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BOUNDARY REGULARITY OF THE BERGMAN KERNEL IN HOLDER
SPACE

ZIMING SHI

ABSTRACT. Let D be a bounded strictly pseudoconvex domain in C". Assuming bD € Ck+3+«
where k is a non-negative integer and 0 < « < 1, we show that 1) the Bergman kernel B(-,wo) €
C’kJr’mi’“{a’%}(ﬁ)7 for any wo € D; 2) The Bergman projection on D is a bounded operator from
C**%(D) to C’k“"i“{a'g}(ﬁ) for any 0 < 8 < 1. Our results both improve and generalize the work
of E. Ligocka.
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1. INTRODUCTION
The main goal of the paper is to prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let D be a bounded strictly pseudoconvexr domain in C™ with C*T3+ boundary,
where k is a non-negative integer and 0 < o < 1. Let B(z,w) be the Bergman kernel for D. Then

for every wyg € D, B(-,wp) € Ck+min{a’%}(ﬁ)'

Earlier in her paper [Lig84], E. Ligocka showed that if Q has C*** boundary for non-negative

integers k, then B(-,wg) € C’k+%(ﬁ). Hence Theorem 1.1 is an improvement and generalization of
Ligocka’s result to Holder spaces.

The study of boundary regularity properties of the Bergman projection and Bergman kernel is of
fundamental importance in several complex variables, and the subject has found major applications
in the theory of biholomorphic mappings and complex geometry, among many other fields. We men-
tion here some brief history for the results on strictly pseudoconvex domains. When the boundary
is O, Kerzman [I[<cr72] used the theory of O-Neumann problem to show that the Bergman kernel
function B(z,w) is C® x C%°(D x D\ Ayp), where Ayp := {(z,w) € bD x bD, z = w}. Soon after,
C. Fefferman in his seminal paper [Fef74] gave a description of the behavior of the Bergman kernel
(z,w) € bD x bD near its singular set A,p, and as an application he proved the now classical Fef-
ferman’s mapping theorem, which states that a biholomorphic mapping F' : Dy — D, between two
bounded C* strictly pseudoconvex domains D1, Dy extends to a C* diffeomorphism F : D; — D».
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Fefferman’s proof was based on the deep properties of the Bergman kernel and Bergman metric on
strictly pseudoconvex domains. The analysis however was very difficult and nearly impossible to
generalize to other cases. Later on Webster [Web79] and Ligocka-Bell [BL.80] independently found
conditions on the boundary behavior of the Bergman kernel that can imply the C*> extension
of biholomorphic mappings, and consequently they were able to significantly simplify Fefferman’s
proof.

Phong-Stein [PS77] and Ahern-Schneider [AS79] independently proved the Holder estimates for
the Bergman projection. In both work the boundary is assumed to be C'™ and the proof is based
on the work of C.Fefferman [Fef74] and L. Boutet de Monvel and J. Sjostrand [BdMS76]. Later
on, Ligocka [l.ig84] constructed a non-orthogonal projection operator with explicit kernels that
“approximates” the Bergman projection operator, and she used it to prove the Holder estimates
assuming boundary is C*t4. Ligocka based off her construction on a similar work done by Kerzman-
Stein [[XS78] for the Szegd projection on C° strictly pseudoconvex domains. The idea is to use
the symmetry of the Levi polynomial for the defining function to get a third order cancellation,
which then allows one to estimate the singular integrals (see Proposition 3.1). It is also worthwhile
to mention that the method of Kerzman-Stein-Ligocka has been used in a number of subsequent
works, for example in [L512] and [LS13]. For a detailed exposition of the work by Ligocka-Bell and
Kerzman-Stein-Ligocka, we refer the reader to the book by M.Range [Ran&6, Chapter VII].

In this paper we shall give a variant of Ligocka’s method which allows us to prove the estimates
in Holder spaces. Our method also has the advantage that the term on the right-hand side of
our integral equation behaves much nicer than the one used by Ligocka, which we now explain.
Denote the Bergman projection on D by P. It is a standard fact that for wy € D, one can write
B(-,wp) = Py, where ¢ = ¢, € CX(D) (see Lemma 2.4.) Ligocka showed that Py satisfies an
integral equation of the form

(1.1) (I+K)Pp = L*.

Here L is a non-orthogonal projection operator mapping L?(Q2) into H?(Q2), the L? Bergman space,
L* is the adjoint operator of £, and K := L£* — L. It was proved in [Lig84] that if the boundary

is Ck4, then K is a compact operator mapping C*(D) into C’k+%(ﬁ), and £, £* map C*+1(D)
(in fact only need derivatives of order k being Lipschitz continuous) into C’k+%(ﬁ). Hence in
particular L*p € C’”é(ﬁ). Applying Fredholm theory to the integral equation (1.1) then shows
that Py € CF+2 (D).

For our proof we shall use the same operators £, L*, K, but instead of considering the integral
equation of Py, we show that the following integral equation holds for the function Py — ¢

(1.2) (I +K)(Pp —¢) = R(Pp — ),

where R is some operator that maps Py — ¢ to a C°°(D) function, assuming boundary is only
C3. This is in contrast to the right-hand side of (1.1), where the regularity of £*¢ depends on the
regularity of the boundary and the estimate is much more complicated.

Using (1.2), Theorem 1.1 is then an easy consequence of the following compactness result and
Fredholm theory.

Proposition 1.2. Let D be a bounded strictly pseudoconvez domain in C™ with Ck+3+e boundary,
where k is a non-negative integer and 0 < a < 1. Then K is a bounded operator from C*(D) to
C«k-{—min{a,%} (ﬁ) )

We remark that Proposition 1.2 is the main estimate of the paper and takes up the majority of
the proof.

Using Proposition 1.2 we can also prove the following theorem for the Bergman projection.
Similar result has been obtained by Ligocka under the assumption that the boundary is C*t4.
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Theorem 1.3. Let D be a bounded strictly pseudoconvexr domain in C™ with C*¥T3+% boundary,
where k is a non-negative integer and 0 < o < 1. For 0 < 8 < 1, the Bergman projection P for the

domain D defines a bounded operator from C*+t8(D) to C’k+min{°"§}(ﬁ).

In the special case o = 1, we recover Ligocka’s result. Note that Theorem 1.1 can also be obtained
as a consequence of Theorem 1.3, by the fact that B = Py and setting § = 1 in Theorem 1.3.
However we shall give independent proofs of the two theorems based on Proposition 1.2.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove a simple estimate for Hérmander’s 0
solution operator on pseudoconvex domains. We also prove a refined version of the regularized defin-
ing function introduced in [Gonl19], which plays an important role in the proof of Proposition 1.2.
In Section 3 we follow Ligocka’s idea to construct the operators £, L*, IC, using the regularized
defining function from Section 2. We then prove various estimates for the kernels of £, L*, IC. We
note that in our proof (Proposition 3.5 and the remark after) that £ defines a bounded projection
operator from L?(D) to H?(D), only C® boundary regularity is needed.

In Section 4 we prove Proposition 1.2 and Theorem 1.1. The proof of Proposition 1.2 is splitted
into two parts. In the first part, we prove the case for k = 0, i.e. assuming bD € C3t®, 0 < o < 1,
we show that K maps L°(D) boundedly into Cmin{a’%}(ﬁ). In the second part, we apply the
integration by parts techniques from [AS79] to prove the case for K > 1. We next turn to the
proof of Theorem 1.1. First we construct the integral equation (1.2) using Koppleman’s homotopy
formula and show that the right-hand side defines a C*°(D) function. Theorem 1.1 then follows
easily from Proposition 1.2 and standard Fredholm theory. In Section 5 we prove Theorem 1.3. To
this end we show that £ is a bounded operator from C*+#(D) to C’k+§(5), 0 < B <1, assuming
boundary is C?.

We now fix some notations used in the paper. The L? Bergman space on a domain D is denoted
by H?(D). The Bergman projection and Bergman kernel is denoted by P and B, respectively. We
denote by C"(D) the Holder space of exponent r on D, and C2°(D) the space of C* functions with
compact support in D. For simplicity we write |f|, := ||f o+, when the domain D is clear from
context. We write x < y to mean that x < Cy for some constant C' independent of x and y. By

l : : . Dl _ aa; b , -
D' we mean a differential operator of order I: D} g(z) = 03 8529(2), Yoo+ Zj B =1
Acknowledgment. The author would like to thank the anonymous referee for many valuable sug-

gestions that improve the exposition of the paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Proposition 2.1. Let_D,D’ be bounded pseudoconver domains in C" such that D' CC D, and let
[ > 0. Suppose ¢ is a O-closed (0,1) form in D, with coefficients in WHUD). Let uw= Sy, where S
is Hormander’s L? solution operator which solves  on D. Then u € W*H(D'), and

[ullwis(pry < C(5/2)_l_1H<PHWl(D)7 § = dist(D’, D),
where C is an absolute constant depending only on the domain D,

Proof. By Hormander’s L? estimate [I165], we have du = ¢ and

(2.1) lullz2py < Collellz2(py,

where Cj is a constant which depends only on the the diameter of D. Let x € C°(D) be such that
X = 1 on D'. Further, x satisfies the estimate |D7x| §_5_M, where § := dist(D’, D). We use the
following fact: If v € L?(C") has compact support and dv € L?(C"), then

(2.2) 1020l 22(cny = 10z, vll L2 (cny-

This can be proved through a simple integration by parts and approximation argument. (see [0,

Lemma 4.2.4]). In what follows we let D! to denote a differential operator of the form [} =102 8? ,
)’ 7 J
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where > 1. |ag| + |8;] = I, and we use 9 to denote J 85;, where Y 8; = I. Applying (2.2)
repeatedly then gives

41
(2.3) D" 0|l p2cny = [0

’UHLZ(Cn)

for any v € L?(C") with compact support and such that It e L?(C™). Applying (2.3) with
v = xu, we get

—=l+1
1D ()| L2y = 118 (xw) | 22y
—[+1 —[+1—s —s
<@ ullrzpy+ > 1@ X))@ wllz2(py-

1<s<i+1

(2.4)

By (2.1) and estimates for the derivatives of y, the first integral is bounded by Coé~ ¢+ ||¢|| £2(D)-
For each integral in the sum, we have for 1 < s <[+ 1

1@ )@ W2y = 10 %)@ du)llz2(p)
< 5 ollws-1 iy < 5l (o)

+1—s l+1 s

Now, there are in total ZIH (lzl) = 2!*1 terms on the right-hand side of (2.4). Thus by combining
the estimates we obtain

1D (xw)llz2 oy < Co2 6™V ooy = Co(6/2)" T [lellwi(py-
Since x =1 on D’, we have

1D ull 2y < 1D 0c)llzzo) < Co(8/2)™ D oy, =

We now show the existence of a defining function that is smooth off the boundary and whose
derivatives blow up in a controlled way.

