1
Doucl*d < /7d !
/Rf“‘ ouddv < € 0 (wg+€)l/? T+
< C

Dou(zg,2") = (zo,2") + D (20, 2"),

independent of € as ¢ — 0. This establishes (). O
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The operators I and d*. Our next task is to determine the explicit expression
for the operator d*. We will learn that, contrary to the classical case, the operator
d* when restricted to dom (d*) N A' does not coincide with d’. Once we have the
expression for d* then we are in a position to formulate the boundary value problem
in the case ¢ = 1. The fundamental calculation is this:

Proposition 3.2. If ¢ € domd* N ALRYH), ¢ = >N ¢;da?, then
d*¢ _ —dngb +/ i (e—\/1+47r2£’2x0) g/b?)(O, 5/)627ri:c’-§’ df’
RN 8250

Proof. We need to determine the operator d* that satisfies

(df, 9)1 = (f,d"¢)1.

The spirit of the calculation that follows is to rewrite the expressions that involve the
inner product (-, - ), in terms of expressions that involve only the L? inner product.
Now

N 8f N 82f W
<df ¢ /N+1 ¢] dv + /N“ Z 8$]a$k 8—552 v
(paétS) (f, _div ¢>1 — /RN f(O,x’)de/

/ al 0? /
+/]RN f(O,fL’)kgl a—x%QSQ(O,[L’)dZL’

Of course we have used the boundary condition that occurs in our characterization
of dom d*.
Next we write

d'¢ =—diveo + u,

and we wish to determine the explicit expression for u = K¢, i.e. the formula for the
operator K mapping 1-forms into functions, such that d* = d’ + K. Then we have

(df,o) = (f,—divo) + (f,up
_ (f,—div¢>1+/NH fadv

—/NHfAudV L1 Ox)d

Here we have integrated by parts.



HODGE THEORY IN THE SOBOLEV TOPOLOGY 13

Comparing the two last calculations we see that the function u must satisfy the
following equation:

- N 52
= L SO0+ [ 10,2937 55 00(0,2) d

RN = Ox

- e NN
__AﬁﬂfudV—:éﬁHfAudV—:émeﬂﬁgaﬁQx)dx,

This equality must hold for all f € C$°(RY ™). By choosing functions supported away
from the boundary we obtain a differential equation on RY™!; inserting this in the
equation above gives rise to a boundary condition. Thus the function u € Wl(]Rf +1)
must be a solution of the following boundary value problem:

—ANu+u=0 oan“

0 , .

5;&)=-A¢Mkﬂﬁﬁk)mﬂ%xRN
0

Using the partial Fourier transform with respect to 2/, we find that the equation
Au — u = 0 becomes

aa—;gﬂ(xmf/) — (1 + |27€'|P)t(x0, &) = 0, with @ € L*(RY*).
For fixed &', this is an ordinary differential equation in zy whose solution is
(o, &) = a(¢')eV TP | () eV THRrE P,
Since @ € L*(RY™), it must be that a(¢’) = 0. Thus
i(wo, £') = b(&)e~V/1H2mE Pao (3.1)

and the solution to the above boundary value problem is

ICQS(ZEOa Zlf/) - / b(gl)e_\/mxoe%rif’m’ dé-/

RN

Now we determine b(¢’) in such a way that the boundary conditions are satisfied. We

compute the derivative of (o, €), as given by (B-1]), with respect to zy, and evaluate
at ro = 0. We find that

b(E)1 + |2m€'[2 = — |21 Pho(0,€") — d0(0,€),

b(€') = —\/1 + 27200 (0, €).

that is,
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Therefore the Hilbert space adjoint of d (and this has been the main point of these
calculations) is

¢ = —dive+ K¢
= — d1V¢ — /RN \/1 + ‘27T£/‘2€—\/1+|27T§"2mo$8(07 5/)627ri5’-m’ dz’

= —dive+ <Km0 * (0, - )) (2);
here the convolution is in R with respect to the variable 2/, and
Koy (2') = <8i6_ v 1+|2”5/|2x°>v (z')
Zo

is the convolution kernel. O

At this point, following the classical methodology of Hodge theory, we want to
study the problem (B7)):

(dd* + d*d)u = f
u, du € dom d*

According to our calculations this problem becomes

—Audt | <i€_ szgl%()) %(0, 2)e*™ ' dy’ = f on RN
R

82 8250 i) )
- N — N 3.2
8x%u(0’ ') =0 on R (3.2)

At the conclusion of these calculations we want to remark that the boundary value
problems that appear in the case of higher degree forms is treated in Section f.
Recall, from Definition R.4, that

Gu(xg,2') = K <%> (xo,2")
8250

_ i —+/ 1+]2m¢" 220 @ N 2mig’ -’
= /RN <8:c06 B0 (0,2")e dx. (3.3)

Now we define K by setting K = K o, where v = =, denotes the standard trace
operator of restriction to the boundary.

Notice that the kernel K, (&) is —\/1 + |27T§,|26_\/1+|27T§/|21’0, and thus is quite
similar to the normal derivative of the Fourier transform of the Poisson kernel. But
actually the operator K is more regular than the Poisson integral itself. The higher
degree of regularity of K is seen immediately by noticing that the symbol of the
convolution kernel K, , that is —\/1 + |27T§/|26_\/1+|27T§,|2w0, is smooth in ¢ for all

¢'. We record here a few simple properties of the operators K and G. We denote by
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S(RM) the space of Schwartz functions on RV, and by S(RY ™) the space of restriction
to RY*T! of Schwartz functions on RYN*!. We have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3. We have that
K:SRY) — S(RY)

continuously. Moreover

I% . Wr+1/2(RN) N WT(Ri\_f—i_l),
continuously for r > 0. In addition,

G WHRN — (R,
and -

G : SRYT) — SEYT),

continuously.

Proof. Recall that G = K oy o (8/dx), so it suffices to prove the corresponding

statements for K.
Let v € WT+Y/2(RY). Then

Koo, €) = —/1+ |27/ 2e~VHEE Py,

It suffices to consider the case r an integer, and use interpolation to obtain the general
case. For r € N we have

2

i i | ICU
2 / /
||KU||WT-(R§+1) < Z/NH |§| 8% (:50,5) d¢ dxg
= C/RNﬂ(l + |2 o) Pem VIR dag dg!
+
<

¢ [ (IRl de
RN
< C||UH%VT+1/2(RN).

To show that K is continuous between the (two different) Schwartz spaces, we notice
that

g 0
1’6(277'5/) ox zag/alcv(x(%g)
< fa6 I famg ) B el ViR Pog ()

< c{Sup ") } sup(1+ [2n€'|) 1o (¢,

2020 €]

which is finite for v € S(RY). 0O
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We conclude this section with some remarks.
REMARK 3.4. We have that
—¢o = o(d', dxg) ¢,
where o(d', dzg) is the symbol of d’ in the normal direction. With this notation,

(du, )1 = (w, ) + [ (w,0(d, dag)g) do,

where bRV is the boundary of the half space.

Indeed, using the standard definition (see, for instance, [KRI]|) of symbol, we select
a testing function p such that p(0,2') = 0 and dp = dz (for instance, p(x) = xq
locally will do). Then

o(d, dry) = d(po)

x=(0,z")
N

= —>_ Dj(p¢;)
=0

= —¢o.
Thus we may write, for ¢ = 3, ¢1 dz’,

(du, @)1 = (u,d'¢), + /b b0 dw)o) da’

zo=0

In the next Proposition we describe the domain of d* in the topology of W#(RY ™)
in case s € N. Essentially the same computations as in the case s = 1 prove the
following result.

Proposition 3.5. Denote by d* the Hilbert space adjoint of d in the topology of
W(RY) for s =1,2,.... Let ¢ € Ay(RY™). Then ¢ lies in (domd*) N A'(RY™)
if and only if

as

= = 0.
ox

zo=0

Do

Po

zo=0
Proof. We only indicate the changes in the proof for the case s = 1. We have that
(du, 8)s = (u, d'd) Z 3 / <., DD uDIDY gy do’.
J=0|o/|<s—j R

Clearly the mapping
u— (u,d )
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is bounded on W*(RY ™). Then, using the trace theorem, we want to show that for
any j, 0 <j <s—1,and |o/| < s — j, the mapping

wr— I = / DiDw DD g di’
bRE T
is bounded in the W*(RY ™) norm. This establishes the containment £ C D.
In order to establish that D C &, suppose that ¢ € D = domd* N Aj(RY*!) and
that

S

Déo(0,2") = ot

¢0(0, ZL’I)

is not identically zero. Setting

3/4

uc(zo, ') = 25 (20 + €)**x (20, ),

and arguing as before, it is easy to see that

(1) ||ue||ws(Rf+1) <C Ve, 0 <e<e

and

(i1) ;}aléﬁ /R y DD u DD ¢, - da' ~ 61% as € — 0.

These two facts show that ¢ cannot be in dom d*. O

Finally, we also would like to observe that the boundary value problems (B.1) and
(2.3) are in fact pseudodifferential boundary value problems. This kind of boundary
value problems has been studied by several authors (see [BDM3], [ESK], [GRU], and
[RESQ]), as we indicate in the next section.

4. BOUTET DE MONVEL-TYPE ANALYSIS OF THE BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEM

The boundary value problems (B.1]) and (R.J) can be seen as an instance of a very
general theory developed by Boutet de Monvel and several other authors. In this
section we give a short summary of this theory and of its applications to our problem.
Such a general approach mainly produces results of local character in which the data
are often assumed to be more regular then we can afford. This is why we actually
choose a different, and more direct, approach to solving our boundary value problems.

For maximum generality, let {2 be either a smoothly bounded domain in R¥*! or
a half space in RV*!. Define A to be the system

P 0 N o P T

The components of this formula are as follows:
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1) The numbers M, M’ are non-negative integers, C5°(bQ)™ is the Cartesian prod-
uct of M copies of C§°(bQ2), and C>®(b2)™" is the Cartesian product of M’copies of
C=(092);

2) The operator Py, is a pseudodifferential operator taking functions defined on 2
into functions defined on 2. [For more on pseudodifferential operators, see [KRI].]
We will require P, to have the “transmission property” (to be defined below);

3) The operator G is a “singular Green operator.” It is defined on functions on §2,
taking values in the set of functions defined on 2;

4) The operator K is a “Poisson operator”. It takes (M-tuples of) functions on
the boundary to functions on the domain;

5) The operator T is a “trace operator”. Let -y, be the classical trace operator of
order /,

oty

7
ox 20=0

C&(Q) — C(b0).
By definition, a trace operator 7" is the composition of a pseudodifferential operator
S’ on the boundary and some restriction operator 7,: T'= 5" 0 7.
6) The operator S (to repeat) is a pseudodifferential operator on the boundary.
Notice that our problem

(- A4+G)u=f on Ryt
@(O 2)=0 on {0} xRV~
L
is a special case of the above setup, with M = 0, M’ = 1. We would take K = 0,
S = 0 and consider
| Pa+G )\ o C>(Q)
A—( T ).CO(Q)»—><COO(bQ)>.

We shall construct a parametrix R for this operator which will have the form

R=(Q K): ( gogf(% ) ().

Note here that M =1 and M’ = 0.
The classical boundary value problems (such as the Dirichlet or Neumann prob-
lems) have the form

A= (R )sorm— (e )

where D is a differential operator and M’ is the number of boundary conditions.
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Definition 4.1. A pseudodifferential operator P of order d, defined on RV*! is said
to have the transmission property on € if the mapping

u+—s RPEu ™ Pau

maps WW*(Q) continuously to W*~4(Q) for all s > —1/2. Here E is the operator
given by extending a function on Q to all of RY by setting it equal to zero on the
complement. Also R is the operator of restriction to 2.

For our purposes, it is enough to note that any partial differential operator with
smooth coefficients has the transmission property. This follows by inspection.

Definition 4.2. A Poisson operator K of order d is an operator defined by the
formula

(Kv)(ao.a') = [ e (e, a’, €)0(€) dS
R
where the symbol k satisfies the estimates for |¢/| > 1 given by

/ > 1/2)(d—1/2—0—0' — |

/ /12
L) < () (1+ ¢

Here c(2') is a continuous function on RY that depends on ¢, ¢, o, 5.

One can show that a Poisson operator K of order d is continuous as a mapping from
W (RN to Wi TTV2(RYTY). By W () we mean those elements of W*(RY)

comp oc comp
with compact support in €.
It is a standard fact that the Poisson integral for the upper half space is a Poisson

operator, according to the above definition, of order 0; that is it maps Wg (R")
(where RN = ORN+1) to W T/ (RYF).

Definition 4.3. A trace operator of order d € R and of class r € N is an operator

of the form
Tu= ( Z S[}/Z)Uw

0<t<r—1
where v, is the standard trace operator of order ¢ and each S is a pseudodifferential
operator on RY of order d — /.

The notion of “class” is a natural artifact of dealing with restriction operators in
the context of Sobolev spaces. Recall that the classical restriction theorems sending
elements of W*(RY*!) to elements of W*~1/2(RY) are only valid when s > 1/2. The
idea of class addresses the necessary lower bound for s in theorems such as this.

Definition 4.4. A singular Green operator of order d € R and class r € N is an
operator of the form

G = Z Kffyfv

0<e<r—1
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where each K, is a Poisson operator of order d — ¢ and each ~, is a standard trace
operator of order /.

It can be shown that a singular Green operator of order d and class 7 is a continuous
operator

Gt WpRYT) — Wi (R

comp loc

as long as s > r —1/2.

Definition 4.5. Let A be a system as in ([L.I). We define the associated boundary
system by

t(a", Do, &) s(@',¢')

Notice that, in this definition, we fix 2/, ¢’ € RY, and the symbol pg of Py is taken
at the point (0,2') € bRY ™. Finally, all the operators in the display act only in the
Dy slot.

Further observe that

pQ(07 xlv D07 é-/) + g(xlu D07 £/> : S(E) — S(Rf—i_l)

A = < pQ(Oax/>DO>€/) _I_g(x/aDOag,) k(l'/aDmf/) ) )

and that
k(a', Do, €):C — SRY™)
a — ak(2',x,&).
Furthermore, the boundary symbol operator of a trace operator is an operator

t(@', Do, hu=">_ sia',)veu

0<i<r—1

that maps S(R,) into C.
A system of the type ([.) is called elliptic if there exists a second system R of

type (1)) such that
RA+1 and AR+ 1

are negligible operators; here “negligible” means that all terms in the system send
distributions with compact support into C'*° functions. In the case of the half space

this definition must be considered as “local”, that is fixing a compact set in Rf 1
Now we have

THEOREM 4.6 ([BDM3, Theorem 5.1]). A system a of type ([])) is elliptic if and
only if both its boundary and its interior symbols are invertible.

In the case of (£.]),
[ —A+G
= (057),
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where T % (I — A')=Y/2~,. Then we return to our analysis of the problem

_ _ N+1
{ Au+Gu=f onR} (4.9)

Tu=0 on {0} x RY

Here, for convenience, we have replaced our usual boundary operator (92 /0z2) with
the (equivalent) operator T

Our aim is to show that this is a pseudodifferential boundary value problem of
type ([£1)) and to apply Theorem [[.§ to our system.

First observe that —/A\, being a partial differential operator of order 2 with smooth
coefficients, certainly possesses the transmission property.

