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ABSTRACT. Let M be a complex manifold with boundary X, which admits a holomorphic Lie
group G-action preserving X. We establish a full asymptotic expansion for the G-invariant
Bergman kernel under certain assumptions. As an application, we get G-invariant version of
Fefferman’s result about regularity of biholomorphic maps on strongly pseudoconvex domains of
C™. Moreover, we show that the Guillemin-Sternberg map on a complex manifold with bound-
ary is Fredholm by developing reduction to boundary technique, which establish “quantization
commutes with reduction” in this case.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M be a domain in a complex manifold M’ with smooth boundary X. Let B be the
orthogonal projection from L?(M) onto the space of L? holomorphic functions on M (Bergman
projection). The study of boundary behavior of B is a classical subject in several complex vari-
ables. When X is strongly pseudoconvex, Feffermann [9] established an asymptotic expansion
for B at the diagonal. A full asymptotic expansion of B was obtained by Boutete de Monvel
and Sjostrand [6]. The asymptotic of B plays an important role in some important probems
in several complex variables. For example, by using asymptotic expansion for B, Fefferman [9]
established boundary regularity of biholomorphic maps of domains in C". When M is a weakly
pseudoconvex domain, there are fewer results. In [20], the first author and Savale obtained a
pointwise expansion of B at the diagonal in the tangential direction when M is a finite type
weakly pseudoconvex domain in C2. In general, it is very difficult to study the boundary be-
havior of the Bergman projection on a weakly pseudoconvex domain M. Let us see some simple
examples and explain our motivation.
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(1) Let M := {(21, 22, 23) € C3; |z |* + |22]* + |23]> < 1}. M admits an S'-action:
Stx M — M, 7. (21,292,23) = (€_i621,€i022,€i623).

(2) Let

M = {(21,22,23,24,25,26) S (CG; (|Z5|4 + |ZG|2)(Z|Zj|2 + 2123 + 2224 + 2123 +2224) < 1}.
=1

Then, M admits a G := S* x SU(2) action:

(eiG’g) T2 = (101,?,02, s 7w6)7

0

(w1, wa) == g(21,22)", (w3, ws)" :=G(z3,24)", (ws, we) = (e 25,¢" 2),

g€ SU(2), e?esl, zeM,

where z! denotes the transpose of z.

In these examples, all the domains are weakly pseudoconvex but with group action and the
boundary reduced spaces of these examples are strongly pseudoconvex CR manifolds (we refer
the reader to [19, Section 2.5] for the details and to Section 23] below for the meaning of
reduced spaces). In [19], the first author, Ma and Marinescu showed that the G-invariant Szeg¢
projection is a complex Fourier integral operator if the reduced space is a strongly pseudoconex
CR manifold (the whole CR manifold can be non strongly pseudoconvex). Thus, it is quite
natural and interesting to study G-invariant Bergman projection on a non strongly pseudoconvex
domain with group action. This is the motivation of this work. In this work, we completely
study the G-invariant Bergman projection on a domain M (can be non strongly pseudoconvex)
with group G action under the assumption that the boundary reduced space with respect to
the group G action is non-degenerate. We show that the G-invariant Bergman projection on
a such domain is a complex Fourier integral operator. As an application, we get G-invariant
version of Fefferman’s result about regularity of biholomorphic maps on strongly pseudoconvex
domains of C™. Since the study of G-invariant Bergman projection is closely related to geometric
quantization, we also study geometric quantization on complex manifolds with boundary.

We now formulate our main results. We refer to Section [2] for some notations and terminology
used here. Let M be a relatively compact open subset with smooth boundary X of a complex
manifold M’ of dimension n, n > 3. Let p € C*°(M’,R) be a defining function of X, that is,

X ={xeM;px)=0}, M={xeM;plx)<0}

and dp(z) # 0 at every point x € X. Then the manifold X is a CR manifold with natural CR
structure 710X := THOM' N CT X, where T°M’ denotes the holomorphic tangent bundle of
M.

Suppose that M’ admits a compact d-dimensional Lie group G action. Let g denote the Lie
algebra of G. Let p: M' — g* ux = plx : X — g* be the associated moment maps (cf.
Definition 2.2]). We will work in the following setting.
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Assumption 1.1. The G-action is holomorphic, preserves the boundary X, 0 is a reqular value

of ux, G acts freely on p=1(0) N X, p=1(0) N X # 0, the Levi form is positive or negative near
-1

= (0)NX.

Note that the G-action is holomorphic means that the G-action preserves J, where J is the
complex structure map on THYM’. The G-action preserves the boundary X means that we can
find a defining function p € C°(M’,R) of X such that p(g o z) = p(x), for every x € M’ and
every g € G.

We take a G-invariant Hermitian metric (-|-) on CT'M’. The G-invariant Hermitian metric
(-]-) on CTM’ induces a G-invariant Hermitian metric (- |-) on &1<ptq<npgen, I PIM’, where
T*P90M’" denotes the bundle of (p,q) forms on M’. From now on, we fix a defining function
p € C®(M',R) of X such that

(dp(x)[dp(x)) =1 on X,

1.1
plgox) =p(x), Yze M, VgeG. (L)

Let (-|-)ar be the L? inner product on Q&?(M) given by

(u]v)as = / (u|v)dosrr, w0 € QVI(M), (12)
M
where dvyy is the volume form on M’ induced by (-|-). Let L%O q)(M ) be the L? completion of
QP?(M) with respect to (- |- ). We write L2(M) := L%O,o) (M).

Let 0 : C®(M) — Q%' (M) be the Cauchy-Riemann operator on M. We extend 0 to L?(M):
d:Domd C L*(M) — L, 1y (M),

where u € Domd if we can find u; € C®(M), j = 1,2,..., such that u; — u in L?(M) as
j — +oo and there is a v € L%O 1)(M) such that Juj — v as j — +oo. We set du := v. Let

HO(M) :=Kerd C L*(M). (1.3)

Then HY(M) is a (possible infinite dimensional) G-representation, its G-invariant part is the
G-invariant L? holomorphic functions on M. Let

HO(ADY = {ue H°(M); h*u = u, for any h € G}. (1.4)

Let

Bg : L*(M) — H°(M)¢ (1.5)
be the orthogonal projection with respect to (-|-)a (G-invariant Bergman projection). The
G-invariant Bergman kernel Bg(x,y) € 2'(M x M) is the distribution kernel of Bg.

We introduce some notations. For z € X, let £, denote the Levi form of X at z (see (29]))
and let det £, := Ai(x) -+ A\p—1(x), where A\j(x), j =1,...,n —1, are the eigenvalues of £, with
respect to (-|-). For any £ € g, we write £y;r to denote the vector field on M’ induced by €.
That is,

(Eppu)(x) = % (u(exp(t€) o x)) |¢=0, for any u € C°(M’). (1.6)
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For z € M’ set
g, = Span {&ur(z); € €9} (1.7)
Fix z € p=1(0) N X, consider the linear map

Ry:g,  — 9.
u — Rgu, (Ryu|v)= (dwo(x), Juhv),

where wy(z) = J'(dp)(z), J is the complex structure map on T*M’. Let det R, = p1 () - - - pg(x),
where pj(z), j = 1,2,...,d, are the eigenvalues of R,. Fix z € p~1(0) N X, put Y, =
{gox; g€ G}. Y, is a d-dimensional submanifold of X. The G-invariant Hermitian metric
(-]-) induces a volume form dvy, on Y,. Put

Vet () 1= g dvy, .

The first main result of this work is the following

Theorem 1.2. With the notations and assumptions above and recall that we work with Assump-
tion 1l Let 7 € C®°(M) with suppT N~ 1(0)NX = 0. Then, TBg =0 mod C°(M x M),
BgT =0 mod C*°(M x M).

Letp € p=1(0)NX. Let U be an open local coordinate patch of p in M', D :=UNX. If Levi
form is negative on D, then

Bg(z,w) =0 mod C®°((U xU) N (M x M)). (1.8)
Suppose that the Levi form is positive on D. Then,
+oo __
Bg(z,w) = / etV @2 w, t)dt  mod C®((U x U) N (M x M)), (1.9)
0
where
_d I
b(z,w,t) € 8y 4 (U x U)N (M x M)) x Ry),
= P n—d I
b(z,w,t) ~ > "2 bi(z,w) in Sy o2 ((U x U)N (M x M)) x Ry), (1.10)
=0
bj(z,w) € C¥((U xU)N (M x M)), j=0,1,2,...,
bo(z, 2) = 24 778 |det Ry |2 |det Lo, Vo € pt(0) N D, (1.11)
Vest ()
and

U(z,w) € C®(((UxU)N (M x M))), ITm¥ >0,

U(z,2) =0, z€ p *(0)N D,

Im ¥ (z,w) > 0 if (z,w) ¢ diag ((1=1(0) N D) x (1=1(0) N D)), (1.12)
A,V (2, 7) = —wo(x) — idp(z), dy¥(z,x) = wo(z) —idp(z), =€ p *(0)ND,

U|pxp = @, @ is the phase as in [16, Theorem 1.5].
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Moreover, let z = (x1,...,Ton—1,p) be local coordinates of M' defined near p in M’ with
xz(p) =0 and x = (x1,...,2on—1) are local coordinates of X defined near p in X. Then,

U(z,w) = @(x,y) —ip(2)(1 + f(2)) —ip(w)(L + f(w)) + O(|(z,w)]*) near (p.p),  (1.13)
where f € C™, f=0(|z]).

The above theorem lays a foundation to the study of Toeplitz quantization on complex man-
ifolds with boundary. We refer the reader to the discussion before (ZI0) for the meaning of
F=G mod C®°((U xU)N (M x M)).

Before we formulate our main result about geometric quantization on complex manifolds
with boundary, we give some historic remark about geometric quantization theory. The famous
geometric quantization conjecture of Guillemin and Sternberg [I1] states that for a compact
pre-quantizable symplectic manifold admitting a Hamiltonian action of a compact Lie group,
the principle of “quantization commutes with reduction” holds. This conjecture was first proved
independently by Meinrenken [24] and Vergne [32] for the case where the Lie group is abelian,
and by Meinrenken [25] in the general case, then Tian-Zhang [30] gave a purely analytic proof
in general case with various generalizations, see [33] for a survey and complete references on this
subject. In the case of a non-compact symplectic manifold M which has a compact Lie group
action G, this question was solved by Ma-Zhang [22] 23] as a solution to a conjecture of Vergne
in her ICM 2006 plenary lecture [34], see [2I] for a survey. Paradan [29] gave a new proof, cf.
also the recent work [I3]. A natural choice for the quantum spaces of a compact symplectic
manifold is the kernel of the Dirac operator.

