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EXACT SEQUENCES AND ESTIMATES FOR THE 0-PROBLEM

DEBRAJ CHAKRABARTI AND PHILLIP S. HARRINGTON

ABSTRACT. We study Sobolev estimates for solutions of the inhomogenous Cauchy-
Riemann equations on annuli in C", by constructing exact sequences relating the Dol-
beault cohomology of the annulus with respect to Sobolev spaces of forms with those of
the envelope and the hole. We also obtain solutions with prescibed support and estimates
in Sobolev spaces using our method.

1. INTRODUCTION

The theory of L? and Sobolev estimates for the solutions to the 0-problem (i.e., the in-
homogeneous Cauchy-Riemann equations) on domains in C" is a classical topic in complex
analysis. Quite naturally, the main focus has been on pseudoconvex domains, where the
positivity needed to establish the required a priori estimates is available. Some of these
results can be extended to certain non-pseudoconvex domains satisfying weaker positivity
conditions such as Z(g) (also called a, or A;) or weak g-convexity (see [Hor65, FKT72,
Ho91]).

Another fruitful approach to the study of the d-problem has been to concentrate on
the simplest class of non-pseudoconvex domains, the annuli. By an annulus, we mean a
bounded domain ) < C™ which can be represented in the form

Q =0\ (1.1)

where ©; and Q, are bounded open sets in C”, with Qs < Qq, and € connected. We
say that €y is the envelope and 9 the hole of the annulus €2, where it is not assumed
that the hole Q9 is connected. In [Sha85], Shaw considered the question of solvability
and regularity of the d-problem on an annulus where the envelope and the hole were
both smoothly bounded pseudoconvex domains, using an adaptation of the weighted o-
Neumann technique of Kohn ([Koh73]). Subsequently, it was realized that one could
relate the function theory on the annulus with those of the hole and annulus and thus avoid
solving the d-equations directly on the annulus (see [Shal0l [Shalll [LST3, [CTS13| [CSLTTS,
FLTS17] and subsequent work on this theme). The goal of this paper is to understand
and extend this method using elementary homological algebra and functional analysis of
non-Hausdorff topological vector spaces (TVS). A consequence of our investigations is
the following characterization of annuli in which the d-problem can be solved with L?2-
estimates:

Corollary 1.1 (to Theorem [LIIbelow). Let n be a positive integer and 0 < p,q < n. The
following are equivalent for an annulus Q = Q1\Qy in C":

(1) HPF(Q) =0
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) ,q+1
(2) HEQq(Ql) =0 and Hz{/]‘/,l(fb) = 0.

Here H z’zq(D) denotes the well-known L?-Dolbeault cohomology of the domain D, the
obstruction to solving the ¢-problem with L*-estimates. The statement H” ’gvtll (Q2) =0

means the following: if f is a (p,q + 1)-current on C" with coefficients in the L2-Sobolev
space W ~1(C") and support in Q5 such that df = 0, then there is a (p, g)-current u, again
with coefficients in the L2-Sobolev space W~ (C") and again with support in Q5 such that
Ou = f; i.e., the 0-problem can be solved with prescribed support on €5 and estimates in
the W ~'-Sobolev norm.

As Corollary [ILT] shows, to understand the L? solvability of the é-problem on non-
pseudoconvex domains we are led to the consideration of Sobolev cohomologies, including
cohomologies with prescribed support. Two important types of such cohomologies in this
paper are the maximal W#*-cohomology H ﬁ}qs (D) of a domain, measuring the obstruction
to solving the d-problem with estimates in the L?-Sobolev space W, and the minimal
W3-cohomology H' f, s (D), encountered in Corollary [Tl for s = —1, which measures the

solvability of the d-problem with prescribed support. These are the Sobolev analogs of
the well-known maximal and minimal L?-realizations of the d-operator (see [CS12]). The
precise definitions may be found in Section[21below, but at this point we want to emphasize
that in view of applications like Corollary [[LTI] we allow Sobolev spaces of both positive
and negative orders.

While solvability of the ¢-problem with estimates in a certain norm corresponds to the
vanishing of the corresponding cohomology groups, for non-pseudoconvex domains, the
existence of estimates correspond to whether the groups are Hausdorff, or equivalently,
whether the d-operator has closed range. For example, the group Hﬁ}qs (D) is defined to
the quotient topological vector space Zy(D)/By (D), where Zj(D) is the space of
0-closed (p, q)-forms with coefficients in W*(D), and Bj.(D) is the subspace of 0-exact
forms. The space Z{;4 (D) is an inner product space (as a subspace of W, ,(D), the space of
(p, ¢)-forms with coefficients in W#*(D)). We endow the group Hi; (D) with the quotient
topology, which is Hausdorff if and only if By (D) is closed in Z{j% (D).

Such non-Hausdorff topologies have long been understood as being an important feature
of Dolbeault cohomology. In our case, we have the additional feature that our cohomologies
are quotients of inner product spaces. As a result, the cohomology groups of this paper have
the structure of semi-inner-product spaces, i.e., there is a sesquilinear form which is non-
negative definite, and compatible with the topology (see Section [AT] below). Further, a
semi-inner product space X, like other not-necessarily-Hausdorff topological vector spaces,
has a topological decomposition as a direct sum (see Proposition [A.2l):

X =~ Red(X) ®Ind(X), (1.2)
where we define the indiscrete part of X to be the subspace
Ind(X) = {z e X : |z| = 0}, (1.3)

which is easily verified to be a closed subspace of X which has the indiscrete topology,
i.e., the only nonempty open subset of Ind(X) is Ind(X) itself. We define the reduced form
of X to be the quotient space

Red(X) = X/Ind(X), (1.4)
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which is a normed (and therefore Hausdorff) space. In an appendix at the end of the
paper, we sketch the basic facts about not-necessarily-Hausdorff topological vector spaces
which arise as cohomology groups.

One of our main results is:

Theorem 1.1. Let Q = Q1\Qs < C" be a bounded annulus. Let s be an integer, 0 < q¢ < n,
and 0 < p < n. The following sequence of semi-inner-product spaces and continuous linear
maps s exact:

D,q
Ry PV

0— HiL, () = HEL,,(Q) S HYLH Q) — 0, (1.5)

where RY'? is the restriction map on cohomology, and NP9 is defined as:

2 () = (O] gy 78 Ry 09
where E : WT(Q) — WSTH(C") is an extension map acting coefficientwise (see (2.1))
below).

A key ingredient in the proof of Theorem [I.I] (and Theorem B.I] below) is the construc-
tion of a Sobolev-Dolbeault analog of the relative cohomology of a topological space with
respect to a subspace. We call this analog the extendable cohomology (see Section be-
low). The analogous construction for the de Rham cohomology is well-known (see [God71,
Chapitre XII]). In many ways, the extendable cohomology, while easy to define, is patho-
logical: for example, the 0-operator defining it is not a closed operator, unlike the standard
maximal or minimal realizations. What still allows us to prove results like the above is
the the fact that the extendable cohomology of Sobolev order s is isomorphic to the usual
Sobolev cohomology of order s+1 (Theorem 2. Tlbelow). The key ingredient here is interior
regularity of the ¢-problem.

A second result of the same type as Theorem [[.T] can be obtained by applying the same
ideas to a different short exact sequence ([B.10]), but this time we obtain a single long exact
sequence (B.9) rather than a separate short exact sequence for each ¢ . We state and prove
this result in a general form in Section B.3] below, using the notion of a mixed realization,
but note here the following consequence:

Corollary 1.2 (to Theorem B.1] below; see Section B.l). Let Q = Q1\Q2 = C" be a
bounded annulus. Let s be an integer, and let 0 < p < n. The following sequence of
semi-inner-product spaces and continuous linear maps is exact:

Sp,a—1 ¢pra—1 (ELypoa SPa X

S @) P ) S g (0n) S g ()
(1.7)

where the maps SP4, (P4 and (EYP are defined in Section [TZ3 below.

Mayer-Vietoris type arguments as above are, of course, classical in complex analysis
(see, e.g., [AHT2al [AHT72b, [AHLoMT6]).

Section M is devoted to applications of the exact sequences established in Theorems [I1]
and B.1] to questions about function theory on annuli. As preliminaries, we discuss the
Sobolev analog of Serre duality as well as recall the vanishing results for Sobolev co-
homologies of pseudoconvex domains which will be used. Instead of trying to state
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the most general results in this vein, we consider examples illuminating the possibil-
ities and limitations of our method. We prove Sobolev versions of several results of
[Shal0l [Shalll [LS13) ILTS13, [CSLT18, [FLTS17] on the way.

While in Section [}, we used vanishing results for cohomology on pseudoconvex domains
in conjunction with our exact sequences to obtain information about annuli, in Section [l
we change the point of view and apply known results about annuli, along with our exact
sequences, to deduce new results about the cohomology of pseudoconvex domains. In
particular, we obtain vanishing results for the minimal W#-cohomologies of pseudocon-
vex domains and annuli (Propositions [5.3] and below), i.e., we are able to solve the
O-problem in C", with estimates in a Sobolev space W#, with prescribed support in a
pseudoconvex domain or in an annulus. By dualizing, we also are able to obtain, for the
first time, solutions of the d-problem with estimates in Sobolev spaces of negative order
(see Corollaries [5.4] and below). It is well-known that solvability with prescribed sup-
port is closely related to the extension of dy-closed forms on the boundary of a domain,
and in particular to the Hartogs-Bochner phenomenon for degree (p, 1) (see [CS01l [LTS19]
Section 9.1] and Proposition 5.1l below). When we are in the L%-setting, such a solution
with L?-estimates can be constructed starting from the L2-canonical solution operator.
However, we show that this L?-solution in general does not admit Sobolev estimates for
s < —2 (see Proposition [5.7] below).

We have therefore obtained in Proposition [5.3] a solution to the d-problem which shows
better behavior in some Sobolev spaces than the canonical solution. Perhaps one should
not be surprised by this, since the canonical solution is the solution of the d-problem with
smallest L?-norm, so if it exists it is only guaranteed to be regular in the L?-sense. The
fact that it sometimes satisfies Sobolev estimates is a consequence of Sobolev estimates
on the 0-Neumann operator, which may or may or may not hold. It is well-known that
by using a strictly plurisubharmonic weight smooth up to the boundary, one can obtain
Sobolev estimates for the d-problem for the weighted canonical solution (see [Koh73]).
Even this technique does not work in situations like the polydisc (see [Ehs03]). However,
in [CSLT18], a W!-Sobolev estimate was obtained for the é-problem on the polydisc, using
an argument in many ways similar to that in Proposition[5.3l This raises the question of the
relation of the methods of this paper with an old and difficult question, that of developing a
W#-theory of the d-problem, in analogy to the classical L?-theory. The hypothetical basic
7

_ 2
estimate of such a theory would bound H&’uHiVs + ‘ ‘W from below, where u is a form

on a pseudoconvex domain D, which lies in A (D) n Dom(dyys ), where AV (D) is the
domain of the maximal realization of ¢ as defined in Section @ below, and E;VS is the adjoint
of the maximal realization with respect in the W*-space. Notice that on smoothly bounded
pseudoconvex domains, the regularity of the weighted canonical solution in Sobolev spaces
already implies that such a Sobolev basic estimate must hold. But, based on the Sobolev
estimates on polydiscs and on solutions with prescribed support, we can perhaps suspect
that such an estimate holds on much wider classes of pseudoconvex domains. While the
question of W¥-estimates is very natural, at present very little is known regarding this
problem in general domains (see, however, [Boa84l, Boa85|, [FKP99l [FKP01]).
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2. SOBOLEV REALIZATIONS OF THE E—OPERATOR

2.1. Sobolev spaces. In this paper, we consider the d-operator acting distributionally
on certain Sobolev spaces of currents on a domain D < C". We call such an operator a
realization of the d-operator. We use Sobolev spaces on domains which are not necessarily
smooth or even Lipschitz, and also Sobolev spaces of negative index. Extensive information
on Sobolev spaces may be found in texts such as [LM72] and, for Lipschitz domains,
[Gri85]. Here we recall some definitions and facts, and set up notation.