Next, let us analyze GG. Recall that G = K, where K has symbol

Kxo(g) = ]f(:L’O, \/1 + |2ﬂ.£/|2€ \/1~H27r§/‘2x0
In order to see that G is a singular Green operator, we need to estimate

I o 2
605 Dgk(- ), )
o

2
o Z/ 1 :
:/ ISD?, [(— 1 +47T2|€’|2) + o= 1+4n2|¢ 2960}
0

The calculations made in Proposition showed that K has order 1. In fact K is
essentially a single derivative of the Poisson operator (which has order zero) so the
assertion is plausible. It follows that

order (G) = order (K) + order (y,) = 2

dl’o

and
class (G) = order (y1) + 1 = 2.
Next we observe that T is a trace operator of order 1 and class 3. Indeed, T dof
(I — A")~Y2+, so that

order (T) = order (I — A)™V2 +order (15) = =1 +2 =1
and
class (T') = order (7) + 1 = 3.

The interior symbol of this system is just the symbol of —/\ which is plainly
invertible. The boundary symbol is

27| — 2 %e—\/mxo ) o S(ED)
( (2 (1):‘5<| 2)-1/2,, >7 ) tS(Ry) — < 5 )
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The demand that this system be invertible means that the pseudodifferential system
0 Todr2 e 2
U”(SL’Q) . <a—€_ 1+472|¢ |2m0> U/(O) . |27T§/|2U($0) — w on R
Lo
(1+ [27¢]?) 20" (0) = @

has one and only one solution v € S(R,) for all ¥ € S(R;) and o € C and for
|€'] > ¢ > 0 fixed.
Straightforward and unenlightening calculations now prove the following result.

Proposition 4.7. For ['| > ¢ > 0 fixed, the preceding system of equations has a
unique solution for every choice of (¢, ) € S(R;) x C.

As a consequence we have:

THEOREM 4.8. Consider the boundary value problem given by [{.2):

(- A4+G)u=f onRYH
Tu=g on {0} x RV’

Let s > 5/2, and suppose that supp f, suppg C B(0, R), for some R > 0. More-

over, let n € CP(RY™). Then there exists a finite dimensional subspace L of
We RV x W V2(RN) such that if (f,g) € L+ then the problem (#3) has

comp comp
a unique solution u satisfying

||77u||ws+2(Rf+1) < C(Hf”ws(Rf“) + ||g||WS*1/2(RN))-

The constant C' in the above estimate depends on R, s, the test function 1, and on
the spatial dimension N.

Our aim is to refine this theorem in order to allow s > 1/2 (instead of s > 5/2)
and to be more precise about the local-global aspects of the problem. Moreover,
we do so by determining the solution explicitly, and by describing the compatibility
conditions.

5. THE EXPLICIT SOLUTION IN THE CASE OF FUNCTIONS

Our goal in the present section is to prove theorems about existence and regularity
of the solution of the boundary value problem. We shall determine the solution of
our boundary value problem explicitly. This will allow us to give precise estimates.

Thus we concentrate on the problem

—ANu+Gu=f on RY*!

a—xg(o, ) =0 on R
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for u € Wr(RY*), where > 5/2. Notice that we need this limitation on  in order
to guarantee that 92u/0z3(0,-) makes sense and belongs to L?(RY) (at least). Here,
for o > 0 and ¢’ € RY, we have

Gian,€) = —/1+ g e VPR 2L (0, 1),

Recall that we write @(£’) to denote the partial Fourier transform of w in RY, with
respect to the x’-variables.
For greater flexibility we will solve the boundary value problem

—ANu+Gu=f on RY*!
a—xg(o, ) =h on R

In what follows we shall denote by G the classical Green’s function for the Laplacian
on RY™; also P denotes the standard Poisson operator on RY ™. Recall (see [GAR])
that, for N > 2,

G(z,y) =

1 [ 1
N-1)/2
(N — 1)C<JN+1 ((xO _ y0)2 + |LL’/ _ y/‘2)( )/

: ]
- (N=1)/2 |°
((1’0 +yo)? + |2’ — y’|2)

where wy,1 denotes the surface measure of the N-dimensional unit sphere in RV*1.
If N =1 then

(To + y0)* + (1 — y1)?
G(x,y) = l .
(@9) = 27 (Io —90)? + (21 — y1)?
Notice that

— 1
gf(xmg/) 2 |27T£/|

( i2mg/oo—vol _ o—[2n€'|(@o--v0) )f(yo,ﬁ’) dyo.

Moreover, we shall adopt the following notation:

1+ 272 + [27€'| /1 + |27€|?
1+ 22m¢'2 + |2mE'|\/1 + |27E'|?

27| + /1 + |27€? } ! )
== m .
1+ 22ne? + [20€ 1+ 202 L+ [20E2 (5.5)

We now construct the solution to the boundary value problem explicitly.

and

/ j—

mg(
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Proposition 5.1. Ifu is a solution of the boundary value problem (p.4) in W" (R} ™)
with r > 5/2, then w is given by the following formula

u@mf)zzgﬂmﬂ#+g( e~V oy, (61

‘2775 ‘ / e~ 12m¢ Iyof yO 5 )dyo _ (g) f(O, 5/)] p2mix' ¢ d£/>

7:( h(€) + (0,€) )
1+2\27T£ |2+ |27€'|\/1 + |2mE"|2

+P < o §| +/ e~ 12w gy, )) (5.6)

Proof. Our first task is to reduce the order of the operator appearing in the boundary
condition by using the equation on the domain. Thus the problem (f.9) is equivalent
to

—Au+Gu=f on RY*!
— AN u(0,-) = f(0,-) + h — Gu(0,-) on RN

for u € Wr(RY*) with r > 5/2, where A/ & X, 0%/0x%. The problem (5-2) can

be rewritten as

{ A u(zo, 2') = Flao, ') on RY+1
(0,2") = g(a') on RV

(again for u € W(RY™), r > 5/2) where we have set

A / 112,—4/1 |27r§’|2m0@ N 2mix’-& gt
F(l’o,x)—f(xo,x)—F/RN\/1—|—|27T£|26 Vit aIO(O,g)e d¢’, 5
and
o(a) = N1+ 0.9)(0) + &7 ((VT+ re 0.0) 0.4)), -

with N being the Newtonian potential in RY. By the classical theory we then obtain
that the solution we seek can be written as

uwo.a) = [, Gaon)F@)dy+ [ Pula'y)o(v) dy
= (GF)(zo,2") + Pg(xo, 2").

Here P,, denote the Poisson kernel in RY. Now we need to isolate u on the left hand
side (note that F', g are defined in terms of u). In order to do this we compute the



HODGE THEORY IN THE SOBOLEV TOPOLOGY 25

derivative with respect to xg of the above equation, take the partial Fourier transform,
and evaluate at o = 0. Using definitions (5.7) and (B.§) we have

- |G+ (@)
20=0 N 81’0 8:1:0 20=0
— [T PPy dyo - 120 13(6)
= [T ern By, &) dyo — [20€13(6)
+0o0 , o
:/0 e_‘2“5|y°f(y0,§')dy0
VIFreP + g0.6) [ e VIR gy
0
he)  f(0,¢) \/1+|27T§/|2(8ﬂ/8$0)(075,)]

20
81’0

—[27¢]]

27’2 [2mg]? |2mg’|?

_ +oo —27€'yo £ / N il(gl) B .]E(O?g,)
= b dn - g~ org

JI+ire 14 ]2neP? ,
(0,€").
J1+ 2782 + [27€| |2m¢’| 8 o

Hence

KARONCY P e Ll
Oxg ,/1+|27r§f|2+|27r5f| |2m¢!|
he)  f0,€)

_/ —|2n¢’ \yof y S)dyo |27T£/| _ ‘27T£/| :

that is,

du n o__ / / oo —27€'\yo £ / . il(gl) _ .]E(ng,)
S (0.€) = lanea(€) { [ e € - ok - T, -

Now we have the expression for du/dxy at o = 0. Notice that, for ¢ > 0,

ou
0.

C (I lyesra@sny + Ihllwe-sem ).
WRN) "
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so that our calculations make sense so far. Substituting equation (b.9) into (5.7) and

(B-§), and recalling that m; = /1 + |27&'|>my, we find that
F(xo,2") = f(z0,2")

712 +oo / R ! iL / f Y /
+ /RN |2ﬂ_£/|m1(£/)e—\/1+|2ﬂ§| (‘/0 e—\27r5 ‘?JOf(yO’g ) dy(] - |2Ef€?| - f|(21:;)_§,§| )>7

and

g(@') = N(h+ £(0,"))

/ / too & lyo £ / }Al(g/) f(o,f/) -
—%ﬁJ((nn({)Dw§|{A e o &) dyo = o = e ) )
= N(h+ £(0,)) +N<(I27r€’|m1(§’) / emen fy, ¢) dyo)v>

(i + maf0.0) )

Finally,
u(wo,2') = GF(xo,2") +Pg(a’)
= Gfan.a') + G ([, VI om €)

‘277-5 ‘/ —|27r§ |y0f yO £)dyo . (g/) JE( ’§/>] e27riac’-§’ d£/>

P ( he) + £(0.€) )
1+ 22m¢'2 + |2mE'|\/1 + |27E'|?

/ +OO ~ ’ ~
+P<pfﬂ/ ﬂ%fk*ﬂwwg. (5.10)
This gives the explicit expression for the solution wu. O

The a priori Estimate. In this part we are going to prove the a priori estimate
for the solution u; then we will turn to the question of existence. Now we need the
following two lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. There exists a constant ¢ such that, for |o| =2, and t > 0,
||Dagw||wt(Rf+1) < C||w||wt(Rﬁ+1)~

Proof. For a function w defined on Rf +1 let woqq denote the odd extension (in the
xo variable) to RV ™! and My, the Newtonian potential in R¥*!. Let F denote the
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Fourier transform in RY*!, Observe that

(Gw)oaa = Ny +1Woad,

so that we have

F (51 ) (6) = S5 F o ©),

and the estimate for t = 0 follows. When ¢ = 1,2, ... notice that, for € RY™,

<a2<gw>>0dd(z) — —w— NGu(x).

P
0x§

Then it suffices to consider the case when the derivative is of degree at most 1 in
the xg-direction. This takes care of the fact that wy,qq is not differentiable in the
xo-direction. Now the estimate follows easily for ¢ an integer. Interpolation gives the
result for all ¢ > 0. O

The proof of the next lemma is easy:

Lemma 5.3. Let w be defined on RY, |a| = 2, and t > 0. Then there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that

||Da7>w]|12w(Rf+1) < C/RN 27€'[B(1 + [2m€') 2 (€1) | dE'.

THEOREM 5.4. Let f € W*(RY ™), with s > 1/2. If the boundary value problem
(6-3) admits the solution u given by Proposition p.1, then it satisfies the estimate

Jallyesaqeyony < C {1 lpequysny + Wbllwe-va + lalhysayon | - -
5.11

Proof. In order to obtain a priori estimates we use the following standard fact (see
[CIM] Theorem 9.7). If s > 0, then

olely
oz

|af=2

HUHWM(M“) sc ( >

+ [y ey | -
— (®RYH)
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Now recall the expression for the solution given by (b.10)

u(xo,2’) = Gf(xo,2")+G (/RN e~V IHRTE Propy, (/)
x [lome| [ e fyo, ) dy — (€ — F(0,€)] 27 ag)

7»( hE) + f(0.€) )
1+ 2127€' |2 + 27| /1 + |27E|?

580 e

= Gf+Gfi+Pg1+ Pgo.
It follows that

g f
[ullyysragrery < cllullyrgnery + ¢ Z <’ o
e A X waRY )
ololg lelp olelp
! H 9 = +| H
x WS(Rerl) X WS(Rf+1) X Ws(RﬁJrl)

Lemma implies that, for |a| = 2,
||Dagf||wt(Rf+1) < C||f||wt(Rf+1),

and
||Do‘gf1||wt(Rf+1) < CHleWt(RfH) ’

Notice that f; = K(hy), where
() = ma(¢) [12m€] [ e f(yo, &) dyo - hiE) - F(0,6)]
Then, for s > 1/2,

Illws@yery < cllhllwsrrzgs)

) C{/RN(l HIER ()

. 2 1/2
e 2m€ (o, &) dyo — h(E) — F(0,€) ds'}

: (||h||Wsm(RN> 150, Ylemssagey + 1 ey

(I llpevesy + Al 2@

IN

IA
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Hence it suffices to consider the W*(RY*!) norm of any second derivative of Pg;
and Pgy. For s > 1/2, by Lemma p.3 we have

HDQP< hE) + £(0,€) )

1+ 2[2m¢'[2 + |27€/|\/1 + 278 |2
. . 1/2

C {AN |27T§’|3(1 —+ |27T§,|2)S_2(|h(§,)|2 + |f(0>€/)|2) d{’}

< IS ez + Dl }

< I sy IRllwsrom)

we(RY )

IN

Moreover, recalling the definition of m;(§’) (see (p-4)), we have

~

HDC“P (T;T(éﬁ Om fyo, €)e12m€ lvo dyo>

‘WS(M“)

9 1/2
dg’}

oo ,
< o { L 127 (1 + 2w 1) | F . €)e e ay,

1
2
0 1/2

< C{/RN(l + |27T£/|2)s /0+ |f(y0,§/)|2dy0 dg/}

= C”f”ws(]gf“)-

This proves the a priori estimate. O

The existence Theorem. Now we turn to the existence statement. If we prove that

the function u defined by (B-10) belongs to W*!(RY™!) then, by the estimate (5-11),
the equation (f.10) defines the unique solution of the boundary value problem. The
solution belongs to W7"(RY ™) with r > 5/2.

THEOREM 5.5. If f € W*n LYRY*Y), with s > 1/2, then the boundary value
problem (p.1) has a unique solution wu, and this satisfies

Julhyeraqysny < C {1y + 1l + Il |
if N>4. If N =2,3 and f satisfies
[ fwydz =, f € L\(|x]dz, RY ),
then there exists a unique solution u that satisfies the estimate

HUHWM(M“) <C {Hf”ws(Rf“) + Hf||L1(|:c|d:c,Rf+1) + ||h||W51/2(RN)} .
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If N =1, we assume that f is such that
/f(x) dr =0, /xif(a:) dr=0,i=0,1 fe L'(|jz]dz,R?).
Then there exists a unique solution u such that
Jallyesaqeyony < € {1 pequysny 1Al sqapan, + Bl |
Proof. By Theorem [.4 it suffices to show that
[l gvery < C{HfHWs(Rf“) I @y + ||h||W51/2(RN)} ;

when N > 4, or the corresponding estimate when N = 1, 2,3, with f satisfying the
stated conditions. Notice that

ou
825‘2'

[ellyr ey < llull o gevery +Z
=0

L@y
Recall that (B.10) gives the function u as
u=Gf+Gfi+Pg+ Pgs.

We calculate the partial Fourier transform of u using the fact that

[Note here that " and " do not cancel, since the Green’s potential G occurs in between
the two operations. Reference line (5.3).] We obtain

’&(ZEO,f’) = é?(xo,é“’) —|—g/\fl(;p0,€’) _|_75§1(I0’§,) +7552(:L'0,€/)
- é?(l’o, £/> +m (5/) |:€_|27T§,|m0 — e_mxo

<[l [ e o €)oo i) - F0.6)]
L “2el (B¢ + £(0,€))
1+ 22m¢'2 + |2mE'|\/1 + |27E'|?

el m g/ +o0o _|9xe! A
+e el OI;T(&’I)/O e P £ (yo, &) dyo -
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Moreover,

94 o
<8—x0> (z0,€) = <—gf> (z0,€)

+m1(€/) |:\/1 —+ |27T§,|26_\/1+‘27r5'\2x0 _ |27T§’|e—27r§'x0}

<izne) [ e ) - i) - F0.6)
[2m¢'|e~ 210 (R(&) + £(0,€)))

1 22me? + [2m€'[\/1 + 272

, +oo _|one! A
e l2me |xom1(§r)/0 o127 w0 fyo e dy, .

