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SOME SOBOLEV-TYPE INEQUALITIES FOR TWISTED
DIFFERENTIAL FORMS ON REAL AND COMPLEX
MANIFOLDS

FUSHENG DENG, GANG HUANG, AND XTANGSEN QIN

ABSTRACT. We prove certain LP Sobolev-type inequalities for twisted
differential forms on real (and complex) manifolds for the Laplace oper-
ator A, the differential operators d and d*, and the operator 9. A key
tool to get such inequalities are integral representations for twisted dif-
ferential forms. The proofs of the main results involves certain uniform
estimate for the Green forms and their differentials and codifferentials,
which are also established in the present work. As applications of the
uniform estimates, using Hodge theory, we can get an L?P-estimate for
the operator d or §. Furthermore, we get an improved L?-estimate of
Hormander on a strictly pseudoconvex open subset of a Kéhler manifold.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In our last paper [DHQ24], we have considered many Sobolev-type and
Poincaré-type inequalities for functions on real and complex manifolds. To
get such inequalities, by using integral representation for functions, it suf-
fices to consider the uniform estimates for the Green functions. We will use
the same idea in this article, and we will construct many Sobolev-type in-
equalities for twisted differential forms on manifolds. Indeed, the first main
result we will establish is the following:

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold with smooth
boundary and of dimension n > 2 and fix a constant p € {0,1,--- ,n}.

Suppose E is a Hermitian vector bundle over M which is equipped with a
1
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metric connection D. Let G, be the Schwartz kernel of the Dirichlet Green
operator for the Hodge-Laplacian A, which acts on C*(M,APT*M ® E),
then we have the following uniform estimates:

(i) There is a constant Cy := C1(M, E,D) > 0 such that

d(z,y)*™", ifn >3,

G < (-
Gyla,)] < 1{1+una%wh in=2,

forallx,y € M. Furthermore, if the Weitzenbock curvature operator
%icf = A, — D*D is nonnegative, then Cy can be chosen to be a
positive constant only depends on M.

(ii) If SRicf > 0, then there is a constant Co := Co(M,C7) > 0 such that

d(z,y)' = "é(x), ifn >3,

(1+ |nd(z,y))) 72, ifn=2,

for all x,y € M, where 6(x) := inf,conr d(z, 2).
(iii) If %icf > 0, then there is a constant Cs := C3(M,E,D) > 0 such
that

|DyGy(z,y)| < Cs - {
for all x,y € M.

(iv) If %icf > 0, then there is a constant Cy := Cy(M,E,D) > 0 such
that

meﬁmwm@@mwuga{

Gp(z,y)] < Cy {

d(x,y)' ", ifn >3,
(1+|lnd($7y)|) d(xl,y)v an:27

d(x,y)' ", ifn >3,
(1+|1Hd(ﬂj‘,y)|) d(ml,y)’ an:27

for all x,y € M. If D is moreover flat when p > 0, then Cy can be
taken to a positive constant only depends on M.

Please see Subsection 2 for various notations and conventions that will be
used in this article.

For a closed Riemannian manifold M without any curvature assumption
and a trivial line bundle E, the uniform estimates for Green forms on M
have been constructed in [W04], and the LP-estimates for Green forms have
been constructed in [SC95]. For a general complete Riemannian manifold
M and a trivial line bundle E, the LP-estimates for Green forms are con-
structed in [L09] and [L.10] under the assumption the Weitzenbock curvature
operator is nonnegative. It seems that one cannot derive (Part (ii) and (iii)
of) Theorem 1.1 by using the methods as in [SC95],[W04], [L09] and [L10].

Now we discuss the main idea to prove Theorem 1.1. The first part of (i)
of Theorem 1.1 can be proved by using the double layer potentials method
adopted in [MMTO1]. The second part of (i) can be deduced from the corre-
sponding estimates for heat kernels by comparing the heat kernels for forms
and the heat kernels for functions (see [DL82, Theorem 4.3], [G09, Corol-
lary 15.17]), or one can use the method in [DHQ24]. To prove the remaining
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part, we will use the same idea to prove Theorem 1.1 in [DJQ24].
The following integral representations can be easily constructed by defi-
nition (see Lemma 6.2 and Theorem 6.3 of [DHQ24]).

Theorem 1.2. With the same notations as in Theorem 1.1, and let p be a
smooth boundary defining function of OM. Then we have the following:
(i) For any f € C*(M,A\PT*M ® E), we have

;= / (Apf, Gy)dV + / (f.d* Gy A dp) — (dGp, f A dp)) 22
M oM

in M°,
|dpl

(ii) For any h € CY*(M,A\PT*M ® E), we have

h = —/ ((dh, dGy) + (d*h, d*G,)) dV
M

+/ (b d* Gy A dp) — (dGoy, b A dp))- 2> im M.
oM |dpl

Using the same idea as in [DHQ24], the following two Sobolev-type in-
equalities can be deduced from Theorem 1.1 and 1.2.