For real s, the Sobolev space Ws(Rd) consists of tempered distributions whose Fourier
transforms satisfy the condition

W (RY) = {f e '(RY : [ e Lho(RY) and | f]3.ga) = de Fel a+ierravie < oo} .

It is well-known that
o W*(R?) is a Hilbert space.
e if 5 is a non-negative integer then W*(R?) can also be thought of as the space of
functions all of whose partial derivatives of order up to s are in L?(R%).
e The dual of W*(R%) can be conjugate-linearly and isometrically identified with
W=3(R%) by the pairing f, g — SRd ﬁjdV.
Here, we will usually only consider the case when s is an integer. This is to avoid certain
pathologies that arise when s — % is an integer. In particular, we need to know that the
closure of the space of compactly supported functions with respect to the Sobolev norm
is equivalent to the space of functions which remain in the Sobolev space when extended
by zero; see Corollary 1.4.4.5 in [Gri85]. We note, however, that many of our results
(including the main exact sequences (5] and (3.9])) do continue to hold for arbitrary real
s.
For a domain D < RY, we let W*(D) mean the space of restrictions of distributions in
W*(R%) to D, which is a Hilbert space with the norm
Wl =, int [P hyeges-
Flp=f
This is one of the standard definitions of Sobolev spaces on domains if s > 0, when it
is standard to denote it by W*(D) (see, e.g., [CS01]). We have adopted the notation
of [Gri85] (see Theorem 1.4.3.1 in |Gri85| for proof that this definition is equivalent to
other standard definitions when s > 0 and D is bounded with Lipschitz boundary). We
emphasize here that we use the definition above also for negative s. When s < 0, it is
more conventional to define W*(D) to be the dual to W, *(D). However, this space does
not necessarily admit a bounded linear extension operator E : W*(D) — W*(R"™), which
will be critical to our constructions. Hence, we work with the space W*(D), which admits
an extension operator by definition.
We can isometrically identify W*(D) with the quotient Hilbert space W*(R%)/Z3,, where

ZH cw? (R9) is the closed subspace given by
Zh = {f e WRY): flp = 0}.

Thanks to the isomorphism W#*(D) = (Z%)*, which identifies W*(D) as a closed subspace
of W*(R%), we obtain a bounded linear extension operator

E:W*(D) - W*(R?), (2.1)
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which associates with an f € W*(D) an element F € W*(R?) such that F|p = f and
| lws (may = ||fHWS(§). In particular, Ef will be the unique extension of f of minimal
norm in W#*(R?).
The isomorphism W*(D) =~ W*(R%)/Z$, gives the description of the dual
WD) = {¢p e WHR?) : ¢|zs = 0}
= {p e WR?Y : for f e WR?), if f|[p = 0 then ¢(f) = 0}.

Notice the smooth compactly supported functions are in W#*(R9). Identifying W*(R%)’
with W~*(R%) via the L?-pairing, we have an isomorphism

We(D) = {¢ € W*(R?) : support(¢) < D}.
We let WE(D) be the subspace of W!(D) consisting of the images in W¥(D) of those
f € WHR?) which are supported in D. If we think of W¢(D) as a space of “distributions

on D,” an element f € W{(D) has a zero extension, i.e., a distribution Zf € W(R9)
which vanishes on R\ D and coincides with f on D. Then we have the isomorphism

W*(D)" = Wy (D),

where the pairing of the two spaces is given by
fo | EB7-ZFgav.
R4

Recall other standard definitions of Sobolev spaces on domains. For a positive integer
s, let W#(D) be the space of functions on D all whose partial derivatives of order up to s
are in L?(D). This is a Hilbert space with the well-known standard norm. Let W (D) be
the closure in W¥(D) of the subspace D(D) of compactly supported forms. For s < 0, let
W#(D) be the dual of W *(D). There is an injective continuous map W#*(D) — W*(D)
given by f — Ef|p, where E is as in ([ZI)). Via this map, we will consider W*(D) as a
subspace of W*(D). We note the following standard facts (see [Gri85]):

Proposition 2.1. The following hold:
(1) W$(D) =« W#(D) < D'(D), with continuous inclusions.
(2) C*(D) is dense in W*(D) and D(D) is dense in W§(D)
(3) if s =0 and D is Lipschitz then W*(D) = W*(D), with equivalent norms.
(4) If s < & and D is Lipschitz then W*(D) = Wg(D) so for s < & the extension
operator E of [2.11) coincides with the zero extension operator.

2.2. The three standard realizations. Let D be a bounded domain in C". We let
W (D) and (W§),4(D) denote the Hilbert spaces of currents with coefficients in W*(D)

and W§ (D) respectively. We introduce three standard realizations of the d-operator on
Sobolev spaces on D which will play a central role in what follows. Each realization is
specified by defining its domain Ag’q (D), which is a subspace of the space W (D) of
currents whose coefficients belong to the Sobolev space W*(D).

(1) For 0 < p,q < n, let A% (D) consist of those u € W (D) such that ou € W3 5 1(D),

where 0u is computed in the sense of distributions. The Ws graph norm of f € Ap 7 (D)
is defined by

1oy = 1 1e ) + 187 e ) (22)



EXACT SEQUENCES 7

which makes AZV’I’,‘]S (D) into a normed linear space, and an inner product space with the
obvious inner product that induces this norm. We say that A} (D) is the domain of the
(maximal) W*-realization of the d-operator, or simply the Sobolev realization if the order

s is understood.
(2) We denote

Ay (D) = AGL(D) 0 (Wg)pq(D).
In other words, A7y, (D) consists of those f € A7 (D) for which there is an F" € AR (C")

such that F|p = f, and F =0 on C"\D.
Notice that by definition, there is bounded linear zero extension operator

% APY,.(D) — ABA(CT), (2.3)

which maps a current f to a current 2 f such that 2 f|p = f and Zf |C\§ =0.

(3) We define the extendable (Sobolev) realization Af;’iws (D) to consist of those cur-

rents f € AL (D) for which there exists an F' € A% (C") such that F|p = f. We endow

AP? (D) with the graph norm (2:2]), which makes it into an inner-product space which

is not necessarily complete. Notice that we have the inclusions of subspaces

A’;’gvs (D) c Agﬁ,ws (D) c A%’/qs (D),

where (depending on s and D) the inclusions can be strict. Notice that AZ)’:{,WS (D) #

A (D) means precisely that there is a current f € AD% (D) such that f extends to an
element F' of ALL(C") and 0f extends to an element G of A’;[’,qSH(D), but we cannot have
OF = G for such extensions.

2.3. The associated cochain complex. Let 0 < p < n, and let Ag’gvs(D) stand for any

one of ANL (D), APl,(D) or AY? (D) (the same one for each ¢). Each of the three

W-realizations of the d-operator on a domain D < C" defined in Section defines a
cochain complex in the sense of homological algebra (see [Lan02, Chapter XX, §1 ) :

0 3 ol Fi 3 .p
where in each case 0 acts in the sense of distributions. Endowed with the inner product
corresponding to the graph norm (2.2)), this is a cochain complex of inner-product spaces.
Notice that the differential ¢ is continuous in each degree from the definition. We denote

this cochain complex by Aﬁ’:VS(D).

The space of cocycles defined by

Z2% (D) = ker {5 L AP (D) - A’s’:g;j(D)}

is a closed subspace of Ag’gvs (D), by the continuity of 0 in the graph norm. We say that

a realization is closed if each A%’%Vs (D) is a Hilbert space in the graph norm. It is not

difficult to see that A% (D) and APy, (D) are closed (see below, Proposition [2.2] part ).

On the other hand one can show that the extendable realization ALY 1. (D) is not closed

in general. For a closed realization, Zg’gvs (D) is also a closed subspace of W (D) (and

therefore a Hilbert space in the norm of W (D)).
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The space of coboundaries

) o . ,q—1 s
B2 (D) = img {a LAZE(D) — AT (D)}

is contained in Z%);gvs(D) since &° = 0. The cohomology groups of the complex (2.4]) are
the vector spaces
HP1 (D) = 7P (D)/prq (D)

o,Ws o,Ws dWs
As the quotient of the inner product space Zg’gvs (D) by the subspace B%”gvs (D), the
cohomology group H.'. (D) has the structure of a semi-inner-product (SIP) space, as ex-

plained in Proposition [A.3]below, where it is shown that Hg gvs (D) has a natural sesquilin-
ear form (,) (the semi-inner-product), which differs from a genuine inner-product only
in the fact that <x,x>% is a semi-norm, and not necessarily a norm (i.e., we may have
<x,az>% =0 for x # 0).

Since Hg’gvs (D) is the quotient of two topological vector spaces, it has the natural

quotient topology. It is well-known that this topology is not necessarily Hausdorff. In

fact, it is Hausdorff if and only if B%’,’gvs (D) is closed as a subspace of Zg,’gvs (D). Tt will be

seen from Proposition [A.3] below that the quotient topology of H%’ ’SVS (D) is also induced
by the semi-inner-product through its associated semi-norm. Thérefore, the use of the
semi-inner-product structure provides a concrete approach to working with the otherwise
pathological non-Hausdorff topologies that one encounters in this investigation.
We denote by
HY (D), H. (D), HY . (D)

the W#-cohomology, the minimal W?*-cohomology, and the extendable cohomology respec-
tively, which are by definition the cohomologies associated with the three realizations
introduced in Section

2.4. Some basic properties.

Proposition 2.2. Let D be a bounded domain in C™, let 0 < p < n and let s be an integer.

(1) We have

70 D
Ao (D) € (Wth)po(D) 0 Wy o(D).

(2) For each 0 < g < n, the inner product spaces A (D) and A7Yy.(D) are Hilbert
spaces, i.e., each of them is complete in the graph norm; consequently, both the
Sobolev and minimal realizations are closed. -

(3) Assume that D is Lipschitz. In the graph norm (Z2.2), the subspace C) (D) of
forms smooth up to the boundary is dense in A} (D).

(4) Assume that D is Lipschitz. In the graph norm (2.2)), the subspace DP1(D) of
smooth compactly supported forms is dense in A‘Z’q s(D).

0

(5) HS,.(D) = 0.

(6) Let D' be a bounded open set such that D € D' < C". Then for each f €
AGS ws (D), there is an f € Ay (D'), the minimal realization on D', such that
flo=1f.

(7) Let D < C™ be a bounded domain, let 0 < p < n, and let s be an integer. Then:

WisH (D) = ALY (D).
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Proof. (1) Notice that by definition a form belongs to AZI;{,OS (D) if and only if each coefficient
function belongs to the space of functions A%’/Os (D). Therefore, we can assume without
loss of generality that p = 0.