Then ||u||W1(RN+1 will be estimated once we estimate ||@/| . @Y1 |t
and ||(Ou/0x0)"| 12 @Y1

We begin by studying the terms that arise from Gf. We extend f to all of RV+!
as an odd function fyqq of x¢ as we did in the proof of Lemma p.3. We obtain

L2(RY )’

1G £ 1| 2y = F (N foaa)

o

L2 (]RN‘H)

and

Gf -F foad

w

Case N > 4. We have

O L2RYHY) \/7 H

LQ(RN+1)

||gf||L2(Rf+1) = C- ||F(NN+1fodd)||L2(RN+1)

Fhoaa©2 " |F foaa©? "2
- C{/I27r§|>1 |27 |* dg} +C{/27f€<1 |27 dg}

1/2
c {HfHLZ(RNH) + </|27T§|<1 2|~ d§> sup |-Ffodd(£)‘}

EERN+L

A

IA

IN

C{||f||L2(RN+1) + ||.f||L1(]RN+1)} .
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Moreover,
9 1/2
Hag.f < {/ |~F.fodd(§)| dg}
Ox; 2N+ RNHL 27|

IN

|F foaal©F " IF foaa©F "
C{/zwm 2ne? dg} “{/ma» 2reP df}

I f ey + 1 Fll e -

IA

Now writing @(zo, &) = G f(zo, &) + B(zo, &), i.e. setting

B=Gf+Pg +Pg, (5.12)

we must estimate the terms || B[ RY 1))
We have

R+ , and || (8/83:0)BHL2(RN+1

400 1/2
Bl < o [ [ B0 6P|

1/2
+c{/27r£>1/ Blxo, €[ dag dg} .

We begin by estimating the integral on the set where |[27¢’| < 1. Notice that, if
N >4, then

Bao, €)] < c{e-'%f"%m(s') _f0.e)

1
1+ 22782 + 278! |1 + 272

}

< O3 e (h(e) + flyo, &) 127E | + i e /+oo|f( &)ld
< Yo, 2re] o Yo, Yo -

’ +oo , A
+ €—|27r§ |xo|2ﬂ_£/|—1 /0 e—\27r§ \ygf(yo’gl)dyo

From this, the restriction theorem, and the fact that

+
L o€l < [ 1502l dyy = 17y
0 (5.13)
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we obtain that

{/27r5'<1/ B(xo,€ | diro d¢! }1/2

1 o 1/2
< {4 170wy + ([, e ([ 1Fom )l am)"ae') |

<1 |27’ |3
< C{lInll2@m) + I sy + 1l }-
To study the integral for |27¢’| > 1 we first notice that

“+oo ’ 112 2
/0 <6—|27T§ lzo _ e_mx°> drg = <2|27T€/|(|27T€/| + m)3>
=0(2rg'|7h)  as|¢| — .

Using this fact, Schwarz’s inequality, and the restriction theorem, we see that the
integral we want to estimate is less than or equal to a constant times

/ — |27T§,|/+OO e~ f(yo, € dy,
2mer|>1 |2mE! |4 0 ’

C{(/z oo [ 1€ dudg’)” +||h||Lz<RN>+r|f<o,~>r|Lz<RN>}

g1 |27

-1

2

1/2
+|R(E)P + |f<0,f’>|2] ds'}

IA

IN

{11 Fllisqasny + 1Al 2wy}
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In the same way we obtain that

S

L2(Rﬁ+1)

+o0 1/2
{ [ [ re B €)1 dyo d&'}
[27€’[<1 /0

+o0 1/2
21’ || B |2 /
+{/|27r£’|21/0 278171 B (0, &) dyodf}

IN

1/2
< C{Hf(07 IMez@yy + |l L2@yy + </27r£,|<1 |2mg’| ™ df/> £l 2 ey
oo A 2 1/2
+</ / e Pl f(yo, &) dyo d€’>
j2re’|>1 | Jo

N2+ [0, N\
(g e

< C{Hf“Ws(Rf“) + ||fHL1(Rf+1) + HhHL2(RN)} 3

by the Schwarz inequality and the restriction theorem.
In order to estimate [|0B/0zo||;» (®Y+1) we observe that

00 / ; 2
2/ (12m¢’|e~ 2770 — /1 4 |2/ 26 VIFRTEPa0)® g
0

= ([2r¢'| + /1 + [27¢']2) 7 = O(|2n¢| %)

as |¢'| = oco. Using this fact and (F.13) we see that

00 1/2 - 1/2
’ g—z {/'2”f'<1 /0+ o dg’} " {/27r5'>1 /0+ 4o dg’}
< c{(/RN fo.orag) + ([ lherag)”
+ </|27r§’|S1 ‘277'5/‘_1 d§/> - ||fHL1(Rf+1)

( [ . leng
|2m¢’|>1

< C{Hf”wﬂmgf“) + ||fHL1(Rf+1) + HhHL2(RN)}-

This concludes the estimate in the case N > 4.

L2RY*Y

+oo , ~ ,
/0 e 127 f (o, &) dyo

9 1/2
dg') }
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Case N < 4. Now we must consider the lower dimensional cases. Again, we first
estimate G f:

1/2
1902wy = {/27r5<1 \27@\4' fual P A o |27r£'\4| Joaalé )M}

1/2
< o3[, R RO )+ e |
|2m€|<1

If N < 4 then we need some conditions on f. Assume that fRf+1 f(z)dz = 0. Then
F foaa(0) =0, and if N = 2,3 then

1/2
</27r§<1 |27T§|4| Joaa(§ )‘2d£>

_ (/ 1 |Ffoaa(&) = F foaa(0)|? d£>1/2
j2me<1 [27E | 2m& |2

1/2
< ([ l2rede) s e
[2m€|<1

EeRN
<cf o I8l 1 (@) o
If N =1 we need even stronger conditions (because the logarithmic potential is

poorly behaved at infinity), that is F foqqa(0) = 0, and grad(F foaq)(0) = 0, corre-
sponding to

(@) dz = 0; / vif(r)dr =0, i=1,2 / 2 |2f () dz < oo.
R2 R2 R2

Then, for N =1,

1671k < {1y + [, o) o}

The estimate for B has to be modified only in the part relative to the set where
|2m¢| < 1:

1/2
Bl < ([ | BRI} + ey + s

2}1/2

IN

{1 + Dl

3| [T ome!
+/ 2mg!| Fyo, &)e 1o qy,
|2me’| <1 0
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With the above assumption we can estimate the last integral with

[ et [ i)t
’7"' —_—
j2mgr|<1 o oI 2y, "

~

o f(yo, &) — f(0,0)
+), 2

2 1/2
m dg'} <c [ lelf) d.

+

if N =2 3. If N =1 the estimate follows in a similar fashion. O

6. ANALYSIS OF THE PROBLEM ON THE HALF SPACE FOR ¢-FORMS

In this section we consider the space of ¢-forms, ¢ > 1, with coefficients in
Wl(]RfH). Throughout this section, we denote this space of forms by A?, that
is, we do not write explicitly the index for the Sobolev space W*(RY ™), this being
fixed once and for all.

On the space A? we select the basis {dz’}, where I = (i1,...4,) is a strictly
increasing multi-index. For a ¢-form ¢,

= ¢rda’
I
we have that
dp = ZDjQSIdxj A daxt
T
= X (Z quﬁzeﬁ) da™,

K \I,j

where K has ¢ + 1 entries, and

x )0 if K # jI as sets
ST\ £1 if K =3I as sets

and the sign is chosen according to the sign of the permutation that puts jI in
increasing order.

Lemma 6.1. The formal adjoint d’ of d, d' : N\9™' — A? with respect to the inner
product in the Sobolev space, has the following expression:

dy=>Y | Y eiDjk|da.

ceey
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Proof. Let ¢ € A7, ¢ € N, ¢ = 3, ¢rda?, Y = 3 i Ypdx®, both with compact
support in RY*!. Then we have

(dp, )1 = > (Djorda? Adx1,¢deK>1
S O
= 25§§<Dj¢la¢K>l
1,K,j
N
= 2 [Z 5ﬁ<Dij¢IaDk¢K>O +5j1§<Dj¢I>wK>O]
I1,K,j Lk=0
N
= > lz —€§<Dk¢1, Dij¢K>O + €§(Dj¢1,¢K)O]
I,K,j Lk=0
N
- ZlZ<Dk¢I’Dk(_ Z €jI§DjQ/JK>>O
I Lk=0 u:((‘),:qu]\lr
Hon(- X ef,pij)>0]. .
oy

Lemma 6.2. Let d* be the adjoint of d in the W'(RY™) norm. Then
* +1 = +1 ,—
domd N A" (@) = {v e A" (@) : Dotbosl,eg, |1 =4}

That is, if ¥ = 3| k|=g11 Ydx®, then 1 € domd* amounts to a condition on the
coefficients 1y with index K = (0,...,ky) = 0J only, and it requires that

Dotosy—g =0
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Proof. Let ¢ € \Y, ¢ € A%, Then

(o) = Y < > DJ¢I,¢K>

K|=q+1 \1\
|K|=g+ =e.

yeeey

— Z Z <Da (Z éfijij[) ,DawK> + <Z 8?:ij¢[7¢](> ]
N 1,j 0 Lj 0

K |a=0,...,

= > | > > (513< Dy¢r1, D, D3¢K> —ely /RN Da¢1Da¢KLO:0>

K |a=0,..,N Ij
K K -
+ <_5j1<¢17 Dj¢K> —Cor [ . xo:0>
Ix; 0 R

> <Da¢1,Da (—Zef,Dj¢K)> + <¢1,—Za§§pj¢1{> }
N K,j 0 K,j 0

I a=0,...,
_ Z [ Z 80[/ Da¢1DawK +6£§/N¢[¢—K 1
K.1,jLa=0,..., zo= R 20=0

Following the usual pattern we see that the only terms that we cannot control with
the W' norm of v are

eby /RN DogprDok

Since ¢ was arbitrary, it must be Dyikl, _o =0 when K = 01. O

Kl=q+1, |I[=q¢

zo=0

Next we want to determine the expression for the Hilbert space adjoint d* when
acting on [dom d* N W}, ,]. We have the following result.

Proposition 6.3. The adjoint of d in the W'-inner product is given by d* = d' + K
where, for V) = 37 |=g+1 Ydr,

K = > (Ky)rda'

|I1=q

= Z (Kxo * 1oz (0, ))(x') dx’.
[I|=q

Before proving the proposition we make a few remarks.

REMARK 6.4.

1. Notice that K acts diagonally, in the sense that (v); depends only on ;.
2. Only the terms of the form )y, i.e. terms for which ¢ |0/0x¢ # 0, contribute to

K.
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3. K1 has only purely “tangential” components, i.e. (K¢); =01if 0 € I.

Proof of 6.3. Notice that we could continue the calculation in the previous proof to
obtain (for ) € domd*)

(do, ¥ = (6, d¥n + Y [ Lo, - [ m%\m:()]. (6.1)

[I|=q
130

Now, as in the computation in Proposition .7, we write
A"y =d' + 0,

where § = K¢, and K is a singular Green’s operator mapping (¢ + 1)-forms into
g-forms. Now

(¢, d'Y)1 + (0,001 = (¢, d"P)r = (do, ¥)1. (6.2)
Therefore, (B.0]), (6.9) and Green’s theorem give that

S [ onwl, - [, ol ]

[I|=q
1%0

= (9,00
= > [i(Da¢17 Dabr)o + (91, 91)()1

I La=0

= - XI:@I, ANOr)o — /RN ¢1m‘x020 + (1, 01)o0-

Therefore § must satisfy the following conditions

—NO;+60; =0
0 ifoel
—Dobil,0—g = {

Nipor —hor 0 &1
Thus
(/cw)lzefzo if0 €I,

since the solution of Au+wu = 0 with the boundary condition Dyu(0,z") = 0 consists
of just the zero function. On the other hand, if I Z 0 we have that (K1), = 0y is the
solution of

—ANu+u=0 on RY*!
ou ,

e (0,-) = = A"or + o1 on RN
Lo



40 L. FONTANA, S. G. KRANTZ, AND M. M. PELOSO

In the proof of Proposition B.3 , we showed that 6 is given by

‘9[ — _‘/RN \/1-'-‘277'5/‘26_\/1—1—‘27‘—5/‘2%012—0\[(0,5/)627”‘5/%/ dz’

(Kxo * ¢o(0, ~>> (). O

We now return to the main object of our work. We would like to solve the boundary
value problem

(dd*+d*d)p = «
¢ € domd*
d¢ € dom d*

for « € A\?. Recall that d* = d' + K. A simple calculation shows that

(dd +dd)g =Y — A ¢rda’. (6.3)

[7]=q
Thus we need to compute diC¢ and Kd¢. The next lemma addresses this task.

Lemma 6.5. Let ¢, d¢ € domd*, with ¢ = > ; ¢;da’. Then we have

ke = > [ > ajIDijo*(¢01(O,~))] dz’,

J|= [T|=q—1,130
l=q §j=0,...,N

and
Kdp= > {Z g%Kmo*(ngbJ(o,.))] da’.

I|=q,I1%0 [J]=q
l=a.17 j=0,...,N

Proof. These are just straightforward computations. We have

Ao

d ( > Ky x (¢01(0, -))dxl)

‘I‘:q_LI%O

= > Y DKy (60(0,))dal Ada'

|1|=q—1,1%0 j=0,...,N

= ¥ { > 5}']1Dijo*(¢oz(0,-))] dr’.

J|= [I]=q—1,IZ0
| 1=q §=0,...,N
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This proves the statement for dC¢. On the other hand,
Kdp = K ( > ( > ejf,qusJ) da:K)

|[K|=q+1 \ Jl=q
7=0

,,,,,

- ¥

[I]=q,I%0

> 5%Kwo * (Dj¢J(0, ))} dz'. O

ceey

Next we want to compute (Kd + dK)¢. [Note that, in this discussion, the letter K
is both a kernel and an index; no confusion should result.]

Proposition 6.6. Let ¢ € A, with ¢,dp € domd*. Set (Kd + dK)p = g =
Z|K‘:qﬁKdl’K. Then

Pk = aionxo * <¢K(0, )) ifK>0
B = Ky * (8%0@(0, -)) if K %0.

Remark. Notice that Kd + dIC is a diagonal operator on the space of g-forms A?.

Proof of [6.64. Suppose that K 5 0. Then (Kd¢)x = 0, since K applied to any form
has only tangential components. Moreover, for the same reason, (dK¢)ox: can be
obtained only by differentiating (K¢)xs by Dy, and “wedging” by dz°. That is,

(dKd)oxr = Do(Ko)grda® A dz’
= D() <Kx0 * (¢OK’(O7 ))dl’o A\ dKl.

Now suppose that K # 0. We use Lemma [.5 to obtain that

dx™
|K|=q

dlc¢ + Kd(b = Z |: Z 5jK}Dijo * (¢OI(07 ))

ceey

+ Z { Z 6?JKK:E0 * (Dj¢oJ(O,~))] dz’.

K= [Jl=q
|K|=q lal=a

=0,...,

Thus we need to describe the term on the right hand side of this equation when
K # 0. Notice that in this case j cannot be 0 in the first sum, since otherwise



42 L. FONTANA, S. G. KRANTZ, AND M. M. PELOSO

el = 0. Then, when K % 0 the coefficient of dz¥ in the right hand side above equals

Ky % (Dodox (0,)) + Y- &l D; (Kxo*(qsoj(o,-)))

|J|=aq,JZ0
j=1,...,N

+ > eﬁDj(Kxo*(asm(o,-)))EKm*(DoasK(o,-)),

[1|=q—1,IZ0
j=1,...,N

since J must be of the form 0/ with [I| = ¢ — 1, I # 0, and therefore

0K _ 0K _ _K
€jor = —Ej01 = —&jI-

This concludes the proof. O

Corollary 6.7. Let (Kd + dK)y = Gi. Then = Gv is a form such that its
components solve the boundary value problems

(= A4k =0 .
Ve w0
8250
and
(—A+D)Bx =0 .
{51( (= A D) if K 30.