Corollary 1.3. With the same notations as in Theorem 1.1, and we more-
over assume %ic{f >0. Let 1 < q,k,r < oo satisfy

¢<im k=1%o la<it difr=1,
qgnf—ék, if 1<k <g, < I if 1 <r <oo.

n—17

Then there is a constant § := 6(M,Cy,q, k,r) > 0 such that
S\ fllzaary < N1ApfllLkeary + 1 fllronn)

for all f € CO(M,APT*M @ E) N C*(M,APT*M ® E) such that Apf con-
tinuous to the boundary OM. Furthermore, when k > 5, there is a constant
d:=06(M,k) > 0 such that

[ fllzoo(ary < Sl ApFllreary + 1 Lo onr)
for all f € CO(M,APT*M @ E) N C*(M,APT*M ® E) such that A,f con-
tinuous to the boundary OM .

Corollary 1.4. With the same notations as in Theorem 1.1, and we more-
over assume %icf >0. Let 1 < q,k,r, s < oo satisfy

{q<nn—_kk’ ka:l’n, {q<nrfr7 if’r’:l,n,

g< -k ifl<k<n, q<;%, ifl1<r<n,

n—k°

and
q<34, ifs=1,
q <75, if1<s< oo

Then there is a constant § := 6(M,Cy,q,k,r,8) >0
S\l fllzacary < Ndfllrany + 14 Fllzrary + 1 lLs ann)
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for all f € CO(M,APT*M ® E)N CY(M,A\PT*M ® E) such that df,d*f
continuous to the boundary OM. Furthermore, when k,r > n, there is a
constant 0 := §(M, Cy, k,r) > 0 such that

I fllzos(ary < Slldf [ rary + ONld” fllrary + [1f Lo ar)

for all f € CO(M,APT*M ® E)N CY(M,A\’T*M ® E) such that df,d*f
continuous to the boundary OM .

When ¢ = r = oo,k > 5, Corollary 1.3 generalizes the usual maximum
modulus principle for harmonic functions. Note that there is a constant
d:=0d(n) >0 (see [GMT75, Lemma 6.8]) such that

oldf| < [V [, old"f] <[V fl,

then Corollary 1.4 also gives some Sobolev-type inequalities with respect
to the operator V. Moreover, Corollary 1.4 will plays an important role in
deriving an improved L?-estimates of the operator d (see [HJQ25]).

For complete Riemannian manifolds without boundary, some Sobolev-
type inequalities have been constructed, see [WZ12, Theorem 1.2}, [L09,
Theorem 2.1]. Using our method and [SC95, Propoistion 5.15 and 5.17],
it is possible to generalize Theorem 1.5 and 1.6 of [DHQ24] to the case
of differential forms (without any assumption on the curvature). One can
also generalize the LP-Poincaré inequality in Theorem 2.1 of [L09] to some
Sobolev-type inequalities for E-valued differential forms (where E is flat),
we omit the above details here to save the length of this paper. A sketch of
the proofs for Corollary 1.3 and 1.4 is given in Section 4.

As another application of Theorem 1.1, using Hodge theory for compact
Riemannian manifold with boundary, we have the following L%P-estimate of
the operator d.

Theorem 1.5. With the same notations as in Theorem 1.1, and we more-
over assume p > 0, D is flat, and %ic{f > 0. Suppose 1 < q,k < oo satisfy

q(n — k) < nk.

Then there is a constant 6 := §(M,E,D,q,k) > 0 such that for any d-
closed f € LF(M,APT*M ® E), we may find a u € LI(M, \P"1T*M @ E) N
HR (M, B) such that

du = f, ullLacary < 0NNl ran-

Moreover, if k = 2, then § can be chosen to be a constant which is indepen-
dent of £, D.

For closed manifolds, the corresponding L?P-estimates of d are obtained
in [GTO6] (see also [L09]) if E is trivial. When ¢ = k and E is trivial,
Theorem 1.5 follows from Lemma 3.2.1 of [S95] (without any assumption
on the curvature operator). The general case can be done similarly, and
we give a sketch of it in Section 4. Use [S95, Theorem 2.6.1], we know
HY (M, E) = HY (M) = 0 if M is convex and E is a trivial line bundle.
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Now let us turn to the case of Kéhler manifolds and the L?P-estimates
of 9. Similar to Theorem 1.1, we have the following uniform estimates for
Green forms.

Theorem 1.6. Let E be a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle over a
Kdahler manifold M of complex dimension n, Q CC M be an open sub-
set with smooth boundary. Let U, , be the Hodge Laplacian which acts on
C?*(M,AP9T*M ® E) for some fized p,q € {0,--- ,n}, let D be the Chern
connection on APYT*M @ E which satisfies %ic{iq > 0. Let Gp4 be the
Schwartz kernel of the Dirichlet Green operator for U, , on €, then we have
the following uniform estimates:

(i) There is a constant C := C(Q2) > 0 such that

d(z,y)*>—2, ifn > 2,

G <C-
(G y)l < {1+\1nd(a:,y)!, ifn=1,

for all z,y € Q.
(ii) There is a constant C := C(2) > 0 such that
d(w,y)' =", ifn>2,
(1+‘lnd(x7y)‘) d(;7y)7 an: L.

maX{|5pr7q(;p’y)|7 |5ZGP($7:U)|} é C . {

for all z,y € Q.