Let U and V be open subsets such that U € V € D, and let x be a smooth compactly
supported function on C™ such that y = 1 on U and yx is supported inside V. Now let
fe A%’/OS (D), and set g = x - f, where g is understood to be extended by zero outside D.
Then since g = X * f , we easily conclude that g € W*(C™). Similarly, we can see that
dg e W§1(C"), ie., for each j, the derivative

g9

— e W?3(C™). 2.5

L ewe (2:5)
Denoting as usual the coordinates of C" by (21, ..., 2y), with z; = z; + iy;, we denote the

corresponding Fourier variables by (; = £; + in;. Then notice that

29 1 o .0 A A
2 {(E i) o} -3t vimga-mica

Therefore (2.5]) gives that for each j we have
| IR @R @+ v < o

Summing this from j = 1 to n, and also adding the inequality ., GO A+[¢)*dV(¢) <
o0 (since g € W#(C™)), we conclude that

| BOF @+ Icyiavie) < =,

ie., ge Wst(Cn).

Notice that g|y = f|y. Therefore, each point of D has a neighborhood U such that
flv € WTL(U). Tt follows that f e WEiH(D).
(2) Let {f;} <= AR%A(D) be a Cauchy sequence in the graph norm. Then there exist
feWs (D) and g e Wlf;}rl(ﬁ) such that f; — f in WS (D) and 0f; — g in ]iq-‘,—l(ﬁ)‘
Thanks to the continuous inclusion of the Sobolev space W (D) in the space D), ,(D) of
currents, the latter assumption implies g = df, so f; — f in the graph norm.

Since AZ’%VS (D) is a closed subspace of A% (D), it is therefore a Hilbert space in the
subspace topology.
(3) The proof follows the same lines as the classical argument for s = 0, which may be
found, e.g., in [Str10, Proposition 2.3, part (ii)]. After using a partition of unity on D, we
only need to consider the case of a form u supported compactly in a neighborhood U in Q
of a point P € b€). Since the boundary b2 is Lipschitz, there is a cone I' in C™ with vertex
at the origin and an a > 0 such that whenever z € U n 2, ( € ', and || < a we have
z—( € Q. We choose a cutoff ¢ € C(I' " B(0,a)) with ¢ > 0 and §¢ = 1, where B(0,a) is
an open ball with center at the origin and radius a > 0. For € > 0 set ¢.(z) = ¢ 2"¢ (f),
and let Eu € W (C") be the extension given by ([ZI) (recall here that u and du have

coefficients in W*(U)). Then one can verify that as e — 0, the restriction (¢, * Bu)|g — u
in the graph norm. For details see [Str10].

(4) Here, we follow the proof of [CS01l, Lemma 4.3.2, part (ii)]. Using a partition of unity,
we may assume that D is star-shaped with a center at 0. For u € Af:q s(D), we let Zu
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denote the zero extension as in (Z3)), and note that 0.2u = 2 du by definition. For ¢ > 0,

€

we define 47 ¢(2) = Zu ( > so that 4~ ¢ is compactly supported in D and 4~ ¢ — Zu in

the graph norm. Regularizing this approximating sequence by convolution will complete
the proof.

(5) If feZ? (D) = H? ’SVS(D), then its zero-extension is a compactly supported holo-
morphic current on C”, and therefore a compactly supported holomorphic form by Weyl’s
lemma. This vanishes by the identity principle.

(6) By definition, there is an fo € A4 (C™) such that f = fo|p. Let x € CF(C") be a
cutoff such that x =1 on D and x = 0 off D’. Then we can take f X - fo-

(7) Let f € A‘Zx(i ws(D), so that by Part [6l above there is an fe AIZ 8VS (D') such that

f = flp. By PartMabove, f e (W), 0(D"). Therefore, f = flp € ;Jorl(D).

loc

0

2.5. Relation of extendable cohomology with Sobolev cohomology. The following
result is at the heart of our approach to function theory on annuli:

Theorem 2.1. Let D < C" be a bounded domain, let 0 < p < n, and let s € Z. Then the
mclusion map

it AYn (D) = AL ws(D) (2.6)
is a continuous injective cochain morphism. The induced linear map at the level of coho-
mology (see Proposition below)

92 HIA, (D) — HEL . (D) (2.7)

is a continuous bijection of semi-inner-product spaces for each q. Let U o D be a bounded
pseudoconvex domain, and N be the 0-Neumann operator of U. Then the inverse of the

map % in @) is given by (with f € fo‘g ws(D))

@7 (P o) = |@ NP,y s (28)

ws+1 (D)
where f is an extension of f as an element of AC Ws(U) (see Part (7) of Proposition[2.3).

Remark. (1) The map (i49)~! exists algebraically as a linear map but is not known to be
continuous. This is because the extension operation f — fis not known to be continuous.
In fact, it is possible to construct explicit examples to show that (ii’o)_l is not continuous
for any 0 < p < n.

(2) Notice that the dependence of the right hand side of (2:8]) on the pseudoconvex neigh-
borhood U, its 0-Neumann operator IV, and the particular extension f of f, is illusory,
since the left hand side is defined independently of U.

(3) If the topology on H. fx‘g we (D) is Hausdorff, then it follows from the continuity of ¢
that the topology on HI’/)VqSH(D) is also Hausdorff. If these spaces are also complete, it
follows by the open-mapping/closed-graph theorem that i%'? is a linear homeomorphism.
(4) In the following, we will use the d-Neumann operator on currents with coefficients
in W5(U) even when s < 0. For such currents, we may use the self-adjointness of the
0-Neumann operator to define its action distributionally, i.e., given f € W, ,(U) for s <0,
we define (Nf,¢) = (f, Ny) for all compactly supported smooth forms ¢ € DP4(U),
where (-,-) is the natural extension of the L2-inner product on (p, q)-forms by density to
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an action of a current of degree (p,q) on a (p,q)-form of compact support. To obtain
interior regularity for the canonical solution, we choose an intermediate set U’ satisfying
D U’ €U and let x € C°(U) be supported in U and equal one identically on U’. Then
for s <0 and f e W (U) supported in U’

(@"NFf, ) 12(p) (@"N(xf), )L?(U
sup —————= = sup
peDP4(D) H‘PHW*S(D) 0eDP4(D) H‘PHW*S
©#0 ©#0
(f, XNOP) r2(1r) 1 lws—@y - HXNaBHW*S“(U)
= sup — < sup —
peDP:4(D) ”(PHW*S(U) peDP:4(D) H‘P”W*S(U)
p#0 p#0

< Clflws—wy,

where @ denotes the zero-extension of ¢. Here, we have used the known interior regularity
for the canonical solution operator to the o equation, N ¢, in Sobolev spaces with non-
negative index.

Proof of Theorem [21. Notice first that W3t(D) AZX‘{ we (D), since there is an exten-

sion operator £ : W5i1(D) — WiiH(C"). It follows that A7, (D) C AZ)’(t ws(D), and
that the inclusion (2.6]) is algebraically a cochain morphism, since in both cochain com-
plexes, the differential is the d-operator in the sense of distributions. Since the topology on
the subspace A7 . (D) of Wit1(D) is the graph topology coming from Ws1!(D) and that
on AP% we (D) is the graph topology coming from W (D), it is clear that i is continuous.

The map i, is continuous since it is induced by the (continuous) cochain morphism
i (see Proposition [A.6 ). To see that i* is a bijection, first, consider the case ¢ = 0.
Then HWS+1(D) = ZI’/’VOSH(D), ie. HWS+1(D) is the space of holomorphic p-forms with
coefficients in W**1(D). Similarly fo(t] we(D) = fo(t] wes (D), the space of holomorphic
p-forms which also lie in AZ)’(?;,WS (D). Therefore, i*’o is simply the inclusion map

zP0

0
we+ (D) = Z% WS (D)

which, however, is actually a bijection, since Zﬁ’,& (D) = Agx(z Ws( ) N ker 9, and by
part [7 of Proposition 2.2] we have that WSH(D) AZ)’(t ws(D)
Now consider the case ¢ > 1. Let f € ZW5+1(D) be such that [f]Hf,’[}qu(D) e ker(iy?),

ie., thereisaue AL (D) such that du = f on D. As in the statement of the theorem,

let U be a bounded pseudoconvex domain containing D, let @ € A‘Z’%?SI(U ) have compact

support in U and @|p = u (see Part (7) of Proposition 2.2), and set f=0u. Letv=0"Nf
be the canonical solution of the d-problem dv = f in U. (Notice that 0 f = 0in U, and
as in the statement of the theorem, N denotes the ¢-Neumann operator of U.) Then, by
interior elliptic gain in the 6-Neumann problem, we have that vg := v|p € W;Zl (D), and
Ovg = f € W;Zl(ﬁ). Therefore vy € AWsH(D), so that f € Byl (D). Tt now follows
that the class [f]HmH(D) = 0, so that ker(ik'?) = 0, and 47 is injective.

To show that 47 is surjective, we construct a right inverse. If [f] HP? L (D) is a class in

HYS s (D) where f e ZD . (D), by Part (7) of Proposmonthere isan fe Al (U)
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such that f|p = f. Let g = 0f so that (since f € AZ’%VS(U)) we have g € Bﬁ’%;l(U), and

setu=0 N g, the canonical solution of du = g. Let
uo = ulp = (9" Ng)lp (2.9)

Then by interior regularity, ug € W;’qul(ﬁ) and dug = 0, so ug € Z‘Ij[’,qs +1(D). Also, since
(u— f) = 0on U, it follows that u — f = dv on U, where we can take v = 0 N(u — f).

Then we have vy = v|p € Aﬁ;{fml/s(D), so that on D, we have ug = f + 0vg. Then we have

Z'%q <[UO]H‘I;‘}‘ZS+1(D)) = [i(uo)]Hp’gyws(D) = [UO]HPJZ (D)

ex ext, WS

=[f +5U0]H§;{§7WS o) = Ulura . (p)-

ext, WS

It now follows that i27 is surjective, and from (23), noting that g = of, X) follows. [

3. THE EXACT SEQUENCES

3.1. Proof of Theorem .1l Define the restriction operator p® on the space of currents
on 21 by setting for f a current on i:

p*(f) = fla-

It is clear that if f € AZ)’:;WS () then pA(f) € AZ;’;,WS (©). Further, from the definition
of Ao;::,Ws (Q) it follows that the restriction map p? is surjective and continuous as a map

from Ag)’::’ws (1) to Aﬁ,’iws (€2).

Let £A denote the operator which extends currents on the hole 5 to the whole envelope
Q4 by setting them equal to zero on the annulus €2:

A . f on QQ
&)= {0 on €2,

provided that this defines a current on €. In particular, it is clear that if f € AZ’;VS<QQ)
then £A4(f) e APy () € AZT o (Q1). Tt is clear that the map EA is continuous and
injective.

Notice that the sequence of cochain complexes of inner-product spaces and continuous
cochain maps

Q) 2 ar* Q) - 0. (3.1)

gA
00— Ap’* (Qg) —_— Ap’* ext, WS

c,Ws ext,Ws
is exact. In view of the comments in the previous paragraph, we only need to verify exact-
ness at the middle term, i.e., imgEA = ker p®. But both these subspaces of Aﬁ)’: ws (1)

consist of restriction to £ of those F € A} (C™) whose support is in ;.
Therefore (see [Lan02, Chapter XX, Theorem 2.1]) we obtain a long exact sequence of
semi-inner-product spaces and linear maps:

(pA)pyqfl g1 cPa—1 ’ (gA)p,q 7 (pA)p,q ’ P
F e Hodl e () = HY(Q2) = Hol e () = H e () = -
(3.2)

where the continuous maps p2 and €2 are induced by the cochain maps p* and &2
respectively, and ca is the connecting homomorphism. One can easily check using the
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definition that for f € ZZ{ 11.(), we have
A (azz ) = [ (47)

where fe AP (Q)) is an extension of f (see Part 7 of Proposition 22).
For the envelope €7 and the hole € let

()P0 Hyfts () — HYY ()

] , (3.3)
L HrE @)

and
-2 ) )
()7 Hyglon () = HEE e (2)
be the continuous isomorphisms given by Theorem 21l If we let RY? and AP+¢ be as in the

statement of Theorem [[LT] then we have the following:
Lemma 3.1. The following equalities hold, where we suppress the superscripts p,q from
all maps for simplicity:

(1) pi o it =i o Ra,

(2) A =cpo0i,

(3) EA =0.