In [27], Ma-Zhang established the asymptotic expansion of the G-invariant Bergman kernel
for a positive line bundle L over a compact symplectic manifold M and by using the asymptotic
expansion of G-invariant Bergman kernel, they could establish the “quantization commutes with
reduction” theorem when the power of the line bundle L is high enough. In [16], the first and
second authors established the asymptotic expansion of the G-invariant Szegé kernel for (0, q)
forms on a non-degenerate CR manifold and they could establish the “quantization commutes
with reduction” theorem when the CR manifold admits a circle action.

The quantization of strongly pseudoconvex or more generally contact manifolds via the Szegd
projector or its generalizations was developed by Boutet de Monvel and Guillemin [5] and can
be applied to the Kéhler quantization by using the above construction (see e. g. [7, 2§8]). In
[19], the first author, Ma and Marinescu study the quantization of CR manifolds and the prin-
ciple of “quantization commutes with reduction”. An important difference between the CR
setting and the Ké&hler/symplectic setting is that the quantum spaces in the case of compact
Kéhler /symplectic manifolds are finite dimensional, whereas for the compact strongly pseudo-
convex CR manifolds that they consider the quantum spaces consisting of CR functions are
infinite dimensional.

For manifolds with boundary, in [3I], Tian-Zhang extended the results in [30] to the case
where the compact symplectic manifold with a non-empty boundary under the assumption that
the preimage of the moment map of the regular value 0 in the dual of the Lie algebra does
not touch the boundary. The quantum spaces considered in [3I] are the kernel of the Dirac
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operator with Atiyah-Patodi-Singer type boundary conditions [2] and hence finite dimensional.
Following the same line of [19], in this paper we study the quantization of complex manifolds
with boundary and the principle of “quantization commutes with reduction”. The quantum
spaces we consider are the spaces of L? holomorphic functions and could be infinite dimensional.

We now formulate our main results. By Assumption [L1] u)_(l(O) is a d-codimensional sub-
manifold of X. We decompose p~(0) N X into two parts X and X on which the Levi-form
is strongly pseudoconvex and pseudoconcave, respectively. From now on, we assume that X is
non-emptey. Let

Xo:=X/G, Xq¢=X/G. (1.14)
It was proved in [19, Theorem 2.6] that )?G is a compact CR manifold. Let
3, : Domd, € L*(Xq) — L)1) (Xa)

be the tangential Cauchy-Riemann operator. For every s € R, let W*(M) and W*(X¢) denotes
the Sobolev spaces of M and XG of order s (see the discussion after Definition 2] for the
precise meaning of W*(M)). Let (-|-) %, De the L? inner product on L2(Xg) induced naturally
by (-|-). For every s € R, put

H(M), = {u e W*(M); Ou = 0 in the sense of distributions},
HY (Xg)s = {u € WS(Xg) Jpu = 0 in the sense of dlstrlbutlons} (1.15)
HO(M)Y = {u e H°(M),; h*u = u in the sense of distributions for all h € G} .

We write Hg()?g) = Hg()?g) - Let g X < X be the natural inclusion and let v C*®(X)—
C*(X) be the pull-back by t¢. Let ¢, ¢ : C°(X ) — C*°(X¢) be the natural identification.
Let

G HOMS N C™(M) - H)(Xg),  Ga=155°t%°7 (1.16)
where v denotes the operator of the restriction to the boundary X. The map ([I6]) is well
defined. The map &¢ does not extend to a bounded operator on L?, so it is necessary to

consider its extension to Sobolev spaces. We can check that g extends by density to a bounded
operator

oG =06ags: HOMS — Hg()?g)s_g_l, for every s € R (1.17)
4 2
(see Theorem [6.1] and Theorem [6.2 below). For every s € R, put
Coker 6g s = Coker g = {u € Hg()zg)s_%_%; (u] GG,s0) g, = 0,Yv € HO(M)% nC>(M)}.
(1.18)

The following is our second main result

Theorem 1.3. Let M be a relatively compact open subset with smooth boundary X of a complex
manifold M' of dimension n, n > 3. Let G be a compact Lie group acting on M’ such that
Assumption L1l holds. With the notations used above, assume that dim R)?G > 5. Then, for
every s € R, the Guillemin-Sternberg map (LIT) is Fredholm. More precisely, Kerog s and
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Coker 6.5 are finite dimensional subspaces of H'(M)% N C>®(M)% and Hl?()?g) N C"X’()AQ;)
respectively, Ker og s and Coker oG s are independent of s.

The assumption dim RXG > 5 in Theorem [[.3] can be replaced by 8 has closed range,

where 0 denotes the tangential Cauchy-Riemann operator on XG

b, X
Theorem [[3] tells us that up to some finite dimensional spaces, the quantum space H°(M)%

is isomorphic to the space of L? CR functions on XG
Suppose that

0 is a regular value of u, G acts freely on p=1(0). (1.19)

Under (LI9), #~1(0) is a d-codimensional submanifold of M’. Let
M =~ 1(0)/G, Mg := (u~'(0) N M)/G. (1.20)

In Theorem 2.6l below, we will show that M is a complex manifold in M/, with smooth boundary
Xg. In fact, Xg = )A(G U )Z'G and thus the the boundary X¢ is non-degenerate, hence Mg is a
domain in the complex manifold M/, with non-degenerate boundary.

Let ¢ : p=1(0) "M — M be the natural inclusion and let * : C°(M) — C°°(u~1(0) N M) be
the pull-back by ¢. Let vq : C®°(u~1(0) N M)% — C>(M¢) be the natural identification. Let

og: H(M)® nC>®(M) - H' (Mg), og=1tgol’ (1.21)

The map (L.2]]) is well defined, see the construction of the complex reduction in Section
The map o does not extend to a bounded operator on L?, so it is necessary to consider its
extension to Sobolev spaces. Actually, we have

oG = Pu,o1(P*P)"'P* on HY(M)% nC>(M),

where Py, and P are Poisson operators on M and Mg respectively and o is the CR Guillemin-
Sternberg map introduced in [19, (1.5)]. From [I9, Theorem 5.3] and the regularity property
for Poisson operator (see Section Hl), we can check that og extends by density to a bounded
operator

og=o0qs: H'(M)S — HO(Mg) 4 for every s € R. (1.22)

This operator can be thought as a Guillemin-Sternberg map in the setting of complex manifolds
with boundary. It maps the “first quantize and then reduce” space (the space of G-invariant
Sobolev holomorphic functions on M) to the “first reduce and then quantize” space (the space of
Sobolev holomorphic functions on Mg). Indeed, from the point of view of quantum mechanics,
the Hilbert space structures play an essential role. It is natural, then, to investigate the extent
to which the holomorphic Guillemin-Sternberg map is Fredholm. Let (|- ) be the L? inner
product on L?(Mg) induced naturally by (-|-). For every s € R, put

Coker 0 s = Coker o := {u € H*(Mg), d7(’LL|O'GU)MG—0V’U€HO( )¢ nCe(M)}.

(1.23)
The third main result of this work is the following.
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Theorem 1.4. Let M be a relatively compact open subset with smooth boundary X of a complex
manifold M' of dimension n, n > 3. Let G be a compact Lie group acting on M’ such that
Assumption [I1] and (LI9) hold. With the notations used above, assume that dimcMg > 3.
Then, for every s € R, the holomorphic Guillemin-Sternberg map ([L22)) is Fredholm. More
precisely, Ker o s and Coker o s are finite dimensional subspaces of H°(M)% N C°°(M)% and
HOY(M¢g) N C>®(Mg) respectively, Ker o s and Coker o¢ s are independent of s.

In should be mentioned that the condition dim ¢cM¢g > 3 in Theorem [I.4] can be replaced by
gb, X has closed range.

Until further notice, we will not assume (L.I9]).

Suppose that M’ admits another compact holomorphic Lie group action H such that H
commutes with G and H preserves the boundary X. Recall that p=1(0)N X = X UX on which
the Levi form is strongly pseudoconvex and pseudoconcave, respectively. Let

R={Rm;m=1,2,...}

denote the set of all irreducible unitary representations of the group H, including only one

. . . . d
representation from each equivalence class. For each R, we write R, as a matrix (R, j,k)j’z:l,

where dy, is the dimension of R,,. Fix a Haar measure dv(h) on H so that [, dv(h) = 1. Take
an irreducible unitary representation R,,, for every h € H, put

Xm(h) = Tr (Rm,] k(h ] k 1= ZR J,J
Let u € C*°(M’) be a smooth function. The m-th Fourier component of u is given by

U () = dpy /H (B*u)(2) xm (h)dv(h) € C=(M").
For every m € N, put
Coo(M') :={f € C>°(M"); there is an F' € C>(M’) such that f = F,, on M'}.
For every m € N, we define C2°(M), COO(X(;) in the standard way. For every m € N, let
H(M )y = H°(M) N C7 (M),
HO(M)G,y == HO(M)® N Ciy (M), (1.24)
HY(X)m) = Hy(Xa) N Cro(Xa).