For a complete Kéahler manifold, the LP estimates for the Green forms
have been given in [LX10] when fRic,,—; is nonnegative and fRic, , has a
positive lower bound. One may also consider the estimates of |V, G, 4(z, y)|
as in Theorem 1.1. The proof of Theorem 1.6 is almost the same with the
proof of Theorem 1.1, so we omit it here.

Similar to Corollary 1.3 and 1.4, we have the following consequences of
Theorem 1.6.

Corollary 1.7. With the same assumptions and notations as in Theorem
1.6. Let 1 < k,r, s < oo satisfy

k< ifk=1r and k<272l—ﬁ1, ifs=1,
k< if 1 <k<n, k< -2 if 1 <s<oo.

n—r’ 1’

Then there is a constant § := 6(Q, k,r,s) > 0 such that

S fllery < 18pafllzr@) + 11 fllLsa0)
for all f € CO(Q, APIT*M ® E)NC?(Q, AP4T*M ® E) such that O, ,f con-
tinuous to the boundary 0S). Furthermore, when r > n, there is a constant
d:=06(Q,r) > 0 such that

[ fllLeo @) < 00, fllzr) + [1fllLee a0

for all f € CO(QAPIT*M @ E) N C*(Q,APIT*M ® E) such that O, ,f
continuous to the boundary OS).
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Corollary 1.8. With the same assumptions and notations as in Theorem
1.6. Let 1 < k,r,s,t < oo satisfy

{k;<2"" ifk=1,2n, {k<2m ifk=1,2n,

2n—r’ 2n—s’

k<2 if1<k<2n, k<2 ifl<k<2n,

r 2n—s?

and

{k< 2n o ft=1,

k<22 ifl<t<oo.

Then there is a constant § := 6(Q, k,r,s,t) >0
S f Il ey < N1OfllLr@) + 107 fllLs) + I flLeoo)

for all f € COQ,APIT*M @ E) N CYHQ,APIT*M ® E) such that Of,0*
continuous to the boundary 0S2. Furthermore, when r,s > 2n, there is a
constant 6 := §(Q, k,r) > 0 such that

£l zee ) < 10F L@y + 010" FllLs) + 1| oo

for all f € CO(UAPT*M ® E) N CYQ,APT*M ® E) such that Of,0*f
continuous to the boundary Of).

When k£ =t = oo, 1,8 > 2n, Corollary 1.8 generalizes the usual max-
imum modulus principle for holomorphic functions. For complete Kéhler
manifolds, the LP-Poincaré inequality has been constructed in [L.X10, The-
orem 2.2].

For our latter applications to L2-estimates, we record the following con-
sequence of Corollary 1.8.

Theorem 1.9. Let E be a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle over a
Kdahler manifold M of complex dimension n, 2 CC M be an open subset
with smooth boundary. Assume q € {1,--- ,n}, and %icf_%o > 0. Then
there is a constant 6 := §(§2) > 0

S fllzz) < NO* fllzz) + 1200
for all f € CY(Q,AMIT*M ® E).
The proof of Theorem 1.9 is easy if one notes that * is an isometry operator
and 9% = x0x.
Similar to Theorem 1.5, using Hodge theory, we have the following L%P-

estimate for 0.

Theorem 1.10. With the same assumptions and notations as in Theorem
1.6, and we moreover assume q > 1. Suppose 1 < k,r < oo satisfy

kE(2n —r) < 2nr.
Then there is a constant § = 5(Q, E, k,7) > 0 such that for any 0-closed f €
LT (Q, APIT* M@ E)NHR (2, E)L, we may find au € LF(Q, AP T*MQE)
such that -
ou=f, ullLr@) < 0l fllLr (@)
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Moreover, if r = 2, then § can be chosen to be a constant which is indepen-
dent of E.

The definition of H5(Q, E) is similar to the definition of #X, (M, E') which
is given in Section 5. We omit the proof of Theorem 1.10 here since it is
similar to the proof of Theorem 1.5.

When M = C", Q is strictly pseudoconvex and FE is trivial, the LP-
estimate of O is derived in [K71, Theorem 1.2.1]. For complete Kihler
manifolds, the corresponding LP-estimate has been derived in [LX10, The-
orem 2.3]. When E is trivial, and Q CC C" is strictly pseudoconvex, then
H ]’i;q(ﬁ, E) = 0 according to the well known boundary regularity of the 0-
Neumann problem and the proof of [S95, Theorem 2.6.1].

Especially, when k& = r = 2, using the same method as in [DJQ24], we
have the following improved L2-estimate of Hormander on a strictly pseu-
doconvex open subset of Kéhler manifolds.