Proof. (1) Let f € Z%,,(Q1). Then a direct computation shows that

A .
o2 o (g, a) = Ulaliggoie = 20 Be (Mg o)
and thus the equality in Part () holds.
For Part (2)), let f e ZE%.,(Q). Then a direct computation shows that

Ws+1
(cao ig})([f]ch}qu(Q)) —CA <[f]prq we (Q)>

) { @f) QJ HEG (2)
— | @By, ] g )

=M (s, @) see (LE).

ws+1
For Part (3], we first assume that 1 < ¢ < nandlet f € Zg'{/lvs (Q2). Let U be a bounded

pseudoconvex domain containing €, let f ez ’gVS(U ) be the extension by zero of f to U,

(where f e AP | (Q;) is an extension of f)

with E as in (2.1])

and let N be the o-Neumann operator on U. Then
gf[f]Hf;gvs () = [EXflpma s (1)

ext,

- [ xi)

0,

QJH&Z,WS (@)

where in the first step, note that £*f, being the zero extension of f € zP 'gVS(Qg), is
automatically in Zg)’g we»> and in the second step, we have used the fact that 0EAf =0 on

4, and hence 5]?: 0 on U. When ¢ = 0, this is a trivial consequence of Proposition [2.2]
part Bl
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U

Lemma [3.T] above is equivalent to the fact that in the following diagram the triangle
and the rectangle both commute:

(pi)P? Rl
ngz WS(Q ) —— foz WS(Q) *) Hf%;l(ﬁ )

T(z{,}l)w y T / (3.4)

R
Hﬁ/qs+1 (Ql) Ha/qs+1(

Combining this with £2 = 0 we see that the following sequence is exact:

qu ! RE APd

1 )\P q—
Hﬁ/qu(Q) Hpgvs(Q2) HWS+1<Ql) Hﬁ/qu(Q) -
Therefore for each ¢, the map RYY is injective, and the map A\ is surjective. It follows
that (LH) is exact for each q. We already know that the map R, is continuous, being
induced by a continuous map of cochain complexes. The continuity of the map A follows
from the formula (L6]).

3.2. Preliminaries for Theorem [3.1]

3.2.1. Sobolev realizations of the d-operator. Now we construct a long exact sequence as-
sociated to an annulus which relates the function theory of the annulus with that of its
hole and its envelope. An immediate consequence of our result is Corollary of the in-
troduction, and in particular the very important exact sequence (7)), which encompasses
many of the results about L?-estimates on annuli as found in [LS13}, [FLTS17] and earlier
works cited there.

Let D be a domain in C". By the domain of a W*-realization 3 of the 0-operator on
D, we mean a collection of linear subspaces A2? (D) < W;q(ﬁ), where 0 < p,q < n,

?,Ws
such that
(1) A%{y.(D) = 4D, (D) © AR (D).

o,Ws
(2) if f € AB’WS( ) then 0f € Ag’g;sl (D), with the derivative taken in the sense of
distributions.
(3) for each ¢ € C*(D), if f e Aa ts(D) then ¢f € AZ Ws( )

Then the d-operator acting on A‘g gvs (D) in the sense of distributions is said to be a W*-

realization of 0. It is clear that the three realizations A% (D), A‘Z’Ws( ) and AP’ we(D)
of Section 2.2 satisfy the conditions above. As in section 2.3l we obtain a cochain sequence

associated to the realization, and a corresponding cohomology group Hf gvs (D).

3.2.2. Mized realizations. Let 0 be a W*-realization of 0 on the envelope §2; of the annulus
Q = Q;\Qs. We define a mized realization on Q which coincides with 0 along b2; and
with the minimal W?*-realization along b2 in the following way. Let A?Dq) .(2) consist
of all (p,q)-currents u on 2 of the form

u= flg+ h, (3.5)
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where

o,Ws
he Ay ().
It is easily verified that the three conditions in section B.2.T] are satisfied by A%’?C)’WS(Q).
Further, if f € A%?c)7ws(9) then (i) if ¢ € C®(Q) is such that ¢ vanishes near b§s, then
the product ¢f € Ag:gVS(Ql), where ¢ f is assumed to be extended by zero in Q5 and (ii)
if 1) € C*(Q) is such that v vanishes near bQy, then ¢ f € Af:gVS(Q).
Let

{f e APY (1), f =0 in a neighborhood of Qs,

. A%””‘C),WS(Q) — A%::VS(Ql)

be the zero-extension operator defined in the following way. For u e A%?c),ws(g) repre-

sented as in (3.3]), we let
) =+ (Zh)lay, (3.6)

where Z°h € AL (C™) is the zero extension of h to C™ (see (23)). It is not difficult to
see that &M is defined independently of the representation (3.5), and €Y is a continuous
cochain map.

3.2.3. Definitions of maps. Suppose that Q = Q;\Qs is a bounded annulus in which the
hole €5 is Lipschitz, and suppose further that we are given a W3-realization 0 of the 0-

operator A%J’:VS(Q) . Let Al(%’qc) s (§2) be the mixed realization on €2 which coincides with

the given realization 0 along b9 and with the minimal realization along bQs . We define
some maps:

(1) From (B6), we obtain an induced map at the level of cohomology:

H bl k)
(e HE Q) — HEY (),
which is continuous, since £! is (see Proposition [A.6])

(2) Let U be a bounded pseudoconvex domain containing 3, and let N denote the 0-
Neumann operator of U. Define the modified restriction map

SPT: HYw () — Hypl ()

which is given for g € Z2'7 (Q1) by

5 (Iglurs,. o)) = {(E*Nax“-g)) (3.7)

o,we QQ]HC{/%H(Qz)

where x € C{ (£21) is a compactly supported smooth function such that x = 1 in a neighbor-
hood of Q9, and x ~ g is the form on U obtained by extending the compactly supported form
X - g by zero on U\, if this set is nonempty. Note that d(y - g) = E/X\/\/g e Wy ,+1(U), so
the interior regularity of the 0-Neumann problem will guarantee that <5*N 5()2\@)) ‘Qz €
W;721(Q2). It will follow from the proof of Theorem [B.I] below that SP¢ is well-defined

and the definition (B7) is independent of the choice of the pseudoconvex neighborhood U
of the hole €29 and the cutoff y.
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(3) We introduce a modified connecting homomorphism

e . frPd (Qg)—)Hpqurl (Q)

Wetl (0,0),W's
which is given for f e Z{%,,(€Q2) by
D5q = [o(v -
@1 ([Fluns,0m) = B0 BNl a): (38)

where x € D(£;) is such that y = 1 in a neighborhood of Qg, and E : W*t1(Qy) —
WsHL(C™) is the extension operator acting coefficientwise on forms.

3.3. A long exact sequence associated to annuli. Now we can state and prove the
second main result of this paper, using the notions introduced in the preceding Section

Theorem 3.1. Let Q = Q\Qy < C" be an annulus. Let O be a realization of the 0-
operator on Wy (1), where s is an integer, and 0 < p < n. With notation introduced as
above, the following sequence of semi-inner-product spaces and continuous linear maps is
exact:

()P e

—1 SPa
T HE L (Q) = YL () T B (Q2) T
(3.9)

3.3.1. Step 1 of proof: From short to long exact sequence. Define for f a current on {21:
p(f) = fla, (restriction to the hole).

We claim that the short exact sequence of inner-product spaces and continuous cochain
maps
b 5H b pH b
0— AI(){c),WS(Q) R Ag’v“vs(Ql) — AVS e (Q2) — 0. (3.10)
is exact. It is clear from the definition that £ is an injective continuous cochain morphism.
By definition p* is a continuous mapping of inner-product spaces. Part 7 of Proposition 2.2
shows that the map p : Aﬁ::VS(Ql) — Aﬁ)’(’:’ws(Qg) is surjective. Since by hypothesis,

A‘Z:{'}VS () c Ag:;[/s (Q1) it follows that p™ is surjective onto Aﬁ;;ws (Q2). To see exactness

at AZT (Q1) we simply note that

ker ! = {f € AZY (1) | flo, = 0} = img ™.

Now, again using a well-known result in algebra (see, e.g., [Lan02, Chapter XX, Theorem

2.1]), the short exact sequence (B.I0]) gives rise to a long exact sequence of semi-inner-
product spaces and linear maps:

(pyPat p,q—1 szi’tkl .q (edra 0,9 (P3P D,q i’
P gt (o) ) S ) P

(3.11)
where pl! and £ are the maps induced on the cohomology by the maps p! and £, and
therefore are continuous by Proposition [A.6] and cy is the “connecting homomorphism”,
a linear mapping

i B () = HELS ()

defined by the formula (with f € ZZ{ 11.(Q2)),

i (L o)) = [9lo] ot (3.12)

s 2
ext, W (3,¢)
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where the element g € A%”gvs (€21) is chosen such that pt'(g) = f. Further, cy is well-defined

independently of the choice of the “lift” g of f.

Recall that the map i, : Hp L., (Q2) — H{ 1y (Q2) of (27) is a continuous isomorphism

of semi-inner-product spaces, and is in fact the map at the cohomology level induced by the
inclusion map of cochain complexes i : A} 1 (Q2) = AL . (22). We have the following
representations of the maps /74 and SP*¢ introduced in (3.8)) and ([B.7) above.

Lemma 3.2. We have

P = o b (3.13)
and
5P = (B9 o (P .19
Proof. Let f e ZiL,,(Q2). Then we have
(o iy) ([f]HmH(QQ)) = <Z* ([f]HmH(Qz)»
= g’ <[f]H§;t1’Ws (Qz)) - [59|Q]H”’q+1(ﬂ) = <[f]H€‘}qs+1(92)> )

(@,0)
where g is an element of A%’:gvs(Ql) which is mapped by pH onto f. Since f € Wlf;;l(Qg),
we can take g = x - Ef with xy and F as in (3.8)).

Now let g € Z%):I(/ZVS (21). Then we have

(@9 o () (laluzs, on) = @97 <[9 iz .. (92)>

- [ (5*]\75}1)

where in the last line we have used the representation ([Z8) of (i%?)~!. Here N is the
0-Neumann operator of a bounded pseudoconvex neighborhood U of €5, and h is an
extension of g|g, as an element of AZ’%VS(U ). For the cutoff x in (8.7), which has support

in ; and is 1 near Qy we can take h = x - g, thus establishing (3.14]). O

)

Q} HES (22)

3.3.2. End of the proof of Theorem [3l. The representation ([BI3]) of the map 7 shows
that the definition (B.8]) does not depend on the choice of the cutoff x. Since the map from

Z3h 1 () to H%’?CJ)F}VS () given by f — [0(x - Ef)‘Q]H%,?;l(Q) is continuous, it follows by

the universal property of the quotient topology (see diagram [A.2) that the induced map
/pa ([f]Hé";qul(fb)) - [a(X . Ef)|Q]H%,f1$1(Q)

E]

is also continuous.
The representation (3.14]) shows that SP»¢ is defined independently of the choice of the
pseudoconvex open set U and the cutoff x. To see continuity of SP'? notice that the map

from Zg’gvs(Ql) to Hiph,1(2) given by

s~ | (FNED)

Q] Hif 1 (22)
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is easily seen to be continuous (using the interior regularity of the canonical solution
operator N ), and therefore, the map SP-¢ induced by this map is also continuous, again
by an appeal to the universal property of the quotient in diagram [A.2]

To complete the proof of Theorem B, we now see from Lemma that each of the
two triangles in the following diagram commutes:

a7 () P gra Ly L gratt (g

oW ext,W's (d,c),Ws
m T /
p,q
HW.5+1 (Q2

This combined with ([B.I1]) shows that the sequence (B.9) is exact. This completes the
proof of Theorem [B.11

3.4. Proof of Corollary Using Theorem [3.1] it is easy to complete the proof of
the corollary stated in the introduction, which follows on letting the realization 0 on O
in Theorem [B.1] be the minimal Sobolev realization with domain AP cws(£1), and noting

that the resulting mixed realization in the annulus is the minimal realization with domain
Apvq (Q)'
c,W's

4. APPLICATIONS TO FUNCTION THEORY ON ANNULI

4.1. Duality for Sobolev cohomology. As a first preliminary to applying Theorems [Tl
and [3.I] to concrete questions, we discuss generalization to Sobolev spaces of well-known
duality phenomena for the L2-Dolbeault cohomology (see [CS12]).