Proposition 2.2. Let D be a bounded domain in RN with C" boundary, r > 3, and let p be a
defining function of D of the class C”, i.e. there exists a U such that D CC U, Vp # 0 on bD and
D ={z €U :p(D)<0}. Wedenote |p|; := |p|lcrw), where |- |cry) denotes the Hélder-r norm on
U. Then there exists a defining function p of D such that

(a) p € C"(RY)NC>®(R"\ bD).
(b) There exists some dg > 0 such that for any x ¢ bD and 0 < 6(x) := dist(x, bD) < dp,

|D7p(x)| < Cylple(146(2)" ), j=0,1,2,..., 6&(x):= dist(z,bD).

(¢) There exists a constant C' depending only on the domain D and |p|3, and a §; > 0 such that
for all x € R™ with 6(x) < &y the following estimate hold

|D*p(z) — D?p(z,)| < Clo — 2|, |zs — 2| := dist(z, bD).
Here we use 132/) to denote derivatives of p of order 2 and less.
We call p a regularized defining function of the domain D.

Proof. We will use the argument from [Gon19]. Let E, be the Whitney extension operator for the
domain D. By [Gonl9, Lemma 3.7], E,p is a defining function of D (so that —E,p is a defining
function of the domain (D)¢, E.p € C"(RN) N C®((D)¢) and

IDPE,p()] S Cylple(1+6@)' ), j=0,1,2,.... zeR"\D.

Furthermore, for each # € R™\ D with 0 < §(x) < 1, there exists some constant C' depending only
on D and |p|3 such that |[D?(Ep)(x) — D?p(z.)| < Clx — x.|, where x, := dist(x, bD) Let E! be
the Whitney extension operator for the domain (D)¢. Then by the same reasoning p := E.E,p is a
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defining function of D satisfying p € C™(R™Y)NC>(R™\ bD), and for all z € D with 0 < §(x) < d1,
the following hold

D7 p(x)| S Cj|Erple(1+6(x) ) S Cflplr(1+6(x)7), j=0,1,2,..., z€D;
1D*p(x) — D*p(x.)] = |D*p(w) — D*(Eyp)(w)| < C'lz — 2, |ow — 2| := dist(w,bD). O

We now state a very useful result to prove Holder estimates, popularly known as the Hardy-
Littlewood lemma. For a proof the reader may refer to [CS01, p. 345].

Lemma 2.3 (Hardy-Littlewood lemma). Let D be a bounded domain in RN with C1 boundary.
Suppose g € C¥(D) and that for some 0 < < 1 there is a constant C such that

D g(a)| < Co(z)™ 7,z €D,
where 6(x) = dist(x,bD). Then g € C*+P(D).
The following lemma can be found in [Bel93]. We provide the proof for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 2.4. Let D be a bounded domain Q@ C C" and let B(z,w) and P denote the Bergman
kernel and the Bergman projection for D, respectively. Given wy € D, there exists a function ¢y,
in C°(D) such that

18l |8l
(2.5) O Blew) = Pol(2), o(2) = ()00 (2),

where B is a multi-index.

Proof. Let §y denote the distance from wg to bD and let B1(0) the unit ball in C™. Set
¢w0(z):50—2n¢<2—5w0>’ ZGD,
0

where ¢ is a real-valued function in CZ°(B1(0)) that is radially symmetric about the origin and
[ ¢dV = 1. Clearly, ¢y, € C°(D). By the property of the Bergman projection and the Bergman
kernel, we have

Py (2) = /D B(2 Oy () dV (C)
_ —2n C — Wop
= [ Beon™e (5) avio

:/’ B(2,60¢ + wo)$(¢) dV ()
B1(0)

:/ B(8o¢ + w0, 2)$(¢) dV ()
B1(0)

= m = B(Z,ZU(]),

where we used the fact that B is holomorphic in the first argument and thus both its real and
imaginary parts are harmonic functions which satisfy the mean value property. This proves (2.5)
for 8 = 0. The general case follows similarly by repeating the above calculation and integration by
parts. We leave the details to the reader. O

3. ESTIMATES OF THE KERNEL

In this section we follow Ligocka’s idea to construct the kernel of the projection operator £ for
a strictly pseudoconvex domain. For now we assume the defining function p is in the class C?.
Suppose a bounded domain D C C" is given by D = {z € C" : p(z) < 0}. We write

Ds:={z€C":p(z) <d}, d>0.
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We shall sometimes write Ds(z) (or Ds(¢)) to indicate that the domain is for the z (or ¢) variable.
We now construct the kernel to be used in the integral formula. By setting p’ = e? — 1, for some
large A, we see that p’ is strictly plurisubharmonic in a neighborhood of D, and from now on we
simply assume p satisfies this property. Define

(31) Z ¢ Z a@ L (6)a = 6 — )
By Taylor’s formula we have
(3.2) p(2) = p(¢) = 2Re F(2,¢) + Lo(¢ 2 = ¢) + o<!z - 412>,

where £,((;t) is the Levi form of p at ¢, ie. £,((it) == 320, BC BC
such that for all z,¢ € Dg, we have £,((; 2z — ¢) > c|z — ¢|?. It follows from (3.2) that

t;. Fix some g > 0 small

63 ReF(02PO PG ey i-dl<e
B4)  ReF(z0—p(Q) 2 PO L L Dy x s f-dl<

Let x(t) be a smooth cut-off function such that x(t) =1if ¢ < £ and x(t) = 0if t > . We define
the following global support function:

(3.5) G(2,¢) = x()F(z,0) + (1= x(t)]z — ¢, t=]z—|.

We also define the vector-valued functions go = (g8,...,g%) and g1 = (gi,..., %), where

920 =G -z, 1<i<n,

and

(36) gi(=0) = Z% Zam 5-6) | +1-x@)G==), 1<i<n,

where t = |z — ¢|. It follows that (gg,( — 2) = |¢ — 2|? and {(g1,( — 2) = G(2,¢). In view of (3.4)
and (3.5), there exists some ¢ > 0 such that

(3.7) ReG(z,¢) = p(¢) > c(=p(¢) — p(2) + |2 = ¢[*), 2 €D,
and

(38) ReG(2,¢) — pl(0) 2 11-0(Q) = p(a)] + el — %, 2,C € Dy x Dy,
In particular, (3.7) implies

(39) G20 POl 21¢— 4, 2¢eD.

We note that if the boundary is C*T3T%, then g1, G € C® x C**17%(Ds(z) x D;(¢)) and holo-
morphic in z whenever |z — (| < g9/4. Let

L 0.0
27/ — <g)\7 > 7

The associated Cauchy-Fantappie forms are given by

0 = wy N (527Cw)\)n_1, A=0,1.

O =woAwr A Y (Dacw0)™ A (D cwr)
k1+ko=n—2

wr(z,¢) =

=0,1.
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We decompose Q* = > 0<q<n Qé’q and Q01 = > 0<q<n Qf},, where Q())\vq (resp. Qgl,) has type (0,q)
in z and type (n,n — 1 — q) type in (. The following Koppleman’s formula holds:

(3.10) ey + 0001 = Qg — Doy
where we take 98}_1 = 0. Write
n—1
A\ 1 - i , _ .
(311) QO,O(Z7 () (27_(_\/_) g)” (Z g)\dgl) (lgzl 8C9A A dCZ) ’ A= 07 17
(3.12)
_ __ k1 — ko
1 ((=2dS) — (gi,dC) (d¢, d¢) (Dcg1, dC)
QOI —
00 = G C o MTane-a”, ( =2 ) "\lg.c—2)
Define
n n—1
1 _ |
N(z,Q) == 2/ G0 — o T <Zg1 dCz’) N (Z:; 9¢91(2, () /\d(,)
(3.13) i

_ i— g (Z, _ — _
_ C’n;(—l) 1 [G(%é) 4 p(c)]"CK A@egh) A A (Begl) A A Begn),

where 77 means 7 is being excluded. Note that for { € bD, we have N(z,() = Q(l]’o(z, ¢). Therefore
by (3.10) with ¢ =0,

(3.14) 0.0(2,¢) = 0cWl(2,¢) + N(2,(), 2€Ds, (€bD.
Let
(3.15) L(2,¢)dV (¢) :== 0¢N(z,¢) — S2(0:0¢N)(z,C),

where S, is Hormander’s operator that solves 0 on Ds. In what follows we write L = Lo + L1,
where

Lo dV(() = _SZ(EZECN)(% 4)7 leV(C) = ECN(Z7 <)

For each ¢ € D, L(-,() is holomorphic on D. We also note that if bD € C*+3+< then 9:N €
C>® x C*¥(D(z) x D(¢)). In view of (3.8), (3.13) and the fact that 9,G(z,(),d.g(z,¢) = 0 for
|z — ¢| < e0/4, we see that 0,0;N(z,() is a well-defined d-closed (0,1) form with coefficients in
C™ x C***(Ds(z) x Ds(C)), if § > 0 is sufficiently small. Write

O¢N(z,¢) = Ll(Z <)dV(C)
5C( _—

(3.16) =S C n+1 Z Q)G A Dcgr) A+ A (Degi) Ao A (Dear)
n 1
[G(z,0) = p(O)]"
In the proof we shall use the following convenient expression from [Lig84]:
n(¢) +0'(1z = ) pl)  FE()
[G(z.€) = PO+ O e <<>‘ ‘

Here we note that n(¢) = 7n(¢), and O’(]z—(]) is some linear combination of products of [Z/)\?’p(g)](ﬁi—
z;), where [D3p(()] denotes products of p(¢) and Dé‘?p(C), k < 3. In particular, O'(|z — (|) satisfies

d¢ A (Dcgr) A+ A (Degh).

(3.17) Li(z,¢) = n(¢) := ¢, det
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the estimates

0'(|2 = ¢DI S lplsl¢ =21, [DLO"(1z = ¢l < lpls,

(3.18) o
|D:O(J2 = CDI S Iplive + [plirslC — 2, 1> 1.

We now define the integral operator:

(3.19) £f(z) = /D L(z O f(Q) dV(C) = / [Lo(2:0) + Li(2, Q)] £(O) dV(0).

D

and the associated adjoint operator

£pe) = [ TN © = [ [Ba +Tea)] 1 av(o.