Theorem 1.11. With the same assumptions and notations as in Theorem
1.9. We moreover assume §) is strictly pseudoconvex, p is a smooth strictly
plurisubharmonic boundary defining function, and Ag := [J—_l@(Evh),A] >
0 on 2 in bidegree (n,q). Then there is a constant 6 := §(§2, p) > 0 such
that for any nonzero d-closed f € L*(Q, A™IT*M ® E), satisfying

Ny = /Q<A51f, fHdV < oo,
there is uw € L*(Q, A" T*M ® E) such that Ou = f and
0 JIF B+ aNg Jo

When M = C", and F is a trivial line bundle, Theorem 1.11 is given in
[DJQ24], see Theorem 1.8 there. We remark that in Theorem 1.11, we don’t
require the Kéhler manifold M is complete. Clearly, Theorem 1.11 can be
easily generalized to any ¢-pseudoconvex domain of Kéhler manifolds.

Acknowledgements. This research is supported by National Key R&D
Program of China (No. 2021YFA1003100), NSFC grants (No. 12471079),
and the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities.

2. NOTATIONS AND CONVENTIONS

In this subsection, we fix some notations and conventions that are needed
in our discussions.

Our convention for N is N := {0,1,2,--- }. Let T be a symmetric linear
transformation on an inner space (V, (-, -)), then we write T > 0 if (T'u,u) >
0. If T"> 0, we also say T is nonnegative. For any b € R, we write T" > b if
T — bl is nonnegative, where [ is the identity map.

In this article, we only consider oriented smooth manifolds with or without
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boundary, and when we say M is a manifold, we always mean it is smooth
and oriented. When we consider a smooth manifold M with boundary, then
we always assume OM is smooth, and we use M° to represent the interior
point of M and use OM to denote its boundary point, and we always equip
OM with the induced orientation.

Let M be a smooth manifold with or without boundary, k¥ € N U {occ},
and let U be an open subset of M, then we use C*(U) to denote the space
of complex valued functions on U which are of class C*, and use C*(U) to
denote functions in C*(U) which have compact support. More generally, if
A is an arbitrary subset of M, then we use C*(A) to denote the space of
complex valued C*-functions on an open neighborhood of the closure A of
Ain M.

Let M be a Riemannian manifold with or without boundary, then we use
dV to denote the Riemannian volume form on M induced by its Riemannian
metric, and use dS to denote the induced volume form on M if OM # (.
For any =,y € M, let d(z,y) be the geodesic distance on M induced by g.
For any r» > 0, set

B(xz,r) :={y € M| d(xz,y) < r}.

Let M be a Riemannian manifold with or without boundary. Let E be a
smooth vector bundle over M, k € NU {oo}, and let U CC M be an open
subset, then we use C*(U, E) denote the space of all sections of E on U
which are of class C*, and we use C*(U, E) denote the space of all sections
of E on an open neighborhood of U which are of class C*. Similarly, for any
1 <p < o0, weuse LP(U, E) to denote of all Lebesgue measurable sections
of F on U which are LP-integrable on U when E has a Riemannian metric
or a Hermitian metric. Moreover, we always set

I f ey = I fllzrw,p), Vf € LP(U, E).
If OU has smooth boundary, then for any f € C°(9U, E), we also set

flP ::/ fIPds.
i = [ 19

For any k € N, we use H*(M, E) to denote the subspace of elements f €
L?(M, E) such that all weak derivatives of f of order < k are in L?(M, E).

Let M be a Riemannian manifold with or without boundary, we use T'M
to denote the tangent bundle of M, and T*M to denote the cotangent
bundle. The bundle of real valued smooth p-forms on M is denoted by
APT*M, which has an induced metric from the tensor products of T%*M.
We always use V to denote the Levi-Civita connection on M, and we use R
to represent the Riemannian curvature tensor, i.e.

R(X,Y):=VxVy - VyVx - Vixy]

where X,Y are vector fields on M of class C', and [-,] is the Lie bracket.
Let A, be the Hodge-Laplacian which acts on C?(M, APT*M), and let —A
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be the usual Laplace-Beltrami operator which acts on C?(M). For any
f € C?*(M,APT* M), the Weitzenbéck curvature operator MRic, is defined by
(2.1)

k n
(Ricy /)Y, Vi) =D D (R(X;, V) F)(Y1, Yoy, X5, Vi, V),
i=1 j=1
where X1, -+, X, is a local orthonormal frame of TM, Y7,--- .Y} are vector
fields on M of class C*.

Let M be a Riemannian manifold with or without boundary (of dimension
n), then we use d to represent the usual de Rham operator on M. Let E be a
Hermitian vector bundle over M, then the metric on E is always denoted by
(-,-). Fixpe {0,1,--- ,n}. Let D be a connection on E which is compatible

with the metric, then it is clearly that we can extended the domain of d and
V to CY(M,A\PT*M ® E) via
d(s®e) =ds® e+ (—1)Ps A De, Vs € CY(M,A\PT*M), Ye € C'(M, E),
D(s®e)=Vs®e+s® De, Vs € CL(M,A\PT*M), Ve € C1(M, E).