Proof. By Proposition 6.9, if G = 37, Brdr® for K # 0, then
Nk
= Koy # [ 225(0,) ) -
ﬁK o ¥ <01L'0 ( ))

By construction
(—A+DPr =0 on Rf“,

and
aﬁK o /
Oy (= A +1)(dY)ox
= (= A +]) W—K+Tw bRYT K’ 50
- 8&70 1Y K’ on + )

where 717 is a first order tangential differential operator.
On the other hand, if K 3 0, then (Kdy)x = 0. Thus, for K = 0K",

(G = (dKY) i

0
- a—%(K¢)K'-
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Then, on Ry,
0
(= A+ (GY)k = 8—:)30(_ AN+ (K) g = 0;

and if K =0K’,

(Gw)K|bQ = —(K¢)xr

83:0 bQ
= (— A" +D)Yklyq - O

Before analyzing the boundary value problem we need one more result; that is, we
wish to make explicit the boundary condition d¢ € dom d*.

Lemma 6.8. Let ¢ € \?, and let ¢ € domd*. Then d¢p € domd* if and only if
Pox
Ozt

Proof. By Lemma we have that d¢ € dom d* if and only if, for all multi-indices
K'#0, |K'| = g, there holds the equality

(Z OK’(%I) (0,2") = 0.

(0,-)=0 for K % 0.

L

If j #0, then I 50 and
200,y 2 (%00,0)

81’0 8:@ ’ 8:@ 81’0
since, for ¢ € dom d*, we have 0/0x¢;(0,-) = 0 when I 5 0. Thus we obtain
1
——5(0,-) =0 forall I 20, |I|=¢q. O
al'o

We finally are able to formulate the boundary value problem.
THEOREM 6.9. Consider the boundary value problem

(dd*+d*d)p = « a € N(Q)
¢ € dom d* (6.4)
d¢ € dom d*

Let a be a g-form with coefficients in W (RY™) N L*(RY ™), with r > 1/2. Then,
if N > 4, there is a unique g-form ¢ with coefficients in W™ 2(RY™!) solving the
boundary value problem and satisfying the estimate

Ilwess < e Ly, + oy}
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If N = 2,3 we need to further require that
/a(:z) de =0, a € L'(|z|dx, RY T,
so that the solution ¢ satisfies the estimate
I8lhwese < ¢ Lol + 10l guiangyon |
If N =1 we need to require that
/a(z) dr =0, /xia(x) dr=0,i=0,1 o € L'(|z)?dx, R?);

in this case similar estimates hold for the solution ¢, with the addition of the term
||| L1 (jz[2da,r2) to the right hand side.

By the discussion preceding the statement of the theorem we see that the boundary
value problem (B.4) is equivalent to the two scalar problems

- A ¢gg + %(Kxo * ¢K\x0:0) = Qg

Db B 0€eK, (6.5)
Oxg 1z0=0
and
— Ao+ (Kxo * 8;% xo:O) = ag
8265 0 0¢ K. (6.6)
Oz 1z0=0

Thus the problem is reduced to solving two different boundary value problems. The
boundary value problem (f-§) has been solved already in the case ¢ = 0. The solution
of the second boundary value problem is contained in the following theorems. As in
the case of functions, for greater flexibility we solve the boundary value problem with
non-zero boundary data.

THEOREM 6.10. Consider the boundary value problem

—Au+i(Kx0 *u(0,~)) =f on RY*!

8:50 6.7
90,y = h on RY 0D
81’0 ’ N

If there exists a solution u, then it satisfies the a priori estimate

[ullwrre < e QIf llwr@ery + [1Bllwrrzgey + llull 2@y
RET) RET)

for r > 1/2.



HODGE THEORY IN THE SOBOLEV TOPOLOGY 45

Proof. We break the proof into two steps. We first estimate the function v which is
the solution of the boundary value problem with zero boundary data. Then we show
how to reduce the general case to this special one.

In this proof we let J denote the Green’s function for the Neumann problem for
the Laplacian on the half space. Suppose now that u is the solution of the boundary
value problem with A = 0. Then u can be written as

0
U= j(f - 8—%([(:00 *u(0, )))
Recall that, for N > 2,

no_ 1 1
(jf)(x(bx ) - (N _ 1)WN+1 /Rfﬂ{ (5170 _ y0)2 + |:L'/ _ y/|2)(N—l)/2

1 / /
+ (:1:0 + y0)2 + |LU/ _ y/‘2)(N_1)/2 }f(y07 Yy ) dyo dy )
and
— 1 +00 ’ ’ ~
"N — —[2m¢’|lzo—yol —[2m¢’|(zo+yo) !
THwv €)= gan || (¢ +e ) F (0, €) o,
Then
—_, +00 / /(2
ﬂ(O,gl) — jf((], £/> o ‘27_‘_5/‘—1/ e—(|27r§ [+++/1+[27E|?)yo dyO (1 4 ‘27_‘_5/‘2)@(07 5/)
0
_ , 1+ [27€')? . /
~ Fr0.€) UrPrel) o).

J2ng| (206 + /1 1 2E'P)

Thus, recalling the definition (5.5) of ms, we have that
a(0,€") = [2n€' |ma(€) T F (€).

Set ' = f— (8/83:0)(Km0 (0, )) Since u = JF, in order to estimate ||“||W3/2(Rf+1)

we can proceed as in the proof of Theorem [4 and, using the fact that §?/0z2 =
A — /', we can reduce to estimating derivatives of u of order not exceeding 2 in the
To-variable.

Let g. denote the even extension (in the x( variable) to all of RV*! of the function
g defined initially on RY*!. We have that

()0 2)| = (V)

e

and

0 21+ |2mg?)?
F(a—%Kx()) e
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Combining all of these facts we obtain:
2(1 4 [27/*)*?
1+ |27&|?

Fuo — 2me]? <Ffe(€) _ |2w5’|m2<s'>ﬂ<o,s'>). (6.9

Thus

N
lellyzergony < ( [ 3 (U 206 P 2m6 ) Ful©) (1 + 26 Py dg)
1,7=0

+oo
2 127 /
< o(lubsprn + [ [ o, FR@PI2RET € o),

where
2(1 + |27¢!|2)3/2
1+ 2nE?
2(1 + |27&' %)
1+ |27|?
Therefore, by obvious calculations and the Schwarz inequality,

2 2 2 (1 + |27T€/|2)2+T
el gven) < C(“““L2<M+l> e R

FE(§) = Ffu(6) ma(€) [ e . )

= ffe(f) - ml(gl) /OJFOO 6_‘2W5l‘yof(yoa 5/) dyo.

“+oo

too 4 / 1 /
. (/0 /0. €)P* o) (/o (14 [27€'}2)% + [2m&o[* o) dg)

< C(H“Hiz(ﬂgfﬂ) + ||f||2 r-(RfH)).

This proves the theorem in the case that the boundary data h = 0.
In the general case, let Q be the operator initially defined on C§°(RY) by

_ e~V IR P
(Q9)(x0, &) = = —=—=—=—=19(¢)
1+ |27E)?
Notice that (0/010)(Qg)|zy=0 = g, and that
Q . WS(RN) — Ws+1/2(]Rf+l).
We seek an a priori estimate for a function u that solves of (6.7). Let G’ denote the

operator u — (8/83:0)(Km0 s« u(0, )) Set v = u — Qh. Then v solves the boundary
value problem

ov B N
8—%(0’ )=0 on R

{(— A+GY = f+(— A+G)Oh on RY+!
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Thus for such v we have the usual a priori estimate. Notice that

|27 |2e™ V 1HI2mE 220 ;

\/W (5)7

so that the operator (— A +G')Q has the same behavior as the operator K studied
in Proposition Bz, so it maps W*(RY) into W*+/2(RY+1) continuously. Therefore

(= A+G)QR[(E) =

||u||WT+2(Rf+1) S ||UHW’I‘+2(R§+1) + ||Qh’HWT+2(Rf+1)
<c {HfHWT(Rf“) + (=4 +G/)Qh||wr(Rf“) + HU||L2(R{Z“)
+ 1Al ey }
< {1 sy + Wllwrsrrzny + lull oo

since v = u — Qh. This concludes the proof. O

THEOREM 6.11. Let N > 4. Then for any f € L*(RYT)NL*(RY*!), there exists
a unique function u solving the boundary value problem (6.3) and such that

[l o giveny < e {||f||L2(Rf+1) Al vy + ||h||W1/2(]RN)} :
If N = 2,3 we suppose in addition that f satisfies
/f(a:) dr =0, f € LY(|o|dz, RY+Y).

Then there exists a unique solution f that satisfies the estimate

ol aeyty < ¢ Aty + 18 isgurangy + Il
If N =1 we suppose that f is such that

/f(:v)dx:(), /:Bif(x)d:zzo, i=0,1 f € LY(|z*dz,R?).

Then there exists a unique solution u such that

il sy oy < ¢ {1 sy + 17 s gopangy sy + Dhllwan, b

Proof. Recall that we have found that if a solution u exists, then it must be given

by the formula (B.§), i.e.

(1 -+ |2mg/ )2
1+ 272

Fudl€) = |2me] <Ffe(€) s m2<s'>ﬁ1<s'>),

where F} is given by

R(€) = r€|THO.€) = [ e, €)
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In order to show that u given by the above formula is indeed a solution, by the
estimate in Theorem it suffices to show that u € L*(RY ™).

Suppose that N > 4. We have

el oy

= L Fulepa

2 JRN+1

o0 9 1/2 +00 , 1/2
< {/M,'Sl/_oo | F fe(&)] dﬁodg} +{/2W5/|21/_00 | F fo(6)] dgodg}
2
{ /2 §|<1/ [2mel” 4d£0d5) sup <‘}—f0 |+/ ?Jo, )|dy0>
o A G

/2 5’>1/ [27¢] 4d§0‘/ €l £y, &) dyo’ df}

< C{HfHLl(RfH) + HfHL?(Rf“)} .

IA

This proves our statement in the case N > 4.
Let now N = 2,3, and assume that

/R o f(@)dz =0,

+

Notice that this implies that [;7° f (Y0, 0) dyo = 0. Therefore,

+oo | Ffo(&) — Ffo(0)? /

||U||L2 RN+ </2 5<1/ 2] d&o d€
e d W0 €) = Fyo,0) g2 /
/2wf|<1/ [2mt” 2‘/ e |2 dyo| do d¢

o 127 [yo _
+/|27T§|<1/_OO |27T§|—2</0+ |62|25—2’|1|| Fyo, )|dy0> de, de’
- /|27r§’|>1 /_:O [|}—fe(€)|2 + (/0+00 6_‘2W£l‘y0|f(yo, &) dyo) 21 d&o dg’
=C 2me’|<1 27| ¢ { (/Rfﬂ || - | f(z)| dl’)Q + (/Rf“ |f(z)] d:c)z}

+ CHfHLZ(Rf“)-
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Here we have used the following facts:

TRETEOL Ly adFh@)< [, bl 150

|27T§| 27 EERN+1

/0 12710 | f (0. €)] dyo </ yo/ (0, 9| dy dyo < /RN“ lyl - [f (y)] dy;
+

and
T el fly ¢ 2
/27r5’>1/0 ¢ |f(v0,8") | dyo | dS§

y07 )‘2 dy(] dé-/

/27r5'>1 2127¢'| Jo
< [ v F@F da

Finally, in the case N = 1 we can obtain the same kind of estimate if we require the
data f to satisfy the additional stated compatibility conditions.

This proves the result in the case of the boundary data h = 0. If h # 0 we proceed
as in the proof of Theorem B.10. Consider v = u — Qh. Then v satisfies the above
estimate, and therefore

||u||L2(Rf+1) < ||U||L2(Rf+1) + ||Qh||L2(Rf+1) < C{”UHL?(RQH) + ||h||L2(Rf+1)}'

In order to estimate [|v|| L@V We observe that we have to replace f with f 4 (A —
G')Qh in the computations above, so that, for N > 4 (the case N < 4 is similar),

1
ol < 5 o, 170l d
< {1y + 1l ageen) )
21+ 20

1
C/RNHW]”((A—G”Q@C‘ T e MR de,

where

A , —+00 _ , B 3 27T€/|2 R )

F: = — 127" [yo 1+[2m¢’| y0|—d 3

(== e eﬁmmg)

_ 27¢'|? Boen.
(12m€'| + /1 + [27€/2) /1 + [2m€'2

and

F((a-6")Qh) = 212me”

e 14 |27T£|2h(§).
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Therefore we obtain
ol oy < CQ1 g, + 1l ey + Bl g,
This concludes the proof.
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THE PROBLEM ON A SMOOTHLY BOUNDED DOMAIN

7. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM ON A SMOOTHLY BOUNDED DOMAIN

Let Q = {x € RV : p(z) < 0}. To avoid pathologies, we assume that p is a C™
function on RY*! with the property that Vp # 0 at all points of bQ. Then Q is a
domain with C*° boundary (see [KRJ] for a protracted discussion of these matters).
We shall also assume that €2 is bounded.

It will simplify our calculations if we assume in advance that (0p/on) = |Vp| =1
on bS). This is easily arranged.

Recall that we defined

W) = { € LHQ): DS, D+ U D < oo

Here the derivative is intended in the sense of distributions,

(f.g0o= [ fgav.

and D; = 0/0z;,j = 0,...,N. Moreover we have defined the 1-Sobolev space of
g-forms W, (Q), for ¢ =1,..., N + 1, by setting

Wi ={o="3 ¢rda’ : o e W'},

|I|=q

For ¢, ¢ € W}(Q), their inner product in W, () is given by

¥) = brdat, Yy hyda’)
I J

= Z<¢Ia ¢I>1
I
Throughout the rest of this entire paper, we shall denote the s-Sobolev norm of a
form 1 by [|9)]]s.
Let

d: /\q . /\Q-i-l
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be defined by

N
d(Y"¢rda’) =33 Dirda; A da'
1 1

J=0

= 2. ( > 53]1Dj¢f>dxj

J|=q+1 [I|=q
| 1=a+ j=0,...,N

= Z (Z)i,dx‘].
|J|=q+1
We let d* be the operator on AY™! defined by

<d¢7 7~p>1 = <¢7 d*¢>1
Recall that "

domd* A" ={we A" < [(do,w)n| < Cullo]}.

Our goal is to solve the boundary value problem

(dd* + d*d)¢p = « on )
¢ € dom d* (7.1)
d¢ € dom d*

for a € qu(Q), qg=0,...,N, and prove existence and regularity theorems.

We need to analyze both the equation on €2, and the boundary conditions. Our
first goal is to describe dom d*. Since we have developed some familiarity with this
type of calculation, we work directly with g-forms for all ¢ (recall that, in the half
space case, we restricted attention at first to functions). We have the following result.

Proposition 7.1. Let Q be a smoothly bounded domain in RN*!. Then the Hilbert
space adjoint d* of d, in the W' inner product, acting on g-forms, has domain satis-
fying
% q+1 Y . Q+1 oY . R — —
domd* A" (@) = {v e A" @) : (Vay)i] =0},

Here we use the notation Vx¢ to denote the covariant differentiation of the form
¢ in the direction given by the vector field X, and “|” is the standard contraction
operation from exterior algebra. Recall that by definition, if Y;,...,Y, are vector
fields, then

q

(Vxo) = X(6(V1,..,Yy)) = D 6(Yr, .., VYo, Yo);

i=q
also, in local coordinates (yo, - - -, Yn),
n n a
VxV =Y (X(Vi)+ Y X V) —.
X kgo( ( k) iJZZO j J) ayk
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Clearly covariant differentiation preserves the type of a form.
Moreover,

oLV =" dsVieldy'.
i)
Notice that, in the standard coordinates of RN (Vx¢)x = X (¢x) and

(61(0/0x0)) . = doxc

if K#0 and (qb[(a/@xo))K =0 if K 3 0. For these and related notions we refer the
reader to [FED].