D

In the same way as (3.17), we can also write

n(z) + 0"(|z = ¢|)
[G(C.2) = p(2)

(3.20) Li(¢,2) = n(z) := ¢, det

p(2) %(2)
22 () %a”—zj(z)’

Here O”(]z —(]) is some linear combination of products of [l/)\?’p(z)](ﬁZ — z;), where [l/?\?’p(z)] denotes
products of p(z) and D¥p(z2), k < 3. O"(|z — (|) satisfies the estimate

0" (|2 = DI S lplsl¢ = 21, [DEO" (|2 = <Dl < Ipls,

(3.21) -
ID.0"(12 = ¢DI S lplive + 1plssl¢ — 2], 1> 1.

Hence if bD € CkT3+% then Li((, 2) is O x C®(D(z) x D(C)).

Let
(3 22) K(Z,C) = L(C)'Z)_L(va)

| = [Lo(6:2) = Lo(=. Q)] + |Li(62) = La(=:€)
and

62) Kf@)= [ KOO W© = [ [FTR - 160 10O dV(©) = £5:) - 1)

For later purpose we note that /—1K is a self-adjoint operator.
The following cancellation estimate is due to [[X578]. We include a proof here for the reader’s
convenience.

Proposition 3.1. Let D be a strictly pseudoconvexr domain with a C® defining function p, with
0 <a<1. Let F(z,() be the function defined by formula (3.1). Then

(3.24) [F(2,¢) = p(O)] = [F(C,2) — p(2)] = O(I¢ — =),

where [O(|¢ = 2°)| < lplsl¢ — 2.



Proof. By (3.1) we have

n n 2
F<z,<>:§;@<<)(g_zj>_1 PPz — Gz — &)

= 9 —~ 0GI;

:JZZ; g_g(z)Jrk; 8228,0zk Ce — 2 +Zazja% )(Ck —21) | (G — 2)
—Z: o (2) s~ G~ )+ Rl

. : e + ; 8825’2]< (G — )G — %)
" : aj;gj (G — )G =5 + Rol=: ),

where we did Taylor expansion for the function g—g at z. Since p € C3, the remainder term Ry
J

satisfies |Ro(z,¢)| < |pl3l¢ — 2|3, On the other hand,

n n 2
FC=Y OG0~ 5 Y. e (TG = %)
i—1 (2

Hence

Pyo) Z pds =)+ Y (G 7)

n 2 n 9
+ Re (Z op (2)(G — 2)(¢ — Zj)) + Z 0 p_ (2)(G — 2i)(¢j — 25) + Ro(2,¢),

2:0%; 2:0Z
Zzl((?z@] ”:1828]

where |Ro(z,¢)| < |pl3|¢ — z|. The first four terms on the right-hand side are exactly the first and
second order terms in the Taylor polynomial of p at z, which is equal to p(¢) — p(z) + Ri(z,(),
where |R1(z, ()| < |plsl¢ — 2|*. Hence

F(Z, C) - F(C) Z) = p(C) - p(Z) + R(Z, C)v

where |R(z,¢)| S |pl3|¢ — 2|*. O
In what follows we shall denote
@(27C) :G(Z7C) _p(C)a 6((,2) :G(C7Z)—p(2)
Lemma 3.2. Let D be a bounded strictly pseudoconver domain with C® boundary in C", n > 2,
Let p be the defining function of D. Let 0 < 8 < 1. Let O(z,() denote either ®(z,() or ®((, 2).
(i) Let 0 < < 1. Then
dv (<) é—1

3.25 / S1+40(2)2
(329) b =P g ~ o)

where the constant depends only on D.
(ii) Let 3> 0. Then

B
2

_ |8
(3.26) / (M) %dwosr ,

where the constant depends only on D.
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Proof. First, we show that for each fixed z € D, there exists a small neighborhood U, and a
coordinate chart ¢, : U, — R?" with $.(¢) = ((s1,82),1) € R2 x R2"—2 and

(3.27) (2, O [@(C, )| Z 0(2) + [s1] + [sal +[t2,|¢ — 2] Z |(s2,8)].

Here 6(z) := dist(z,bD) and in the following computation we shall just write . We define s1(¢) =
p(¢) and s2(¢) = Im ®(z, (). Recall that ®(z,{) = F(z,() — p(¢) when z,( are close and

CORDY 3G = )+ 0~ +f).

Hence at ( = 2, we have

de Im®(z,¢) A dep(C) = de Tm F(2,€) A dep(C)

1 _ _

= ———(Ocp—Dcp) AN (Dep+ D
2\/_—1( ¢p— 0¢p) N (¢cp+Ocp)
1 _

= ——9pABp#0.
T p #

We can then find smooth real-valued functions ¢;, 1 < j < 2n — 2, with ¢;(¢{) =0 at ( = z and
dep(Q) Nde Im @ (2, () Adt1(C) A=+ ANdtap—2(¢) #0 at ( = 2.

By the inverse function theorem, ¢, = (s1, s2,t) defines a C! coordinate map in small neighborhood
of z.

To prove the first statement in (3.27), we use estimate (3.7) which says Re ®(z,() 2 —p(() —
p(2) +|¢ — 2%, for all z,{ € D. Tt follows that

22,0 Z [Re ®(2,¢)| + [Im (2, Q)| Z 6(2) + [s1(C)] + [s2()] + [H(O).

For ®((, z) the argument goes the same: We note that ®((, z) = F((, z) — p(z) when z, ¢ are close,
and

FiG.2) = 30 21— )+ O =)
Thus at ¢ = 2, "~
deIm @ (¢, 2) A dep(Q)l,_, = de Im F(C,2) Adap(2)
= 5= 0:0(2) = 9:0(2) A 0:0() +7:(2)
= \/%_15,0 A Op # 0.

The second statement in (3.27) follows from the fact that sa(z) = t(z) = 0. Now, both ®(z,() and
|¢ — z| are bounded below by some positive constant for ¢ ¢ U,. Hence using partition of unity in
¢ space, we can bound the integral on the left-hand-side of (3.25) by a constant times

/ / / 2" 3ds dsg dt / o /
(s24+1)27B(6 + 514 sg + t2)"+1 ™~ @47+t

where we used the polar coordinates for (s1,s2) with r = |s|. We can estimate the integral I by
separating into different cases.
Case 1: 6 > r,t2.

5 Vs
1< ¢+ ( / rdr) ( / {2n—o+h dt> <1l g sl
0 0
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Case 2: r > §,t2.

1 NG 1 .
1< / P </ {2n=5+8 dt) dr < / e M I s
) 0 )

Case 3: t2 > §,r.

1 t2 1
IS/ / rdr t2"—5+ﬁ—2“—2dt5/ 93t < 1467175,
Vs \Jo NG

Combining the estimates we obtain (3.25).

(ii) Since |0(z,¢)| = |z — ¢|?, the integral is bounded by

|z —¢|° dV (<)
—=dV(() <
/BT@ oG, o) —/ N e PRI
t2n 3d$1 d82 dt
/// (824 )27B(8 + 51+ s2 + 12)"

/ / /T 2 =5tB dsy dspdt s
5120 Js3=0 Ji=o (51 +s2+12)"

Here we used the fact that |( — z| 2 (s2,t) and thus ¢ € B;(z) implies |sa|, |t| < T.
We consider several cases.
Case 1: s1 > 7, the integral is bounded by

I</ dsl/ / t2n 5+ dt < —n+1+14+2n—4+p — n— 2+ < Tﬁ

Case 2: 51 < 7, then we have |s| < r, for s = (s1, s3). Divide further into subcases. If t2 > s, then

2n—543 T 2 T
I </ / st 2ds dt S/ / sds | 2n—s+8-2n g 5/ =Lt < 7P,
S +1 0 0 0

On the other hand, if t? < s, then

T NG T T
s 2n—4+8 B 8
I< / (/ 3-8 dt) —ds < / s— 2 "Hlds < / s27lds <72, O
0 0 § 0 0

From the proof of Lemma 3.2, we see that for fixed ¢, we can find a neighborhood U, of ¢ and
a coordinate chart ¢ : Us — R?™ with ¢¢(2) = (s], 85, t') € R x R x R?72, Indeed, we can set
s1(z) = p(z) and sh(z) = ImP(z,¢). At z = ¢,

d;Im®(z,() Nd,p(z) = d, Im F(z,{) Nd.p(2)

= 2—\/1_—1(5410(0 —9¢p(Q)) A (Dep(€) + Dep(€))
= —2=00(0) 1 0p(<) £ 0.

Hence there exists smooth real-valued functions t;-, 1<j5<2n—2 with t;-(z) =0 and
dop(z) NdTm®(z,¢) Adt(C) A--- ANdiy, o(¢) #0 at z=.

Consequently (s}, s,t’) is the desired coordinate chart in the z variable. Now by the same estimate
as in the proof of Lemma 3.2, we can prove the following:

Lemma 3.3. Keeping the assumptions of Lemma 3.2.
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(i) Let 0 < < 1. Then

dV(z .
(3.28) /D = 2’2_5‘&;0’%1 <148(0)27Y, 8(C) = dist(¢, bD),

where the constant depends only on D.
(ii) Let B> 0, and denote by B(z) the ball of radius T centered at z. Then
B
2

_ B
(3.29) /B e e @’(ZZ Oﬂ’anV(z) <8

where the constant depends only on D.

Lemma 3.4. Let D be a bounded strictly pseudoconver domain with C® boundary in C", n > 2,
and let p be its defining function. Let ©(z,() denote either ®(z,() or ®((,z). Denote 5(,2) =
dist(z,bD).

(i)
av(¢)
3.30 ——2> - <1+4logd(z), z€D,
(3:30) yTote gy 517+ g
where the constant depends only on D.
(ii)
do(¢)
3.31 / —— <1+ logd z€D,
331 OGO ~ 180

where the constant depends only on D.

Proof. (i) In the proof we shall write d(z) simply as §. For fixed z € D, let ¢ — (s1,s2,t) be the
coordinate chart in a neighborhood U, of z as constructed in the proof of Lemma 3.2. Let o be
a smooth cut-off function such that supp xo C Eo(z) :={C € D : —p(¢) — p(2) + |z — (| < o} and
Xo = 1 on the set E1(z) := {{ € D: —p(¢) — p(z) + |z — ¢| < §}. We choose ¢ sufficiently small
such that Fy(z) C U,. Then

/ avie) / x0(Q)dV (<) +/ (1 = x0(¢))av (<)

p 1©0(z,0"  Jprg, 9(z,Q)"  Jpve,  1©(z, Q)

In view of (3.7), the second integral is bounded by a constant independent of z € D.
The first integral is bounded by

/ av(e) /1 /1 /1 273 dsy dsy dt / / e rdrdt
pnEe(z) 1O, O~ Jo Jo Jo (64 81+ s2+12)nHE @ +r+ el
where we used the polar coordinates for r = (s, s2). We split the integral into the following cases:
Case 1: § +1r > t2.

Iy - s ar s [
— #2103 dt +
<) o U s [t

Case 2: 6 +r < t2.