Then the domain of the curvature operator R(-,-) can be also extended to
C?(M,APT*M ® E), and then we can define %icf as in (2.1). Let d* be the
formal adjoint of d, then (d*)? = 0. Now we can extend the usual Hodge-
Laplacian to E-valued differential forms by setting A, := dd* + d*d. We

say D is flat if and only if d> = 0. By the Weitzenbock formula, we have
A, =D*D + Ric), and

—DolfI? = (—Apf, f) + IDFP + (Ricl £, £),Vf € C2(M,APT*M © E).

When we say FE is a flat vector bundle, we always mean it is equipped with
a given flat connection.

Let M be a Hermitian manifold, which means M is a complex manifold
which is equipped with a Hermitian metric. For any Hermitian holomorphic
vector bundle F over M, the metric is always denoted by (-, -), and we always
assume (-,-) is complex linear with respect to the first entry. We use 0 to
denote the dbar operator on M. Set 0 := d — 0, then we use 9* and 0* to
denote the formal adjoint of & and 0%, respectively. For any p,q € N, let
AP9T* M be the bundle of smooth (p, ¢)-forms on M, and let AP9T*M @ E
denote the bundle of smooth E-valued (p, g)-forms on M. It is easy to see
that the operator 0 can be naturally extended to smooth E-valued (p,q)-
forms on M, and the corresponding extension operator is still denoted by 0.
Let D be the Chern connection on E which acts on C*(M,APIT*M ® E),
OEh) he the Chern curvature tensor of E. Let & be the (1,0)-part of D,
then we have D = 0 + 0. We use 0* and 9* to denote the formal adjoint of
0 and 0, respectively, and define the Hodge-Laplacian

O, = 90° + 5.
Similarly, we can define SRicg ¢ @ in (2.1). Now suppose M is Kihler. For
the explicit expression of the curvature operator Ric, 4, see [LX10, Theorem
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3.1]. Then we still have O, , = D*D + %icgq, and

—Ooolf1?> = (—Opef. f) + |DFI? + (Ricl  f, [),Vf € C*(M,APT*M © E).

Let « (resp. () be any (Lebesgue) measurable E-valued (p,q)-form (resp.
(p+1,q+ 1)-form), then the Lefschetz operator L is defined by Lo = w A «,
and its adjoint A is given by the following formula:

(La, B) = (a, AB).

Let M be a complex manifold, 2 CC M be an open subset with smooth
boundary, then a real valued function f € C?(Q) is plurisubharmonic (resp.

strictly plurisubharmonic) if and only if its complex Hessian (aszafzk (z))
is positive semi-definite (resp. positive definite) for any z € Q. Moreover,
Q) is strictly pseudoconvex if there is a strictly pluisubharmonic function p
which is defined on an open neighborhood of € such that p is the boundary
defining function for €. For brevity, we say (2 is strictly pseudoconvex if it

has a smooth strictly plurisubharmonic boundary defining function.

3. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

In this section, we adopt the same the same assumptions and notations
as in Theorem 1.1.

Firstly, let us explain why G, is of class C! on (M x M\ {(z,z)| z € M}.
In fact, the conclusion is true by Theorem 1.3.6 and 1.6.2 of [S95] and the
Sobolev embedding theorem since M has smooth boundary. We conjecture
it suffices to assume M has C?-boundary to assure G, is of class C! on
(M x M) \{(z,z)| = € M}.

Secondly, to prove Theorem 1.1, we need the following useful lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold without boundary
such that the sectional curvature of M is bounded below by —K. Fix p €
{0,--+ ,n}. Let Q CC M be a bounded domain with smooth boundary and
assume Ric, > —b on  for some nonnegative function b which satisfies

1
Nimsup [ GG ) b@)aV () < 5.
zeQ JQ
where G is the Dirichlet Green function of Q. Let E be a Riemannian
vector bundle over M, which is flat if p > 0. Then there is a constant
C:=C(n,K,\ diam(Q)) > 0 such that for any B(xo,r) C 2, we have

max{ sup |dfl, sup |a°f]% << sup If]
B(eo.5)  B(wo3) " Blzor)

for all f € C°(B(xq,7), APT*M @ E)NC?(B(xq,7), APT*M ® E) satisfying
A, f =0 on B(xg,r).
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PROOF. This proof is inspired by the proof of [HL11, Proposition 1.31].
Fix B(zo,r) CC Q, and fix an f € C?(B(xg,7), A\PT*Q ® E) satisfying
Apf = 0. We only give the estimate of df, and the estimate for d*f is
similar. By the Hessian comparison theorem [MMU14, Theorem 1.1], we
may choose a function n € C°(B(xzg,r)) such that

Ch Ch
120, Nlp(yyry =1 ldnl < —= |An] < =5,

where C7 > 0 is a constant only depends on n, K and diam(f2). Since E is
flat if p > 0, then we know