Observe that, if ¢ = Y; ¢;dx; is a 1-form, then the boundary condition V¢ Lﬁ‘
0 can be written as

b2 -
¥, 0p 00,
=0 8:@ on

Proof of 1. Let ¢ = Y-, ¢rdz’, and ¢ = 3,41 ¥rdz’. We shall use the
following form of Green’s theorem:

_ —_ _0Op
/Djfgz —/ ij9+/ fi5—
Q Q b2 " 7 O,
Recall that 77 = (Dyp, ..., Dxp) is the normal direction.

=0 on bS2. (7.2)
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.....

(do, o)y = Y. _%<Dk¢i]7 Db y)o + <¢&7¢J>0]

\J|=q+1 Lk=0

= > Z > ¢ ( (Dyo1, DiDjiby)o + / Dyoriby I)

|J|=g+1 | k=0 [I|=¢
L 7=0,...,N

=g
7=0,...,N

— 0
+ > 53-]1<—<¢I,Dj¢J>o+/bQ ¢I¢Ja;_>]

= Z Z<Dk¢th(_ Z 5}']1Dj¢J)>0+<¢17 (— Z 5}]1Dj¢J)>O:|

170 [0 e i

dp

+ Z ( DMZ?I Dk¢J ) ¢1 el =—
l11=q / U\ =t o / U\ |=atl o axj)_

= <¢> d,¢>1

D 1 Dy 2 120, 0P
+ |1%: / k¢1 U\ . Eir W"a_x]) + /bQ ¢I( ‘”:ZH 5j1¢Ja—xj)
d q j:o,iN i

Notice that d’ in the last equality above is precisely the formal adjoint of d. Recall
that d’ = —div on 1-forms. It is clear that

(0, )| < lIllle]l2,

and that

dp
or(— efibiz—)| < e lollzell¥ e
/bQ ( ";*}V 7 axj) oYl 2200
=0,y

IA

c- e[l

by the trace theorem.
Next we consider the term
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For £ =0,..., N we decompose the differential operator D into normal and tangen-
tial components, that is, in a suitable neighborhood of b2 we write
dp 0
D,=Y,+ —— 7.3
k kT Dr On (7.3)

where Y} is a tangential vector field, and 9/9n is the unit vector field in the normal
direction. Therefore, for each fixed I, |I| = ¢, integration by parts yields that

dp
/ Dk¢] =t EjIDk¢Ja Z/ ¢IYk Wi=o+ EjIDk¢J8—S@)
01 an op
" /bQ on (J—Zq+1 Eﬂ on Ox; )
7=0,...,.N
=1+ F.
Now observe that on bS2, by definition,
g Oy Op .
”‘Z‘”l o on dx; (vﬁw Ln)z‘bﬂ' (7.4)
j=0,...,N

Using the trace theorem it is easy to see that, for ¢ with C*(Q) coefficients,
1] < Cyli¢lls-
Therefore, if V71 Lﬁ‘bg = 0, then ¢ € dom d*.

Conversely, suppose that V¢ Lﬁ‘bg % 0. Then, repeating the construction that we
used in the case of the half space, we can see that the mapping

017 TN
¢H;AﬁﬁmeL

cannot be continuous on W] (). This concludes the proof. O

Notice that, from the previous computation, we obtain that for 1) € dom d* it holds
that

(do, )1 = (¢, d'Y)
+ Z l Z/ ¢IVY* Z ]IDk¢J / or(Y 11. (7.5)

I U\:q+1
I I =1 7=0,...,N

Next we shall determine an explicit expression for d*. We set (as in the case of the
half space)

& =d'o+Kag, (7.6)

where KCq is to be determined.
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Proposition 7.2. Let ¢ € dom d*NA?™(Q). Then the I-component (Kqi); of Kqip
is the solution of the boundary value problem

—ANAv+v=0 on
v N

=3 [T (Tli), + i) omo

1

Proof. By the relation

<d¢a ¢>1 = <¢a d/¢>1 + <¢a ICQ¢>1>

and equation (7.5) we see that for 1) € dom d* N A" (),

(6, Kaths = [Z Lovi( X chiDs )+ [ oot ]
o li=s o (7.7)
Now, by Green’s theorem, we see that
o
0. Kavh = 52 |3 || DorD Kl + | or&aw);
- | — [ o+ [ o2 [ |

Therefore, for each fixed multi-index I, we must have

[ o[~ s + o] + [ o, 2K
_Z/ ¢1Yk JIDMPJ /<Z>1

\J\ q+1
7=0,..., N

This implies that
[— A (Kah)r + (Kmﬂ)[} =0  onQ.

Now recalling that, since ¢ € dom d*,

dp 0
Z pwJ

= b§2.
8j[8$] o 0 on

[J|=q+1
§=0,...,N
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By writing Dy = Yy + (0p/0xy) - (0/0n), we have that

al * J ap al * J ap
Y ( > 5j1Dk¢J£) =Y ( > 5j1Yk¢J£)
k=0

|J|=q+1 J k=0 |7]=q+1 J

j=0,...,N §j=0,...,N
N
= > ¥ (Vywli)
k=0
N
Z [VY* VY,ML”)}
k=0

From this the result follows. O

Thus Kg is the solution operator for the preceding elliptic boundary value problem.
By standard facts of the theory of elliptic problems (see [HORT]|) we know that Kqv»
is uniquely determined for each ¢ € AY(Q).

As in the case of the half space, the operator g turns out to be of order 1. In
order to prove the following corollary, we need to apply Theorem 4.2.4 in [[CRI]. This
result deals with Schauder estimates for elliptic boundary value problems formulated
in norms of negative order. The reference [TRI] happens to use the language of
Triebel-Lizorkin spaces FJ . Since we consider only the case p = ¢ = 2 we shall
denote the spaces Fy, simply by F*. We also recall that, for s > 0, F* = W*(Q).

Corollary 7.3. Let s > 1/2. Then there exists C > 0 such that for all 1» € \9(2)
we have

Kot

Proof. Notice that by this result the operator Kq, initially defined on the dense
subspace A?(Q) can be extended as a continuous operator from F*~* to W*({2).

We need only apply standard estimates for elliptic boundary value problems. In
order to obtain the sharp regularity result we use the estimates for the negative
Sobolev spaces on the boundary (see [[R]], Theorem 4.2.4). Notice that the boundary
differential operator acting on the data is of order 2, and tangential. Write T3 for
that operator. Then we have

IKawll e < C(ITetllwsr200) + llws-sr200)

< CH¢||WS*1/2(bQ)
< Cllylls. O

pot < COfs.

We could, in principle, write down an approximate expression for Kq by using lo-
cal coordinates to reduce the problem to the half space situation, where we have
calculated Kq quite explicitly. We forego that option for now.
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We can now reformulate our boundary value problem ([7.1]), recalling that on forms
dd' +d'd = A:

(—A+Go)Y =« on
Vi =0 on b2
Vady|ii =0 on bS2

where we set G = dKq + Kqd.

8. A SPECIAL COORDINATE SYSTEM

In this section we introduce a system of local coordinates near the boundary that
we will use in the rest of the paper.

It is a standard fact (see [KRZ for instance) that since b2 is smooth and compact
there exists a tubular neighborhood U of b2 such that for each x € U there is a
unique 7(z) € b§2 which realizes the distance of z from b§2. The line joining 7(x) and
x is orthogonal to b€2.

Definition 8.1. Let {(Uj,q)j)} be a covering of b} by local coordinates patches.
The pair (V;,V;), V; C U, and ¥ : V; — R¥*! is a Fermi coordinate patch on U if

n(z) € U; forallpeV; C U,

and
W;(p) = (dist (7(p)), p), ®;(w(p)))-

Throughout the rest of the paper, X, = 7 will denote the vector field defined at each
p € U that is given by

My = Tin(p) = (@(p) o (p)).

Oxg =7 Oy

We remark that the equality

iy = (@(p) o (p))

dxg " Oxy,

in general does not hold for p € U \ bS).

On the fixed coordinate patch (U;,¥;) we also have an orthonormal frame of
vector fields Xy = (0/dn), X1, ..., Xy. Notice that Xy,..., Xy form an orthonormal
frame for the tangential vector fields. We also fix the dual basis of 1-forms, wy =
dzg,wi, . ..,wy. Given any g-form ¢ we write ¢ = > 71—, w!, where w! = w; A-- AW,
where I = (iy,...,14,) is a strictly increasing multi-index.
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In the rest of the paper we shall always assume that the forms are written in terms
of this given basis. Notice that, in these coordinates,

dp = d(>_ ")

=" X;¥w; Aw’ + {0 order terms in ¥}

J

— Z(Z ijlgjl)w‘] + {0 order terms}.

J I
Analogously,
dp = Z(Z X;@DIE;L)WL + {0 order terms}.
L I

Here X, denotes the formal adjoint of the vector field Xj.
Recall that (see [HEIL] for instance) we can define the (Christoffel symbol) coeffi-
cients T'}; as follows: [HEL]:

N
Vi, X; =Y T Xp (8.1)
k=0

We remark that V7 = 0, since 7 is, by definition, a unit vector field whose integral
curves are lines. Therefore the coefficients Ffj satisfy the following relations

Fszo {ifk::() and i, or j =0 (8.2)

iti=0 andj=0
This is so because
To; = (Vo X, Xo) = Xo(X;, Xo) — (X, Vi, Xo) =0,
o = (Vx,Xo, Xi) =0,

and

1
F?o = (Vx, X0, Xo) = §Xi<X0,X0> = 0.

Now we have a lemma about covariant differentiation in the normal direction.

Lemma 8.2. If ¢ € \1(Q) is given by ¢; = >, ¢;w’, then

O¢x + > 7[J¢J:| w’,

ox
0 |Jl=q

vXogb = Z

|I|=¢

where

~ fforgs0 ifI%0
M= for 750 i 130
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Proof. Fix a Fermi coordinate chart, then for ¢ € A%(Q) supported in a small open
set we have

(VT o)) (X = 5 (Vs 60) ()

J
= Zi > ds((Vxow®) Aw’'ef 5 ) (XT).
J Ao JJ' s=1,....q Js
Moreover,
(VXO (w”)) (Xg) = —wj (VXOXZ)
= ! (3T X5
k
= _Fée
Therefore
VXO(A)Jé = — Z Fé
¢
Hence

0
(Tud)r)= & | b= & 8 T

|7]=q u’\ a—1 £=0,...,
Thus
Vxd= > 8 ~ + > 71J¢J) ,
|I|=q Zo |J|=q
where

Yy = Z Z 5 J/F ngJ’

|J'|=q—1 £=0,...,
s=1,...,q

Recall that (see (B)) the symbols I'}; are zero if either k = 0 and either i = 0 or
j=0,ort=7=0. Supposethat[BOandthatJ?O Thenf—OsothatF“ =0.
If I #0 and J 3 0, then j, = 0 so that ', = 0. This proves the lemma. O

In the sequel we will also use the following observation on the Laplace operator act-
ing on forms. In general, the Laplacian on forms is defined as dd'+d'd. Having chosen
the aforementioned basis on the space of g-forms, we see that if ¢ = 37—, Yrw! then

AVUES Z Z (X1 X1 + X X1)0r |w! + {lower order terms in 9)}.
k=0
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The tangential Laplacian. Fix a Fermi coordinate patch (U, U = (zo,... ,xN)).

(Notice that (o, ..., zy) are not the standard coordinates of R¥*1.) Given a function
(or a form) u defined on U, we denote by @ the function v o ¥~! defined on ¥(U).
In these coordinates the standard Laplacian of RV*! has the following form:

0 (i 0
]ZO \/det Ox; (g oy, )

iv: 8(]k8)+ 1 8(dt8~)
"~ Vdet g 0z; B oxy, Vdet g 0xg ¢ g@xou

jk
.0 ou  0%u
= AN'u+ oz log(y/det g )8x0 e

N .0 ou
= [Au] + €Tt + 8—%(10g \/det 9)8—%
= [Ad] + eLy, (8.3)
where g is the metric matrix, and (g7%) is its inverse. The operator Ay is the Laplacian
on the submanifold obtained by fixing xy, so that

N 2

Ny = Z e + €Ta, (8.4)

where T3 is a second order tangential differential operator with C>(€) coefficients,
and e can be made arbitrarily small by shrinking U.
Notice that we have obtained that, on U,

AN=NApr+ X3+ (Xo log \/det g)Xo. (8.5)

The operator G on functions. Recall that, by Proposition .2 Gqu is the unique
solution of the elliptic boundary value problem

Av—v=0 on )
ov N ou
o= ZYk(Vykdu)L i)+ o on bQ

We are interested in making explicit the boundary operator in this case. Notice that
Y," = =Y + (0 order terms), so that the boundary equation becomes

N
— Z Ykz (X()U) + TlXou + TQU,

=0
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where the T}’s are tangential differential operators of order j. Now notice that
N N
V2= D - X+ L
5=0 k=0

where L; is a first order differential operator. This follows easily from the fact that,
by construction,

Yi = Dy, — (Dy, 1) Xo,
(see (F.3)). In fact, for a function f,

N
Af=> Dif

e
Il
o

(Yk + <Dka ﬁ>)2f

I
hE

B
Il
o

I
hE

(V2 + Yi({Dg, ) Xo) f + Xo({Di, 1)Vi) ) + X3 f

e
Il
o

I
WE

(Y2f + Ye((Drs i) Xo f) + X3 f

B
Il
o

Y2+ XS f +aXof,

I
M=

B
Il
o

since S0 _o(Dg, 7)Y, = 0. Therefore the boundary equation in u equals

N
(= > V2) (Xow) + TiXou + Tou = (— A +X3)(Xou) + aXgu + T1 Xou + Tyu
k=0
= (— AT +bX0)(XOU) + CLX02U —+ T1XOU + TQU

= — AT X()u + TlXQU + TQU,

where we have used formula (B.F) and the fact that du € dom d*. In local coordinates
the boundary equation then becomes

)
% = — Ar (Xou)™ + €T3(Xow)? + [Ty Xou + Tyu| ™ (8.6)
0

We conclude this section by introducing a convention that we shall use consistently
throughout the rest of the paper. By L; we denote a generic differential operator

of order j with C'°(€2) coefficients, while by T; we denote a differential operator of

order j with C*°(2) (defined in a suitable neighborhood of 6f2), that involves only
tangential derivatives.
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9. THE EXISTENCE THEOREM

In this section we study the question of existence for the boundary value problem
(dd* + d*d)¢ = « on {2
¢ € dom d*
d¢ € dom d*

for a« € A1), ¢ = 0,..., N, from an abstract Hilbert space point of view. We
remark that by Proposition [[.] the boundary conditions are given by the equations

Vaplii=0  on b
and
Viado|ii =0 on b<2.

Notice that, using the coordinates and the frame introduced in (B.]), the above
equations can be rewritten as

X0¢] + L0¢ =0 onbQ) ifI>0 (91)
and

X2pr+Lig=0 onbQ ifIFO0, (9.2)

where L; are differential operators of order j in the components of ¢. We remark
that if ¢ is a function then the first boundary equation is empty, and the second one
becomes

X2p=0 on bS2, (9.3)

since Vi = 0.
Our development in what follows parallels classical studies such as that which can

be found in [FOK]. Let

D={pec \"(Q):¢,ds € domd'}.
For ¢, € D we define the bilinear form

Our first claim is that D is dense in qu. We argue as follows. Let ¢ be any
g-form. We may assume that ¢ has coefficients smooth up to the boundary. Then it
suffices to find a 1 € AY(Q) of small norm such that ¢ + 1) € D. We use Fermi local
coordinates in a tubular neighborhood of 0€2, so that = = (x¢,2’) with 2’ € b2 and
xo = dist (xg, bQ2) parametrizing the normal direction. Set

vi(a) = Va(ol7)

)
b2
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and

Uo(a') = Vi (dg| 7)

b
Finally, set

P(z) = <—~”Cod~”€0 Ai(a) — %x(z)%) X (o),

where y € Cg°[—2¢,2¢], x = 1 in a neighborhood of 0, and |x||; < Ce /2. Then
|¥|l1 < Ce*/? and ¢ + 1 € D. That completes the argument.