1 1 203 gy 1
Ig/r</ Tﬂ) dr§/(5+7’)_1dr§1+log5.
0 Vot 0

(ii) Since s1(¢) = p(¢) = 0 for ¢ € bD, for fixed z, there exists some neighborhood U, of z such

1
/ (6 +r)"tdr <1+ 1logo.
0
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that ¢ — (s2,t) is a coordinate chart for ( € bD N U,. Let xo, Ep be the same as in the proof of
(i). We only have to estimate

/ X0 dO’ / / t2n 3d82 dt — 7
sonE 19(2, )" G+ se+t2)n
Split the integral into two cases.

Case 1: 6 + s9 > t2.

! 1 m2 3 ! 1
I< — t“" 2 dt | dsg < 1) Trdse <1+ logd.
N/o EDE /0 SQN/O( + s9) s9 S 1+ log

Case 2: 6 + s9 < t2.

1 1 Z€2n—3 dt 1
I,S/ </ 5 > d82,§/ (6 4 s2) " tdsy S 1+ 1logd.
0 Vot U 0

We now prove the L? boundedness of the operator K, assuming boundary is only C?3. This result
is stated in [[.ig84] assuming the boundary is C*, and the proof over there uses a much more general
estimate from [Kra76]. We shall instead give a direct proof here.

0

Proposition 3.5. Let D be a strictly pseudoconvex domain in C* with C® boundary, and let K be
the operator given by formula (3.23). Then K defines a bounded operator from L?(D) to L*(D).

Proof. We shall apply Schur’s test (see for example [Wol03]), which in our case can be formulated
as follows. If

(3.32) /D |K(z,¢)|dV(¢) < A, for each z,

and

(3.33) /D |K(z,()|dV(z) < B, for each ¢,

then for f € L?(D), K defined by the integral Jp K(2,¢)f(¢) dV(z) converges a.e. and there is an
estimate

IKflL2py < VABflz2(p)-
Hence it suffices to prove (3.32) and (3.33). We can write

@0z —c) n© + 0z -
Jmanavio = [ 15 | V)
<1+ Jo+ J3+ Jy,
where we denote
gy = deo 5= [ 00| =t L v
b 12, 2)| T ’ b nH(C, 2) T onti(z,(Q) ’
07— 10—
5= e VO = | e gpe VO

By the expression for 7 (3.17), we have |n(z) — n(¢ )| < |pls|¢ — z|. We have

1ol [ e V() 5 b,
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where we applied estimate (3.26) in the last inequality. By estimates (3.9), (3.24) and (3.26), we
have

971 (2,¢) - "¢, 2)]
b [(C )z, )|

<l 190::0) - TN 1gc Semarii ey ) O

€ — o € — =
< lels </D searea O | peoree dv(o)

¢ — 2| ¢ — 2] >
< > 7r L S <
For J3, we use estimates (3.18), (3.21) and (3.26):

J2 < lpl2 v (¢)

¢—
n ol [ e VHldV@osrm&

-
nlols [ Gl avio S 1ol

Here we note that all the bounds are uniform in z € D. Hence we have proved (3.33). In a similar
way by using estimate (3.29), we can prove (3.32). The proof is now complete. O

By using Proposition 3.5 and the same argument in [Lig84], we obtain

Proposition 3.6. Let D be a strictly pseudoconvex domain in C™ with C3 boundary, and let £, K
be the operators given by formula (3.19) (3.23), respectively. Then the following statements are
true.

(1) L is a bounded projection from L?(D) to H*(D). In particular, L is the identity map on
H?(D).
(2) P=L(I-K)"'={I+K)"'L*
It is important to note that unlike the Bergman projection, £ is not an orthogonal projection,
namely, £Lg — g is not orthogonal to the Bergman space H?(D).

Lemma 3.7. Let D be a strictly pseudoconvex domain with C° boundary, and let Ds := {z € C" :
p(z) < 0}.
(i) For all (z,¢) € Ds x Dg with |z — (| sufficiently small,

>c>0.

"L 0P (2, 0
Z (2,¢) Op

(3.34) o

i=1
(i) For each (o € bD, there exists a neighborhood U((y) and an index 1 < j < n such that
22(0)] > ¢> 0 for all ¢ € U(). In addition,

0(=.0) Dp _ 09(:.0) Op
¢ ag ¢ 9
(iii) For all (z,() € Ds x Ds with |z — (| sufficiently small,

(3.35) >0, Y(z0) €U xU).

"L 99((, B,
Z (¢,2) Op

(3.36) D

>c>0.
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(iv) For each (o € bD, there exists a neighborhood U((p) and an index 1 < j < n such that
‘ 2 (g)‘ > >0 for all ¢ € U(Co). In addition,

0B(C,2) Dp _ DCA) p _
(3.37) %o, o G >d >0, V(z¢) €U x U).

Proof. Compute

(3.38)
O () Z 1= 1S 0 — e — ) — ()
o, acz ~ 975 2 Geag, e W@ =
__Op .
_ a@”*O(’C .

Estimate (3.34) then follows for |z — | small since |Vp(¢)| > 0.

(ii) Since dp((y) # 0, there exists some neighborhood U({y) and an index i such that ‘;TP(O‘ 2
io
¢ >0 for all ¢ € U((y). We compute

(3.39)
5 [P(.0) = (0] = 5 (jz”;ggj«x i e RSO p<<>)
— 0 26) + 0 2D = ¢ - 2D,
Tt follows from (3.38) and (3.39) that
“”“52; & aazp - 8[F(Z’a<z)io_ e ;f = ‘ ff o +oqc= 2.

Estimate (3.35) then follows if U(({p) is chosen sufficiently small.
(iii) The proof follows similarly by the fact:
(3.40)

0
¢,

n 2
[P - 02)] = = (Z 5" () = G) - aa 5 (VG — )G~ =) p<z>)

J.k=1

dp
~ o5 (2) + O(|¢ — 2|)
__Op .
= ag,()JrO(’C ),

where in the last equality we used that |Dp(z) — Dp(¢)| < |p|2|¢ — z|.

(iv) Since dp((o) # 0, there exists some neighborhood U(({p) and an index iy such that ‘%(C)‘ >
%0
¢ > 0 for all ¢ € U(¢p). Compute

(3.41)

0 1 < 9% B
aCio (C7 ) ] agzo (Z 82] o 5 ‘ azjagk (Z)(CJ - zj)((k - zk) - p(Z)) =0.
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It follows from (3.40) and (3.41) that

OF((,2) —p(x)] 9p  O[F(C2) —p(2)] 9p _| 0p | _
Hence estimate (3.37) holds by choosing U((p) sufficiently small. O

Lemma 3.8. Let D be a bounded strictly pseudoconvex domain with a C® defining function p, and
let F(z,C) be given by (3.1).
(i) For each 1 <i < n, the following holds for (z,{) € D x D,

OF(z,¢) —p(Q] _ 9p OlF(z,0) —p(Q)] _

St 226y + 0(1¢ - 2 s O1¢ ~ 2I),
where |O(|¢ — z[)| < |pl2|¢ — .
(ii) For each 1 <i < n, the following holds for (z,() € Ds X Ds,
IF (¢, z2) — s, IF (¢, 2) —
ezl - )1 oc-2), AEDZLE (e -2,
where |O(|¢ — z[)| < |pls]¢ — 2.

Proof. (i) Using definiton of F', we have

I[F(z,¢) — 0 [0 =

Hed-rOl 2 (285<<>< Z %% <j><zkck>p<<>)
0
=~ 56 +0(C= 2D, 10(¢ = 2] S Ipkl¢ ~ .

and 8[F(Z76€)-_p(<)] =0(|¢ - 2)).
(if) l

IF((, z2) — 0 [~ 0 1 - 07

e oeal 2 (Z%(z)(zj<j>2 8zj;zk<z><<jzj><<kzk>p<z>)
i i \j= k=1
0
55 () +0(C =), [0~ 2| £ lolsl¢ ~ I
and
IF (¢, 2) — 3} 0
He el _ 20 - 22 10 - =) = 0l - 2. =
We use the notation:
_ - 0®(z,¢ " _ - 02(¢, 2) @

(342) Z C - ZZ:; 8ZZ 64-2 Q (C?Z) - — 8ZZ 64.27

and we write

[dC], =dCi A A(dC) A=+ NdGps [dC]; = dCi A== A(dG) A= A dGp.
Lemma 3.9. For all (z,() € Ds x Dg with |z — (| sufficiently small, the following estimates hold
(i)
|D-®(2,¢) — D2®(¢, 2)| < |pls|¢ — =.
(iz)
|Dc®(z,¢) = Dc®(C, 2)| S IplslC — 2]
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(iii)

Q'(2,0) = Q"(¢. 2)| < Iplsl¢ — 2.

Proof. This follows immediately from the proof of Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.8. O
We now prove the key integration by parts lemma. This technique was originated by Elgueta
[Flg80] and has been developed and used by Ahern and Schneider [AS79], Ligocka [Lig84], Lieb-
Range [LR&0], Gong [Gonl9], among others. For our proof we shall mainly follow [AS79]. We
mention that integration by parts is not needed for our results with C3T® boundary, and that in

the subsequent proof the following lemma will only be applied to domains with C¥+3+® houndary,
k> 1.

Lemma 3.10. Let D be a bounded strictly pseudoconver domain in C* with C* boundary. Suppose

u € CY(D) and the support of u is contained in some small neighborhood of z. Then the following
integration by parts formulae hold

()

WQdv©) [ P)(Qdo(Q) O )\ dv(Q)
@ [ g~ L, i Q/Zagl< -0 ) ()’

Here P’ is a first order differential operator in  variable (see (3.51)).

(i)

v L[ P'u y )52\ dv
oo [ LA [ 50 (R 0

Here P" is a first order differential operator in ¢ variable (see (3.55)).

(iii)

W(Qdo(Q) [ Pu)(Q)do() w(Qdo(¢) _ [ P'(w)(Q)doC)
(3.45) /bD 3 (z.0) ‘/bp &m1(z,() / o7 (C.2) /bD d1(C,2)

Here P', P" are first order differential operators in (. The coefficients of P’ (resp.P")
involve derivatives of p up to order 3 (resp. order 2).