Apdf =dA,f =0.
Using the Weitzenbock formula, we have
—Do| fI? = 2V f? + 2(Ric, £, f) > 2[V fI* = 2| f ],
—Aoldf | = 2|Vdf|* + 2(Ricydf, df) > 2|Vdf|* — 2b|df|*.
Moreover, we get
— Do (|df [?)
> —|df [ Aon® +2(V?, V[df [*) + 20° (|Vaf |* — 20|df )
> ldf P(=2080m + 2dn|*) + 2(20Vn, V|df [*) + 20°(|Vf * — 20|df ).
By the Kato’s inequality, we have
IVIdf|| < |Vdf],
so we know
[0V, VIdf )] < 2nldn]| - |df| - |Vdf| < %nQIVdfF +2|dn|?|df I,
which gives us

20| df |2
—Do(n*|df[*) = (2nAn — 6]dn|* — 4bn?)|dw|* > —%’

where C9 is a constant only depends on C4, b and diam(2). According to
Lemma 6.8 of [GMT75] (see also [EGHP23, Lemma 4.1]), there is a constant
C5:= C5(n) > 0 such that

Caldf[> < |V [P,
SO we get
—Agh > —2bh,
where
h:= Co|f|* + Csr’n?|df |*.

Choose an open subset U with smooth boundary such that

SUPP(W) cUc B(ﬂj‘o,’f’),
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and let G, be the Dirichlet Green function of U, then by the assumption
and the monotonicity of Green functions, we have

1
sup [ |G, (@, )bw)dV () <A< 5.
zeU JU

By the Green representation formula for quasi-subharmonic functions (see
[DHQ24, Theorem 1.10]), we have

suph < 2Asup h + sup h,
U U oU

which implies that

1
h < h
wph < gyt
and thus C
2 2
sup |df|* < s———— sup |f[*.
B(x0,%) C3(1 = 2012 Bz

Therefore, there is a constant Cy := Cy(Cq, C3, A) > 0 such that

C
sup |df| < —% sup |f].
B(xo,%) r B(zo,r)

O

Remark 3.2. When p =0, Theorem 3.1 is a consequence of the Cheng-Yau
gradient estimate.

Now we prove Theorem 1.1. For convenience, we restate it as follows:

Theorem 3.3. Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold with smooth
boundary and of dimension n > 2 and fix a constant p € {0,--- ,n}. Sup-
pose E is a Hermitian vector bundle over M which is equipped with a metric
connection D. Let G}, be the Schwartz kernel of the Dirichlet Green opera-
tor for the Hodge-Laplacian A, which acts on C*(M,APT*M ® E), then we
have the following uniform estimates:

(i) There is a constant Cy := C1(M, E, D) > 0 such that

d(z,y)*", if n >3,

G < (-

for all x,y € M. Furthermore, if %icf > 0, then C can be chosen
to be a positive constant only depends on M.

(i) If %icf > 0, then there is a constant Cy := Co(M,C1) > 0, such
that

d(z,y)' "o (=), ifn =3,

(1+ | nd(z,y)) 71525, ifn =2,

Gp(z,y)] < Co- {

for all x,y € M.
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(iii) If %icf > 0, then there is a constant Cs := C3(M,E,D) > 0 such
that
d(z,y)' ", if n >3,

(14 |Ind(z,y)]) 7~ ifn =2,

|DyGp(z,y)| < C- {
d(z,y)’

for all x,y € M.

(iv) If %icf > 0, then there is a positive constant Cy := Cy(n,C3) > 0
such that

max{|d, Gy (z,y)]. |d5G, (2, y)]} < Cs - {

d(z,y)'™", ifn >3,

(1+ [ d(e,y)) s, 0 =2,

for all x,y € M. If D is flat, then Cy can be taken to a positive
constant only depends on M.

PrOOF. Let H be the Dirichlet heat kernel of Ay, and let H, be the
Dirichlet heat kernel of A,. Let G' be the Dirichlet Green function of Ay.
(i) Using Formula (3.1.36) of [MMMT16], we get the first part. Now assume
D‘iicf > 0, by [DL82, Theorem 4.3], for all 2,y € M, we have

Gy, y)| < /0 (0, )|t < /0 H(t,2,y)\dt = |Gz, )],

so the second part follows from [DHQ24, Theorem 1.1].
(ii) Fix x,y € M°, then

Gp(z,y)| < |G(z,y)],

so the conclusion is a consequence of Claim & of the proof for [DHQ24,
Theorem 5.1].
(iii) Fix x,y € M, we may assume = # y and x,y € M° by continuity. We
consider two cases.
Case 1: §(y) < d(z,y).

In this case, we know Gp(z,-) is harmonic in B(y,d(y)). By [MMMT16,
Proposition 9.46], there exists a constant C5 := C5(M, E, D) > 0 such that

c
DGy € % swp [Gyla )
¥) B(y.10)

For any z € B (y, %5(1/)), we have

A7) 2 d(w,9) — dly,2) 2 dla,y) — 5o() 2 W0,
(e, 2) < 30(9) < 5dl,v),
0(2) < a(y) +d(y, z) < 26(y),

then by (ii), we know
d(z,2)'7"6(2), if n >3,

(1+ [ nd(w,2))) 725, ifn=2,

|Gy, 2)] < Ca- {
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1-n : >
<Gy {d(:c,y> 5(v), ifn >3,

(1 [nd(z, 9)l) 75, 10 =2,

and thus we know
(3.1) |DyGp(, y)| < 2" CoCd(w,y)' ™.
Case 2: 0(y) > d(x,vy).