Now we let D be the closure of D in the topology induced by Q. We wish to check
that D is still contained in qu. It is easy to see that d is closed in qu; of course d* is

closed also (since adjoints are always closed). These facts imply that D is a subspace
of W,.

At this point we apply the Friedrichs extension theorem, as in [FOK], to show that
there exists a canonical self adjoint operator

T:W} =D
which is bounded in the W' topology, is injective, and such that

QT ) = (¢, )1
If we set ' =T, then

Q(¢, ) = (Fo, )1 V¢ € dom F, ¢ € D.

Notice that F' = (d*d + dd*) + I when restricted to D.

Now we show that the Q-unit ball of D is compactly embedded in qu by proving
that the Q norm is equivalent to the W? norm. Notice that Q(¢, ¢) < c||4]|3 since d*
is of order 1. The reverse inequality follows from the next theorem.

THEOREM 9.1. There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that, for all ¢» € D,
QY. ¢) = Co - [|9]I3.

Assume the theorem for now. Since the Q-unit ball of D is compactly embedded
in qu(Q), it follows that 7' is a compact operator. Notice that if T'a € D, then T«
is the unique solution of the boundary value problem

(dd*+d*d)p+ ¢ = «
¢ € dom d*
d¢ € dom d*

fora € W, ¢q=0,1,...,N + 1.
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We now wish to establish conditions for the solvability of

(dd*+d*'d)p = «
¢ € domd* (9.4)
d¢p € dom d*

Let Qo be the bilinear form on D defined by
Q0(¢7 TP) = <d¢7 d¢>1 + <d*¢7 d*¢>1
Thus ¢ is a solution of (0.4) precisely when ¢ € D and

Qo(9, ) = (@, ) vy € D.
This in turn holds if and only if

Q(¢7¢) = QO(¢7¢)+<¢7IP>1
= (o, ¥)1+ (o, ¥

= (a+ ¢, ).
By the Friedrichs theorem, we have reduced our situation to solving the equation
(F-D¢=a (9.5)
with ¢ € dom F’; i.e., setting 6 = F¢,
0—T0 =q.

We now apply the standard theory of compact operators to obtain that the above
equation has a solution # for all a orthogonal to the finite dimensional subspace
H, =ker (I —T). It is easy to check that ker (I — T') is exactly the kernel of F' — I.
Thus, for a orthogonal (in the Wl-inner product) to ker (I — T'), we obtain that
¢ = T8 is the solution of the equation (P.5J). Notice that, if ¢ € D, then the equation
(0:3) reduces to the boundary value problem (0.4). Moreover, Z = (F — I)(D) is a
dense subspace of H, C W/, i.e.
7+ =H,.
Let B € D. For ¢ € D we have

(F' = 1)¢, B)1 = Qo(8,5)
= Q(0,8) — (¢, /1
= (¢, (T'=1)B).
Thus, if § € Z*, then ((F — I)¢, ()1 = 0 for all ¢ € D. Since D is dense in W,

(T'— 1) =0, that is 5 € H,.
Thus we have proved the following theorem:
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THEOREM 9.2 (Existence for all ¢). The boundary value problem

(dd*+d*d)p = «
¢ € dom d*
d¢ € dom d*

has a finite dimensional kernel # ;- and finite dimensional cokernel. [Note that the
space Z is dense in ’HqL] The problem has a solution ¢ € D for a € Z C ’HqL.

The coercive estimate. We now prove the fundamental estimate from below for
the bilinear form Q.

Proof of 9.1. We begin by noticing that

= (dip, dip)y +(d', d" )1 + (Kb, d*Y)1 + (b, )

= (d, dp)1 + (d', d' )1 + (b, )1+ (d', Ka)r + (Kayp, d*)1.
Our plan is to prove that the following claims hold true.

Claim 1. There exists a constant C'y > 0 such that for all ¢ € D we have

(dvp, )y + (', ) + (0,90 > Cill 3.

Claim 2. For any € > 0 there exists C. > 0 such that all v» € D
(ot )| < el|9]l3 + Celld™v]3,

and

(', Kaphi| < ellvll5 + Celldel} + [[17)-

Assuming the claims for now, we shall finish the proof. We have that

Q, ) = (d, dip)1 + (dU, d' V)1 + (b, )1 + (AU, Koo)1 + (Kaip, d*),
> C1|[9]13 — (Ko, d* )| — [{d', Ka)i|
> (Cy = 26) 19115 = Celld*9[IF + [ldllF + [[9113)-

Therefore the constant Cy = (C) — 2¢)/(1 + C.) does the job. Thus it remains to
prove the claims. We begin with Claim 2.

Proof of Claim 2. Recall that, by formula ([27),

(Kab,¢)1 = lz_j /bﬂ(vyk(eLﬁ))I(vyk¢)f + /m(em)@] .
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Therefore, by applying the Schwarz inequality for Sobolev spaces on b2, and recalling
that the Y}, are tangential vector fields, we see that

[(Kay, d* )] < ZZ/ |(Vy ) 1 (Vi (™)) 1| + 191 2oy | 7Y L2 b

I k=0

< e IVvi @) illwirzo) | Vi d ) illw-12(0) + 19| 2o 1A || 20
kI

< (I lwerzom I lwrzpe )
< cf[[lal|d* ¢
< elloll3 + Celldyl3.

On the other hand, for ¢y € D, we see that (using “l.o.t.” to denote lower order
terms)

(), Kat): = [Z / (Vy, (d')) ((vykw)m)I] +{lot.}
:Z/ ZXYk’QDJE]I) va’QDL )]—l—{lot}

J#0,J
-- | ) (X X (Tvpla)) + {Lot.)
7&01
:_Z/ (Yi) Yy Z*SJIX )+{10t}
0,1

where we have used the fact that the term containing Xg¢; with J > 0 can be
absorbed in the error terms because of the equation (9.1). Now notice that, for
1 € D, we have that

( ) + {0 order terms}
( ﬁ) + {0 order terms}
{0

order terms}.

Thus

> | (X Xl

J#OI

=% [ () (Vo ldw ), + Lo}
kJ

Now we notice that, using equation (9.1), it follows that for ¢ € D, the coefficients
of d(¢| 1) are all coefﬁments of dv), modulo lower order terms in the components of 1.
Notice also that the lower order terms that we produced in the previous calculation

are all O(||v||w1pa))-
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Therefore

[(d'y, Ko < C ZIIVkaJllwuz(bg Vv d (L) lw-1200) + 161100y

@]wmwnmw<tmmmmﬁwwm%w

<C
scwwwmmwwmmm+wmm%@
< C(IWll2llde s + l1913,)

< e[} + Cellldw |2 + v l).

This proves Claim 2.

Proof of Claim 1. Fix an open cover {Uy}" of Q such that Uy C Q and, for ¢ =
1,..., M, on each U, we can find an orthonormal frame wg = dzxg,w,...,wy for the
space of 1-forms. Let Xy = 0/0xo, X1,..., Xy be the dual frame of vector fields.
With respect to this basis the Laplacian is not diagonal on the space of ¢-forms, but
it is diagonal in the top order terms.

On U, we write 1 = 3, ¥yw!. Let {n?} be a partition of unity subordinate to the
cover {U,}. In this proof we denote by £ any quantity which is O(]|¢||2||¢||1). Let A
for the moment denote either operator d or d’. Then notice that

(Anh, Ap)y =D (D;(AY)r, Di(AY)r)o + €

31

=Zz/ﬁwwmmmm+e
_ZZ/ A(ne)) W+5

Then we see that it suffices to consider forms with support in one of the patches U,.
When integrating by parts, this reduction only produces error terms of the type £
already considered.

Notice that the form 7,7 may not belong to D. Nonetheless 7,1 satisfies boundary
equations of type (9.1) and (9.2), and this is all we need.

Thus, without loss of generality, let v € D have support in a small open set on
which we can write ¥ = 3, ¥;w!. We have

dy = Z(Z 53’1X]-¢1)w‘] + {0 order terms},
AR

and
dy = Z(Z 5§LXéw1)wL + {0 order terms},
L e
where X is the formal adjoint of X,.
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Now notice that there exists a constant Cy such that for 6 € qu, 0=>,0/w!, we
have that

161 > Co (S 1X013 + 16:113). (9.6)
J

1

where the constant Cjy depends only on the choice of wy, ..., wy.
Then,

> (15(d)ills + 1IX5(d'8).15)

k24

S S [ X X X o)

J plql’ k=0

XYY [ (XX E X K + €

L plql’ k=0

-3>[S [(Setein)
2 (e X X m}
)

(X, X)) (X Xithrr)

= lZ/ Zapjéqp (Xp Xitor) (X Xythr)

kII'
+Z/ ngLEqL X kal X kal’)] 5 (97)

where the last equality holds since X, = —X, + Lg, where Ly is an operator of order
0.
Consider the term

| pre i (X, X TG Xatm) + [ bty (X, Xin O, Xr)
=T+1. (9.8)

We need to distinguish two cases, according to whether p = ¢q or p # ¢. Notice that
if p=¢qin (9.8), then

I+ 1T = 2| X, Xptr||2 + &, (9.9)

since ejen, = elpel =0if I # 1.
Suppose now that p # q. We show in this case that the term in (9.8) is of type £.
Notice that if p # ¢ then

enen +ebel =0, (9.10)
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because, if p < ¢, then 551 = —5& and 5;1, = 5117L. Then, if p,q # 0, integration by
parts gives rise to no boundary term, and (P.10) shows that

I+11=¢ (9.11)

when p # ¢, p,q # 0.
If p # 0 and ¢ = 0 we distinguish two cases according to whether £ = 0 or k£ # 0.

If ¢ =0 and k£ = 0, then we integrate by parts in II. Recall that ¢» € D implies
that for I’ 5 0 ¢ satisfies the boundary equation (9.1). Then we have

II =— /Q 6316551/ (XoXpXotr) Xor + /bQ Ef,Leé/L(XpXOwI)Xowl, + &

= /Qfgfgpgp (XoXotr)(XpXotr) + /bQ(XpXo@bI)Lo%' +£.
Now using equation (0.1() again, we see that

I+ 11| < ‘/bQ(XpXOwI)L(ﬂm/ +€

<C / | Xoty Xt | + €

< Ol Xovrllwrrz oy 101l lwrrzea) + €
—¢, (9.12)

that is I + II = £ in this case.
Finally, suppose that ¢ = 0 and k # 0. Notice that £, = ¢l; =1, and el = —&1
since I' 5 0. Then
I'+1I = _AgiL(XOXk¢I)(XPkaII) +/Q£;I;L(XpXk¢I)(X0Xk¢I’) +&
= /QEZJL(XpXOXk@DI)kaI' +/95£L(XpXk¢I)(X0Xk¢I’) +&
= —/QEZ,L(XpXk@bI)(XoXk%') + /bQ el (XpXithr) Xty
+ /Q€£L(XpXk¢I)(XoXk¢I') +&

__ /b X XX reg) + €.
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Hence, using the fact that k # 0 we have that

1> I+ 1 < / Xk¢IXk(Z Xpwl’gp[/)

pl’

+&

=| [ X X(@li| + €

< [ Xt llwrrzpo) | Xe(dO |7 rllw-17200) + €
< ClYllwsrzpo lldY [7illwirzepa) + €
< Cllllzlldlly + &

< €|yl + Celldv|} + €. (9.13)

Therefore, collecting (0.9) - (9.13) and substituting them into (9.7), and recalling
(09), we obtain that

CLO(HWH? + 7)) > kZ(HXk(dwa% + | Xk(d'e)1113)
=>[>1+1

kII'" Ppq
> > 201X, Xidbillg — (ell¢ll3 + Cellay|l) + &
kpl

= 2=9fvl; - Clldvli + &
> (2 = 26)[[0]]3 = Ce([|dv]I + [[0]13).

From this Claim 1 follows easily. This proves the theorem. O

10. THE REGULARITY THEOREM IN THE CASE OF FUNCTIONS

We now turn to the question of regularity. In this section we are going to prove
the regularity result for the case ¢ = 0.

THEOREM 10.1. Let f € C®(Q) be orthogonal in the W' inner product to the
space of constant functions. Then there is a unique function u € C°°(§)) that solves
the boundary value problem

du € dom d*

{d*du:f on §2

In other words, u solves the system

{(A+Gg)uf on

92
a—nZ:O on bf)
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Moreover, the solution u satisfies the desired (coercive) estimates for each s > 1/2;
i.e. there exists a ¢, > 0 such that

lullsr2 < es(I1f1ls + llullo)- (10.1)

Proof. By the existence theorem, Theorem P.2, we know that the solution to the
above boundary value problem exists for all f orthogonal to the harmonic space H,.
In the forthcoming Theorem [[2.7 we shall prove that H, reduces to the constants.
Now we turn to the question of estimates.

Let u be a solution of the boundary value problem, with f € C*°(€Q). Let s > 1/2.
We wish to estimate ||ul[s12 in terms of || f]|s. It is clear that it suffices to estimate
||nul|s+2 for a given cut-off function n with small support.

We first suppose that suppn N bQ = (. [The second step will be to assume that
suppn N b # (.]

The interior estimate. Let n € C5°(Q2). Recalling that f = — A u+ Gqu we have
that

Inullsa < el A (u)ls
<c(Il & (nw) +nflls + Inflls)
< (Il & (nu) = n Aulls + [InGaulls + Inf]l.)
< c(lImullsss + [InGaulls + [Inflls), (10.2)

where 7, = 1 on suppn. Next we want to show that |[nGqulls < c|lu/|s41. Recall
that by Proposition [(.9 and equation (B.§) Gq is the solution of the boundary value
problem

—Av+v=0 on )

ov N R ou )

on n
Now it is easy to see that (using the Fourier transform for instance)

InGoulls < cllmGaulls—1 < c|Goulls—1.

o

(Here, for t > 0, || - ||_¢ is the norm in the Sobolev space W_,(Q) = (W' (Q))*.)
Moreover, by [IR]] Theorem 4.2.4 we have

ou
1Gaulls—1 < cl|Tom= — Toullws—s/20)

on

0
< C(Ha_ZHWS*U?(bQ) + HuHWs*l/Q(bQ))
< cllulls1- (10.3)
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Thus (10.2) and (10.3) give that

Inullsr2 < ellinflls + [lwllsr)-

The boundary estimate. Fix a Fermi coordinate patch
(0,9 = (xo,..., 7)),

and let n € C3°(U).

In what follows we denote by Ggq both the operator defined on € and (when
restricted to U) the same operator expressed in the local chart and thus defined on
U(U). This technical ambiguity should cause no confusion. We will denote by Grn+1
the operator arising from considering the adjoint of d* in the half space. Finally,
given a function v € C*°(U) we denote by @ the function

uo Wt € C®(W(U)).

Now consider n,n; € C5°(U) with 1, = 1 on the support of 7. These functions are
chosen to be constant along the normal direction to 0€) near the boundary. In our
local coordinates, nu satisfies the following boundary condition:

82

81’02

(nu) =0 on {xy = 0}.