Let b denote the Lie algebra of H. For any £ € b, as (IL6), we write £y i to denote the vector
field on M’ induced by £. For x € M, set

h = Span {&yrm(z); E€h ). (1.25)

We assume that
THX & TO X ®h = CT,X, forevery z € X, (1.26)
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where To°X = T2°M' N CT, X, TV'X = TV'M' N CT, X, T*°M’ and T M’ denotes the
holomorphic tangent bundle of M’ and the anti-holomorphic tangent bundle of M’ respectively.
We can repeat the proof of [I5] Theorem 3.1, Appendix] with minor change and deduce that

dim HO(M) ;) < +00, dimHO(M)(Cjn) < +o0, dimHg(Xg)(m) < 400, for every m € N,

HO(M) = @men H (M) 4y, H(M)C = @men H (DG, HY(X6) = Smen Hp (X6 ).
(1.27)

From Theorem [[.3] Theorem [[L4] and (27, we deduce

Theorem 1.5. With the same assumptions used in Theorem [I.3, suppose that M' admits an-
other compact holomorphic Lie group action H such that H commutes with G and H preserves
the boundary X. Under the same notations above and assume that (L26]) holds. Then, for
|m| > 1, we have
dim HO(M)G,) = dim H(X6) (m)-
Assume further that (LI9]) holds. Then, for |m| > 1, we have

As an application of Theorem [[L2] we establish G-invariant version of Fefferman’s result
about regularity of biholomorphic maps. Let M, Ms be bounded domains in C". Assume
that M;,j = 1,2 admit a compact holomorphic Lie group action G. Let F' : My — M be a
holomorphic map. F is said to be G-invariant if F(g o z) = F(z), for all z € M; and g € G.
Then from Theorem [[21and by using the argument in [3], we have (see Section [@] for the details)

Theorem 1.6. Let My, My be bounded domains in C™ with smooth boundary, n > 3. Assume
that M; admits a compact holomorphic Lie group action G and Assumption [L1l holds, for each
i =1,2. Let F : My — My be a G-invariant holomorphic map. Assume that the induced
map of F on the quotient space still denoted by F : My /G — My/G is onto, one-to-one and the
differential of F is invertible everywhere on the reqular part of My /G. Then, F extends smoothly
to the boundary.

In the end of this section, we give a simple example. Let
4
M :={ (21,22, 23,24) € CY |29 + Z!szQ <1
=2
M admits a S'-action:
SUx M — M, €9 (21,...,24) = (e ¥2,e%2,...,e%2).

We can show that Assumption [[.T] holds in this example (see [19, Section 2.5] for the details).
Moreover, it is straightforward to check that 0 € C% is a critical point of  and hence (LI9) does
not hold. In this example, we have Theorem and Theorem [[L3l Since M has singularities,
we do not know if we have Theorem It is quite interesting to see if we have Theorem
for singular reduction.
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Let us consider the shell domain

4
1
M := ¢ (21,22,23,21) € CY; 3 < 1]t + E 2:"2]"2 <1
‘]:

Then, Assumption [Tl and (II9) hold in this example and we have Theorem [[.2] Theorem [L3]
and Theorem for this example.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Some standard notations. We use the following notations: N = {1,2,...}, Ngo = NU{0},

R is the set of real numbers, Ry := {z € R; z > 0}. For a multiindex a = (v, ..., ) € NI,
we set |a| = a1 + -+ + . For x = (z1,...,2y) € R™ we write
o olal
— m — — m o
a® =z .. gom, amj_aTj, 8?-8?11...8?m—8?,
1 o aq o 1
ij:gaxj’ Dm:Dm"‘Dwm’ szzax
Let z = (21,...,%m), 2j = T2j—1 +ix2;, j = 1,...,m, be coordinates of C™, where z =
(T1,...,@om) € R?™ are coordinates in R*™. We write
28 =202y, =%,
0 1 0 o, 0 1 0 o,
aZj:—:_< -1 >7 aZj:T:_< +1 )7
82]' 2 axgj_l 8(1}'2j 82]' 2 axgj_l 8(1}'2j
olal olal
o =0t ... .00 = pyet oF =05 ...0gm = 557

Let © be a C* orientable paracompact manifold. We let TQ2 and T*() denotes the tangent
bundle of 2 and the cotangent bundle of €2 respectively. The complexified tangent bundle of 2
and the complexified cotangent bundle of €2 will be denoted by CT2 and CT*(2 respectively. We
write (-,-) to denote the pointwise duality between TQ2 and T*Q. We extend (-,-) bilinearly
to CTQ x CT*Q.

Let E be a C'"*° complex vector bundle over 2. The fiber of F at x € € will be denoted by
E.. Let F be another vector bundle over Q2. We write F'X E* to denote the vector bundle over
Q x Q with fiber over (x,y) €  x €2 consisting of the linear maps from E, to F.

Let Y C Q be an open set. The spaces of smooth sections of F over Y and distribution
sections of F over Y will be denoted by C®(Y,E) and 2'(Y, E) respectively. Let &(Y, E)
be the subspace of Z'(Y, E) whose elements have compact support in Y and set C°(Y, E) :=
C>=(Y,E)( &' (Y, E). Fix a volume form on Y and a Hermitian metric on E, we get a natural L?
inner product (-|-) on C2(Y, E). Let L?(Y, E) be the completion of C°(Y, E) with respect to
(-]-) and the L? inner product (-|-) can be extended to L?(Y, E) by density. Let ||-|| be the L?
norm corresponding to the L? inner product (-|-). For every s € R, let Ly : 2'(Y, E) — 2'(Y, E)
be a properly supported classical elliptic pseudodifferential operator of order s on Y with values
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in E. Define

WH(Y,E) :={ue 2'(Y,E); Lyu € L*(Y,E)}
and for u € W*(Y, E), let ||ul|, := ||Lsu||. We call W*(Y, E) the Sobolev space of order s of
sections of E over Y (with respect to Ly) and for u € W*(Y, E), we call the number |jul|, the
Sobolev norm of u of order s (with respect to Ls). Put

Wise (V. E) = {u € 7'(Y,E); pu € W*(Y, E), Vp € C°(Y)},
W(fomp (Y7 E) = Wlf)c(Y7 E) N @@/(Y7 E) :

Let U,V be open sets of Q. Let F : C®(V) — 2'(U) be a continuous operator and let
F(z,y) € 2'(U x V) be the distribution kernel of F. In this work, we will identify F with
F(z,y). We say that F' is a smoothing operator if F(z,y) € C®(U x V). Note that the
following conditions are equivalent.

F(z,y) e C(U x V).
F:&(V)— €°(U) is continuous. (2.1)
F:Wis (V) — Wg (U) is continuous for all s € Np.

comp

For two continuous linear operators A, B : C°(V) — 2'(U), we write A = B (on U x V) or
A(x,y) = B(z,y) (on Ux V) if A—B is a smoothing operator, where A(z,y), B(z,y) € 2'(UxV)
are the distribution kernels of A and B, respectively.

2.2. Complex manifolds with boundary. Let M be a relatively compact open subset with
smooth boundary X of a complex manifold M’ of dimension n, n > 3. Let p € C*°(M’',R) be a
defining function of X, that is,

X={xecM;plx)=0}, M={xecM;px) <0}

and dp(z) # 0 at every point x € X. Then the manifold X is a CR manifold with natural CR
structure 719X := THOM' N CTX, where TV9M’ denotes the holomorphic tangent bundle of
M'. Let TO'M' .= TLON/! TO1X :=T10X,

Assume that M’ admits a holomorphic d-dimensional compact Lie group G action. From
now on, we will use the same assumptions and notations as in Section [II Recall that we work
with Assumption [Tl We take a G-invariant Hermitian metric (- |-) on CT'M’. The G-invariant
Hermitian metric (-|-) on CT'M’ induces a G-invariant Hermitian metric (- |-) on CT*M’.

From now on, we fix a defining function p € C°°(M’,R) of X such that

(dp(x)[dp(x)) =1 on X,

2.2
plgox) =p(x), Yee M, VYged. (22)
Let 8% € C®°(X,TM') be the global real vector field on X given by
<§,dp> =1on X,
P (2.3)

<§p(p) | v> =0 at every p € X, for every v € T, X.
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Let J: TM' — TM' be the complex structure map and put
0
T:J<—> € C™®(X, TM"). (2.4)
dp
The G-invariant Hermitian metric (-|-) on CTM’ induces by duality a Hermitian metric on
CT*M’' and Hermitian metrics on 7*%9M’ the bundle of (0,q) forms on M’, ¢ =1,...,n. We
shall also denote these Hermitian metrics by (-|-). Put
X = (T X o CT)t cCcT*X, TO'X = (TYX @CT)! cCT*X.
Put
wWo = Jt(dp)v (25)
where J! is the complex structure map for the cotangent bundle T*M’. Then, on X, wy €
C™®(X,T*X) is the global one form on X satisfying
(wo(p),u) =0, for every p € X and every u € Tpl’OX ® T;,E)’IX,
(wo,T) =—1on X.
It is easy to see that under Assumption [Tl the G-action preserves wg. We have the pointwise
orthogonal decompositions:

CT*X =T"X @ 7" X @ {\wp; A € C},

(2.6)

CTX =TYX T X @ {\T; ) e C}. 27)
For p € X, the Levi form of X at p is the Hermitian quadratic form on Tp1 Ox given by
L,(U V)= —%(dwo(p) ,UAV), VU,V eT)'X. (2.8)
We can check that the Levi form on X defined in (2.8]) is exactly
L,(U, V) =(90p(p), UANV), UV eT°X. (2.9)

Definition 2.1. M is called weakly (strongly) pseudoconver at x € X if L, is semi-positive
(positive) definite on X, If L, is semi-positive (positive) definite at every point of X, then
M is called a weakly (strongly) pseudoconver manifold.
Let A be a C* vector bundle over M’. Let U be an open set in M’. Let
C*UNM,A), 22(UNM,A), C(UNM,A), &UNM,A),
WSUNM,A), Wi (UNM,A), WE.(UNM,A),

comp
(where s € R) denote the spaces of restrictions to U N M of elements in
CUNMA), 22(UnM' A), CUNM, A), &UNM,A),
WM A), Wiy (M, A), Wit (M, A),
respectively. Write
L2 (UNM,A) = L*(UNDM,A) :=W°UnDM,A),

L, (UNM,A) =W (UNM,A), L. (UNM,A):=W_. (UNDM,A).