Clearly, G,(z,-) is harmonic in B(y,d(z,y)). By [MMMT16, Proposition
9.46], there is a constant Cs := Cs(M, E, D) > 0 such that

C
‘ sup |Gz, -)].

|DyGp(z,y)| <
yp d(z,y) B(y,3d(z.y))

For any z € B (y, %d(az,y)), we have

A(r,2) < gd(a,y), d(r,2) > d(z,y) — d(y,2) > gda,y)
so by (i), we know
d(z, )™, if n >3,
Gp(z,z)| < C -
Crlz.2)] < G {1+ [nd(z,z)|, ifn=2,
2—n : >
< om0, . d(z,y)=", ifn 23,
1+ |Ind(z,y), ifn=2,
and then we get
d(x,y)t—m, if n > 3,
3.2 D,Gy(z,y)| <2"C1Cp - .
I {(1 +lInd(z,y))) gy fn=2

By Inequalities (3.1) and (3.2), we know (iii) holds.
(iv) The first part is a consequence of Lemma 6.8 of [GM75]) and (iii). One
can prove the second part use the same method as in (iii) and use Lemma
3.1 to replace [MMMT16, Proposition 9.46]. O

4. THE PROOFS OF COROLLARY 1.3 AND 1.4

Firstly, we have the following Proposition:
Proposition 4.1. With the same notations as in Theorem 1.1. Then we
have the following:

(i) For any 5 < k < oo, there is a constant § := 6(M,C1,k) > 0 such
that

[ fllzosary < Sl ApFllrary + L 1o onr)

for all f € CO(M,APT*M @ E)NC?(M,APT*M ® E) such that A, f
continuous to the boundary OM.
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(ii) If %icf > 0, then for any n < k,r < oo, there is a constant 0 :=
0(M,Cy,k,r) >0 such that

I £l oo ary < Sl df [ rary + 0N fll e ary + 1 || o ar)

for all f € CO(M,APT*M ® E) N CY(M,A\PT*M ® E) such that
df,d* f continuous to the boundary OM.

PrROOF. We only give the proof of (i), the proof of (ii) is similar. Fix
f € COUM,APT*M @ E)NC?(M,APT*M ® E) such that A, f continuous to
the boundary dM, and define

himf = [ (Aa1.Gav.

then A is harmonic in M. Use Theorem 1.2, we know h is continuous to
the boundary dM. Moreover, we know hlgns = f|oas. Using the Bochner-
Weitzenbock formula, we have

—Ao|h|? = 2|Vh|? + 2(Ric,h, h) > 0.
Using the maximum principle, we know

sup |h| < sup |h| = sup |f].
M oM oM

Use the same method as in [DHQ24], then by Theorem 1.1, for any § < k <
00, there is a constant ¢ := §(M, Cy, k) > 0 such that

‘ |t Gav

The proof is completed by Minkowski’s inequality. O

< 8| fll prany-
Loo (M)

Secondly, Corollary 1.3, and 1.4 can be proved by combing the ideas in
the proof of Proposition 4.1 with the ideas in [DHQ24]. We omit the details
(one need to note that the involved boundary integral is harmonic in M).

5. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1.5

With the same assumptions and notations as in Theorem 1.5. To prove
Theorem 1.5, let us firstly introduce some notations and definitions as in
[S95]. Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold with smooth boundary,
and let I be a flat vector bundle over M. Set

HP(M,E) :={f € H'(M,\’T*M @ E)| df =0, d*f =0},
HY,(M,E) = {f € H(M,\’T*M @ E)| df =0, d*f =0, flan = 0},

HR (M, E) = {f € H'(M,A’T*M @ E)| df =0, d*f =0, (+f)|onr = 0},

where * is the Hodge star operator. If k& > 2, then for any subspace A C
LF(M,APT*M ® E) C L*(M,APT*M ® E), set At to be the orthogonal
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of Ain L2(M,APT*M ® E). If k < 2, then let [ := % be the conjugate
number of k£, and set

At = {f € L'(M,A\’T*M ® E)| / (f,g)dV =0, Vg € A}.
M

Similar to the proof of Theorem 2.2.4 and 2.2.5 of [S95] shows the following:

Lemma 5.1. For any f € (HY,(M, E))*, there is a unique ¢5 € H*(M,
APT*M @ E) N (HY,(M, E))* such that

Apdy = f, dflors =0, d*bglon = 0.
¢y 1is called the Dirichlet potential of f.

For the Dirichlet potential ¢ of an element f € (H}, (M, E))*. Similarly,
one can define the Neumann potential ¢, of an element g € (HX (M, E))*.
By the definition, density and Theorem 1.2, one has

(5.1) ¢fu»::/Laﬂyxcacay»dvu»,Vxezwa

(5.2) 1mwa@mwamwmw»w6M9

Now we prove Theorem 1.5.