Recall that if v satisfies the boundary value problem

— Av+ Gprvnv = f on RYH!
v ' N1
— =0 on bRYT
03 *

and if v has compact support, then
lollssa < C{UIFNs + Nvllor}s s> 1/2.
Then

[7llore < O (= & +Ggye) )|+ 17511 - (10.4)
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Our goal is to replace — A + GRfH with — A +€eL5 + Gg modulo error terms that
are controlled by lower order norms of nu. Thus the estimate ([[0.4) gives that

Iullose < C{ll(= & +eLa+ Ga)()lls + 17ll511
el L0 + || G (70) [nG] |}

IN

C{Hﬁ[(— A +ely + Ga) )|+ ellnullsra + [mull s

+ HGRf“ (mu) — [nGQu]NHs}

IN

O{|| =2 i+ Grves )|+ Il
C{|i(= A& +eLs + Ga)(@)]| + ellmulss

| Grover () = [nGu] |+ llmulle } (10.5)
= C{lInflls + ellnullssa + | Grrer (70) — [nGoul | + Imulls}-

IN

The function GRNJrl (nu) solves the boundary value problem

{(5 A +1) (GMH(@)()? =0 ; on RV
—_— (7)) = — (7)) — ALy — (T N+1 -~
. (GRf+ (nu)) e (nu) — Ag . (nu) on bRY

On the other hand, by (B:q), the function [nGqu|™, solves the boundary value problem

{(‘ A+ + €Ls) ([nGoul") = ~[2V1 - VGou + An- Goul on RyY*
0 N D . _ vt
S, [Gaul) = Tigg = () = (Afvss = e3) (55 - (170)) + To(07) - om DRY™

Let w = GRfH(ﬁﬂ) — [nGqu]™. Then w solves the system

ow ou o0t

= 77675 + Nl ——

(A —Dw = EEQ([T]GQU]N) 2V - VGau + (An)Gau]™ on RY !
+ Tyt on BRI (10 6)

81’0 ox Lo
The right hand side of the first equation in the system ([[0.§) can be rewritten as
en' LyGou + 1" L1 Gou

where the order of L; is j and supp#’,suppn” lie in supp 7.
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Now we apply Theorem 4.2.4 in [TRI]. We obtain that, for any s > 1/2,

ol < ofdaGm),.. + \n'Ll[GQurHFs,z
75 s 1T 5 720
< C{EHUGQUHFS mGaul||,, , +e ng—z e
o IS L
o{euwuus+e s,

.t

)

+1}' (10.7)

s+2

et

Now estimates ([0.5) and ([[0.7) yield that

+ | f

s+2

Inullssz < C{llm flls + ellnullssz + lInulls }
that is, for s > 1/2,

nullsra < C{lim sl + Imnllosn )
This concludes the proof. O

11. ESTIMATES FOR ¢-FORMS

The Regularity Theorem. In this section we prove the estimate for the solution
of the boundary value problem in the case of ¢g-forms. We follow the same outline as
in the case of functions. For higher degree forms some extra technicalities are needed.
The differential operators acting on forms that are involved are not (usually) diagonal,
and we need some extra care for the off-diagonal terms.

THEOREM 11.1. Let s > 1/2. Let o € W?(Q), and « orthogonal to the kernel of
the boundary value problem. Let 1) € A\? be a solution of

(dd*+d*d)y =a on
Y € dom d*
dy € dom d*
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There exists ¢, > 0, independent of v, such that

[Plls+2 < colllalls + 9] s42)-

Thus we wish to estimate |[1||s12 in terms of ||«||s, for s > 1/2. It suffices to
estimates ny for a cut-off function n with support contained in a small open set. If
n € C5°(Q2) then the argument used in the case of functions (see the proof of [[0.1])
applies with no substantial change.

Thus we assume that 7 is a cut-off function whose support is contained in an open
set on which there exists a Fermi coordinate chart. As before, we also suppose that
(0/0n)n = 0 in a tubular neighborhood of the boundary.

As in the case of ¢-forms in the half space we write

(dd* + d*d) = (dd' + d'd) + (dKq + Kqd)

We now proceed as in the function case. We need to estimate ||ni)||s12. We introduce
Fermi local coordinates, and set the stage as in Section f. Recall that such coor-
dinates have the property that the normal direction is orthogonal to the remaining
directions at all points in the coordinate patch (that is, such coordinates “flatten”
the boundary.). Given a form ¢ on Q (i.e. written in global coordinates), we write ¢
to indicate the form written in the Fermi coordinates. We adopt the same notation
for the operators.

We wish to apply the estimates proved in the half space for the g-forms. In order
to do this we notice that (n1) is a form defined on the half space, and we wish to
check if it satisfies a boundary value problem for which we have favorable estimates.
Since ¢ and dip belong to dom d*, they satisfy equations (9.1) and (9.2). We need to
examine those equations more closely. In order to do this we rewrite equations (9.1)
and (9.2) in our local coordinates.

Proposition 11.2. Let ¢ € \1(Q) be such that both ¢, dip € domd*. Let n be a
cut-off function as before. Then the form ni satisfies the boundary equations

m/u+ S )y =0 ifI130, (11.1)

[J]=q
J>0

and,
2
77¢I+ZT1(77¢ )“‘ZGK’L’ 77¢)L'+5—0 if I 20,
K|=q IL'1=q (11.2)

K30 L'%0

where & are {0 order terms} in the components of 1.

We stress that we have improved equations (9.1) and (9.2) by separating the “nor-
mal” and “tangential” components of the lower order terms in the boundary equa-
tions.



HODGE THEORY IN THE SOBOLEV TOPOLOGY T

Proof. By Lemma B, the condition ¢ € domd*, i.e. V5|7 = 0 on bQ, becomes

a ny -~ .
a—%(nw)z + Y ymp); =0  onRNifI30.

[J]=q
J>0

On the other hand, the second boundary condition gives that

o — —
—(d)k + > Yrr(d)r=0  onRYif K 50,
O |Ll=q+1

L>0

ie.,on RN for K 50,

K//
Jj=1,..., N
Ny N
+ Z ’YKL(%&?L/ + Z inbLuéJLL,,) + {0 order terms} = 0.
= ’ i

Now we use the first boundary condition to replace the terms of the form (8/dxq )W,
with K” 5 0, with 0 order terms in . Hence, the term (8/930)(ZJ @bjdw‘])] only

contributes normal derivatives of tangential components and 0 order terms.
Therefore, for K’ Z 0, we have

82 — - / a —~
W(mﬁ)m + ZTl (n¢)K,,g§§,, + (0 order terms) + Z aK,L,a (n) = 0.
0 K" IL=q To
L'%0
From this identity, equation ([1.9) follows. O

At this point we adapt the estimates in the half space for the boundary value problems

{(a; A +Gpyii)p =a on RYT ",
&if:o on RN ifI1%0’ '
and
{E{MA +GR5+1)¢ =a onRY*H! "
8—4):0 on RN 130" ’

to the form ﬁ{p
We wish to apply Theorems (.4 and p.1{ to the problems ([T.3) and ([T:4) respec-

tively. In both cases the boundary data is estimated by ||n]|si1. Let 1 € C§°(Q),
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1, = lon suppn. We obtain that

[mlesa < ¢ (= & +Gryen) Dl + bl )
<e(|ln= 2+, + [ 2w+ a0,
+m G () = m [nGat] | + II@IlsH)

< e (Il + |Gayor (90) =[Gt + Illosa )

(11.5)

Now we need to estimate H'thRf+l () —m [nGmﬁH’ in the equation (11.5) above.
We have the following theorem.

THEOREM 11.3. Let s > 1/2. Then, for any € > 0, there exists a C. > 0 such
that

|mGeyir () = m[nGav]| < elmblloes + Cllmls,
where m, € C§° and n; = 1 on suppn.
Assuming the Theorem for now, we finish the proof of the estimate for |||, .2,

and therefore the proof of Theorem [I.]. Using Theorem [1.3 and (11.5) above we
see that

Indllsve < e(llnalls + elmillsrlme o)

from which we obtain that

I llss2 < c(llnalls + Ime i),

which is what we wished to prove. O

Proof of Theorem 11.3. Now we turn to the proof of Theorem [[1.3. The proof
will be broken up into several lemmas.

The form GRfJA(’fﬂﬁ) = 0 = Y ;0;w! is such that its components 0; satisfy the
following boundary value problems

(—A+DHI;=0 on RY*!
. 11.
Zo
and
(—A+I)9120~ on RY*+! (11.7)
O = (=LA +1)(nY)r onRY if 150 '

On the other hand we need to investigate what kind of boundary value problem the
form [nGo|” satisfies. Recall that G = (Kqd + dKq), and that the operator Kg is
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the operator on forms that gives the solution of the following boundary value problem
for § € A?. Namely we have

(—A+10=0 on
N

Vil = Vy~(Vy,0|7) + ¢[7  on b
i=0

for ¢ € AT (Q).

Lemma 11.4. Let ¢ € A\U(2). The form [nKq¢]” = 6 is such that its I-component
satisfies the following boundary value problem on RY ™!

(= A —eLy+ 1)) = (nlL1/@“¢)I on RN+
00 - —
6—:5] =— > ux(Kaod)k + (E2¢); on RN

0

|K|=¢—1

where

—Argor + ¢or + (Tvg); if I F0

(E20)r = {o if130

L, is defined by equation (8.3). Moreover, Ly is a first order differential operator, Ty
is a first order differential operator, both sending (q + 1)-forms into g-forms.

Proof. It suffices to use Lemma B.9 and the computation leading to formula (B.6). O

Lemma 11.5. Let ¢ € A%(Q)), and let I > 0. Then for any s > 1/2,

InCadlrlls < cllolls-

Proof. Recall (see Corollary [[.3) that Kq is an operator of order 1. Therefore we
direct the reader’s attention to the fact that the content of this lemma is that, on the
normal components of the form, the operator Kq is of order 0. (Recall that, in the
case of the half space, the operator g was identically zero on normal components.)

It suffices to recall the estimates in the negative norms for elliptic boundary value
problems, as in [[TRI], Theorem 4.2.4. Using the spaces F5,(€2), which we will simply
denote by F*, we have

IKadlr s < (Il (mLiKad) |

e+ 3 K] w200 )-

K>0

Let € > 0. By selecting n with support suitably small, we can achieve

K]k lwe-sr2p0) < €llnKadlx w1200 -
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Therefore

S nKadl s < ¢l (771111/6;2/(25)

130

1’ ps—2 + 6; ||[77]CQ¢]K~HWS*1/2(59)

< ol (mLaKao) lrems + € 3 nKadlsl o
K

Then, by absorbing the last term on the right hand side over on the left, using the
continuity of differential operators on the spaces F'*, and invoking Corollary [.3, we
obtain that

> ImKadlr s < cllmKadllp-1q)

130
< clmalls.

This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 11.6. Let ¢v € A%Q). Then, for I > 0, [nGaqv];™ is a solution of the
following boundary value problem

(— A —eLo+ NHw = [le(GQw)LN on RYT

w=ij(= Dr +1)¢r +¢ on RN

where L, is defined by equation (8.3), ( is a function satisfying the estimate

[Cllws-1r200) < cllmillser,
L, is a differential operator of order 1, and n, € C§° with n; = 1 on suppn.
Proof. The equation on Rf“ is easily seen to be satisfied. Concerning the bound-

ary equation, recall that G = Kqd 4+ dKq. Then, for I 5 0, I = 0I’, the function
[nICde} I~|RN is the restriction to bRY ™ of the solution of the boundary value prob-

lem in Lemma [[T.4 with ¢ = di». Moreover, for I = 0I’, on R" we have
0

[ndlcmb} .= oz (nKQ¢) s T .:;N X; |:77’CQ'¢11| JN»S%, + (0 order terms)
17| =q-1
= Z ﬁVI/K(m)K + (= Ar +1)or + Z Ty [n/CQw} J~+ (0 0. t.7s),
K#0 J30

where 77 is a tangential differential operator of order 1. Therefore w satisfies the
boundary equation

w = 7(— Ap +1)r — Z ﬁVI'K(m)K + [ﬁ’cﬂdw} ;T Z T [nlCmﬂ

K3Z0 J30
= (=N + Dyr + ¢

J
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Now the desired estimate follows from Lemma [[1.5 Indeed, recalling that I 3 0, we
see that

1wy < € (IKatllwe1r200) + Il [1Kadt] w1200

+2_ 1T WCSW} JNHWSUZ(bQ))

J30

- (Hmns +[pKads] 1+ S [nzcgzp}J||s+1)

J30
< cmillsea O

Before estimating the term [nGq];™ for I # 0 we need an extra lemma.

Lemma 11.7. Let w; = n(Kqd) k™ — n(dKq) k™, with K # 0. Then w; solves

% =Ty + Lo(Kay) on RV~

where the L;’s are operators of order j, and T5 is a tangential differential operator of
order 2.
Moreover, there exists ¢ > 0 independent of 1) such that

[wr]ls < ellllsta-

Proof. Recall that (Kq¢)x satisfies the boundary value problem

{(— A+1)0 =0
Bl

o = Y (VwioDit)  + (0lii)x

Therefore,
(— & +1) (n|(Kadt) k — (dKath)k])
= Li(Kadt))  + 1| A (dKaw)k — (dKath) k| + Lf (dKat)
= Li(Kadi)k + Li (dKat) + La(Kath) + dd[(AKav)x — (Ka)x|
= L1(Kady)x + Li(da¥) i + Ly (Kay))
= L1(Kody)k + La(Kat).

Next we analyze the boundary equation. We have

O LK)~ m(dKet) ]—ngn[vndwn 7]~ o (ARt
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Now we want to commute the normal derivative and the operator d in the far right-
most term in the equation above. We have

P 0
a_n(dKQ¢)K ( Z X ]CQID)[EZI) 8nL0(ICQ¢)

,,,,,

= Y X (o (Kaw)n)e L (o) + o Lo(Kaw)

- > X (Z Yy (Vi) LﬁL)»sﬁ + Ly (Kay) + %Lo(w)

= 5 X3V Vidr el + o+ ELK) + Aol
i k=0

N
=2V Yk( Z X; %1@1) + T + Ly(Kay)
k=0

i=1,...,

0

a—n(lcmb) + Ly(Kat)

N
= YV (V) 1]+ Toto + Lo(Ka),
k=0

where we have used the fact that (0/0n)Kq on bQ2 equals a second order tangential
operator in ¢. Hence,

[ Kad)s — n(dKa)] = Toto + Lo(Kart).

Finally we prove the estimate. Using [TRI] Theorem 4.2.4 and Corollary [(.3, we have
w1 ]s < C(||L1/Cﬂd¢| Fs=2 + || LoKat || ps—2 + | ot |lwe-sr2(0) + ||T1’CQ¢||WH/2(Q))

< c(IKadyo | s + 1K s + [0l x1 + 1K)
<cfgllosr. O

Lemma 11.8. Let 1» € A% Then for I # 0, the function [nGq];™ is a solution of
the following boundary value problem:

(= A +ely + Dw = [mLi(Gay)| = on RYH

ow Oor
8—:):0_( AT—FI) D0

Here ( is a function satisfying the estimate

+¢ on RV

1< lwa-s20) < cllmlls1,
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and Ly and n; are as in the previous lemma.

Proof. Asin the proof of Lemma [[T.6 we need only check that the boundary equation
is satisfied, and that the desired estimate holds.
Notice that, by Lemma [[1.4, on the set {zq = 0}, for I Z 0, we have

8 . _ —
v [TIICQCW} == kKady]x+ (Exdy)r,
Do ! K40
where Fj is defined as in Lemma [[1.4].
On the other hand, if I % 0, on RY we have that

a% pikae] = | 2 6‘%&(@)1 + a% [;(nﬁgw);dﬂ

= > darXi(Kaw), + [Lo(Kad)ls + (Tond)s

K0
i=0,...,N

where T, is a second order tangential differential operator. Here we have used the
fact that (0/0x¢)Kqt on the set {xy = 0} equals a second order tangential operator
on 1. Therefore, for I % 0,

ow B 8@01
81’0 RN N ( AT _'_]) 81’0
=Y ik [Kadg] T > nacXi(Kav) + [Lo(Kat)lr + (Tand)s
KZ0 i=1,...,N
KZ0
_ 0o
= (— Ar+I) B0 +C.