comp comp
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For every ¢ = 0,...,n, we denote
QMU NM) := C®UNM, T*%M"), Q¥(M'):=C>M, T*%M),
QYUUNM) := C(UNM, T*M),
QOUM') == (M, T*PIM"), QP(M) := C°(M, T*PIM’).
Let A and B be C* vector bundles over M’. Let U be an open set in M’. Let
Fyi, Fy CSO(UQM,A) — gl(UﬂM,B)
be continuous operators. Let Fi(z,y), Fa(z,y) € 2'(U x U) N (M x M),AX B*) be the
distribution kernels of F; and Fj respectively. We write
Fi=F, mod C®((U xU)N (M x M))

or Fi(z,y) = Fy(z,y) mod C®((U x U)N (M x M)) if Fi(z,y) = Fy(z,y) + r(z,y), where

r(z,y) € C®°((U x U)N (M x M), AR B*). Similarly, let Fy,Fy : C(UNM,A) — 2'(UN
X, B) be continuous operators. Let Fi(z,y), Fa(z,y) € @/((U x U)N (X x M), AKX B*) be the
distribution kernels of Fy and F, respectively. We write F; = 5 mod C=((UxU)N(X x M))
or Fi(z,y) = Fy(z,y) mod C®°((U x U) N (X x M)) if F1~(a:,y) = Fy(x,y) + #(z,y), where
#(z,y) € C=((U x U)N (X x M), AR B*). Similarly, let Fy, Fy : C=*(UNX, A) — 2'(UNM, B)
be continuous operators. Let

Fi(z,y), By(z,y) € 2/ (U xU)N (M x X), AX B*)
be the distribution kernels of Fy and F, respectively. We write F; = F, mod C*(U xU)N
(M x X)) or Fy(z,y) = Fy(x,y) mod C®(U x U) N (M x X)) if Fi(z,y) = Fs(z,y) + 7(z,y),
where 7(z,y) € C*®°(U xU)N (M x X), AKX B*).
Let (-|-)ar and (-|-)as be the L? inner products on Q(M’) and Q2%(M) respectively given

by

(ulohae = [ (ulvddoss, wo € QI
’ (2.10)
(uloyari= [ Culodony, uo € 92(a0),
M

where dvyy is the volume form on M’ induced by (-|-). Let L%O )( ) and L%O )( ") be the
L? completions of Q09(M) and Q29(M’) with respect to (-|-)as and (-|-)a respectively. It is
clear that Q%4(M) C L(o )( ). We write L2(M) := L%o,o)(M)' We extend (-|-)a and (-] )
to L%O q)(M) and L%O q)(M’) in the standard way and let ||-||;, and [|-||;,» be the corresponding
L? norms. Let T*%9X be the bundle of (0, ¢) forms on X. Recall that for every z € X, we have

79X = {u e T;"M'; (u|Op(x) Ng) =0, VgeT:% 1M},
Let Q%9(X) be the space of smooth (0,q) forms on X. Let (-|-)x be the L? inner product on

0%4(X) given by
(u]v)x ::/<u|v>dvx, (2.11)
X
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where dvx is the volume form on X induced by (-|-). Let L%O q)(X ) be the L? completion of

0%4(X) with respect to (-|-)x. We extend (-|-)x to L?O 2 (X) in the standard way and let

||| x be the corresponding L? norm. We write L?(X) := L%o 0) (X).
Fix g € G. Let g* : AL(CT*M') — A;,lox((CT*M’) be the pull-back map. Since G preserves
J, we have

g T M — T MY, Ve e M,
Thus, for u € Q%4(M'), we have g*u € Q%4(M’). Put
QYa(MHE = {u e QYM'); g*u=wu, Vge G} .

Let u € L%O 9 (M') and g € G, we can also define g*u in the standard way. Put

L%O,q)(M/)G = {u € L%O,q)(M/); gu=u, Vge G} .

Let QU9(M)E denote the space of restrictions to M of elements in Q%9(M"). Let L?()’q) (M)“
be the completion of Q%¢(M)% with respect to (-|-)as. Similarly, let

Q%(X)Y .= {u € Q%(X); g*u =u, Yge G} (2.12)
Let L?()’q) (X)% be the completion of Q%9(X)% with respect to (-|-)x. We write L*(X)% :=
L2 0)(X)%, L2(M)C := L) o (M)C, L2(M)C := L) o (M')C.

For s € R, we also use [|-[|; y to denote the standard Sobolev norm on X of order s. Let A
be a vector bundle over M'. Let u € W*(M, A). We define

lull, 37 := inf{||ﬂ\|S7M,; W' € WM, A), |y = u} :

We call [|ul[, 37 the Sobolev norm of u of order s on M.

Let s be a non-negative integer. We can also define Sobolev norm of order s on M as
follows: Let g € X and let U be an open neighborhood of zq in M’ with local coordinates
r=(21,...,79,). Let u € &(UNM)NW?3(M,A). Let u € &(U)W*(M', A) with @]y = u.
We define the Sobolev norm of order s of v on M by

W= 3 /|aga|2de,. (2.13)
’ M

a€ENZ™ |a|<s

By using partition of unity, for u € W*(M, A), we define Hu”?s) 47 in the standard way. As in

function case, we define Hu”?s) 47> for u € W5(M, A) in the similar way. It is well-known (see [12]
Corollary B.2.6]) that the two norms |-, 3; and HH( 5,31 are equivalent for every non-negative
integer s.

2.3. The reduction of complex manifolds with boundary. As before, let g denote the Lie
algebra of G and for any £ € g, we write &3/ to denote the vector field on M’ induced by £ (see
([LE)). For x € M’, recall that g_ is given by (LT).
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Definition 2.2. The moment map associated to the form wy is the map pu : M’ — g* defined by
<lu’($)7£> = WO(&M’($))7 T e Mlv g €g (214)
The proof of the following lemma is standard, cf. for example, [I, Theorem 6].

Lemma 2.3. The moment map pu : M' — g* is G-equivariant, so G acts on Y' := pu~%(0),
where G acts on g* through co-adjoint representation.

Proof. For all g € G, £ € g and x € M', we have

Euilgon) = o (elte)ogow)lims

d _
= n (gog " oexp(t€) ogox) limg (2.15)

= g (Ad(g_l) ° f)M/ (z)
and hence
(w(gow),&) = wolém(gox)) by @I
= wo (g« (Ad(g7 ") 0€),, (x) by @I5)
= wo ((Ad(g_l) 0 &), (@) by G-invariance of w
= (u(2),Ad(g™")o&) by @I
= (Ad(g)"p(x),§).
Thus, the moment map p is G-equivariant. O
Note that px = u|x is the CR moment map associated to wy on X, cf. [16l 19]. Suppose
that 15" (0) # 0, then it is shown, in [I9, Lemma 2.5, that if G acts freely on 1y (0) and the
Levi form is positive on pu )}1(0), then 0 is a regular value of px.
Set Y/, = p~1(0)/G. In this section, we assume that (LIJ) holds. p~!(0) is a smooth
manifold. Since G acts freely on Y, Y/, is a smooth manifold. Let
g™ = dw (-, J-).
Then, "™’ is a non-degenerate quadratic form on 7'M’ near p~1(0). Let THY' be the orthogonal
complement of gy, in TY' with respect to ¢?™', where 9y, =9 lys. Then we have
! _ mH~/
TY' =T"Y ®g,,. (2.16)
Lemma 2.4. We have
JTHY = THY' = JTY' N TY".
Proof. Since G acts freely on Y, then vector spaces g, defined in (L) form a vector bundle g
near 1~ 1(0).
For z € Y/, by (L.I9) and the fact that dwy(-,J-) is non-degenerate on T, M’, we have that
dp|ryr = 0 and dpulyg — g is surjective. Since dimY” + dim g = dim 7'M’, we have

Jaly' @ TY' = TM'|y. (2.17)
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By (2I6) and (2I7)), we have the G-equivariant orthogonal decomposition on Y”,

TM'|yr = gly' & Jgly: & T"Y". (2.18)

Thus from (2.18) and g™ on TM' ly+ is J-invariant, we get
JTHY' = THY' = JTY' N TY. (2.19)
O

Let 7 : Y/ — Y/, and ¢ : Y < M’ be the natural quotient and inclusion, respectively, then
there is a unique induced 1-form @y on Y, such 7*wy = t*wp.

Since THY" is preserved by J, we can define the homomorphism Jg on TY/, in the following
way: For V € TY/,, we denote by V# its lift in 7Y’ and we define Ji on Y/ by

(JeV)H = Jvi. (2.20)

Hence, we have Jg : TY/ — TY/, such that JE = —id, where id denotes the identity map
id : TY. — TY/. By complex linear extension of Jg to CT'Y/, the \/—1-eigenspace of Jg is
given by TV, = {V € CTY(; JoV = V=1V}.

Lemma 2.5. The almost complex structure Jg is integrable, thus (Y, Jg) is a complex manifold.
Proof. Let u,v € C®(Y4, TH0YY), then we can find U,V € C*° (Y, TY/,) such that
u=U —+v—-1JgU, v=V —vV—-1JgV.
By (220)), we have
T =U" - /=1gutH, v=vH —/=1JgvH e T'OX nCTY".

Since T1OM’ is integrable and it is clearly that [u'!,vf] € CTY”, we have [uff,v*] € TVOM' N
CTY’. Hence, there is a W € C°(M',TM') such that

[, o) =W — V/=1JW.
In particular, W, JW € TY'. Thus, W € TY' N JTY' = THY'. Let X € THY" be a lift of
X € TY/, such that X = W. Then we have
[u,v] = mo[uff o] = m (X — V=1JXT) = X —/=1JeX € T'OY,,
i.e. we have [C®(YL, THOYL), C°(YL, THOYL)] € C®(YL, THOYL). Therefore, Jg is integrable.
a a el a a el &
]

Let M}, := p=%0)/G, Mg := (u='(0) " M)/G, X¢ = (p~'(0) N X)/G. By combining
Lemma 23] and Lemma 2.5 we have the following

Theorem 2.6. Under (LI9), M, is a complex manifold of dimension n —d and Mg C M(, is
a relatively compact open subset of M{, with smooth boundary Xq. In particular, the Levi form
of Xq is negative or positive.
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3. G-INVARIANT E-NEUMANN PROBLEM

In this section, we will study G-invariant 0-Neumann problem on M. Until further notice,
we fix ¢ € {0,1,...,n—1}. Let 9 : Q¥¢(M) — Q%*1(M) be the Cauchy-Riemann operator.
We extend 0 to L%O q)(M):

9:Domd C Lfy (M) = Ly 4 1) (M),

where u € Dom 9 if we can find u; € Q%9(M), j = 1,2,..., such that u; — u in L?07q)(M) as

j — 400 and there is a v € L%O qul)(M) such that duj — v as j — +oo. We set du := v. Let

9" :Domd C L%o,q+1)(M) - L%qu) (M)

be the Hilbert adjoint of  with respect to (-|-)as. The Gaffney extension of the d-Neumann
Laplacian is given by
0@ : Dom O C L{, (M) = Ly (M), (3.1)

where Dom (@) := {u € L%O,q)(M); u € Domd N Domd ,du € Domd ,d u € Domd} and
0@y = (09" +8 d)u, u € Dom @, Put
Ker 0@ = {u € DomO@W:; O@Wy = 0} .
It is easy to check that
Ker 0@ = {u € DomO; du = 0,8 u = 0}. (3.2)
Since G preserves J and (-|-) is G-invariant, it is straightforward to see that

¢*0 = 0g* on Dom 0,

g9 =38 ¢* on Domd, (3.3)

¢g'0@W = 0Wg* on Dom 0@,
Put (Ker O@)% := Ker OW N L, , (M)“.