Proof. In view of (3.5) and (3.8), for each fixed z € D we have ®(z,-) € C'(D). By (3.42), and the
assumption that p € C3, we see that Q’,Q"” € C*(D). Hence by Stokes’ theorem,

u(¢) __r u(¢) ~_yk-1.9P
/D (I)m+1(Z,C) dV(C) - m Jup Q/(Z,C)(I)m( ) Z( ) C [ C] A dC
p

)a—( 1
8> a@( Q.0 ><I>m<z,<> Wi

k=1

(3.46)

To finish the proof we need to apply Stokes’ theorem again to the boundary integral. We have on
bD,

(3.47) ap(C) = Z (gg 4G + —Cdcl) =
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Let {x,}), be a partition of unity of bD subordinate to the cover {U,}M ;. We can assume that
on U,, there exists an index i = i(r) such that a?f : (¢) # 0. By (3.47), we have for ( € U, NbD:

(3.48)

e (970" V[ac], A ) = —(m — 1o <Z 0(=0), ; )dcl) 1dC); A L4
=—(m-1o " [aq)a(g ~ <8 3@ ] d¢; A [dC¢)s A [dC];
= (= 1)@ (1) (e, OdC A [dLs, i = i),

where we set

(3.49) ai(z,() :==

L dp (p\ ' 0@

(z,C)__p< g> (f,C), ceU,nbD.
e 9G \9¢; a¢;

By assumption, u is supported in a small neighorhood of z. Hence if for some v, suppu N U,

is non-empty, then z must be sufficiently close to U,. Hence in view of estimate (3.35) and by

shrinking U, if necessary, we can assume that a;(z,() > ¢ > 0 for { € suppu N U,. Accordingly,

— —1)1 — .
B A [dC]s = en (2)7 e (7 DY) =), CeU,nbD,

Now by (3.47) we can write

(3.50) S22 AT = QG A Ay € € Uy b,
k=1

where ¢, is a linear combination of products of 8p and 88 Cp Hence for the boundary integral in
(3.46) we have

wOxw(©) N~ w1 00 u($)xw (v (<) .
o @ Qg I N = [ Gt G g

- / D ”Jéiiffféfé?d<<<1>-<m-1>[d<m A i),

where the constant is absorbed into ,. By Stokes’ theorem, the integral is equal to

u(Q)(Xw ) Q) f=(m=1)[ 71 =1
[t (i) ol A

Let 9, be the function such that [d(];,) A [dZ]Z-(V) = 9, (¢)do(¢). Summing the above expression
over v, the boundary integral in (3.46) can be written as

M
B30 [ P@@OE 0, Pi©) = d (%) 5(0).
=1 i(v )

Hence we obtain formula (3.43). This completes the proof of (i).
The proof of (ii) goes similar. By Stokes’ theorem we have

u(0) 1 WO e O
L O g o

Bpa

O)FE(C) 1

aC
m/DZack< "C.2) ) 7

(3.52)
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Let x,, U, and i(v) be the same as in the proof of (i). By (3.47), we have for ¢ € U, N bD:
(3.53)

a7 (¢l s = ) (2 g+ P ) wfac e
— 00(¢,2)  p (9p\ T 0 2) | . AT
=-m® (¢, %) [ oG 96 <8Cz> ac, ] dg; A [dC]i A [dc]s

=-—m® (¢, 2)(—1) (¢, 2)dC A [dC)i, i =i(v),

where we set

0B(¢,z) _ 9p ( dp > T 0%(¢,2)
3.54 b;((,z) = —— | = = eU,NbD.
(3.54) (¢, 2) ac, 9\t d ¢
Using estimate (3.37), we may assume that b; > ¢ > 0 for { € suppunU,. It follows that

( 1)2 1
bi(C, z)

By (3.50), the boundary integral in (3.52) can be written as
fo w07 é(_ g o = [ R A ey
Lt
where the constant is absorbed into ¢,. By Stokes’ theorem, the integral is equal to
[ e (Toneed ) 5 sact m

Let 9, be the function such that [d(];,) A [dZ]Z-(V) = 1, (¢)do(¢). Summing the above expression
over v, the boundary integral in (3.52) can be written as

(¢ 2)dC A ()i = emperde (87N (¢ )l A L)), i= i), ¢ €U, nbD.

(C) Z)[ddz(u) A [dZ]z(u))a

as) [ PE "0, P ng (o) o)

Hence we obtain formula (3.44).
Finally, the proof of (iii) is clear from the proofs of (i) and (ii). O

In this section we prove Proposition 1.2 and then use it to prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3.
First we fix some notations. We will write |f|, = |f |CT(5), where | - |CT(5) denotes the Holder-r

norm on D. We also write 0(z) := dist(z, bD).

4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1.2 AND THEOREM 1.1
In this section we prove Theorem 1.1. We begin with Proposition 1.2.

Proof of Proposition 1.2. We shall assume that p is a regularized defining function satisfying the
properties in Proposition 2.2. In particular, we have p € C°°(C") N C**+3+2(D) and

(4'1) ’Djp(z)‘ 5 Cj’p’k+2+a(1 + 5(2)k+3+a_j)7 ] = 07 17 27 te

We recall the notation:

®(z,¢) == G(z,0) = p(C), @((,2) = G((,2) = p(2).
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In view of (3.22), we can write

Kf(z) = Kof (=) + K1 f(2 / Kolz / Ky (2,0 £(0) dV Q).

where Ko(z,¢) := Lo((, 2) — Lo(2,¢) and K1(z,¢) = L1((, 2) — L1(2,¢). We first estimate Ko f. In
view of (3.22), we have

Kof () = [ £0) (TalC2) = La(z.0)) av(c)

where Lo(z,()dV(¢) = S.(0,0:N)(z,¢). As observed earlier, since bD € CK3+ the coefficients
of 8,0:N(z,() belong to the class C>® x C***(Ds(2) x D;(¢)). By Proposition 2.1 and the fact
that S, is a linear operator, we see that Lo(z,¢) € C™ x C*+(Ds(z) x Ds(¢)), which also implies
Lo(¢,2) € O x C**(D5(¢) x Ds(2)).

Accordingly, we have

(4.2) / F(OLo(z, ) av (¢) € C(D / F(OLo(C.2) dV () € CH(D).

Here the first statement is clear. We now prove the second statement. By estimate (4.1) and the
expression for Ly((, z), it follows that

‘/Df (ODELo(C 2 av <<>' < 1Flo(1 4 6(2) 1),

Hence by Lemma 2.3, the second integral in (4.2) belongs to Ck*+*(D). Thus we have shown
Kof € C*o(D).

Next we estimate Kp f. First we prove for the case k = 0, i.e. p € C3t%. In view of (3.17), we
have

€)= [ 10 - L1(2,0)) dV(Q)
_ n() +O"(J2—¢l) _ m(Q) +0'(l= )
I RGIE o | VO

Let xo be a C* cut-off function supported in the set Ey := {(2,{) € D x D : |z — (| < do}, and
xo=1in{(z2,{) e DxD:|z—(| < %0}, for some dp > 0. From the definition of G(z, () (see (3.5)),
we can choose 0y to be sufficiently small such that on the set Ey, we have ®(z,() = F(z,() — p({).
Write

Kif(z) = K1f(2) + K1 f(2),

where
=/ F(O(xoK1)(2,¢) dV (), ’1'f(2)=/ FOUT = x0)K1](2,¢) dV(C),
D D

with K1(z,¢) = L1(¢, 2) — L1(2,¢). The function (1— xo)K; is supported in By := {(2,{) € Dx D :
|z — (| > %}. By estimate (3.7) and the assumption p € C*™3+% we see that (1 — x0)L1(2,() €
C>® x C**(D(2) x D(¢)) and (1 —x0)L1(¢,2) € C¥*x C>(D(z) x D(¢)). By the same argument
used to prove (4.2), we can show that K} f € C*+2(D).

It remains to estimate K} f. We will divide the proof into two steps. In the first part, we show
that if bD € C3F% then K} f € cminfes} Tn the second part, we use integration by parts to show
that if bD € C*3%2 for k > 1, then K} f € CFtmin{eg},
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4.1. Case 1: bD € C3te,
Assume now that bD € C3+®. In what follows we will write Dy = Dy(2) = {¢ € D : |(—z| < do},
and without loss of generality we can assume f is supported in Dy. Taking z; derivative we get

/ 2 O"(lz — R O'(|z —
a;clf(z):/[)f(o<azj[<>+ (2= ¢l () + O/ C’”)w«;)

0z "¢, 2) - ol (z, ¢)
2002 (=) + 0"z =) [ (20| (n(Q) + (1= = 1))
m+1[éf«>< - - e av(¢)

= 1(z) + Ix(2),

where we denote the first and second integral by I; and I, respectively. We first estimate I;. By
(3.18), we have
0
100+ 0= | 5 bl
Zj
Hence by (3.30),

0,[n(¢) + O'(|z = ¢])] dv(¢)
(4.3) / | (I)n—i-l 3] ‘|f(<)|dV(C) S |f|0|P|3/D [B(z,0)[ T S | flolpls(1 +logé(z)).

On the other hand, using estimate (3.21) we have

2 pyz)+ 0"z - CI)]‘ S1D2p(2)] + [D2p(2)]IC — 2]

82]'
S plava (1+6(2) 71— 2])

where in the last inequality we applied (4.1) with £k =0 and j = 4.
Thus applying (3. 26) and (3.30) we obtain'

d..In(z) +O0"(]z —
/ 19:] ,m '| D peyaviey

4.4 dv —z
(44 < Iplssalflo ( [ s [ e avio)

S lpls+al flo (log 8(2) +8(2)7+) < |pls+al flod(z) 7.
Putting together estimates (4.3) and (4.4), we get

(4.5) 111(2)] S Iplatal flod(2) 71, 0<a<l.

For the integral I, we can write it as Ip(z) = —(n + 1) Y25_, Ji(2), where

03Cs) _ 09(:0)\ 1)+ 0" = ] o
/ f(¢ ( = 5 ) VO
9=/ 10 L O =) - O <|>]fiﬂf';7((g?)dv<o;

<) (s 1 1
}M@+MVdﬂgmm@<W%@)Wm

- [ 1 [aq’ :
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To estimate Ji, we note that by Lemma 3.9, for any ¢ € supp f C Dy(z) = {|¢ — 2| < do}:

02(C.2)  92(2,0)
aZj 82’]

Together with estimates (3. 21) and (3 9) we get

S Iplsl¢ = =l

@6) 1A S Fllols | de«mmmg | e S Mot 2,

where in the last inequality we applied estimate (3.25) with a = 1. For J;, we note that |n(z) —
()] < |pls|z — ¢]. By Lemma 3.8 (i), we have

(4.7) ‘ L@E;Z 3

Applying estimates (3.9), (3. 18) (3. 21), and Lemma 3.2, we get

S ol +1pl2l¢ = 21 < -

1

(49 1) S flolohs [ W V() flobs [ S < I llolad(e)

For J3 we use estimate (3.24),

Js(2)| < 8 [2(z, Q)" [@(C, =) )dv

OIS bl ¢~ (\@( o | pearee o)
- L 1 1

(@9) = 1floll f = <|<1><< e BEaTEe) O

<1fobs (| ez VO + [ g av(o)

av(0) av(Q) >
< < ) 2
N|f|0|f0|3</D \c—zr@(c,z)\nﬂ*/Drc—zucwz,ow < flololsd(=),

where in the last inequality we applied Lemma 3.2 with § = 1. Hence we have shown that

1
(4.10) [12(2)| S [flolplsd(2)~2
Combining (4.5) and (4.10), we have
2521 fISbblraiy e, 00 <0<
82]- ’f’o’p’gé( ) 2, lf% <a<l.

