arXiv:2301.04484v1 [math.CV] 11 Jan 2023

Hölder Regularity of the ¯∂−equation on the Polydisc

Yu Jun Loo and Alexander Tumanov

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

Abstract

In this note, we show that the canonical solution operator to the ¯∂−equation in the polydisc preserves Hölder regularity. It is a well-known fact that such solution operators do not improve Hölder regularity, and as such, our solution operator is optimal in this regard.

1 Introduction

It is a classical problem in complex analysis to describe solutions to the ¯∂−equation with estimates in prescribed normed function spaces. The most general result on problems of this type was given by Sergeev and Henkin in [SH], giving uniform estimates for the ¯∂−equation in any pseudoconvex polyhedron. Recently, the Hölder spaces C^{k+α} on product domains in C^n have been given some attention, and some results have been published on this matter. In [PZ1], [PZ2], a solution operator which loses arbitrarily small amounts of Hölder regularity was found, while in [Zhang] a solution operator which preserves Hölder regularity was found in the case n = 2. In the papers mentioned, the solution operators were based on Nijenhuis and Woolf’s formula in [NW]. This note seeks to improve on those results and show that optimal Hölder regularity can be achieved in the polydisc D^n ⊂ C^n . Indeed, the main theorem of the paper is as follows.

Theorem 1. For any integer k ≥ 0, and 0 < α < 1, Let Z^{k+α}_{(0,1)}(D^n ) ⊆ C^{k+α}_{(0,1)}(D^n ) denote the subspace of ¯∂−closed, Hölder k + α, (0, 1)−forms on the polydisc. Then for all g ∈ Z^{k+α}_{(0,1)}(D n ), the equation ¯∂u = g admits a bounded linear solution operator

H : Z^{k+α}_{(0,1)}(D^n ) → C^{k+α}(D^n )

For simplicity, we have restricted our attention to the case of the polydisc. However, Theorem 1 readily extends to the more general case of products of planar domains with smooth boundary.

2 Preliminary Results

The proof of the main theorem rests on an analysis of Henkin’s weighted formula for solutions to the ¯∂−equation on the polydisc, which was announced in his survey paper [Henkin] of 1985. The simplest case of this formula, obtained by setting all weights equal to 0, has the following form.

Theorem 2. Let Z_{(0,1)}(D̄^n ) ⊆ C_{(0,1)}(D̄^n ) denote the space of (uniformly) continuous, ¯∂−closed (0, 1)−forms on the polydisc. Fix g ∈ Z_{(0,1)}(D̄^n ). Then,

u(z) = H[g](z) = − n−1∑ r=0 ∑ |J|=r (−1)^{c(n,r)} ∫ γ_J (z) g(ζ) ∧ H_J (ζ, z)

is a distributional solution to the equation ¯∂u = g. Here, c(n, r) is an integer depending only on the constants n, r, while the sum ranges over all ordered r-tuples J = (j_1, ..., j_r) such that {j_1, ..., j_r} is a size r subset of {1, ..., n}. The complement of J in {1, ..., n} is denoted by {k_1, ..., k_{n−r}}, while the region of integration γ_J (z) is given by γ_J (z) = {ζ ∈ D^n : ζ_{j1} = z_{j1} , ..., ζ_{jr} = z_{jr} , |z_{j1} | ≥ ... ≥ |z_{jr} | ≥ |ζ_{k1} | = ... = |ζ_{kn−r} |} The kernel of integration is the n − r form

H_J (ζ, z) = 1 (2πi)^{n−r} · n−r⋀ s=1 dζ_{ks} ζ_{ks} − z_{ks}

A version of this formula with weights equal to 1 was used in [HP1] to solve an interpolation problem in the polydisc, while a proof of the weighted formula for the more general class of analytic polyhedra appears in [HP2]. According to [HP2], Henkin’s formula gives uniform estimates for the ¯∂−equation in the sup-norm. In addition, Henkin’s formula also yields a bounded solution operator that preserves Hölder regularity for α ∈ (0, 1). Stated precisely, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Let 0 < α < 1 and g ∈ Z^α_{(0,1)}(D^n ) be a ¯∂−closed Hölder−α, (0, 1)−form in the distributional sense. Then Henkin’s solution operator to the ¯∂−equation, restricts to a bounded linear operator

H : Z^α_{(0,1)}(D^n ) → C^α(D^n )

In fact, the solutions produced by Henkin’s formula agrees with the solutions produced by Nijenhuis and Woolf in [NW], and studied by Pan and Zhang in [PZ2], and [Zhang].