Let 0p" : T*%4M’ — T*99+1 0" be the operator with wedge multiplication by dp and let
Ap/N* TN — T*09 M be its adjoint with respect to (- |-), that is,

(DpAulv) = (u|dp™v), ueTM, veT oy, (3.4)

Denote by v the operator of restriction on X. By using the calculation in page 13 of [10], we
can check that
Dom & NQ*F (M) = {u € Q¥ (M); 79p™*u = 0}, (3.5)
Dom 0@ N Q%4(DM) = {u € Q¥I(M); v9p"*u = 0,70p"*du = 0}. .
Let 5} : QUL (M) — QU9(M') be the formal adjoint of & with respect to (- |- )y, that is,

(Oulv)yy = (u@;v Yar, Yu € QYUM), Yo € QUITH(AM).
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It is easy to see that if u € Domd N QO4TY(M), then & u = g}u. Write Dgcq) = 55} + 5}5.
Recall that we work with Assumption [[.T1
op

Let {w’ };-‘:1 be an orthonormal basis of T*'"9M" in a neighborhood of X with w” = o] Let

{L;}}—1 be a dual frame of {w? }i—q with respect to (-[-). It is straightforward to check that
i _
T =—(Ly— Ly). 3.6
\/5( ) (3.6)
Denote by g the operator 0 restricted on L%O q)(M G, As 0@, we can define the G-invariant
O-Laplacian:

0@ = 9506 + a0y : DomDOW € L2 (M)E — LY (M)© (3.7)
in 't}‘le similar way, Yvhere f@ : DOéIl o, 2C L%O’qﬂ)((;M)G — L%O’q)(M)G is the Hilbert space
adjoint of dg : Dom 0g C L(o,q)(M) — L(07q+1)(M) .

Lemma 3.1. Fixqg=1,...,n—2. We have
el 37 < € (D ullar + ullar ), ¥ € DomD 0 QL (D), (3.8)

where C > 0 is a constant.

Proof. Fix p € X. Assume that p € 4~1(0) N X. There exists a neighborhood V of p in X such
that the Levi form is positive or negative on V. Let U be a neighborhood of p in M’ such that
UNX =V. Let u € Dom Dg) NQYI(M)C. Let x € C®(U) and put v := yu. Since the Levi
form is positive or negative on V' then one has

ol 57 < C (1Bl + 187wl + 1l ) (3.9)

where C' > 0 is a constant independent of u (C' depends on ).
Now assume p ¢ pu~1(0) N X. Then there exists a neighborhood U of p in M’ such that
w(p) # 0,Vp € U. Moreover, we assume that UNp~1(0) = (). Let 2z = (21, ..., z,) be holomorphic

coordinates centered at p defined on an open neighborhood U of p in M’ such that ([3.6]) holds. We
!/

will use the same notations as in the discussion before (3.7)). On U, we write u = Z uw’,

|J|=q
/
where Z means that the summation is performed only over strictly increasing multiindices
and for J = (j1,...,74), @/ =@ A--- AW, Let x € C°(U). For every strictly increasing
/
multiindex J, |J| = ¢, put vy := xuy, v = Z v;w’. We have
|J]=q

2 ! 7 ! 2
||U||1,M < Cl( Z HLJ’UJH?\/[ + Z HLjUJH%\/I + ||U||M), (3.10)
IJ‘:q7j€{17"'7n} IJ‘:q7j€{17"'7n}

where C7 > 0 is a constant. Moreover, it is easy to see that
= =%
180]37 + 1870]3
! - ! 3.11
= Y Tl Y el Ol ol ). B
‘J|:q7j¢J7j€{l7"'7n} ‘J|:q7je‘]7j€{l7"'7n}
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For j =1,...,n — 1 and every strictly increasing multiindex J, |J| = ¢, we have

IZjvsl3; = | Zios| g + Owllyy 1ol 57),

- 2 9 (3.12)
IZ50s][5s = IL505 05, + OUwllar 1ol 57)-
From (BII)) and (312), we deduce that
193, + 10" li3s
1 / —
=5 X (1Tl + L)
|7|=.4€{1,...n—1} (3.13)
/ — /
3 ITaeslet 30 1wl + OCollar - el 50
|J|=q,n¢J |J|=g,neJ
From (BI0), 3I3]), we see that if U is small enough, then
vl 37 < C2< ‘ ) (3.14)

where Cy > 0 is a constant and ||Tv||3, = ZIJ\=q | Tvs |

Since p ¢ p1(0) N X, there exists £y € g such that (wo, &) # 0 on U when U is sufficiently
small. Then

Emlx + (wo, )T | x € Tl’oX@TO’lX.
Thus by Taylor’s expansion,

&t + (wo, Ear)T Za]L +ZbL +0(|z))D

where a;, b; are smooth functions, j = 1,...,n—1, D is a first order differential operator. Since
u € Q%I(M), one has &yrv = O(||uf|ar). Then

n—1 n—1
(wo, &) Tvy = —Epvg + Z a;Ljvy + Z bj.Z/jUJ + O(|z])Dv,. (3.15)
j=1 j=1

Note that (wg,&y) # 0 on U. Then we can assume that |[{wg, &) > C > 0 on U, where C is a
constant. Hence

n—1
~ /A
1ol < (S0 S IZ50alls + Nl + epllvl? 5 ). (3.16)

J=11J]=q

where C' > 0 is a constant and ep > 0 is sufficiently small when U is chosen to be small.

From (3I12), BI4) and (BI6]), we deduce that if U is small, then
2
Ixolz < o ([O29|| . +19l,), (3.17)

for all g € Q%4(M)% N Dom Dg), where C' > 0 is a constant independent of g (C' depends on ).
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As before, let u € Q%4(M)% N Dom D(Gq) and let x € C°(M’), x = 1 near X, x = 0 outside
some small neighborhood of X in M’. From ([B3]), (3I7) and by using partition of unity, we
have

Il 5 < O([ODu -+ i), (318)
where C' > 0 is a constant independent of u. Since 0@ is elliptic away the boundary X,
10— Ryul 5 < E([ODul +ul?,). (319)
where C' > 0 is a constant independent of u. From (BI8) and BIJ), the lemma follows. O
Lemma 3.2. Fiz ¢q=1,2,...,n—2. For all k € N, there exists C > 0 such that
1117 57 < Ce(ID@ £12_, 57+ 1130, ¥ € Q%9 1 Dom O, (3.20)

Proof. Fix p € X. If p € p=1(0) N X, then by Assumption [T, X is strongly pseudoconvex or
strongly pseudoconcave near p. Let U be a neighborhood of p in M’ such that U N X is strongly
pseudoconvex or strongly pseudoconcave and choose a cut-off function n € C°(U). Then it is
well-known that (see [8, Chapter 5]) for k € N,

Inf12 57 < Cu(ID@A1B_, 57+ £ 13 ) ¥F € Q29(3D)C 1 Dom O, (3:21)

where C), > 0 is a constant independent of f.

Next we assume p € u~1(0) N X. We can assume that there exists a neighborhood U of p in
M’ such that U N p~'(0) = 0 and special boundary coordinates (t1,to,--- ,ton_1,p) centered at
p such that ¢1,- -, to,_1 restricted to X are coordinates for X. For u € C’SO(UHM), the partial
Fourier transform of u is defined by

ar, p) = / T, p)t,
R2n71

where t = (t1,...,tan—1). For s € R, the tangential Sobolev norms |||ul|||s of u is defined by

0
el = [, [ (1Pl p)Pdpar

For § > 0, Mj is defined by My := {z € M : p(z) > —&}. Choose a § sufficiently small such
that the tangential Sobolev norm can be defined on Mj by the partition of unity and we will use
[l ||s(azs) to denote the tangential Sobolev norm on M;s. By a similar argument in the proof of
[8, Lemma 5.2.4], one has for every k € N,

1137 < Co (IO sz + M kary) + 1 llar ) ¥F € Q2(T)E NDom T, (3.22)

where €}, > 0 is a constant. Here, we do not need the condition that M is pseudoconvex as in
[8, Lemma 5.2.4] since we have one more term ||| f]|[y(as,) in the above estimate (3.22]) which

can be controlled by HDg) flls_1 37 when M is a bounded strongly pseudoconvex domain.
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Choose x € C°(U N'M). We have for every k € N,
1 « ~ «
oA ST DEOAHI < Il < Ce > IIDFH)I,

F o <k—1 o <k—1

for every f € Q%4(M)% N Dom Dg), where C, > 1 is a constant independent of f.
We prove the following
Claim: Let k£ € N. For any € > 0, ¢ < 1, we can take U small enough so that

Al < € (IO Fll 37 + Iy 7 + <l lar ) ¥F € Q09N NDom T, (3.23)

where C' > 0 is a constant independent of . Let 7% denote a k-th order tangential differential
operator of the form D§* where |a| = k. Let f € Q%(M)% N Dom D(C?). Recall that Dyx f €
Dom @, for any D;. Then from (BI4) one has

Tl < C(ITT 00+ 1T el -+ 18T el -+ 18T el

< G (T 0 lne + 1 llesgay) + BT e e + 1375 0ef) e ),
(3.24)

where C,C > 0 are constants. It follows from [8, (5.2.14)] with some minor modification that

T s+ 18T IR < Co (N llk-rcats) - NIOE Fllle-roay + IF1 57
1 177 1BOCH =1 + 11—y 37 118 O 1),

where Cy > 0 is a constant. Next, we estimate | T7*~!(xf)||. From (BI5), it follows that

n—1 n—1
(wo, E)TT M (xf) = =EmTF )+ ag Ly TH )+ b LT (x /) +0 () DT (x /)

j=1 j=1
(3.26)
Note that |{wg, &) > C > 0 on U with constant C' > 0. Notice that
EmT 7 Ocf) = 6, T + T em (X f) (327
= [&a, T*O) + T w1 f + T Ixém £
Since f € Q%9(M)%, then one has £y f = 0. From this observation and (B:21)), we have
1
TR X H <C 3.28
<wO’£M>5M (xf) a1 F1k=1(n5)5 (3.28)
where Cy > 0 is a constant.
Fix 5 =1,...,n — 1. It is straightforward to check that for every € > 0, we have
2 _ 2
Lka_l)(f + Lka_l)(f
frsuf, + [, .