Given Banach spaces X and Y, we call a continuous bilinear map f : X xY — C
perfect if for each continuous functional ¢ € X™ there exists a unique y € Y such that
¢(x) = B(z,y) and for each continuous linear functional i) € Y* there exists a unique
x € X such that ¢(y) = B(x,y). Note that this bilinear map identifies X* with ¥ and Y*
with X, which implies that X and Y are reflexive.

Let D be a bounded domain in C", and let 0 < p,q < n. Consider the natural bilinear
map

Cgfq(ﬁ) x DYDY — C,

given by
f,ng frg (4.1)
D

Let s be an integer. Since C;, (D) is dense in W7 (D) and D" P"~9(D) is dense in
(Wy ®)p.g(D) (see part (2) of Proposition2.2), it follows that the bilinear map (£.I]) extends
to a separately continuous bilinear map

Wy (D) x Wy )n—pn—qg(D) = C, (4.2)

which in fact is continuous by a standard application of the uniform boundedness principle.
We continue to denote this pairing of Hilbert spaces of currents by the integral notation
(@1). By construction this pairing is perfect.

We can think of the W*-Sobolev realization of the d-operator with domain AL (D) as
a densely-defined closed operator

Ows: WS

P.a— 1(D) --» W;,q(ﬁ)‘ (4.3)
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The key to the duality theory in the @ problem is the following:

Proposition 4.1. Under the identification of dual spaces given by ([@.1]), the transpose of
the operator ows of (A3)) is the unbounded operator

<_1)p+q5c7W*S : (Wos)n—pm—q—l(ﬁ) - (Wos)n—p,n—q(ﬁ)
with domain AZ%’LZ_q_l(D).

In other words, the minimal W ~*-realization corresponds to the dual co-chain complex
(up to a sign depending on degree) of the TW*-realization in the language of [LTS13].

Proof. We can identify (W3 (D))" with (Wy*)n—pn—q(D), and identify (WS (D))’ with
(Wy *)n—pn—q+1(D) via the pairing ([I). To determine the domain of the domain of
definition of (dws)" as a subspace of (W *),,—p n—q(D) under this identification, note that
this domain consists of those g € (W *)n—pn—q(D), for which the map from A%’/qfl(D) to

C given by
o j 3 ng (4.4)
D

extends to a bounded linear functional on W (D). Notice now that if f e C)% (D)
and g € D"P"74(D) then we have

fDEf N L) @(f A g) — (—1)P*7Lf A Tg) = (—1)P+ fo 70

Therefore, using the perfectness of the pairing (A1) we see that (£4]) extends to an element
of (W, (D)) if and only if dg € (Wy *)n—pn—g+1(D) ie., g€ AL P77I(D).
Since C;X, 1 (D) is dense in Ay, (D), and D" ~#"~9(D) is dense in A" P"79(D) it follows

that under the pairing @), for f € A% (D) and g € Ag;é’fi*q*l(D) we have

f f ng= (—1)”+qf f A dg.
D D
Therefore, The result follows. O

Recall the definitions of the indiscrete part and the reduced form of a semi-inner-product
space (see (L3]) and (4] above). The indiscrete part and the reduced form of a cohomol-
ogy group are called the indiscrete cohomology and the reduced cohomology, respectively.

The pairing ([£2]) gives rise to a pairing of reduced cohomologies

Red Hyyt (D) x Red H[7"7(D) — C (4.5)
called the Serre pairing, given by

Ll [ 1 n L= | Fra fezifiDLge D) o)

where the integral in (Z.0)) is understood in the same sense as in [@.1]), i.e. as a limit. It is
not difficult to see that this mapping is well-defined and a continuous bilinear mapping of
Hilbert spaces. Using this pairing we can state the following result, analogs of which may
be found in [CS12] [Lau67, [Ser55, LTS13):

Proposition 4.2. Let D be a bounded Lipschitz domain in C™, let 0 < p,q < n and s be
an integer. Then
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(1) Ind Hy (D) = 0 if and only if Ind HZ;‘}TT[]H(D) =0.
(2) the Serre pairing () given by [8) is perfect, so Red Hy (D) and Red H ! 7" (D))

are duals of each other via the Serre pairing.

Proof. Part (1) is equivalent to the statement that Hi;%(D) is Hausdorff if and only if
Hz;fﬁ_qﬂ(D) is Hausdorff. Further, H{;%(D) is Hausdorff if and only if the operator
Ows : W5 ,_1(D) --» W, (D) has closed range, but this is equivalent to the fact that the
transposed operator 0. yy—s : (W§)n—pn—q-1(D) —=> (W§)n—pn—q(D) has closed range,
ie., HZ;fLZ*qH(D) is Hausdorf.

Part (2): let v : Red H;2 (D) — C be a bounded linear functional. We need to show that
there is a unique cohomology class 6 € Red H"/?”"."%(D) such that for each cohomology

c,W~—s
class a € Red H{}L (D) we have

v(a) = f 0 A a.
D
pn—q

To see uniqueness of such 6, suppose that there are 61,65 € Red HZ;V*S (D) such that
for each cohomology class o € Red Hjj(D) we have y(a) = {01 Ao = §,00 A . If
01 = [g91] and 63 = [go], this means that for each f € Z;%(D) we have {,, f A (g1 —g2) = 0.
Since f € ker Oyys, this means that g; — go € range Ec,wfs. Therefore 61 = [g1] = 62 = [g2]
in Red H ! 7" (D) .

To prove existence of 6, let By : W5 (D) — kerdws n W5 (D) denote the orthogo-

nal projection (with respect to the W#* inner product) onto the space of d-closed forms.
Consider the linear map 7 : W, (D) — C given by

V() = ~(BsfD);

which is obviously continuous. We can find a g € (W, *)p—pn—q(D) such that J(f) =
§p g A f. We notice that this g in fact lies in Z',”"\"4(D): if h € Dy 41(D) is a test-form,
then pairing a current against a test form we have

| 29 nn=opret | g adh = (-upra@En) = (1B <o
D D

Therefore, if § = [g] € Red Hz;fﬁfq(D), we have y(a) = {60 A « for each class a €
Red HEA (D).

Similarly, if ¢ : Red HZ;I}Dszq(D) — C is a continuous linear functional, a similar argu-
ment shows that there is a unique ¢ € Red Hyp" (D) such that for each 3 € Red 1" (D)

we have
5(8) = fD B A
0

4.2. Vanishing theorems in pseudoconvex domains. In order to apply the exact
sequences, we will need to use vanishing results for the cohomology, which we will now
recall. To state the results succinctly let us introduce the following definition: let s > 0
be an integer. We will say that a bounded domain D < C" is sufficiently smooth (for the
integer s) if
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(1) s > 2 and the boundary of D is of class C5*1.
(2) s =1 and the boundary of D is of class C!.
(3) s =0 and no conditions are imposed on the boundary.

The following result summarizes the basic facts about the d-problem on pseudoconvex
domains. For s = 0, this goes back to [Hor65], and for s > 1 to [Koh73]. The more refined
boundary conditions were obtained in [Har(09] (for s > 2) and [CHIS]| for s = 1.

Theorem 4.1. Let D be a bounded pseudoconver domain in C", and let s = 0 be an
integer. Then Hp’OS(D) is the infinite dimensional Hilbert space of holomorphic p-forms
with W*# coefficients. Further, if D is sufficiently smooth in the above sense for the integer
s, we have HA (D) =0 if ¢ = 1.

From this we can deduce the following, which is well-known for s = 0 (see [CS12]):

Corollary 4.3. Let D < C™ be a bounded pseudoconvex domain for n = 1 and let s = 0
be an integer such that D is sufficiently smooth for s. For 0 < p < n we have

Hp’q D) = 0 if0<q<n—1,
C7W—s( ) - . . . n—p,0 / . _
can be identified with (Hy,."" (D))" if q=n.

It follows that Hf’{}V,S(D) 1s Hausdorff and infinite dimensional.

Proof. The case ¢ = 0 is contained in part [ of Proposition Theorem [4.1] combined
with Proposition shows that the groups Hf ’gV,S(D) are all Hausdorff. Therefore, by

Serre duality (Proposition [£2]) the Serre pairing
HY, (D) x H}y:"" (D) - C,

is perfect for all p,q. It follows that H”7._ (D) = 0 provided Hy, " 9(D) = 0, ie,
n —q = 1 or equivalently ¢ < n — 1. For ¢ = n we see that the Serre pairing gives an
identification of H,_.(D) with (Hy, """ %(D))’. O

4.3. An application of Theorem [I.1} envelopes with vanishing cohomology. In
this section we consider the consequences of the short exact sequence (LE]) when we assume
that in some degree (p, q) we have vanishing of the W**!1-cohomology of the envelope, i.e.,

HEA () = 0. (4.7)

(1) Assume that in an annulus (7)) holds. From the exactness of (LLH), we see that
the map

(4.8)
K K 1
AP HII/)Vqu (Q) - Hf,{/][;rs (92)
is a continuous bijection of semi-inner-product spaces. Notice that such a map does

. . . . +1 . .
not necessarily have a continuous inverse if, for example, Hf ’{,IVS (Q9) is indiscrete and
b

Hﬁ’,qs +1(9) is not indiscrete, i.e., has a nontrivial Hausdorff summand. It would be inter-

esting to see if there are annuli for which the cohomologies have these properties.
(2) Assume that in an annulus @) holds, and further that HY ’{,1[;1(92) is Hausdorff.

Then since in (4.8), AP? is an injective continuous map, it follows that H%j[’,qs +1(9) is also
Hausdorff. Therefore A\P¢ in ([4.8)]) is a continuous bijection of Hilbert spaces, and therefore
is an isomorphism (i.e. has a bounded inverse) by a standard application of the closed-

graph theorem.
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Thanks to Proposition[4.2] if 2 has Lipschitz boundary, the hypothesis that H: f 5{;1 (Q9)
is Hausdorff is equivalent to the hypothesis that H;;, 2"~ %(s) is Hausdorff.

(3) Assume that in an annulus (L) holds, and that H;‘V,ps’"_q(Qg) and H;;ps’"_q_l(Qg)
are both Hausdorff. Then, as we remarked above, H, I’,’I}%H(QQ) is Hausdorff, and therefore by
Serre duality (Proposition [£.2]) the pairing (4.6]) is perfect and gives rise to an isomorphism

HEGE (Q2) = (Hy B0 ().