Definition 1. (Nijenhui’s and Woolf’s Formula) Let k ≥ 0, k ∈ Z. For any f ∈ C^{k+α}(D), z ∈ D let

T_j [f](z) = 1 2πi ∫ D f(z_1, ..., ζ_j , z_{j+1}, ..., z_n) ζ_j − z_j dζ_j ∧ dζ̄_j

S_j [f](z) = 1 2πi ∫ ∂D f(z_1, ..., ζ_j , z_{j+1}, ..., z_n) ζ_j − z_j dζ_j Let S̃_1 = id, S̃_k = S_{k−1}...S_1, for all 1 < k ≤ n

For any g ∈ Z_{(0,1)}(D^n ), g = ∑ i g_idz̄_i we define

T [g] = n∑ j=1 T_jS̃_j [g_j ]

Remark 1. Direct estimates of the operator norm of T using Nijenhuis and Woolf’s formula suggest that it loses (arbitrarily small) amounts of Hölder regularity. This is due to the fact that the Cauchy integral operators S_j lose Hölder regularity in parameters, as observed in [Tumanov] and [PZ2]. It turns out, however, that T does not lose any Hölder regularity.

In order to show that the solutions to the ¯∂−equation produced by the operators H and T agree, we require the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Given u ∈ C(D̄^n ) and g ∈ C_{(0,1)}(D̄^n ) such that ¯∂u = g there exists a linear operator Φ depending only on n such that u(z) = K[u] + Φ[g]

Here, K[u](z) = 1 (2πi)^n ∫ (∂D)^n u(ζ) ∏_n j=1(ζ_j − z_j ) dζ_1 ∧ ... ∧ dζ_n is the Cauchy torus integral

Proof. We first introduce some notation to simplify the exposition. Let d^nz = dz_1 ∧ ... ∧ dz_n. For any subset {j_1, ..., j_s} of {1, ..., n}, let d^{n−s}_{j1 ,...,js}z̄ = n⋀ j=1, j∉{j_1 ,...,j_s} dz̄_j

Let D̃_j = D if j ∉ {j_1, ..., j_s} ∂D otherwise (1) and define D_{j1 ,...,js} = n∏ j=1 D̃_j

On the set {1, ..., n}, we work modulo n so that n + r = r. In all that follows we let C be an arbitrary constant depending only on n, and Ψ be an arbitrary linear operator depending only on n. Both the symbols C and Ψ will act as local variables, and the same symbols will be used for different constants and operators to simplify the exposition. By the Bochner-Martinelli formula [Henkin], given uniformly continuous u, g on D^n , ¯∂u = g in the distributional sense, we have u(z) = C · ∫ ∂D^n n∑ j=1 (−1)^{j−1}u(ζ) ζ̄_j − z̄_j |ζ − z|^{2n} d^{n−1}_j ζ̄ ∧ d^nζ + Ψ[g] =: C · n∑ j=1 u_j (z) + Ψ[g]

Observe that ζ̄_j − z̄_j |ζ − z|^{2n} = −1 n − 1 ∂ ∂ζ_{j+1} ζ̄_j − z̄_j |ζ − z|^{2n−2}(ζ_{j+1} − z_{j+1}) Therefore

u_j (z) = C · (−1) ∫ D_j u(ζ) ∂ ∂ζ_{j+1} ζ̄_j − z̄_j |ζ − z|^{2n−2}(ζ_{j+1} − z_{j+1}) dζ̄_{j+1} ∧ d^{n−2}_{j,j+1}ζ̄ ∧ d^nζ + Ψ[g]

For fixed z, our integrand is a uniformly continuous form in ζ with uniformly continuous differential. Thus by Stokes’ theorem, we obtain

u_j (z) = C · (−1) ∫ D_{j,j+1} u(ζ) ζ̄_j − z̄_j |ζ − z|^{2n−2}(ζ_{j+1} − z_{j+1}) d^{n−2}_{j,j+1}ζ̄ ∧ d^nζ + Ψ[g] Here, the domain of integration is D_{j,j+1} since the pullback of the form in the integral vanishes on the other components of ∂D_j . By repeating this procedure n − 2 more times, each time observing that ζ̄_j − z̄_j |ζ − z|^{2n−2s} ∏_s r=1(ζ_{j+r} − z_{j+r}) = − 1 (n − s − 1) ∂ ∂ζ_{s+1} ζ̄_j − z̄_j |ζ − z|^{2n−2s−2} ∏_{s+1} r=1(ζ_{j+r} − z_{j+r}) We obtain

u_j (z) = C · (−1)^{(j−1)}(−1)^{(j−1)(n−j)}(−1)^{(n−1)} ∫ (∂D)^n_j u(ζ) ζ̄_j − z̄_j |ζ − z|^2 ∏ r≠j (ζr − zr) d^nζ + Ψ[g]

Here, (∂D )^n_j is the set (∂D )^n with orientation induced by successive applications of the boundary operator beginning with the j’th copy of D in the product. It is clear from inspection that (∂D )^n_j = (−1)^{(j−1)(n−j+1)}(∂D )^n_1 . Therefore,

u_j (z) = C · ∫ T_1 u(ζ) ζ̄_j − z̄_j |ζ − z|^2 ∏ r≠j (ζr − zr) d^nζ + Ψ[g]

Summing over j and noting that n∑ j=1 ζ̄_j − z̄_j |ζ − z|^2 ∏ r≠j (ζr − zr) = 1 ∏_n r=1(ζ_r − z_r)

We see that u(z) = C · K[u](z) + Ψ[g]

Since this equation holds for any u, by considering for example u = 1, we see that C = 1. By taking Φ = Ψ, this concludes the proof.