<au(for ol + [l Lol i)
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where C5 > 0 is a constant independent of e. From (@25) and (329), we deduce that
el + [Ernuf,
< Co (I llk-1cars) - O Flle-sanyy + IS 57
+ HfHk—LM H@(Xf)mk—l + HfHk—LM !\!5*(xf)!Hk_1
F2 ||| +e i),

where Cg > 0 is a constant independent of . From ([3.20), (8:28) and (3.30]), we deduce that for
every € > 0, e < 1, we can take U small enough so that

(3.30)

_ 2 1
[Tt ||, < G (IBE AR iy + < IR+ e IR r)- (33)
From B.:24), (325) and [B31]), we get the claim [B.23). From (321, 322), (3:23) and by
using partition of unity, the lemma follows. O

From the above lemma and the techniques of elliptic regularization, one has
Theorem 3.3. Fix g=1,...,n — 2. Suppose u € Dong) and Dg)u =w. Ifve Q¥ (DM)°,
then v € QY(M)Y. If v € WM, T*™M") N L? )(M)G, for some s € Ny, then u €

— (0.q
WM, T*%aM") N L%O q)(M)G and we have

ullsy 37 < Csllvlly 77 + llullar),

where Cs > 0 is a constant independent of w.

Corollary 3.4. For every ¢ = 0,...,n — 2, Dg) : Dom Dg) C L%O q)(M)G — L%O q)(M)G has
(9)

closed range. In particular, for 1 < q < n — 2, Kerg’ is a finite dimensional subspace of
QOa(MD)<.

Let Ng) : L?OJ)(M)G — Dom Dg) be the partial inverse of D(Gl). We have
0w NG+ BY) = Ton L2, (M),
NP + B = 1 on DomOY).

By Theorem B3] we conclude that Nél) W (M, T M) OL%O 1)(M)G — WSt (M, T*%* M) N

L?O 1)(M )& is continuous, for all s € Ny. In particular,

Nél) : QOL(M)E — QOL(M)Y is continuous. (3.32)
Let
Bg : L*(M) — Ker O (3.33)

be the orthogonal projection (G-invariant Bergman projection). Note that

HO(M)® = (Ker 0@)% = Ker DY, (3.34)
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Let
Qg : L*(M) — L*(M)©

be the orthogonal projection. It is not difficult to see that

Qg : C®(M)¢ — C>(M)¢ is continuous. (3.35)
We can deduce from [8, Theorem 4.4.5] that

Bo = (I —0:NY8¢) 0 Qe on LA(M). (3.36)

From (332)), (335]) and (B30), we get
Theorem 3.5. We have Bg : C®°(M) — C™(M)% is continuous.

4. THE POISSON OPERATORS AND REDUCTION TO THE BOUNDARY

Until further notice, we fix ¢ € {0,1,...,n —1}. We first introduce some notations. We
remind the reader that for s € R, the space W*(M,T**9M’) was introduced in the discussion
after Definition Tl Let

9y QUM — QM)
be the formal adjoint of 0 with respect to (-|- ). That is,
(Of [ )arr = (£ 18R ),
FeQYM), h e QUIFL(M). Let
0 =93} + 3,3 : Q1(M') — Q09(0')

denote the complex Laplace-Beltrami operator on (0,q) forms. As before, let « denote the
operator of restriction to the boundary X. Let us consider the map

FO WM, TM') = L3 (M) ® W3 (X, T M)

" (4.1)
U (qu U, yu).
It is well-known that (see [4]) dim Ker F(9) < 0o and Ker F(9 ¢ Q%4(M). Let
K@ w2(M,T*%M") — Ker F (4.2)

be the orthogonal projection with respect to (-|-)y. Put ﬂ;q) = Dgcq) + K@ and consider the

map
~ — 3 *
F@ WM, T*M") — LY, (M) & W2 (X, T M)

U (ljgcq)u, yu).

(4.3)

Then F(9 is injective (see [14, Part II, Chapter 3]). Let
P:C®(X, T*%M") — Q%) (4.4)
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be the Poisson operator for ljgﬁn which is well-defined since ([43]) is injective. The Poisson

operator P satisfies

DWW Pu=0, Vue C®(X, TN, )
yPu =u, Yuec C®(X,T*M’). .

It is known that P extends continuously
PWs(X, 7MY — Wsts (M, T*9M'), VseR
(see [, Page 29]). Let
P*: 9'(M, T M) = 9'(X, T M)
be the operator defined by
(P*ulv)x = (u|Pv)y, uwe 2'(M, TIM"), veC®X,TM),
where &'(M,T*%7M") denotes the space of continuous linear map from Q%4(M) to C with re-
spect to (-|-)as. It is well-known (see [4) page 30]) that P* is continuous: P* : W*(M, T*%4M") —
Wets (X, T*%9M") and
P* QYD) — C=(X, T*%M"),

for every s € R.

It is well-known that the operator

P*P . C®(X,T*M') — C®(X, T*%M")
is a classical elliptic pseudodifferential operator of order —1 and invertible since P is injec-
tive (see [4]). Moreover, the operator
(P*P)~": C®(X, T*"IM") — C=(X, T*M’)

is a classical elliptic pseudodifferential operator of order 1.
When g = 0, we simply write P, P* to denote P, P* respectively.
1
We define a new inner product on W~z (X, T*%4M’) as follows:

[u|v] = (Pu| Pv)y, u,v€ W_%(X, %90, (4.6)
Let
Q: W2 (X, T*%M’) — Ker Dp/* (4.7)
be the orthogonal projection onto Ker dp™* with respect to [-|-].
We consider the following operator

5 = QyOP : Q%(X) — QYT (X). (4.8)

The operator 93 was introduced by the first author in [I4]. Let 52 : Q0atL(X) — Q%9(X) be
the formal adjoint with respect to [-|-]. We recall the following (see [14, Part II, Lemma 5.1,
equation (5.3) and Lemma 5.2])
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Proposition 4.1. We have that 55 and 5; are classical pseudodifferential operators of order 1,
05005 =0 on Q%(X) (4.9)
and

55 = 0y +lower order terms,

t —— o —y (4.10)
Oz =0y P = 0, +lower order terms,

where Oy is the tangential Cauchy Riemann operator on X and 5: is the adjoint of Oy with

respect to (|- )x.

Let
0 a5
0 =885 : Q%9(X) — Q%9(X).
Let D C X be an open set. Assume that the Levi form is positive on D. By the same arguments
of [14, PartIl, Chapter 7], we can show that there are continuous operators N,S : C°(D) —
C*°(D), which are properly supported on D, such that
OY'N +5=TonDxD,

(4.11)

D(BO)SEO on D x D.

Moreover, N is a pseudodifferential operator of order —1 type (2, 2) on D. S is a pseudodif-
ferential operator of order 0 type (2, 2) on D and for any local coordinate patch Dy C D, we
have

S(x,y) = I eP@Y) (. y, t)dt on Dy x Dy, (4.12)
where ¢ € C*°(Dy x Dy) is the phase function as in [I7], s(z,y,t) ~ ;:8 si(x,y)t" 17 in
Sﬁol(Do x Dy x R+) j(z,y) € C’OO(DO x Do), j = 0,1,..., so(z,z) = 277" |det L], for all
x € Dy, where det L, := A\i(z) --- A\ (2), Aj(x), j =1,...,n, are eigenvalues of £, with respect

to (-]-).

Let U be an open neighborhood of x~1(0)N X in M’ such that U = GU = {gz|g € G,z € U}.
Set D =UNX, then D = GD. Let S : C°(D) — C*°(D) be the continuous operator with
distribution kernel

Sa(z,y) = /Gg(w,gy)du(m (4.13)

where dp is the Haar measure on G with fG dpp = 1. Then by using the method of [16], we
conclude that for any local coordinate patch Dy C D, if the Levi form is negative on Dy, then
Sa =0 on Dy x Dgy. If the Levi form is positive on Dy, then

Sa(z,y) = [ €@V a(z,y,t)dt on Dy x Dy, (4.14)
where ® € C*°(Dy x Dy) is the phase as in [16, Theorem 1.5] and
: n_1—d
a(z,y,t) ~ E;’jg aj(:n,y)t"_l_%—ﬁ in Sl’ol 2(Dg x Dg x Ry),
aj(z,y) € C®(Dy x Dy), 5 =0,1,..., (4.15)
ao(x,x) is given by [16] Theorem 1.6].
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5. G-INVARIANT BERGMAN KERNEL ASYMPTOTICS

We first introduce G-invariant Szegd projection. Let 9p ¢ : Q09(X)¢ — QO4FL(X)Y be the

tangential Cauchy-Riemann operator on X acting on Q%¢(X)%. We extend 51),@ to L%O q)(X)G:

Domgb,G = {u S L%O,q) (X)G’ 5{;7(;"“ € L?07q+1) (X)G} ) (5 1)

gb’g : Dom gb’g S U+ gb’g’u, S L%O’q+1)(X)G,

where 5b7gu is defined in the sense of distributions. Let
By - Dom By C Ly 441y (X)7 = L 4 (X)©
be the L? adjoint of 51),(;. Let
O = By Oy, - Dom Oy, © LA(X)¢ — L2(X)C, (5.2)
where Dom Dl()% = {u cL*(X)% ue Domgb,g,gb,gu € Domgz’g}. Let
Se : L*(X) — KerOjp, © L*(X)© (5.3)

be the orthogonal projection (G-invariant Szegd projection). It was proved in [19, Theorem
3.17] that DI()OC); has closed range. Let

N, : L*(X)¢ = Dom 0%,

be the partial inverse of Dé%. We have

NbDl()Oé + Sg = I on Dom Dl()oé, (5.4)

X ' 5.4
DNy + Sg = I on L2(X)C.