Therefore, composing the map A of (AF]) with the Serre pairing, we obtain a perfect
pairing

H o (Q) x Hp "7 (22) — € (4.9)
given by
[f]. 9] — 0 AP A gl = . OEf A g, (4.10)

where f € ZI’/’VqSH(Q),g € Z;;ps’"_q_l(Qg) and the integral in (£I0) is interpreted in a
limiting sense as in the Serre pairing (4.6]).

(4) The cases s = 0 and s = —1 of the pairing ([4.9) were noted by Shaw in [Shall] for
g =n—1, when Q; and (2, are both pseudoconvex. Here the pairing can be represented
as a boundary integral:

Proposition 4.4. Let Q = Q1\Qy be an annulus where Qo has Lipschitz boundary, and
suppose that 0 < p,q <n
(a) (s = 0) Suppose that H7 (Q1) = 0 and the two groups H} ;""" () and Hz;p’"_q_l(ﬁg)
are both Hausdorff. Then H A (Q) is Hausdorff and the pairing
HPA(Q) x H}, P71 (Qy) — C
given by
[fLIgl = | f A Payg (4.11)
b2
is perfect, where P, : ZZ;p’”qul(fb) — jfL";p’"qul(Qg) is the harmonic projection on
Q.
(b) (s = —1) Suppose that HY3(Q1) = 0 and the two groups H{,"" *(Q) and Hgv_lp’"_q_l(Qg)
are both Hausdorff. Then Hi’zq(Q) is Hausdorff and the pairing
HPH(Q) x HZP" 97N (Qy) — C
given by
f1,lgl — f Pofng (4.12)
bQy
is perfect, where Po : Z73(Q) — A15%(Q) is the harmonic projection on Q.

Remarks:

(1) Recall that the harmonic space in degree (p,q) of a domain D < C" is defined to
be

HA(D) = {f € Dom(d) n Dom(3") : f = 3" f = 0},
where Dom(d) = A7J(D) and 0" L2 (D) --» Lp 4—1(D) is the Hilbert space adjoint of 0:
)-

12, (D) --» L2 (D

pa—1 This is a closed subspace of Zﬁ’gq(D), since 0" is a closed operator.
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If both @ and " have closed range the harmonic projection Pp : Z7 (D) — #54(D)
descends to an isomorphism H75 (D) — 3%(D) (Hodge representation of cohomology).
In particular, for each f € Z73(D), we have [f] = [Ppf] in H};(D).

(2) The integrals (4.I1]) and (£12]) are well-defined. For example, in (£12)), since Pq f
has harmonic coefficients in 2, it has a trace of class W~ on b§ds, and g (which has W't

coefficients) admits a trace of class We.

(3) The perfect pairings ([AII)) and EI2] or more generally the continuous bijection
([#8) are formal analogs in the theory of Sobolev Dolbeault cohomology of the classical
Alezander duality in topology (see [Bre97]). See [Gol73] for analogous results for the
cohomology of coherent analytic sheaves.

(4) For n = 1, ([@I2)) shows the following: the Bergman space HE;O(Q) of the annulus

is the dual of the space HBI’,OI (€22) of holomorphic functions of class W' on the hole, and

the duality pairing is given by

frg= | f(2)g(2)dz,
b2

where the integral on the right is the usual line integral of one-variable complex analysis.
The other pairing (A1) similarly identifies the dual of the Bergman space of the hole as
the space of W'-holomorphic functions on the annulus by the same pairing. These may
be thought of as analogs in the L2-setting of a classical result in complex analysis of one
variable due to Grothendieck-Kothe-da Silva (see [LR84, p. 67ff.]). These considerations
can be generalized to higher dimensions to obtain an integral representation of functions
in Bergman spaces in terms of their W3 boundary values.

Proof of Proposition [{.4]. For part (a), all that remains to be shown is that the pairing
(#9) can also be represented by ([@I1]). But

f Apquf])ug]—f N ([f]) A [Payg] = f 3Ef A Payg
Qo Qo Qo

= 5(Ef/\P929)=j d(Ef A Pa,g) = f A Pa,g.
Qo Qo b

Part (b) is proved exactly the same way. O

4.4. Splitting of the Sobolev cohomology of an annulus. The exact sequence (L)
splits, like any other exact sequence of vector spaces (see [Lan02, pp. 132 ff.]). Therefore,
there is an injective linear map u : H. 2 ’&;1 (Q2) — H{pL,1 () such that we have an algebraic
direct sum decomposition of vector spaces:

H?L(Q) = RPIHR L () @ p(HEE (Q0)). (4.13)

This splitting is not topological, i.e., the topology on Hﬁ’,qs +1(€) is not the direct sum
topology of the two summands on the right hand side (given by the semi-inner-product
(A.1).) Neither is this splitting natural, i.e., u is not determined by the exact sequence
(CH). However, note that (ALI3]) already determines the cohomology of an annulus as a
vector space, and gives a condition for its vanishing.

More information about the topology of HZ ., (€2) can be obtained applying the obser-

Ws+1
vations of Section [A2}

Proposition 4.5. In the exact sequence (LH):
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(1) suppose that the cohomology H f, ’g[;rsl (Q9) is Hausdorff. Then, in the splitting (AI13)),
the map p can be so chosen that it is a linear homeomorphism onto its image, and
the splitting is topological. However, the splitting is not natural.

(2) if both the cohomology groups Hf”g[;rsl (Q2) and HYL, () are Hausdorff, then HY!

Ws+1 Ws+1
s also Hausdorff, and we have a natural orthogonal splitting
HELL, () = REI(HEL, (1)) & (W) (HEEL (), (4.14)

where (AT Hz’%;l(fb) — Hp,,(Q) is the Hilbert space adjoint of the map
AP HELL () — Hg’g‘;l(gg) of (LA).

4.5. L?-cohomology of an annulus with pseudoconvex hole. We now combine the
long exact sequence (L.7)) and the short exact sequence (5] to prove the following result,
which gives L?-estimates on an annulus provided we have L’-estimates on the envelope
and pseudoconvex hole:

Theorem 4.2. Let Q = Q1\Qo be an annulus in C" such that Hi’gq(Ql) 1s Hausdorff in

each degree, and Qs is pseudoconver with C1' boundary. Then Hﬁ’;](Q) 1s Hausdorff for
each 0 < p,q < n, and we have for 0 < p < n:

RE(H7E () F0<qgsn-2
HE(Q) = { REHHE T @) @ e (B2 (9))  ifg=n—1
0 qu =n,

where the notation is as in Theorem [I1] and Proposition [{.J]

Proof. First we show that the groups H Z’Qq(Q) are all Hausdorff. Thanks to Proposition[4.2]
it suffices to show that the groups H Z '12(Q) are Hausdorff for all 0 < ¢ < n.

Since the groups H 2’2‘1(91) are all Hausdorff, Proposition shows that all the groups
H Z '12(Q1) are also Hausdorff. Also, by Theorem BT} we have for the hole that H} (Q2) =
0 when ¢q > 1.

Now, from (L.7)), we have the exact fragment of semi-inner-product spaces

HES (0) 2 e (@) S g ()) S i (0y)
which reduces, for 2 < ¢ < n to
(&P
0 B (@) E pra o)) o
Since Hg 1, (€) is Hausdorff and (E}')P7 is a continuous injective map, it follows that

H”1,(Q) is Hausdorff for 2 < g < n.

Applying Proposition (with s = 0) to H};”"(€2) = 0 shows that Hféz(Q) is Haus-
dorff.

Finally Part [5l of Proposition 2.2 shows that H” ’L02 (©2) = 0 and is therefore Hausdorff.

Letting s = —1 in (L), we note that each term of the following exact sequence is
Hausdorff for each ¢:

AP

prq
0 — HPY() —— HIH(Q) =— HIEL(Q) — 0,
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where Hf ’5‘;11 (Q2) is Hausdorff from Corollary 43l Therefore, from the results of Sec-
tion [A.2l we conclude that there is an orthogonal direct sum decomposition of Hilbert
spaces

HYH(Q) = REYHT (1)) @ (W9 (HZ’%?ﬁ(%))

which gives the result on noting the value of H f ’5;,11 (Q2) given by Corollary [£3] O

4.6. The O-problem with mixed boundary conditions. An important special case
of the construction of Section is when the realization 0 on € is the usual maximal
W#-realization. In this case, we obtain a mixed realization A%’*C) W (©) which coincides
with the maximal W?*-realization along b{2; and with the minimal W-realization along
b€ds. We denote the corresponding cohomology groups by Hf;’iqx’ws(Q). Theorem B now
implies that the sequence of semi-inner-product spaces and continuous maps

Spg—1 ¢psa—1

2 HR Qo) —— HPL (D)

(e
Wstl mix,W's

Spa P

HEA(60) 5 L () 70
(4.15)
is exact. The interested reader can easily deduce the results obtained in [LS13] regarding
solution of the 0-problem with mixed boundary conditions from (ZI5]) by making the
appropriate vanishing assumptions on the L?-cohomologies of the hole and envelope.

5. SOLVING ¢ WITH PRESCRIBED SUPPORT

5.1. Application of the Hartogs phenomenon. Combining Hartogs phenomenon with
the exact sequence (L0 leads to the following proposition and its corollary. Special cases
of these were noted in [LTS13]:

Proposition 5.1. Let D < C" be a bounded domain such that C"\D is connected. If
n = 2 then for 0 < p < n we have for each integer s that

1
HP,.(D) = 0.

Proof. Let € be a large ball such that D € Q. Denoting D also by Qy, let Q = Q1\Qy
be the annulus of which €; is the envelope and D = ()5 is the hole. Notice that Q is
connected, so by the Hartogs phenomenon, the map R : HI’/’I’/OS () > H 5[’,% +1(Q) is an
isomorphism, being simply the restriction map of holomorphic forms. The exact sequence

([L3E) with ¢ = 0 reduces to

0— HPO,(Q) 22 PO

0 Lpl
We+1 Ws+1(Q) - HZWS (D) — 0

where the surjectivity of RP? implies that A\?° = 0. Exactness at HY "}VS(D) implies that

the zero map into this space is surjective, which gives us H f, = s(D) =0. O

Corollary 5.2. Under the above hypotheses, if D is Lipschitz, Hﬁ’/’zfl(D) either vanishes,
or is an infinite dimensional indiscrete (and therefore non-Hausdorff) space.

Proof. Since Hf;fi (D) = 0, by Proposition 4.2 we have that Red Hp”i_l(D) = 0. O
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5.2. Application of vanishing theorems. In this section, we will combine our algebraic
approach with the following known vanishing result on annuli:

Theorem 5.1 (Shaw [Sha83]). Let Q = Q,\Qy be a bounded annulus with C* boundary,
k = 2, determined by a pseudoconvex envelope 1 and a pseudoconvex hole Qo in C",
where n = 2. Then for each 0 < s < k — 1 we have the following

Hausdorff and infinite dimensional if g =10

0 ifl<qg<n-—2
@)= s

infinite dimensional ifg=n—1

0 if g =n.

Proof. When the boundary of €2 is smooth, this follows from [ShalO, Theorems 3.1 and
3.2]. In particular, [Shal(, Theorems 3.1] demonstrates that a solution operator contin-
uous in W*(2) exists on the orthogonal complement of the space of harmonic forms (see
also [Sha85, [Hor04]), and [Shal0l Theorem 3.2] demonstrates that the space of harmonic
forms vanishes. We note that Shaw makes use of the space of harmonic forms for the
0-Neumann operator with weights, but the dimension of this space is independent of the
weight (see the final sentence of [Koh73, Theorem 3.19], for example). In particular, the
space of harmonic forms can be identified with the orthogonal complement of the range of
0 in ker 0, and since neither of these spaces depends on the weight, the dimension of the
orthogonal complement is also independent of the weight.