In a similar way we can show that |0z,K1 f| satisifes the same estimate. It follows by Lemma 2.3

that o
fe CQ(B) if0<a<i;
Cz(D), ifs<a<l
This completes the proof for the k = 0 case.

4.2. Case 2: bD € CF+3te | > 1.
We now assume that p € CF3+@ for k > 1. Taking k + 1 derivatives we get

DEIKL ()= Y / 70 [D2 (=) + 0"z — 2@ "¢ )] av(©)

Y1+y2<k+1

Y1+y2<k+1
= F + F>,
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where we denote the first and second sum in (4.11) by F; and Fj, respectively. We break up into
cases.

Case 1: vy =k+1. (y2=0).
By (3.18) and (3.21), we get

IDEH{n(C) + O'1¢ — 2} S |plk+s-

IDE M n(2) + 0"1¢ = 21} S |plers + plirallC = 21 S lplessra (1 +6(2)7F[¢ — 2)),
where for the last inequality we used (4.1) with j = k& + 4. By doing similar estimate as that for
the integral I; in the & = 0 case, we get
IDYELf(2)] S |pliastal Flod(2) 71, 0 <a <1,

Case 2: 1 <y <k. (m <k.)
The term in the sum in (4.11) takes the form

’Yl O/l y— C

| 1@ [ o e s,
(€, 2)

/ £ D“{n Q) +0'(]z = ¢}

(I)n-i-l-i-r(z C)
where S”(z,() is some linear combination of products of DL ®(¢, z), | < k, and S. is some linear
combination of products of DL®(z,¢), | < k.
It is convenient to recall the notation:

v (¢)

(4.12)

S'T(z,o} W), <<k,

/ - 8®(27 C) 8p // g a®(
(413) Q (Z7 () = T A 9,0 = — )
; a¢;  9G ; 8(2 3(,
and for | — z| small, we have
1 w— 9%
414) ®(z,¢) =F D P )z — &) — p(Q);
(114) 0(:,0) = P Z% )= 2 e e =0 = 6) = (0
1 02
(115) @(¢,2) = F(G.2 Z e =G = g 3 5 G G ) ol
ij=1_""

For the first integral in (4.12), we apply integration by parts formulae (3.43) and (3.45) iteratively
until the integral becomes a linear combination of

(D F(OIWT'(2,€) (D™ f(OIW5/ (2, €)
4.16 =7 av(q), —
(4.16) /bD 3 (C.2) (©) /D <I>n+1(C,z)
where W}, W3/ are some linear combinations of products of

DI DY {n(z) + 0"(|= — ¢}, DE2[(Q")7Y], DEEFIDLS(C, 2), DX Tp(¢), 1<k,

and j; > 0 satisfies S35 p; < k. Now we have |DE* DI {n(z) + O"(|z — ()} < Cklplr+2 (since

m <k, p <k), ]Dé‘Q[(Q”)_l(z,C)]\ < Cy, ]Dé‘SHDlZCI)(C,z)\ < Ck|plk+1 (since I < k). Hence the
integrals in (4.16) and thus the first integral in (4.12) can be bounded by

) o ([ g f e [ ) S holsalt + togs(a)

where we applied Lemma 3.4. For the second integral in (4.12), we apply formulae (3.44) and (3.45)
iteratively until the integral becomes a linear combination of

(418) / Duof(C)W{(ng) dV(C), Dngsfzzﬁ/éETC)
D Z,

dV(C)? 1o, 7o < kv

dV(¢), po.mo < k.
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Here W{ and Wj are linear combinations of products of
DYDY {n(¢) + O (|2 = <), DE2[(Q) 7], DETIDL(2,¢), D p(¢), 1<k,

and p; > 0 satisfies 337, py < k. We have [DZ* DI {n(¢) + O'(|z = CD} < Cilplu+s < lpli+s

(since 7, 1 < k), [DE[(Q) 1] S loluass S plisss and [DE T DLz, 0| S Culplugra S lolks. Tt
follows that the 1ntegrals in (4.18) and hence the second mtegral in (4.12) is bounded by

@19) ko ([ 5fSm [ o) S hdphall + loga(a)

Combining (4.17) and (4.19), we get for this case
IV (2)] S |plisl f1k(1 +log 6(2)).

Case 3: o =k+1 (y1 =0).

Applying integration by parts formulae (3.43), (3.44) and (3.45) iteratively to Fi(z) in (4.11) yields
a linear combination of

D™ f(Q)Ry(2:C) Drof(Q)RY (2, C)
4.20 dv(¢), dv(C), 1o, Ho < k.
a0 ey e J, T e
Similarly we apply integration by parts to F5(z) until it becomes a linear combination of
D™ f(O)R)(z,¢ Do f(C) R (2,¢
2 [, 5w, [ Saatstao

Here R(j(z,¢) and R{(z,() are some linear combination of products of

DI (n(z) + 0"(|z = <)), DE2[(Q")™], DETI®(C, 2), DED.®((,2), D p(0),
R{(z,¢) and R/(z,() are some linear combination of the products of
(122) DA ((Q) + 012 — <)), DE@) Y, DEFB(2,C), DED.®(2, ), DI p(0),

where 0 < pu; < k for 0 <4 <5, and Z?:o i < k. There are five subcases to consider:

Subcase 1: vo = k + 1, po, p1, po, 3 < k — 1. Then we do integration by parts one more time

to the integrals in (4.21) and the resulting integrals become

azy [ PEROREO gy, [ PEIOAED v i<

where ]A% and ﬁ’l are linear combinations of products of

DI (n(¢) +0'(1z = ¢])) , DE((Q")™"), DI ®(2,¢), DI*D.®(2,¢), DI p(0),
with pig, pi1, 2, i3 < k and >, fi; < k+ 1. Then

IDET (0(C) + O (12 — C)) | < Iplss:
In view of (3.38) and (3.39), we have

“ 09 0
(4:24) |DLQ'(2.¢)| = DL (Z a(Z <>a_g> < lolsa + plissl¢ = 21 S ol
i=1 i !
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and similarly ‘D?FI(I)(Z,C)‘ < |pli+s. Hence for fig, fis < k, we have |DF2[(Q)71], | DFsH1®(z,¢)| <

|plk+3. Putting together the estimates, it follows that the integrals in (4.23) and thus in (4.21)
satisfy

PP av(0) £ hlohss | ot S lellesal + oz a(2)):
D”O C)R)( av
| / OB (0] £ 1lloless [ s & 1Flpleralt +logo(2)

We can obtain similar estimates for the integrals in (4.20), where the proof is easier since the
functions Rjj and RY are C* in ¢. In conclusion we have shown that in this case

IDIKLf(2)] S |plk+s] fli(1 +log 6(2)).

Subcase 2: v =k + 1, ug = k. Again we shall only estimate (4.21) as a similar procedure can be
applied to (4.20). The integrals in (4.21) can be written as
[ TOPO O AR ) [ LOPC 01 U=
o+ (z,¢) ‘P"“( ¢)
where R, and R are some linear combination of the products of
(@)™ D29(2,€), Dc®(2,6), Dp(C).

We now estimate the domain integral in (4.25) which can be written as By + Bg, where

av(¢),

f(¢ QR (2,¢) FODEIO (|2 = ¢PIR} (2, €)
(4.26) By / = +2 v / TG0 v (Q).
We apply integration by parts formulae (3.43) and (3.45) to By so that
[ DPFDET () Ry (2,0) DE F(Q) DI n(¢) Ry (2,€)
e = |, (=.0) Q)+ [ =g g W

Here vy, 1o, f1o, 41 < 1. E’lo(z, ¢) and Eil(z, () are linear combinations of the products of
D(@)", DcD:%(=.(), Di®(z,0), DZp(C).
In particular | R}y (2, C)|, Rjo(2,¢) < |pla < lplkes (k> 1). Tt follows from (4.26) that

do(() dv(¢)
1B1(2)| < 1ol </w e / W)
S |fllpless(1+1ogd(z), k>1.

For Bs, we use estimate (3.18):

D?[O/G’Z - C|)] = gl(z7 () + 92(Z7 ()7
where [g1(2, Q) S [plr+2 and [g2] S |p|k+3|C - zl- Write

RY)( RY)(
(4.27) / (S q)nng v C / (S (I)nng o %) av (¢).

The second integral is bounded in absolute value by (up to a constant)

labless [ ol aVO) S Whlobsa | i S S0+,
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For the first integral in (4.27) we apply integration by parts and the resulting integral is bounded
up to a constant by

42 Al ([ s [ e ) S sl +1os5(2),

This shows that |Ba(2)| < |f|1|p|k+35(z)_%. Combining the estimates we have shown that the

domain integral in (4.25) is bounded by C’|f|1|p|k+35(z)_%. The estimate for the boundary integral
in (4.25) is similar and we leave the details to the reader. In summary we have in this case

IDIICL£(2)] S |plkrsl f116(2) 2.

Subcase 3: vo =k + 1, puz = k in (4.22). From (4.13) we can write out Q" as

@'(z,ozza‘b(f’(@:Z( P4 o - |>) 22, 0(¢ —2l) ~ Be)(G - 0.

= 0G 0G I\
In view of (3.38) and (3.39), we can write Dk[(Q’)_ | =Yi(z,{)+Ya(z,(), where |Y1(2,Q)| < |plrse
and |Ya(z,¢)| < ]p]k+3]z - C] The integrals in (4.21) have the form
f(¢ Wo(z C f(¢ “Wi(z,¢)
(N ¢n+1 5 / <1>n+2 o V(o).

Here Wy and W; are some linear combinations of the products of D¢p, D, ®(2,(), D¢®(z,¢) and
n(¢) + O'(|z — ¢]). For the domain integral in (4.29) we have

(4.30)

/f ]WI(Z< f haall zC F(QYaWi](z,¢)
<I>n+2 Z C) <I>n+2 Z < q)n+2 Z C

For the first term we use integration by parts. Since |D¢Yi(2,()| S | p| k+3, the resulting integral is
bounded by the expression (4.28). For the second term in (4.30) we estimate directly:

)[YaWi](
f qug 1](z, C) dv (¢ )‘ < !f!o!p!m/ de()

dVv 1
Sflobuss [ et s S flollesad(e)

where in the last inequality we applied estimate (3.25) with 8 = 1. Thus the absolute value of the

v (¢).

domain integral in (4.29) is bounded up to constant by |p|g+3|f \15(2)_%. We can similarly show
the same bound for the boundary integral in (4.29). Hence in this case

DI F(2)] S lplksal F116(z) 2.