Theorem 5.2 (= Theorem 1.5). With the same notations as in Theorem
1.1, and we moreover assume D is flat, and %icf > 0. Suppose 1 < q,k < o0
satisfy
q(n —k) < nk.
Then there is a constant 6 := 6(M,E,D,q,k) > 0 such that for any d-
closed f € LF(M,A\PT*M ® E), we may find a u € LI(M, \P"'T*M @ E) N
HR (M, B)t such that
du = f, |lullzsary < SIfI Lk an-

Moreover, if k = 2, then § can be chosen to be a constant which is indepen-
dent of £, D.

ProoF. We firstly consider the case k = 2. We decompose f as follows:

f=Fh+fn h e Hp(M,E), foe (Hp(M, E)",

where HY (M, E) is the closure of HY (M, E) in L?*(M,APT*M ® E). Let
¢y, be the Dirichlet potential of f,. Similar to the proof of [S95, Theorem
2.4.2] and by the assumption, we have
g:=f—dd"¢s € H,(M,E).
Let 14 be the Neumann potential of g. Similar to the proof of [S95, Theorem
2.4.8], we know
g = dd"),.
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Set
u=d" (Yg+ ¢p,),

then we have du = f as in the proof of [S95, Lemma 3.3.1]. By Equalities
(5.1) and (5.2), we have

Ton(e) = [ (o) GG )V (). Va € M

TUy(@) = [ (o) G 9))aV o). Y € M

By Theorem 1.1 and the ideas in [DHQ24], then there is a constant ¢ :=
d(M) > 0 such that

"D sl Laary < 0l fall2ary < SN fll L2 anys

| d*YgllL2(ary < Ollgllz2any < Ol f L2 (an)-
By Minkowski’s inequality, we know
lwllLa(ary < 2611 £l 22 (ar)-

When k # 2, similar to the proof of [S95, Lemma 3.2.1], and use Equalities
(5.1) and (5.2), there is constant d; := 61(M, E, D) > 0 such that we may
find an element h € LF(M,APT*M ® E) such that 1Al e ary < 0ullfllkean
and u := [, (h,d*Gp)dV is a solution of du = f. Then by Theorem 1.1,
and use the same ideas as in [DHQ24|, we know there is a constant dy :=
d2(M,q, k) > 0 such that

lullzaary < S2llhllprary < G102 f [l Lk (any-

6. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1.11

With the same assumptions and notations as in Theorem 1.11. For sim-
plicity of notations, in this section, we set

-l = 1 ey () = /Q (L )dV,

Let Dom(9) and Dom(9*) denote the domain of & and 9%, respectively.
By a partition of unity, the following lemma can be easily derived from
[H65, Proposition 2.1.1]

Lemma 6.1. C'(Q, A™M ® E) N Dom(d*) is dense in Dom(d) N Dom(d*)
under the graph norm given by

a = [l +[|oa] + [[0"al.

The following global Bochner-Hormander-Kohn-Morrey formula is well
known, see [MMO7, Theorem 1.4.21] for example.
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Lemma 6.2. For any o € CY(Q,A™M ® E) N Dom(0*), we have
[3al2 + 5%l = 9% al]® + (WV=16FM, Ala, a) + / Lo a)
oM |d K

where L, is the Levi form of p.
Now we prove Theorem 1.11.

Theorem 6.3 (= Theorem 1.11). With the same assumptions and notations
as in Theorem 1.9. We moreover assume § is strictly pseudoconvez, p is
a smooth strictly plurisubharmonic boundary defining function, and Ag :=
[V=10EM A] > 0 on Q in bidegree (n,q). Then there is a constant & =
5(Q, p, h) > 0 such that for any nonzero 0-closed f € L*(Q, A"T*M @ E),
satisfying

Ny = /Q<A51f, f)dV < oo,

there is u € L*(Q, A" 1T*M ® E) such that Ou = f and

1£ll2@ .
[uPdv < (AZ . av.
o N aNf/ "

PROOF. Similar to the proof of [D12, Theorem 4.5, Chapter VIII|, by
the Hahn-Banach extension theorem and Riesz representation theorem, it
suffices to prove there is a 0 := §(€2, p) > 0 such that for any (n,q)-form
a € Dom(d) N Dom(9*), we have

2 — —
o F)2 + 6“‘;}@’ M; < (|80 + [57a]?) M

By Lemma 6.1, we may assume o« € C1(Q, A™T*M ® FE). By Theorem 1.9
and since ) is strictly pseudoconvex, there is a constant 6 := (€2, p) > 0
such that

Slall* < Joral? + | (Lyaa)ds.
[2)9]

Using Cauchy-Schwarz Inequality and Lemma 6.2, we get

l(a, f)]?
17113
< (Aga,a) - My + 6||al® - Ny

(AEa,a)+||a*a||2+/ Lp(oz,oz)ds] N
oM

< (lloa® + [|10%a®) N

[, )P +6 Ny

IN
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