For k > 2, this will follow from the induction procedure detailed in [Har09, Lemma 3 |.
Although the results in [Har09] are only stated for pseudoconvex domains, the induction

argument will work provided that the base case is proven, and this will follow from [CH18S].
O

Remark: It does not seem to be known whether H. %’1}271(9) is Hausdorff if s > 1. There is
good reason to suspect that, as in the case s = 0, this group is Hausdorff, and it would be
interesting to verify this claim. However, we will see below that conventional techniques
based on the 0-Neumann problem are unlikely to be successful in answering this question.

Proposition 5.3. Let D — C*,n > 1, be a bounded pseudoconver domain with C*+?
boundary for s =0, and let 0 < p < n. Then
0 f0<g<n-—1,
Hf,ng (D) =A< " . . . Zf ags=n
' infinite dimensional  if ¢ = n.

Remark. We note that for ¢ > 2, this can not be proven using standard 0-Neumann
techniques, as we will demonstrate in Section [(.3]

Proof. For ¢ = 0, this has already been proven in part [l of Proposition above.

The case n = 2 and ¢ = 1 follows immediately from Proposition (.11

For the remaining cases, let 21 be a large ball such that D @ ;. Denote D by 2 also,
and let = Q;\Qs be the annulus determined by €; and 5. The exactness of (L) holds
for this annulus.

For the case n = ¢ = 1, we use (L5 (with ¢ = 0) to obtain an isomorphism of vector
spaces

HESL, ()

R (HE. (@)

~ Hy,.(D),
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where R is the restriction map on forms from €2y to 2. The left hand side is infinite
dimensional since, for example, for each w € D, the images of z — (z — w)™* with k > 1
form an infinite linearly independent family in it. The result follows in this case.

Now let n > 2 and 2 < ¢ < n — 1. By Theorem 5.1l we have Hﬁ/‘iﬁ(Q) = 0, and

by Theorem BT}, we have that Hp?, “H€4) = 0. Therefore, from the exactness of (L)

(replacing ¢ with ¢ — 1) at Hggvé (D) we see that
H{Ws(D)=0for2<g<n-—1
For ¢ = n > 2, we use (LH) (with ¢ = n — 1) to obtain

)\p,nfl
0— ]‘I‘T”SJr1 Q) —— Hp’WS(D) — 0.

Here, we have again applied Theorem HL.Il Therefore, A"~ ! is algebraically an iso-
morphism of vector spaces, and since, by Theorem [£.1], the space HW’/S i (Q) is infinite-
dimensional, it follows that H7; (D) is infinite-dimensional.

O

We also have the following consequence of Proposition 5.3k

Corollary 5.4. Let D < C*,n > 1, be a bounded pseudoconvex domain with C**2 bound-
ary for s 20, and let 0 < p < n. Then

Hpt (D) =0, for 2<gq<n.

Proof. By Proposition 5.3, HY,.(D) = 0 for 0 < ¢ < n— 1. From this we conclude that
(i) H;V_,ps’"_qH(D) is Hausdorff if 0 < ¢ < n — 1, by part (1) of Proposition 2, and

that (i) H"%.(D) = 0 if 1 < ¢ < n, by a simple change in index. Applying part (2)
of Proposition f2 to the statements (i) and (i) we conclude that H """ D)y =0if
1 < ¢ < n—1, which on renaming the indices is precisely the claim of the corollary.

Notice that we cannot say anything about the case ¢ = 1, since we do not have infor-
mation about whether H%" () is Hausdorff if s > 1. O

We now solve the ¢-problem with prescribed support in an annulus:

Proposition 5.5. Let = Q1\Qy < C" be an annulus, and s = 0. Assume that Q1 and
Qo are pseudoconver with smooth boundaries. Then

0 ifg=0
HPY () = infinite dimensional if ¢ =1
W 0 if2<qg<n-—1

infinite dimensional  if ¢ = n.

Proof. The case ¢ = 0 has been established in Part (6) of Proposition above.
For the case ¢ = 1, we consider the fragment of the exact sequence (.7

) e

AR

HY (1) 2 SOHES L (0) O HYyyo (0

where we have HP3,.(Q1) = H”},.(21) = 0 by Proposition 53] above. Therefore the
following sequence is exact:

HPy (),

£p-0

0 — HIY L (Q2) — HPypu(Q) — 0,
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so that ¢P9 is a linear isomorphism. But H: a’/s 1
that so is valvs(Q)

For 2 < ¢ < n— 1, we have that H€VZ+}(QQ) = 0 by Theorem ETland H. v, (1) = 0 by
Proposition 5.3l Therefore, by the exactness of (L1) at H, f, s () we see that the fragment
0 — HZ3o() — 0 is exact, which means that H}3,.(Q) = 0.

For ¢ = n, we have that the following is exact from (.7

(Q2) is infinite dimensional which implies

n gpm—l n (5H)
H‘Ij{/s+1l<Q2) — Hz’ws (Q) Hp’Ws (Ql) HII/)I’/.5+1(Q2) -
Since H‘Zj‘/z+11(92) Hy'e1(Q2) = 0 by Theorem ETL this reduces to

JCIER
) ——

0— H"L.(0 S HPL () =0,

which shows that (£1)P" is a continuous linear isomorphism of semi-Hilbert spaces. Since
HP . (€) is infinite dimensional, it follows that H7,.(€2) is also infinite dimensional. [

Using an argument similar to that used for Corollary 5.4l we can prove the following:

Corollary 5.6. Let Q = Q1\Q = C" be an annulus where n > 4 and s > 0. Assume that
Q1 and Q9 are pseudoconvexr with smooth boundaries. Then

HpL(Q) =0, for2<q<n-—2
5.3. Lack of continuity of the canonical solution in spaces with prescribed sup-
port. As shown in [CSOI, Theorem 9.1.2], the d-Neumann operator and the Hodge star
operator can be used to construct a solution to du = f with prescribed support. In
particular, if le?q denotes the 0-Neumann operator for some bounded pseudoconvex do-

main D < C"™ and » : AP? — A" P"~% denotes the Hodge star operator, then whenever
feZzl],(D) for 1 <g<n-—1and0<p<n, the form

uw=—x0NP « fe APTY(D)

n—p,n—q L2
solves ou = f. This suffices to prove Proposition 5.3 when s =0 and 1 < ¢ <n — 1.
When ¢ = 1, u = — x NP " pm—1 * [ is the unique solution in Ap’ ( ) to ou = f

by part [Bl of Proposition 2.2 Hence, Proposition (.3 implies that thls u must also lie in
A SVS( ) whenever f € Zf ws(D). The situation is quite different when ¢ > 2, and we

can show that this operator does not suffice to solve ¢ in Ac Ws(D) for s =2 and ¢ >

Proposition 5.7. Let D < C" be a smooth, bounded, pseudoconver domain. For any
0 <p<nand?2<q<n, there exists an infinite dimensional family of forms f € DP4(D)
supported in D such that 0f =0 but u = — *5N£q * [ fails to be in A‘Z’gv}l (D).

Proof. Let By and Bs be balls satisfying By < D and By < B;. Let Q = D\Bs. By
Theorem 3.5 in [Shal0], the o-Neumann operator N ~pn—q+1 €xists for 0 < p < n and
2<qg<n.

Let py be a smooth defining function for By and fix w € bBs at which dpa(w) =
ap 2(w)dz1. Let p be a smooth defining function for D such that dp(w) = dzy. Within this
proof, we use O p and 09 to distinguish the adjoint of 0 and its domain on each of these
domains. Define ge C;? . (D) by

g= 8D(pdzl Ao ANdzp_p ANdZL A oA A2y gia).
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At our fixed point w,
dp2 - = - -
g(w) = (6—21(11))) dzi A oo ANdzp—p A Opa AdZ3 A .o A dZp_gia # 0,
whenn —1 > ¢, and

-1
g(w) = (Z—Zi(w)) le VANRSVAN dzn,p A 5,02 # 0,

when ¢ = n — 1. In either case, we see that g|g ¢ Dom dg. By Theorem 3.5 in [Shal(]
again,

g|Q = aaﬂ pn q+19 + aQaN —pn—q+19
for 3<g<mnand

g‘Q:aaQN —p,n— lg+aQaN —p,n— lg+P —pn—19>

for ¢ = 2, where P$!

n—p,n—1
ofDQmL% Cpn—1

We may assume that B; has been chosen to be sufficiently small so that 689N

is the orthogonal pro jection onto the infinite-dimensional kernel

(Q). Since g|o ¢ Dom (99, 009 9 pn—q+19 18 nontrivial in either case.

— —p,n— q+1g
is nontrivial on Q\Bj. o
Let x € C§°(By) satisfy x =1 in a neighborhood of Bs, and set

h = 5(( )aQ pn q+1g)

on Q and h = 0 on By. By the interior regularity for the 0-Neumann problem, h €
Crlpn—qi1(D) 0 L2 pn—qgr1(D). Since g € Domgz, we also have h € Domﬁz, and on

D\B; we have
gzh = E*DaaQN —pn—q+19 = aDg = 0.

Since dh = 0, we conclude that h has harmonic coefficients on D\ By, and hence the Hopf
Lemma guarantees that the gradients of these coefficients are non-vanishing on bD (if these
coefficients are constant on bD, then the 0-Neumann boundary condition requires h = 0
on D\By, contradicting the non-triviality of & on this set). Hence, h ¢ A" 27T (D).

c,W?
Now, since h € Range @ on a pseudoconvex domain, h = 0N, pn— qﬁ bh. Using Lemma
9.1.1 in [CSO01],
xh = —*ONP | _ % (x0p * (xh)) = xONP_, . * 3(xh).

Let f = 9(xh). Then on D\By, f = —(—1)P*4 » dph = 0, so f is supported in Bj.
Since h is smooth in the interior of D, we conclude that f € C° (D). However, u =

0,(p,9)
1
—*ONP . xf=—~*h, sou ¢ AV (D).

Since we can cover D with a countable collection of disjoint closed balls, we can apply
this construction to each ball in the family to obtain an infinite dimensional family of
forms f.

O
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A. APPENDIX: NON-HAUSDORFF FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS

In this appendix we collect together definitions and results about the non-Hausdorff
topological vector spaces that arise in the study of cohomology groups. Much of this
material consists of routine variations on well-known results. Proofs are included only
when they are sufficiently different from the classical situation.

A.1. Semi-inner-product spaces.

A.1.1. Definitions and basic properties. By a semi-normed (linear) space, we mean a com-
plex vector space V along with a distinguished seminorm ||| : V' — R (see [Tré67, Defini-
tion 7.3, page 59]). The semi-normed space (V, |-|) a becomes a (not necessarily Hausdorff)
topological vector space under the natural semi-metric d(x,y) = |z — y||. Using the semi-
metric, one defines a topology on V: a basis for the topology consists of the semi-balls

B(z,e) ={ye X | d(x,y) < €}.

However, the topology so obtained is not necessarily Hausdorff. For example, the closure
of the singleton {z} consists of all y € V' such that d(x,y) = 0, which may be true for a
point different from .

The semi-normed space (V|-|) is a semi-inner-product space (SIP space for short) if
there is a semi-inner-product (-,-) on V such that |z|> = (z,) for each z € V, where
a semi-inner product is a sesquilinear, hermitian-symmetric form on V which satisfies
(x,z) = 0. (It is not assumed that (z,x) = 0 only if x = 0). It is not difficult to check
that the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the triangle inequality continue to hold in a SIP
space (though the conditions under which equality holds in these inequalities need to be
modified). By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have the following: If X is a SIP space
and z € X is such that |[z| = 0, then for all x € X, we have (x, z) = 0.