Subcase 4: vo =k + 1, us = k in (4.22). Then the integrals in (4.21) take the form

k+1 . . k+1 > 2
[ 10D Wi [LOPCREIAED e,
bD b

T 1(z,.0) V), S22, Q)

where Wy, W; are some linear combinations of the products of D¢p((¢), D.®(2,(), D¢®(z,¢) and
n(¢)+O'(]z—¢|). As in the subcase 3 we can write D'g+1<1>(z, ¢) = Y7 +Ys, where |D§+1Y1(z, Q)| <

| ~

|plg+o and ]DISHYQ(Z', Q)| < |ple+s|¢ — z|- The rest of the estimates are the same as in Subcase 3.
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Subcase 5: v9 =k + 1, up = k. Then the integrals in (4.20) can be written as
Dk A2 Dk A// Py
OO 4 FOA(=0)

w3, 2) " b B 2)

dv(¢),

where A and A} are some linear combination of products of

n(z) + 0" (|2 = ), (@)™, Dc(C, 2), D:®(C,2), Dep(C).

Likewise, the integrals in (4.21) can be written as

DEF(C)Ay(2,¢) D* ()4 (2,€)
»p  PHL(2, Q) do(C), L n2(z, Q) dV(¢),

where Aj and A] are linear combination of products of

n(¢) +0'(1z = ¢]), (@)™, Dc®(2,0), DCI’(Z ¢)s Dep(€);

with coefficients identical to the linear combination A{j and A/, respectively. In view of (4.11), i
suffices to estimate the difference:
Ap(2,6) Ap (2, / A7(2,) A1(2,6)
DFf( DFf( L dv (¢).
o ( ) i s Y

We shall again estimate only the domain integral as the proof for the boundary integral is similar.
By the expression for  and Lemma 3.9, we have

n(2) = (Ol S Iplal¢ = 2I, [De®(C,2) = De®(z, Q) S Iplal¢ — =]
1D.2(C,2) = D®(2,0)| < lplsl¢ — 21, 1Q"(2,0) = Q'(2,0)] < lplsl¢ — 2.

By procedure similar to the estimates of the I integral in the k = 0 case, we can prove the following

estimate
A0 A0
DFf(¢ ne dv (¢
| Pt >( ek v RUOIE
Consequently we conclude that in this case

IDIKYF(2)] S |plal flxd(2) 2.

Finally combining the results from all cases we have shown that

1

S Iplslflrd(2) 7.

|Dk+1’C f( )| < |f|k|p|k+3+a5('z?_l+a, fo< o
S Iklplersd(2) 72, if 1 <a

By Lemma 2.3, K\ f € Ck+min{°"%}(ﬁ). Combined with earlier estimates for K} f and Kof, the
proof of Proposition 1.2 is now complete.

Proposition 4.1. Let D be a strictly pseudoconver domain with C? boundary. Let f be a function
in CY(Q) such that 0f € CY(Q). Then the following formula holds

2 [ 5.0.0V)(z) 0 - /N YA Df
+/bDQO,O( /\8f+/Q YABf, zeD.

Here N and L are given by formulae (3.13) (3.19).
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Proof. Starting with the Bochner-Martinelli formula (see for example [CS01, Theorem 2.2.1]):

9= [ BoOn1O+ [ Bo0Ts zeD,
By (3.14), (3.15) and Stokes’ theorem, we have

6 = [ Neons+ [ Bofozons+ [ ool n
/8¢N YA f— /N A6f+/ (z,-)/\5f+/D§2870(z,C)/\5f
=Lf(z /S (0.0¢N)(z,-) A f — /N YAOf
+/bDQO’O(2’ -)/\8f+/[)§2070(z,g)/\8f. O

Proposition 4.2. Let D be a bounded strictly pseudoconvex domain with C*t37 boundary, with
0 < a < 1. Suppose f is orthogonal to the Bergman space H%(D), is C™ in D and is holomorphic

in D\ D_s, for some 6 > 0. Then f € C’k+min{°"%}(ﬁ).
Here we recall the notation.
D_s:={z€D:p(z) <—0}.

Proof. Let P be the Bergman projection for D. By assumption Pf = 0. By Proposition 3.6,
L*f={I+K)Pf =0, which implies that Kf = L*f—Lf = —Lf. Consequently by Proposition 4.1
and the assumption that 0f = 0 on bD,

1) = =K1()+ [ S.@BN 0 S - /N Y ADf
(4.31) +/ QO,O( /\8f+/ 00 (2,) AOFf
bD
= —Kf(z S (0,0¢N)(z,") A f — /N A8f+/ oz )ANOf, zeD.

Here the kernels 9070 and N are given by formulae (3.11) and (3.13) on D:

n—1
1 1 . _ .
2ry—1)" [G(z,C) — p(O)]” <Z gi(z,C)dCi) A (Z 0cgi(z,¢) A dCZ> ;

(4.32)  N(z() =

n n

n—1
98,o<z,<>(%\}_1)”422”2(4@-zi>d<m<z<dcj >Ad<j) ,

i=1 j=1

where G and g1 are given by expressions (3.5) and (3.6). We can rewrite (4.31) as
(4.33) F4+Kf=h:=hy +hy+ hs,

where we denote
b (2) ::/ S.(B.TN) (=) A fy haz) /N YATE ha(2) ::/ W o(z.-) A Y.
D D

We show that each h; defines a function in C°°(D). By the first statement in (4.2), we have
h1 € C*®(D). For hsy, note that the functions G(z,(),g1(2,¢) are C* in z, and the following
estimate (see (3.8)) holds

G(2,¢) = p(¢) = c(—p(2) — p(¢) + |2 = ¢*), 2,¢€D.
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In particular, for ¢ € supp(9f), i.e. ¢ € D_g, the function G(z, ) — p(¢) is bounded below by some
positive constant for all z € D. Hence in view of (4.32), hy € C*°(D). To see that hy € C*°(D),
we note that by assumption df € C°(D), and the argument is done using integration by parts.

Now, by Proposition 1.2, K is a compact operator on the Banach space C*(D). Thus by the
Fredholm alternative, either I+ K is invertible or ker(I 4 K) is non-empty. Suppose f € ker(I +K);
then f = —Kf and /—1Kf = —v/—1f. If f # 0, this would imply that —/—1 is an eigenvalue of
the operator v/—1/, which is impossible since v/—1K is self-adjoint and have only real eigenvalues.
Therefore we conclude that f = 0, and ker(I + K) = (). This implies I + K is an invertible operator
on the space C*(D).

Applying this to equation (4.33) and h € C*(Q), we obtain f € C*(D). By Proposition 1.2, we
have Kf € Cktmin{e3}(D). Hence f = —Kf + h € CFtmin{e} (D). 0

We can now finally prove Theorem 1.1.
Proof of Theorem 1.1. Fix wg € D, we can write the B(-,wy) = Py, where ¢ € C°(D). Applying

Proposition 4.2 to f = Py — ¢ we get Po— ¢ € C’k+mm{°"%}(ﬁ). Hence Py € C’k+min{°"%}(ﬁ). O
5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

In this section we prove Theorem 1.3, which will also follow from Proposition 1.2. First we need
an approximation lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Let D be a bounded Lipschitz domain in RYN. Suppose f € C*+8(D), where k is a
non-negative integer and 0 < 3 < 1. Then there exists a family {f.}eso € C®(D) N C*+P(D) such
that f. converges to f uniformly as e — 0. Furthermore, |fz|p4p is uniformly bounded by |f|k+a-

Remark 5.2. Let f. be constructed as above. It follows from [Shi23, Prop 2.3] that f. converges to
fin ||, forany 0 <7 < k+ .

Proof. Tt suffices to take D as a special Lipschitz domain of the form w = {z € RN : zy >
Y(x1, ..., 1), |¥|Le < C}, as the general case follows by standard partition of unity argument.
There exists some cone K such that for any z € w, x + K C w. Let ¢ be a C°° with compact
supported in —K and such that ¢ > 0 and f]RN ¢ =1. Let ¢ = ainqﬁ(%) Then we can define for
T € w the function

fo(x) = f % 6l /fx—ey y)dV (y).

It is clear that f. € C*°(D) and
o)~ @) = | [ 112 - 1ot av )
< [ le—en - @l s avi)
<l [ vt avi) < Iflse”.
Hence f. converges to f uniformly in w. Let z1, 29 € w. Then for all € > 0,

o) — fola)| = ' [ 1) - s - ot aviy

< |flgler — wal”.

Accordingly |f:|s is uniformly bounded by |f|g. This proves the case k = 0. For k > 1 the proof is
similar and we leave the details to the reader. O
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Lemma 5.3. Let D be a strictly pseudoconvex domain in C* with C*t3 boundary, where k is a
non-negative integer. Then for any B > 0,

1Lflk S 1 [k+s-
Proof. Write D¥Lf(z) as a linear combination of
W(z9)
(5.1) /Df(C)WdV(C)y n<k,

where W (z, () is some linear combination of products of
D) +O'(lz =¢Dl,  DP®(2,0), mp2 <k

Applying integration by parts formulae (3.43) and (3.45) iteratively to the integral (5.1) until it
can be written as a linear combination of

62 [ DrOghdn@. [ DRAOG aviO, <

Here W, and W7 are some linear combination of
(5.3)  DEDIUC) +O'(|z =), DL2[(@Q)7Y), DET10(2,¢), DD ®(2,¢), D p(0),
with pu; <k, 0 <7 <5 and Z?:o wi < k. We shall only estimate the domain integral in (5.2), as the

proof of the boundary integral is similar. In view of (5.3), we can write Wi(z, () = Y1(z,()+Y2(z, (),
where |Y1(z,Q)| < ]p]k+2, and |Y3(z, Q)| < ]p]k+3]C— z\ Write

Yo (
/Duof q>n+1(zC /Duof q)n+1 /Duof q>ni12( O{) v (¢)-

The Y5 integral is bounded by
Y2 Y5(z,¢) ¢ ==]
[ 00 gl avi| S bl [ i < blesal i

where we used Lemma 3.26. For the Y; integral we use the assumption that f € C**t8, 3 > 0.