Recall that B is the G-invariant Bergman projection (see ([3.33)). We can now prove

Theorem 5.1. Let 7 € C°(M) with suppT N p~t(0)NX = 0. Then, TBg =0 mod C®(M x
M), BT =0 mod C®°(M x M).

Proof. Denote by v the restriction from M’ to X. It follows from the definition of 9, that
51)7(;’730 =0 and DI(JOC);WBG = 0. From this observation and (5.4]), we have

YBa = (Nng(,% +Sc)yBa = ScvBa, (5.5)
hence
PSgyBg = PyBg = Bg (5.6)
and
P*Bg = P*PvBg.
We dedeuce that
vBg = (P*P)"'P*Bg. (5.7)
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By (56) and (5.7), we deduce that
Bg = PSq(P*P)"'P*Bg. (5.8)
Assume that 7 € C*°(M),supp7 N~ 1(0) N X = . We have
7Bg = TPSq(P*P)"' P*Bg. (5.9)

Let 7 € C®(X), ¥ = 1 near supp7 N X and ¥ = 0 on p~1(0) N X. Taking adjoint in (59), we
have

Bat = BGP(P*P)~1SqP*r

= BoP(P*P)™'SgiP*t + BaP(P*P)™'Sa(1 — 7)P*r. (510)
By [19, Theorem 3.18], we know that
SaF = 0. (5.11)
Moreover, from [I8, Lemma 4.1], we have
(1-F)P*1=0 mod C®(X x M). (5.12)

From (510), (510), (5:12) and notice that Bg : C°°(M) — C>(M)% is continuous (see Theo-
rem [3.0), we deduce that

Bgt : W5 (M) — C*°(M),

for all s € R. Hence BgT =0 mod C*®(M x M). By taking adjoint, we deduce that 7Bg = 0
mod C*°(M x M). The theorem follows. O

We now study the distribution kernel of Bg near x~(0) N X. For a Borel set ¥ C R, denote
by E(X) the spectral projection of 0O associated to ¥, where E is the spectral measure of
00, Set H%)\(M) := RanE((—o0,]). Let B(SO))\ be the orthogonal projection onto H%/\(M)
and let BO)(z,y) € 2'(M x M) be the distribution kernel of B(<0/)\. First we recall the following
theorem [I8 Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 5.2. Let U be an open set of M’ with U N X # (. Assume that the Levi form is
negative on U N X, then B(SO))\ =0 mod C®((U xU)N (M x M)). Assume that the Levi form
18 positive on U N X. We have

BY) = / @Yz, y, t)dt mod C™((U x U) N (M x M)), (5.13)
- 0
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where
b(x,y,t) ~ > bilz,y)t" € S7((U x U) N (M x M)x]0, 00]),
j=0

bij(z,y) € C((U xU)N (M x M)), j=0,1,...,

bo(z,y) # 0,

e C®((UxU)N (M x M)), Tmg¢ >0,

Oz, ) =0,z UNX, ¢p(x,y) #0 if (z,y) ¢ diag (U xU) N (X x X)),
Im¢(z,y) >0 if (x,y) ¢ (U xU)N(X x X),

dyp(x,x) = —wo(x) —idp(x), dyd(x,x) = wo(x) —idp(x), for everyx € UNX.

(5.14)

We refer the reader to [I8, Theorem 5.26] for more properties of the phase ¢ in (B13]). We
also refer the reader to [I8, (5.121)] for the explicit formula for by(z, z) in (5.14)).

From Corollary B4l we know that Dg)) has closed range. From this observation, we can repeat
the proof in [I9] Theorem 3.17] and deduce that there exists a constant A9 > 0 such that

Bg =BY) 0Qa on L*(M),

5.15
BG(”%?J):/GBSAo(wagy)du(g)- (5:15)

We recall some results in [18]. Fix p € 4~1(0) and let U be an open set of p in M’ with U = GU.
Let D :=U N X. Assume the Levi form is positive on D. Let

L:CXUNM)— C™(D)
be a continuous operator such that
L—(P*P)"'P*=0 mod C®((U xU)N (X x M)), (5.16)

L is properly supported on U N M, that is, for every y € C(U N M), there is a 7 € C°(D)
such that Ly = 7L on C°(U N M) and for every 71 € C°(D), there is a x; € C2°(U N M) such
that 71 L = Ly on C2°(U N M) (see the discussion after [I8, Theorem 5.18]). Since U and D
are G-invariant, we can take L so that

LQg = QG,XL on CSO(U QM), (5.17)

where Q¢ x is the orthogonal projection from L?(X) onto L?(X)%. It was shown in [I8, (5.111),
Theorem 6.11] that

Bey, — PSL=0 mod C®((U x U)N (M x M)), (5.18)
where S is as in (@II). From (5I8) and (GI8), we deduce
Bg — PSLQc =0 mod C®((U x U) N (M x M)). (5.19)

From (5I7)) and (B.19), we get
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Theorem 5.3. With the notations and assumptions used above, we have
Bg — PSgL=0 mod C®((U x U)n (M x M)), (5.20)
where S¢ is as in [@EI3).
By (@I4]) and applying the procedure in [14], Part II, Proposition 7.8, Theorem 7.9] we get

Theorem 5.4. Let p € pu~'(0) N X. Let U be an open local coordinate patch of p in M,
D :=UnNX. If the Levi form is negative on D, then B =0 mod C®((U x U)N (M x M)).
Assume that the Levi form is positive on D. We have

Bg(z,w) = / - M@z w, t)dt mod C((U x U) N (M x M)), (5.21)
0
where
bz, w, ) € S ® (U x U) N (3 x IT) x Ry),
+00 d o
b(z,w,t) ~ > 7270 (z,w) in Sy 2 (U x U) N (M x B)) x Ry), (5.22)
§=0
bj(z,w) € C¥((UxU)N (M x M)), j=0,1,2,...,
bo(Z,lU) 7£ 07
and
U(z,w) € C°(((U x U)N (M x M))), Im¥ >0,
U(z,2) =0, z€ p~H0)N X,

Im VU (z,w) >0 if (z,w) ¢ diag ((z~1(0) N D) x (x~1(0) N D)), (5.23)
d, ¥ (2, 7) = —wo(x) — idp(z), dy¥(z,7) =wo(z) —idp(z), =€ p *(0)ND,
Ulpxp =@, ¢ is as in ([AI4).

Moreover, let z = (x1,...,%2,-1,p) be local coordinates of M’ defined near p in M’ with
x(p) =0 and © = (x1,...,x2,-1) are local coordinates of X defined near p in X. Then,

U(z,w) = @(x,y) —ip(2)(1 + f(2)) —ip(w)(1 + f(w)) + O(|(z,w)[*) near (p,p),  (5.24)
where f € C, f=0(]z]).
From [14] Part II, Proposition 7.10] we have the following
Theorem 5.5. With the notations and assumptions used above, for by(z,w) in ([B.22]), we have
bo(z,z) = 2ag(x, ), for every x € u=1(0)N D,
where ag is as in (AI0).

End of the proof of Theorem [[.2. From Theorem [l Theorem (4] and Theorem [E.5 we get
Theorem O
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Let D be an open set of X in X with D = GD. Let y € C>°(D)%, x = 1 near x~1(0) N X.
Let x1 € C°(D)% with x1 = 1 on supp x. Let Sg := x15ax : C®(X) — C®(X)%, where Sg is
as in (£I3). From Theorem 5. and (5.19]), we get

Theorem 5.6. With the notations and assumptions above, we have

Bg = PSq(P*P)~'P* mod C*(M x M).

6. THE PROOFS OF THEOREM [I.3], THEOREM [I.4] AND THEOREM

For simplicity, until further notice, we assume that x~(0) N X is strongly pseudoconvex.
For every s € R, consider the map

6s=06:H'M)S —» H)(X)C ,

ST3

(6.1)
u— (P*P)"'P*u = yu.

Since (P*P)~'P* : H*(M)Y — Ws_%(X) is continuous, for every s € R, ¢ is well-defined. We
define Coker 6 in the following way:

Coker 5 = Coker ¢ := {u € Hg(X)SG_%; (u|év)x = 0,Yv e HY(M)S nC>(M)}. (6.2)
Theorem 6.1. We have that Keros = {0} and Cokerdy is a finite dimensional subspace of
C>®(X)9 N HY(X)Y. Moreover, Coker &, is independent of s.