We say that a semi-normed space V' is complete if each Cauchy sequence converges, i.e.,
if {w;} < V is such that lim; ;o |wj — wi| = O then there is w € V such that w; — w.
A SIP space which is complete in its semi-norm is said to be a semi-Hilbert space.

The following elementary result characterizing continuous maps is proved in the same
way as the Hausdorff case:

Proposition A.1. Let T : X — Y be a linear map of SIP spaces. Then T is continuous
if and only if there is a C = 0 such that |Tx|y < C x| .

Given two SIP spaces X and Y, there is a natural semi-inner product on the algebraic
direct sum X @Y, given by

<(3§‘, y)7 (x,7 y,)>X®Y = <$7 $I>X + <y7 y,>y . (Al)

Notice, however, that if Z = X @Y is a direct sum of SIP spaces, then we do not have in

general that Y = X' = {z € Z : (z,x) = 0 for all z € X}. Indeed if X is indiscrete, then
Xt =2z

The following proposition, versions of which are widely known, describes the structure

of a general SIP space as the sum of an indiscrete and a Hausdorff part. The indiscrete

part Ind(X) and the reduced form Red(X) of a semi-inner-product space are defined as in
(L3) and (L4). We establish the linear homeomorphism (L.2)):

Proposition A.2. Let (X,{:,-)) be a SIP space. Then Ind(X) is the unique indiscrete
closed linear subspace of X such that if Z is any linear subspace of X algebraically com-
plementary to Ind(X) then
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(1) restricted to Z, the semi-inner product of X is an inner product, so Z is Hausdorff.
(2) the semi-inner product space Ind(X) @ Z, thought of as a topological vector space,
18 linearly homeomorphic to X.

Proof. Recall that Ind(X) = {z € X : ||z|| = 0} by (L3]). Then Ind(X) is a closed linear
subspace of X and with the restricted semi-norm, Ind(X) is indiscrete. Let Z be a linear
subspace of X which is algebraically complementary to Ind X, i.e., each element of X can
be uniquely written as y + z where y € Ind(X) and z € Z.

If z € Z is such that |z| = 0, then z € Ind(X). But since Ind(X) n Z = {0} it follows
that z = 0. Consequently, Z is an inner-product space.

Let the map P : X — Ind(X) be defined by Px = y, where © = y + z is the unique
representation of z as the sum of an element y € Ind(X) and z € Z, so that P is the
projection map onto Ind(X) and has kernel Z. Then P is continuous, since Ind X has the
indiscrete topology. The map

X - Ind(X)® Z
given by
x — (Px,z — Px)

is clearly injective, and it is continuous with respect to the natural topology on Ind(X)®Z,
since each of the two components is continuous. The map Ind(X) ® Z — X given by
(y,z) — y + z is its continuous linear inverse, so this is a linear homeomorphism. The
result follows. 0

A.1.2. Quotients. Let X be a TVS (topological vector space) and Z — X a linear subspace
of X. The pair (X/Z,m) where X/Z is the quotient topological vector space and 7 :
X — X/Z is the continuous natural projection enjoys the following universal property:
if f: X — W is a continuous linear map of topological vector spaces such that f|z = 0,
then there is a unique continuous linear map f : X/Z — W such that f = fom, i.e. the
following diagram commutes:

X%W

21
s prat A2
[ (A2)
X/Z
Notice that it follows from this property that as a linear space, X/Z can be identified
with the quotient vector space, defined in the usual way (see [Tre67, p. 15]). The following

proposition shows that SIP spaces, unlike inner-product spaces, are stable with respect to
quotients.

Proposition A.3. Let (X, (-,-)) be an SIP space, and let Z < X be a linear subspace.
There is a semi-inner product {-,-y on the quotient vector space X /Z such that the semi-
norm topology on (X/Z,{-,-)) coincides with the quotient topology.

Proof. Let m: X — X/Z be the quotient map. We define

I7(@)lx/z = inf o + 2] (4.3)

which is defined on all of X/Z since 7 is surjective, and is easily seen to be a seminorm
using standard arguments. Let f : X — W be a continuous linear map of topological
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vector spaces such that f|z = 0, and let f : X/Z — W be the induced map. Now notice
that for each x € X and z € Z we have for a C' > 0 depending only on the map f:

[Fr(@)]y = 1f @)l = 1F(@+2)|w < Cla + 2] x
Since this holds for each z € Z, it follows that

| f (7 ()

which shows that f is continuous, and therefore by the universal property (A.2), the
seminorm on X /Z generates the quotient topology. To complete the proof we only need
to show that this semi-norm is generated by a semi-inner-product. A classic argument
well-known for norms and inner products (see ([JVN35])) shows that a semi-norm |||y, on
a vector space V is generated by a semi-inner product if and only if for all z,y € V we
have the parallelogram identity:

2 2 2 2
|z +ylly + |z =yl = 2]y + 2]yl - (A.4)
Now, let z,y € X and z,w € Z, and apply (A4) to z + z and y + w in X. Then

Wy < C;Ielg |z + 2|y = Clr(@)]x/z

lo+y + (z + )| + |z =y + (z = w)[* = 2]+ 2 + 2|y + w]*.

Let u = z+w and v = z — w. Then, as z and w range independently over Z, so do u and
v. Therefore, we conclude by taking infima of both sides of the above equation that

In(@) + 7 ()52 + Im(@) = 7))z = 2Im(@) 5z + 2175 2 -

Therefore, since the parallelogram identity holds for the seminorm, the quotient X/Z is a
semi-inner-product space. O

The following fact is proved in the same way as in the classical situation (cf. [Tré67,
Proposition 4.5, page 34]):

Proposition A.4. Let X be a SIP space and Z a linear subspace. Then the semi-inner-
product on X /7 is an inner-product (equivalently, X /Z is Hausdorff) if and only if Z is
closed in X.

In view of Proposition [A.2] for a semi-inner-product space X, the indiscrete part of X
is easily verified to be a closed subspace of X, and each closed subspace of X contains
the subspace Ind(X). The reduced form of X defined by (L4]) is a normed (and therefore
Hausdorff) space, thanks to Proposition [A.4]

A.2. Short exact sequences of semi-inner-product spaces. Let
0-X5Y3 7250 (A.5)

be a short exact sequence of semi-inner-product spaces and continuous maps. We collect
here a few simple observations about such sequences:

(1) As with any exact sequence of vector spaces, we have an algebraic isomorphism of
vector spaces Y /p(X) =~ Z, and an algebraic splitting, i.e., a direct sum representation of
vector spaces

Y = p(X) @ u(2), (A.6)
where p : Z — Y is an injective linear map. Notice that the splitting is not natural,
i.e., the map p is not determined by the exact sequence (A.5). We emphasize that this
splitting is not topological, i.e, the topology on Y may be different from the direct sum
topology from the subspaces p(X) and u(Z2).
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(2) Since A : Y — Z is continuous and vanishes on p(X) by the universal property of
quotient TVS (see Section [A.T.2] above), we obtain an induced continuous linear bijection

A (Y/p(X))'P — Z, (A7)

where (Y /p(X))'P is the vector space Y /p(X) endowed with the quotient topology.

(3) Assume now that in (A.D) the space Z is Hausdorff.

Then since ) is continuous and injective, it follows that (Y /p(X))%*P is Hausdorff, and
by the closed-graph theorem, A is an isomorphism.

Since (Y /p(X))'P is Hausdorff, Proposition [A.4] implies that p(X) is closed in Y, and
therefore must contain the indiscrete subspace Ind(Y) of Y (see (L3))). Thanks to Propo-
sition [A.2] we have a direct sum decomposition of TVS

p(X) =Ind(Y) @V,

where V' is a linear subspace of p(X) algebraically complementary to Ind(Y), i.e., each
x € p(X) has a unique representation z = y + z, where y € Ind(Y) and z € V. Let
W be an algebraic complement of Ind(Y) in Y such that V' < W (such a complement
exists for algebraic reasons). Then clearly W is a Hilbert space in the inner product
induced from Y and V is a closed subspace of W, so we have an orthogonal decomposition
W =V @®V’, where V' is the orthogonal complement of V in W. Then we have a direct
sum decomposition of TVS
Y=pX)®V.

It follows by exactness of (AR that the restriction Ay : V' — Z is a bijective continuous
linear map of Hilbert spaces, and therefore an isomorphism in the category of TVS by the
closed-graph theorem. If we now let p: Z — Y be the inverse of A|y, we again obtain a
splitting as in (A€]), but (a) now the splitting is topological, i.e., the topology on Y is the
same as the direct sum topology from the right hand side, (b) though the splitting is still
not natural, since the algebraic complement W cannot be chosen naturally.

(4) Assume now that in (AB]) both the spaces Y and Z are Hausdorff.

Since p is continuous and injective and Y is Hausdorff, it follows that X is also Hausdorff.
Therefore, we have, by standard results in the theory of Hilbert spaces, an orthogonal
direct sum representation

Y = img p@® (img p)" = img p @ (ker )" = img p ® img(AT),

where AT : Z — Y is the Hilbert-space adjoint of A\. Therefore we have a natural orthogonal
splitting
Y = p(X) @\ (2). (A.8)

A.3. Cochain complexes. In this paper we consider cochain complexes of the form

— pa1 _‘11:1_, E4 al Eatl _diil_,
where each E? is an inner-product space and the differentials d? are continuous linear
maps satisfying d? o d¢~' = 0 for each ¢. Note that it is not assumed that the space E4
is complete in the norm induced by the inner product. It is of course possible to consider
much more general topologized cochain complexes (see [LTS13]). The cohomology groups
of the complex are the quotient vector spaces

HY(E) = , (A.9)
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where Z9(E) = ker d? and BY(E) = imgd? ! are the spaces of cocycles and coboundaries
respectively. Since d? is continuous, Z%(E) is a closed subspace of E?. The following is
clear:

Proposition A.5. If E' is a cochain complex of inner-product spaces, then the cohomology
group HI(E) of (A9) has a natural structure of a semi-inner product space, and this semi-
inner-product gives rise to the quotient topology. This semi-inner product space is an inner
product (and therefore Hausdorff) space if and only if B1(E) is closed as a subspace of
Z9(E). Further, the inner product space H1(E) is a Hilbert space provided that the space
E1 is a Hilbert space.

Let (F,d) and (F,d) be cochain complexes of inner-product spaces. A continuous
cochain map f is given by continuous linear maps f? : F? — F9 such that for each ¢
we have §9 0 f¢ = f9*1 0 d4, i.e. the following diagram commutes for each ¢:

fq
BT —1 pa

bk

a1
g+t ST pat1

It is well-known (see [Lan02, Chapter XX]) that such a map induces a linear map of the
cohomologies in each degree. The functoriality of cohomology interacts nicely with the
topology:

Proposition A.6. Let f : (E,d) — (F,d) be a continuous cochain map between cochain
complexes of inner-product spaces. Then the induced map fi : HY(E) — HY(F) is contin-
uwous for each q.

Proof. Consider the following diagram, where 7 and 7w denote the natural continuous
projections onto the cohomology groups, and which commutes by the definition of the
induced map fi:

z9E) I za(p)

S~. wpofd
\LT(E \\\ f \LTI’F
AN

H(E) —— H(F).

Using the universal property of quotients as in diagram ([A.2]), since mp o f7 is a continuous
map from Z9(E) to HY(F) which vanishes on B?(E) it follows that the induced map f{
is continuous. g
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