[ D@t s Q) = [ (D) = D e avie) + s [ TR

The first integral on the right-hand side is bounded by

¢ — 2" av(¢)
|plit2lf k48 ) S |plet2l fli+p-

For the other integral, since Y7 involves derivatives of p up to order k + 2, we can apply integration
by parts and take one more derivative of p against . The resulting integrals are bounded by |p|x13
up to a constant. Summing up the estimates we have

Y7 (
[ 0250 e av ()] S el s

Consequently this shows that |[DX¥Lf(2)| < |plkss|flks s, finishing the proof. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 5.4. Let D be a strictly pseudoconvex domain in C". Let k be a non-negative integer,
and 0 < o, 8 < 1.

(i) Suppose bD € C*3. Then L defines a bounded operator from C*T8(D) to Ck+3(D 2 (D).
(i4) Suppose bD € CF+3+ Then P, L* define bounded operators from C*+5(D) to Ch+min{o,5 Y(D).



31

Proof. (i) We first prove the statement for £ and we begin by considering the case k = 0. Assume
first that 0 < 8 < 1. Let f € C#(D) and {f.}.~0 be the functions constructed in Lemma 5.1. In
particular, we have

(1) fo € C=(D)NCP(D);
(2) |fe = fly =0, for any 0 <71 < 8 (Remark 5.2).
We claim that for each Lf. € C g(ﬁ) with |£f.|s uniformly bounded by some constant Cj. As-
2
suming the claim holds, then for any z1, 29 € D, we have

(Lf(21) = Lf(22)| < |Lf(21) — Lfe(21)] + [Lfe(21) — Lfe(22)| + [Lf(22) — LFf:(22)]
(5.4) <2AL(f — f)lo + LSl sl — 2l

B
<2/L(f = fo)lo + Colz1 — 22| 2.
Now, given a function g € C"(D) with n > 0, using the reproducing property of £ we have

[Lg(2)| = JL(z,¢) dV () + g(2)
(5.5) ‘/

¢—
S Iololaly / ‘q,‘ e 4V(6) +lglo % (ks + 1ol

where in the last inequality we applied Lemma 3.2.
Applying (5.5) with g = f — f. and using property (2) from above, we get |L(f — f:)|lo — 0 as
e — 0. It follows from (5.4) that |Lf(z1) — Lf(22)| < Colz1 — ZQ|§. This shows that Lf € C’g(ﬁ).
It remains to prove the claim, namely, |£f.|s is bounded by some constant Cj independent of ¢.
2
To this end, we will show that |Lf.|s < C{|fz|3, where C{ depends only on |p|s. Since |f:|g < |f|s,
2

this proves the claim.
For f. € C*>(D) N CA(D), we have

f(2) — L-(2) = /D [F:(2) = 1O L) dV(C),

where we used the reproducing property of kernel L: |, pL(2,¢)dV(¢) = 1. Then

e OLf- Ofe oL
2) = ) = [ LW+ [ [16) - OG0 (0.

The first term on each side cancels out, which leaves us with

PL 0V (0 = [ 170 - LNIE (O v Q)
i D

’l

_ 0z [1(Q) + O'(lz = ¢])] [1(Q) + O'(1z = (D10 2(2,¢)
— [ 11:6) ~ s | QLR g MO O DOBED | gy,
For Z; derivatives we have a similar expression. By estimate (3.18) and (3.9), we obtain

g PT:
IVLS(2)] S olslfels < / ﬁdwo + /D Wﬂ/(o)

C’B dv(¢)
< |plsl fels </ Bz, )T av(¢) +/D ’C_ZP—B(I)(Z’C)n—H)

< lolslfels (1+0(2)74%)

where in the last step we applied Lemma 3.2. It follows by Hardy-Littlewood lemma that Lf. €
Cg(ﬁ) and |Lf:|s is bounded by C}|fc|s, where C{j depends only on |p|3. Combined with the
2
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earlier argument, this proves (i) for k =0and 0 < 8 < 1. If k = 0 and § = 1, we can repeat the
above proof without doing the approximation, obtaining in the end

VL) S Iplslfh (1+68(:)7F), 2 €D,

Hence by Hardy-Littlewood lemma, Lf € C %(ﬁ) o
Next we consider the case k > 1. Suppose f € C*#(D), for 0 < 8 < 1. As before we first
construct {f:}e~0 such that

(1) f- € C=(D) N CHH(D);
(2) |fe = fly = 0, for any 0 <n < k+ .
We claim that |Lfe|, .8 is bounded uniformly by some constant Cy. Assuming the validity of
2
the claim, for z1,20 € D and ¢ < k, we have

DL (21) — D'Lf(22)] < ID'LF(21) — D'Lfe(21)] + D Lfo(21) — D'L-(2)]
+|DLf(2) — D Lf-(2)]
<20L(f = Sl + LSl sl — 2l

<L(f — f)|k + Colzr — 202

As before we want to show that |L(f — f:)|r — 0 as ¢ — 0. Here the estimate is more subtle since
DLg = LDg does not hold and thus one cannot estimate as easily as in (5.5). Instead we apply
Lemma 5.3 to get

(5.7) IL(f = [k S |f = felrsr,  for any 7> 0.

By property (2) above, we have | f — f.|, — 0 for any n < k+ . Hence (5.7) implies |L(f— fc)|r — 0.

Letting ¢ — 0 in (5.6), we get Lf € C’k+§(ﬁ), which proves the reduction.
To finish the proof it remains to show that there exists a constant C), > 0 (which we will show
depends only on |p|+g) such that |Lf. < G| felk+p. Then by Lemma 5.1 we get |Lfe, s <
2

Colfelksp < Colfli+s. We have

(5.6)

|k+§

DEFY[f.(2) — Lf-(2)] = DEF! / [fe(2) = f=(O]L(2,¢) AV (C)

D

= [ D@L+ [ DR REDILEQ V()

D i tye=kt1
1<72<k

+ / (f-(2) — £-(O) DL (2, €) AV (©).
D

The first integral is equal to D¥T!f(z). Hence

DELE() == [ 3 DRAEDPLEOWVEQ) + [ 150 - LIDELEQ V()

D Y1+72=k+1 D
1<y <k

=1+ I,

where we denote the first and second integral by I; and I, respectively. For I;, we can write it as
a linear combination of integrals of the form

W 9
(5.8) Dé‘Ofa(z)/DwH(;mg’OdV(C), to, 1 < k,



33

where W is some linear combination of D?[I(¢) + O'(|z — ¢|)] and DL*®(z, () with po, us < k. We
apply integration by parts formulae (3.43) and (3.44) iteratively to the integral in (5.8) until it can
be written as a linear combination of

Wo(z.0) Wi(z.0)
(5:9) /w o (z0) ) /D e, ) V)

Here Wy, W7 are linear combinations of products of
DEDE2(I(¢) + Oz = ¢])], DEUQ) ™Y, DEH'®(2,¢), DD ®(z,¢), DP*p(0),

with 7; < k, 1 < i < 5. Note that all these quantities are bounded by some constant multiple of
|p|k+3. It follows that the integrals in (5.9) and hence I; is bounded by

(5.10) LIS [fkloles ( | alaos [ %) < | felilolirs(1 + log 3(2)),

where we applied Lemma 3.4. The integral I5 can be written as a linear combination of integrals
of the form:

(5.11) /D [fE(C;);gi(f()i’Vz)(z’o dv(¢), n<k.

Here W (z, () is some linear combination of
D;O[Z(C)—i_Ol(’Z_CD]? Dzlq)('zaC)a 70,71 <k+1

If 4 < k—1 we can integrate by parts and estimate just like I; to show that |Io| < | fe|x|plkrs(1+
log [0(2)]). If u = k, we apply integration by parts formulae (3.43) and(3.45) until the integral
(5.11) can be expressed as a linear combination of integrals of the form

D f.(()Ay(z, 0 z
(5.12) /bD S f(Q)Ao(2,€) 4o(0), /DD“ F(OA1(2,0)

dv(¢), mo,po < k.

ot (z, C) Pn+2(z, ()
Here Ay, Ay are linear combination of products of
(5.13) DEI(C) + O'(|2 = <)), DL2[(Q)7], DEF1(2,¢), DL D@ (2,¢), DL p(Q),

where p; < k, and Z?:o pi = k. We now use the fact that p € C°°(D) N C**3(D) satisfies the
estimate

IDIp()] S Clplers (1+0()427), j=0,12,....

We shall only estimate the domain integral in (5.12), as the estimate for the boundary integral is
similar. In view of (5.13) we can write A;(z,() = X1(z, () + Xa(z, (), where | X1 (2, )| < |plk+2 and
[ X2(2, Q)| < |plk+3l¢ — z[. Write

D f.(¢) A1 (2, Q) [ D" f(O)Xa(2,0) Dro 1o (¢) X3 (2,6)
g VO [ et O+ [, et
By estimates (3.9) and (3.25), we see that

Do fo(¢)Xa(z,¢) IS
‘ [ <I>n+2(z,2§) av (¢ )‘ < \p\k+3!fa!k/ deg)
V(¢)

Shrlesalfele | et S sl fh (140637 o<k

On the other hand, we can write

Drofe () X1(z,¢)

av(¢).

P i N,
| D) - DR (K= 0) O (2.0
-/ S WO +D21e) [ FhetLavie)
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Since f. € C*+P(D), the first integral on the right-hand side above is bounded up to a constant by
¢ -2 av(¢)

Pli+2|felk /761‘/(5/% Jfelk -

Plesalleliss | e gpme @) S VPheallehes | e psiate g

148
S Iolksal folirs (14 3(2)7F5)

For the second integral on the right-hand side of (5.14), we can integrate by parts and bound the
resulting expression by

() V()
ohesalfile ([ 5 f8m [ 58] Sloleaal i1+ 085,

Hence we have shown that

148
] S felissloliss (1+06()71%)

Combined with the estimate (5.10) for I , this shows that |DETLLE(2)] < | felkrslpliss <1 + 5(2)‘“’%).

By Lemma 2.3, Lf. € C’k+§(5) and |Lfe|,, s < Cglfe|k+p where Cj depends only on [ply+3. This
2

proves the claim and hence the case when 0 < § < 1. Finally if § = 1, the same proof works
without the use of the approximation.

(ii) From Proposition 1.2 we know that Kf € Chminfa.;

lar if f € CFA(D) for 0 < B < 1). By (i), Lf € Cr*F

18
1202

D) if f € C*(D) (and in particu-
(D). Since L*f = Kf + Lf, and

D@ —

min{a } = min{a, g}, we have

Lif e Ck+min{a7§}(ﬁ)_
Finally by the integral equation (I + K)Pf = L£*f, and the fact that I + K is invertible in the
space C*(D), we get Pf € C*(D) and thus KPf € Ck+min{°"%}(ﬁ) by Proposition 1.2. Therefore
Pf=—KPf+ L f € Crmin{az} (D), 0
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