Proof. Tt is obvious that Keré = {0}. We extend 6 to 6 : Z'(M) — 2'(X) by putting
6u= (P*P)"'P*Bgu = Sq(P*P) ' P*Bgu, u e 2'(M). (6.3)
Recall that &'(M) is the space of continuous linear maps from C°° (M) to C. Since
BgP(P*P)™'Sg = (Sq(P*P)~' P*Bg)*
maps C°°(X) to C*°(M), the definition (B3] is well-defined, where
(Sc(P*P)~'P*Bg)*

is the formal adjoint of Sg(P*P)~'P*Bg with respect to (-|-)x and (- |- ).
Let 6* : 9'(X) — 2'(M) be the formal adjoint of & with respect to the given L? inner
products (-|-)a and (-|-)x. We have

66" = Sq(P*P)"'P*BgP(P*P)~'S¢.
From Theorem B.6l we have
66" = Sq(P*P)"'P*(PSq(P*P)~'P* + F)P(P*P)"'Sq
= SqSq(P*P)'Sq + SqFSq,
where F =0 mod C°°(M x M) and F = 0. Thus
Sa(P*P)66* = Sq(P*P)SaSq(P*P) " Sq + Sq(P*P)SqFSq.
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From (4I4]) and the complex stationary phase formula of Melin-Sjostrand [26], we deduce that
Sa(P*P)oc* = Sg(I + R)Sg, (6.4)

where R is smoothing away p~1(0) N X and for any p € p~1(0) N X, let D be any small local
coordinate patch of X, p € D, if the Levi form is negative on D, then R = 0. If the Levi form
is positive on D, we have

+oo
R= / elt\p(x’y)r(x, y, t)dt,
0

_d _d
2 2

r(z,y,1) € Syy (D x D xRy), r(@,y,t) ~ X125t 5 Ir(z,y) in Sy 2(D x D x Ry),
ri(z,y) € C°(D x D), j =0,1,..., ro(z,z) = 0, for every x € u~(0) N D. From [19, Theorem
4.9], we know that Ker (I + R) is a finite dimensional subspace of C*°(X). It follows from

Cokergs C Ker (I + R)N HI())(X)SG_l
2
that Coker 6, is a finite dimensional subspace of C*°(X)% and Coker 6, is independent of s. [

As before, let Xg := (1= 1(0)NX)/G. Let tx : =1 (0)NX — X be the natural inclusion and let
i 1 C®(X) — C*®(u~1(0)NX) be the pull-back by tx. Let tx ¢ : C®(p~1(0)NX)Y — C®(X¢)
be the natural identification. Put

HY)(X)% :={ue L*(X)% dpu=0},
Hy(X¢) = {u € L*(X¢); Opxou=0},
where 51,7 X, denotes the tangential Cauchy-Riemann operator on Xq. For every s € R, put
H)(X)S ={ue WX); Qpu=0, g'u=0, Yge G},
Hg(Xg)s = {u e W*(Xg); gb,Xcu = 0} .
Let
01 HI?(X)G - HI?(XG)v
U — Lx,G O UxU.
From [I9, Theorem 5.3], o1 extends by density to a bounded operator
o1 =01 HI(X)S — H},)(Xg)s_%,
for every s € R. Let AX and AX¢ be the (positive) Laplacians on X and X respectively. For

seR, let Ay := (I +AX)3, A, := (I+A¥X6)2. Fix s € R. For u,v € W5(X), /,v' € W3(Xg),
we define the inner products

(u|v)x,s = (Asu|Agv)x,
(u/ | v’ )Xa.s = (Asu/ | Asvl )X

and let [|-||x ; and |||/ , be the corresponding norms. For every s € R, define

(Imop,)- = {u € H(Xa), a3 (o100 |u)y,, 4 =0, W& HQ(X)E} .

The following theorem is the main result in [19] (see [19, Theorem 1.2])
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Theorem 6.2. With the notations and assumptions used above, assume that 51), X has closed
range. Then, for every s € R, Keroy, and (ImULS)l are finite dimensional subspaces of
HY(X)Y N C®(X)Y and HY(Xg) N C>®(Xg) respectively, Ker o1 s and the inder dim Ker oy 5 —
dim (Im o1 ) are independent of s.

For s € R, define

Coker 01 = Coker oy 4 := {u € HI?(XG)S_%? (u|o1v)xe =0, Yoe H)(X)9n C’OO(X)G} ,
(6.5)
where (-|-)x, is the L? inner product on X¢ induced by (-|-).

Theorem 6.3. With the notations and assumptions used above, assume that 51), X has closed
range. Then, Cokeroy, = (Imo, g)J‘, for every s € R. In particular, Coker o1, is a finite
74

dimensional subspace of HY(X¢) N C°(X¢) and Coker oy 5 is independent of s.

Proof. Let u € Coker 01 5. By definition, we have
(017%1} lu)x, =0, forevery v e H)(X)YNC®(X)%. (6.6)

From (6.6) and the proof of [I9, Theorem 1.2], we can check that v € C*°(Xq). Thus, (6.6])
holds for all v € HY(X)§. Hence, u € (Im 01’%)l. We have proved that Coker oy s C (Im O'L%)J‘.

4
It is clear that (Im o, g)J‘ C Coker 01,5. The theorem follows. ]
4

End of the proof of Theorem [L.3. For every s € R, it is not difficult to see that 6¢ = 6g,s =
Gs001,5, where 6¢ ¢ is given by (LI6]), (LI7). From this observation, Theorem [6.]] Theorem [6.2]
and Theorem [6.3] Theorem follows. O

We now prove Theorem [l We assume that (1) holds. Recall p~1(0) N X = X U X on
which the Levi form is strongly pseudoconvex and pseudoconcave respectively. As before, let
Mg = (p=1(0) N M)/G. For u € H)(X¢)s, s € R, we identify u with an element in H{ (X¢)s by

putting © = 0 on X¢. For every s € R, let
09,5 =02 : H)(Xq)s — H'(Mg)

s+%7
u — BMGPMGU,

where By, and Py, are the Bergman projection on Mg and the Poisson operator on Mg
respectively. For every s € R, let

Coker oy = Coker og ¢ := {u € HO(MG)H_%; (u|o2sv )My =0, Yve Hl?()?g) N C’OO()AQ;)} .
(6.7)
Now we are in a position to prove a key result.

Theorem 6.4. With the notations and assumptions used above, assume that gb, X has closed
range. Let s € R. We have that Kerog s and Coker oy, are finite dimensional subspaces of
H)(Xe)NC™(Xg) and HO(Mg)NC> (M) respectively, Ker 62 5 and Coker 65 s are independent
of s.
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Proof. We extend o5 to o3 : 7'(Xg) = 9'(M) by putting
o2U = BMGPMGS)?Guv U € 9,(55(;),

where S)A(G denotes the Szegd projection on X¢. Let oy .@’(Mg) — 9’()?@*) be the formal
adjoint of o3 with respect to (-|-)g. and (-] ). We have

0'502 = S)?GPZEGBMGPMGS)?G
* _ * —1 px*

= S Pito <PMGSXG(PMGPMG) Py + F)PagSg, (6.8)

= S)?GPX/[GPMGS)?GS)A(G + S)?GFS)?G’
where Sx,, is the operator as in @I2), F =0 mod C®(Mg x M), F = 0. From [638), it is
straightforward to check that

Sk (P Pug) 050 = S (I 4+ R)S,,

where R is a complex Fourier integral operator of the same type, the same order, the same phase

as S f but the leading term vanishes at diagonal. From this observation, we can repeat the

proof of [19, Theorem 4.15] with minor change and deduce that Ker (14 R) is a finite dimensional
subspace of C*(X¢). Thus, Ker G2, is a finite dimensional subspace of Hg()?g) NC=(Xg).
Now
02(Pio Prig) ™' 03 = Brig PrgSg, (Parg Pug) ™' Sg, Pirg Bug-
From [I4, Theorem 1.2], we have

02(PJTJGPMG)_1U; = B (I + Rug)Bug (6.9)

where Ry, is a complex Fourier integral operator of the same type, the same order, the same
phase as By, but the leading term vanishes at diag ()?G X Xg) We can deduce from [19)]
Theorem 4.15] that Ker (I4+Ryy,,) is a finite dimensional subspace of Cw()?g). Hence, Coker 62
is a finite dimensional subspace of HY(M¢) N C*(M¢). The proof follows. O

End of the proof of Theorem[I.4} It is clear that for every s € R,
oG =0@G,s =0200100: HO(M)SG — HO(M(;)S_g,
4

where o¢ is given by ([L2I)), (L22). From Theorem [6.1] Theorem [6:2] Theorem and Theo-
rem [6.4] we deduce that o is Fredholm, Ker o and Coker o are finite dimensional subspaces of
HO(M)E N C®*(M)% and H°(Mg) N C>®(Mg¢) respectively. Moreover, Ker o and Coker o are
independent of the choices of s. The proof is completed. O

Proof of Theorem [ 8. In the end of this section, we will prove Theorem [[LGl We will not assume
(CI3). Let M;, M; be bounded domains in C™ with smooth boundary. Assume that M; admits
a compact holomorphic Lie group G action and M; satisfies Assumption [T}, for each j = 1,2.
Let

F: M 1 — Mg,

z = (F1(2),...,F.(2)),
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be the G-invariant map which satisfies the assumption of Theorem We are going to prove
that F' extends smoothly to the boundary. Let u; : M; — g* be the corresponding moment map
on M; and let X; be the boundary of M;, j = 1,2.

Lemma 6.5. Let 7 € C°(M,), 7 = 1 near u;*(0) N X1. Then, (1 —7)F extends smoothly to
the boundary.

Proof. Fix j € {1,...,n}. Since Fj(z) is bounded, Fj(z) is a G-invariant L? holomorphic
function on M;. We have

(TF;)(2) = 7(2)(Ba,m, Fy)(2) = ((1Be,m, ) Fj)(2), (6.10)
where Bg ar, is the G-invariant Bergman projection on M;. In view of Theorem [[L2] we see

that 7Bga, = 0 mod C®(M; x M;). From this observation and ([GI0), we deduce that
7F; € C*®(M,). The lemma follows. O

From Theorem [I.2] we see that
B, (,w) € C°(My), for every w € M. (6.11)
Fix p € u;H(0) N Xy. Let Zy,...,Z,_q € C®(U,THOC") such that
span {77 —iJn, 2y, Dpy_q; M € gx} =T19C", for every x € U, (6.12)

where U is a small open set of p in C" and J is the complex structure map on C". It follows
from (L) and [I7, Theorem 1.10] that there are fy, ..., fn_q € H°(M1)® N C>(M{) such that

det ((aj,g)?’l;do> # 0,
aoe = fe(p), €=0,...,n—d, (6.13)
aje=(Zjfo)p), €=0,....n—d,j=1,....,n—d.

From (6II) and (€I3]), combined with the proof of [3, Part 3 of the proof of Lemma 1], we

deduce that there are n — d 4+ 1 points ag, aq,...,a,_q in My such that
det ((bj.0)17%) #0,
bO,Z :BG,M1(p7af)7 EZO,...,TI—CZ, (614)
bje=(ZjuBam)p,a0), €=0,...,n—d,j=1,...,n—d.
From Lemma [6.5] (6.14]) and [3, Lemma 2|, we get Theorem [LLG O
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