Hence we need only check the estimate.
Let wy be given by Lemma [[1.7. Then

(=-> ’YIKﬁ[d’CQ@b} K TwL— > narxX; (m)K + [Lo(m)]f + (Tom)r.

K#0 i=1,...,N

Using the above equality, Lemma [[1.5, Lemma [I1.7, and Corollary [[.3 we see that

[Cllws-sr2n) < C(Z 71 (d/CmD) « we=sr20) £ [willwe-s/200)
K70

i Katllwe vagm + ||nwr|ws+m<bm)

< c(ImKav lwe-1200) + llw w1200 + Imella)

< cf|mipllse1-
This proves the estimates and concludes the proof. O
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End of the Proof of [[1.3. We are finally able to compare [nGmp} h and [GRfH (777#)} .

We begin with the case I 0. By ([1.7) and Lemma [[1.§ it is easy to see that the
function w solves the boundary value problem

(= A+DHw :N(—€£2) {nGmb} ;T mla [GmﬂN on RY*
w = (—=€T2)(nY)r +m(T1)1 + ¢ on RY

where ( is as in Lemma [[T.§. Therefore, using Theorem 4.2.4 in [TR]], Lemma [1.§,
and Corollary [7.J we see that

lwlls < e(ellLa(nGaw) il pe-z + llm L (Ga)|
+ HCHWH/%Q))
< e(ellnGav s + InGat | w1 + | Ggayer ()| + ellmllsrs + e o)
< c(ellmblloss + Imllssr)

where we also use the estimate

InGat = Ga(n)|ls < cllmillsra.

This follows by writing G = Kqd+ Kqd, and noticing that the commutator between
K¢ and the multiplication by 7 is a 0 order operator, since nkCqf — Kq(nf) solves the
boundary value problem

po-2 + |€T010) + nTi w1200

(A —Dw = L1(Kqb) on )
8_11) =T.0 on bS2
on

This is a problem to which we apply Theorem 4.2.4 in [[TR]| again.
Now let I Z 0. Then the function w solves the boundary value problem

(= & +Dw = (=eLy)[1CGat |~ + mLi[Gav " on RYH

0w 8(nw)01

Pl GLE v

where ( is given by Lemma [[1.§. Therefore, by Corollary [7.3,

Jwlls < ellnllsez +c (||771GQ¢||FS*1(Q) + ||CHWS*3/2(bQ))
< elndllse2 + cllmspa. O

+¢ on RY

12. THE DECOMPOSITION THEOREM AND CONCLUSIONS

Proof of the Main Result. We are now in a position to finish the proof of Theorem

2.4.
Let X be the subspace of W:2(9), (s > 1/2) consisting of the forms ¢ satisfying
the boundary conditions ¢, d¢p € domd*. Observe that X is a closed subspace of
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W:+2(Q), (this is the reason why s > 1/2). By the Regularity Theorem we know
that, on X, the norm
[Plls42 + 1(= & +Ga) s

is equivalent to the norm ||¢||s12. Let P be the orthogonal projection of X onto the
kernel of — A +Ggq. Then, by standard functional analysis arguments, (see [ZIE]
p.178),

[ = Polls1 < Cfl = AY + Gavo|s.
Therefore, if v is orthogonal to the kernel of — A +Gq, the regularity theorem
Theorem [1.]] says that

[Plls+2 < Cull = Ay + Gap|s-

We now complete the proof of the existence theorem—Theorem 0.2. For o € qu ﬁ?—[ql
fixed, we approximate a by «a,,, € Z = (F —1)(D). For such «,,’s we can find ¢, € D
orthogonal to H,, solutions of the boundary value problem, and such that, for a > 1,

[@llsra < csllevlls-

Thus the ¢,,’s converge in W;” to a certain ¢. Clearly ¢ solves the boundary
value problem with data «, since the boundary conditions are preserved in the W2
topology for s > 1/2.

Hence, if « € W*(Q), (s > 1) and « is orthogonal to ker (— A +Gq) in the W!
inner product, then there exists a unique solution to the problem (B2)—¢ € W*t2(Q)
orthogonal to ker (— A +Ggq) and such that

[6lls2 < Cllex]fs.

If « € W#5(Q) with 1/2 < s < 1, then we still have existence and regularity by using
a density argument, since a € W7 () can be approximated by o, € qu(Q) in the
We-topology. This concludes the proof of Theorem P.4. O

Decomposition of qu. The aim of this part is to prove the following result:

THEOREM 12.1. Let Q be a smoothly bounded domain in RN*!. Let W/ ()
denote the 1-Sobolev space of g-forms. Then we have the strong orthogonal decom-
position

W, =dd*(W,) P ddW,) P H,,
where H, is a finite dimensional subspace, and d* denotes the qu—Hilbert space
adjoint of d.

Proof. All of this is standard. If « is orthogonal to #H, then « belongs to (dd* +
d*d)W,. The fact that d(W) and d*(W,) are orthogonal subspaces is also clear since

<d¢7 d*¢>1 = <d2¢7 ¢>1 = 07
for all ¢,v € C>(Q). 0O
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In the case ¢ = 0 we are able to determine the harmonic space Hy. The rest of the
section is devoted to this end.

THEOREM 12.2. We have that Hy = {constants}. More precisely, the boundary
value problem

{d*du:f on §2 (12.1)

du € dom d*

has a unique solution u orthogonal (in the W'(Q) inner product) to the constant
functions, for each f € W*(Q2) which is also orthogonal to the constants, i.e.

Af:&

This theorem is a consequence of the next theorem. By equation ([*3) we can
rewrite the boundary value problem ([27]) as

—Au+Gou=f on 2
N
S0 (%) 0 in 2
iz On \Oz;
where 77 = (ng, . ..,ny) is the normal vector field. By our choice of 7i, and by setting
Gqu = v we obtain the new system
—Aut+v=f on 2
0%u
% =0 on bQ2
Av—v=0 on {2
o ouw XL, _
=t ;]Yk (Vy,du)[7]  on b0

Now assume f to be suffiently regular. By solving the first equation for v and
substituting we find that ([2.9) finally becomes

AN —Au=f—NAf on )
0?u

0 . 1 Ou  Of

o Au— I;]Yk {(Vykdu) Ln} 5= o, " b2

This last is the problem that we are going to study.

THEOREM 12.3. The boundary value problem ([[2.3) is elliptic. It has index 0.
The kernel of the system is given by {u = constant} and a (unique) solution exists
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for each piece of data f that satisfies

/sz, few  r>2
Q

REMARK 12.4. The condition f € W", r > 2 is necessary in order to guarantee
that Af € L*(Q). In this case the solution u satisfies the estimates

||u||ws+4(n<0<||f A llwnin + || || +||u||s),
W1/2+5(b0)

that is, for s > 0,
ullwssaioy < C(Ifllora + ull,).

This result, when applied to problem ([2.1), is not optimal. This is the reason why
we had to go through the more complicated computations in the previous sections.

Proof. In order to prove that the boundary value problem is elliptic it suffices to
verify the Lopatinski condition as in [HORT]. This is standard, and since we do not
use this fact in what follows, we leave the details to the reader. Thus the boundary
value problem ([2-3) admits solutions with appropriate estimates modulo a finite
dimensional kernel and a finite dimensional cokernel. Our next job is to explicitly
determine this kernel and cokernel.

Determination of the Kernel: Suppose that the function u, defined on €2, satisfies

A(Au) — Au=0 on

0*u

?—0 N ; on bf2
. u

%Au—kz::OYk (Vv du)|7i] - 5, =0 onbo

We intend to show that u must therefore be constant. This will then imply that the
kernel is the one dimensional space of constant functions. Without loss of generality
we suppose that all functions are real valued.

Using Green’s theorem we see that

Oz/QuA[Au—u}dV

_/ |Au|2+/ u— (Au) — / Au +/|gradu|2 /
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Thus we find that
/ | A uf? + |gradu?
Q

ou 0
= /Q (Au + u) — u—(Au)

on on
w ry. cond. N
(284 bdry. cond.) /QgZ(Au_HL) /bgulgyk*[(VkaU)Lﬁ}Jrg—ﬂ
N
N /Q g—fi Au= /Q ug)yk* (Vv du)i]. (12.4)

Now we consider the second integral on the right hand side of equation ([2.4)). We
have

/ ZYk (v, du) i u — Z / Yiu|(Vy,dul )il
b k=0
(1°* bdry. cond.) Z/ qu qu)]
= —1 B |g1radu\2

where we use the first boundary condition, and the simple facts that (Vy,du) |7 =
(0/0n)Yyu, and that |gradul® = X |Yeul? + [(0/0n)ul?.

Substituting this last equality into ([2.4), and using Green’s theorem again, we
find that

2 2 _ - _ -2 2
/Q|Au| + |gradu|® = /A 5 35m |gradul

1
/ | A ul?* + gradu - grad(Au) — 3 A (Jgradul?).
0

Notice that

ou ou ou

2 = 2 — | == +2 .
Algradu| Z ( ) o, + 2grad o, - grad— o,
= 2grad(Au) - gradu +2 rad% : rad%

As a result,

ou

/|Au\2+\gradu\2 /|Au\2 Zgrad— grada—
]
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That is,
ou l?
grad—u

=0.
Oz,

/ lgradul” + >
@ j

This equality implies that u is a constant.

Determination of the Cokernel: We want to show that if f is such that the
system ([27) admits a solution then

Af:a

Notice that this would imply that Cokernel D (ker( feJof ))L
We have
0

RSN - T
nd bdry. cond. * i af
(279 bdry. cond.) /bQ ; Y, {(vadu Dn} ~ on

(Green on bQ) _/ g
b

Q On

= - [ ar.

Now the left hand side in these last equations equals [o(f — Af). Therefore

sz&

Now we examine the dimension of the cokernel. Suppose that

(g;v1,09) € C(2) x C(bQ2) x C*(bS2)
and

(g;v1,v2) L Range of ()>
1.e.

N9 [0
/Q(A2U—Au)g+/bﬂ j;on]% (a—;>] (%1

+/bQ 0 8u> ou

N
—_ A divi [ n.VIZZ ) - 2=
u+jz::l iv (nJV 7

for all uw € C°°. Then we want to show that

- o ]vgzzo (12.5)

(g; v1,v2) lies in some one dimensional subspace.

This will finish the proof.
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Thus suppose that (12.5) holds for all u € C*®(Q). By taking u € C°(Q) and
integrating by parts we obtain

Oz/ﬂg(A%—Au):/ﬂu(Azg—Ag).

This equality implies that A%g — Ag = 0 on Q.
Next, assume (12.5) and apply Green’s theorem to the integral on Q. It equals

/Ag I)u+/bggginﬁ—lu—/ﬂg—7gl(A—I)u
B / u(D%g = Bg) + Q@ﬂ B9 /

+/mgan /Q Ton / §z+ gfz

Substituting this last identity into (12.5), and recalling that A2g — Ag=0onQ we
find that

0= faamt —/ "o 9+/ 50 50 75
_/ / /Qﬁnzvl
ou

+/1;QU2%AU_%:/IMY; (Vykdu)m}vg—/mw%
N e
“fo O RCEERIG Iy WV

0
+/bﬂ(g+v2)8_n A . (12.6)

Therefore we have

0 0 ou 02
= o [ﬁ—m%/ﬂaw el

As in the half space case, we write 2’ to indicate the variable in b$). Given any
function v on b2, we let
() = v(r(z)) = v(a),

where 7 is the normal projection defined in a neighborhood of ). The functions v
are defined in a (fixed) neighborhood of b2. Then we can extend them to all of RY**
by multiplying by a (fixed) cut-off function.
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Now we proceed in several steps to calculate the cokernel:
Step 1: Take u(z) to be of the form
u(w) = p(a)’tu(z),
where @, € C*°(bS2) is generic. Such a choice yields that
g+uvy=0 on bS.

Proof of Step 1: For such a choice of u, equation (12.7) becomes

0= /bQ(g + 'Ug)% A (pgﬂl)

Now,

= 08 [Ul A p+ Q(gradp gradul) +p* A ul}

B 0

-~ (rer)el,
6uq

[It is a standard fact that we may assume that (0p/dn) = |grad p| = 1 on bS2.] This
implies that g + v, = 0 on bf).

b2

Step 2: Take u = p?(x)u(x) with u; € C*(bQ2). This implies that
99
VG = —

on
Proof of Step 2: Using Step 1, we see that this particular choice of u gives

on bS2.

Ay

- n(n)

bQ2 bQ2

= (ﬁl A p? + 2gradp? - gradiiy, + p? A ﬂl)

bQ2

= 2lgradp|*u,

b
= 2'&1,

while (82p?/dn) = 2 on bQ). Therefore,
g

VG = —

n on bS2.
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Hence, putting Steps 1 and 2 together, equation (12.7) becomes

2
R R Y B R -
+Z/ quYkag /A (12.8)

for all u € C>(Q).
Step 3: We have that

ou 0%u Og
/QﬁnAg Qanzﬁnz / Onykuyk__/A

0 ou 0%g
- Yy 2D / 12.
/bﬂul ¥ on kg] + o On on (12.9)

Proof of Step 3: Recall that for k = 0,...,N, Yy = Dy — ng(9/0n), and that
i = >;n;D;. Therefore, it is easy to see that

0%u Og 0 0

guey Yig) (<=Yiu) = S Dpg— (Dyu).

8n20n+zk:( kg)(ﬁn ku) zk: kg@n( )

Thus a repeated application of Green’s theorem gives that

/—/— + 3 [ gl - [ gt

- Q@n A9t Z/ Yk%_/bﬂﬁu%

= Ou A g+ Z [/ gradDyu - gradeu] / Au /N g

Qan

e z/ B o,

Q@ﬂ Qan

_Z/ Dkg +Z/96n kg)
=3 [, Yk*%Dkg) [

This proves Claim 3.
Now because of Step 3, equality (12.8) becomes

2
/ B—z - 83 A +Z(Yk 0 Dkg)] +/Q gz %n. (12.10)
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Thus ¢ must satisfy the system

N2g—Ng= on {2
0%g

;% = on bQ

dg 0 0

— —— A Y —D.g = Q

on On g—l-zk: ko kg =0 on b

Using the first boundary equation we can rewrite the second one as in the homo-
geneous problem that we have studied earlier when we calculated the kernel. We
conclude that g = C'. Therefore the cokernel of the problem is given by

(97 U1, UQ) = (C7 07 _C)7

which is obviously a one dimensional space.

All of these calculations can be applied to our original problem provided that
f € W%(Q). Using the regularity result we can extend it to all f € W* s > 1/2
and conclude that has a unique solution u with [,u = 0, for all f € W#(Q2) with
Jof=0. [

13. FINAL REMARKS

In the present paper we have laid the foundations for Hodge theory of the standard
exterior differential operator d in the Sobolev topology acting on g-forms on a domain
in RY. The theory that have presented here is complete. However, there is much
work that remains to be done. For maximum applicability, the Hodge theory on a
(compact) manifold needs to be developed. Also the case of all s and all ¢ should be
treated in a unified manner.

The ultimate goal of this program is to develop the Hodge theory of the &-Neumann
problem in the Sobolev topology on a strongly pseudoconvex domain. We will turn
to this task in a subsequent sequence of papers.
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