Corollary 1. There is a canonical solution operator L : Z_{(0,1)}(D̄^n ) → C(D̄^n ) to the ¯∂−equation such that KL = 0. Furthermore, L = H and for all non-negative integers k and 0 < α < 1 we have L|_Zk+α_{(0,1) (D̄n )} = T .

Proof. By Lemma 1, we need only show that KH = 0 and KT = 0. To see the former, fix g ∈ Z_{(0,1)}(D̄^n ), and let d^2ζ_j = dζ̄_j ∧ dζ_j . We note that for |z_1| = ... = |z_n| = 1, H is the sum of terms, each with a region of integration given by some γ_J (z) = {ζ ∈ D^n : ζ_{j1} = z_{j1} , ..., ζ_{jr} = z_{jr} , 1 ≥ |ζ_{k1} | = ... = |ζ_{kn−r} |}

Hence, K[H[g]] is given by K applied to the sum of terms of the form ∫ |ζ_{k1} |=...=|ζ_{kn−r} |≤1 g_{ks} (ζ_{k1} , ...ζ_{kn−r} , z_J ) (ζ_{k1} − z_{k1} )...(ζ_{kn−r} − z_{kn−r} ) dζ_{k1} ∧ ... ∧ d^2ζ_{ks} ∧ ... ∧ dζ_{kn−r} = ∫ |ζ_{ks} |≤1 ( ∫ |ζ_{k1} |=...= ^|ζ_{ks} |=...|ζ_{kn−r} |≤1 g_{ks} (ζ_{k1} , ...ζ_{kn−r} , z_J ) (ζ_{k1} − z_{k1} )... ^ (ζ_{ks} − z_{ks} )...(ζ_{kn−r} − z_{kn−r} ) dζ_{k1} ... ^dζ_{ks} ...dζ_{kn−r} ) d^2ζ_{ks} (ζ_{ks} − z_{ks} ) = T_{ks} [G]

Here, G(z_1, ..., ζ_{ks} , ...., z_n) = ∫ |ζ_{k1} |=...= ^|ζ_{ks} |=...|ζ_{kn−r} |≤1 g_{ks} (ζ_{k1} , ...ζ_{kn−r} , z_J ) (ζ_{k1} − z_{k1} )... ^ (ζ_{ks} − z_{ks} )...(ζ_{kn−r} − z_{kn−r} ) dζ_{k1} ... ^dζ_{ks} ...dζ_{kn−r}

But since S_j T_j = 0 for all j = 0, ...n and K = S_n...S_1, as these operators commute, KT_{ks} [G] = 0. Hence KH[g] = 0. Since g was arbitrary, KH = 0 Likewise, since T [g] = ∑_n j=1 T_jS̃_j [g_j ], we have KT = 0

Remark 2. In light of Corollary 1, we may view both H and T as different formulae for the same canonical solution operator. As such, Pan and Zhang’s analysis of the formula T carry over to Henkin’s formula. Hence we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 1. For all k ≥ 0, k ∈ Z and 0 < α < 1, Henkin’s canonical solution operator H is a bounded linear operator H : Z^{k+α}_{(0,1)}(D^n ) → C(D̄^n )

3 Proof of Theorem 3

Fix g ∈ Z_{(0,1)}(D̄^n ). In order to prove Theorem 3 we make a short digression. Fix a permutation σ of {1, ..., n} and let D_σ denote the open sectors {z ∈ D^n : |z_{σ(1)}| > ... > |z_{σ(n)}|}. For z ∈ D_σ , the only terms in H[g](z) which do not vanish, take the form ∫ |ζ_{k1} |=...=|ζ_{kn−r} |≤|z_{jr} | g_{ks} (ζ_{k1} , ...ζ_{kn−r} , z_J ) (ζ_{k1} − z_{k1} )...(ζ_{kn−r} − z_{kn−r} ) dζ_{k1} ∧ ... ∧ d^2ζ_{ks} ∧ ... ∧ dζ_{kn−r} Here, g = ∑_n i=1 g_idζ̄_j , J = (σ(j_1), ...., σ(j_r )), 1 ≤ j_1 < ... < j_n ≤ n We therefore consider the following linear operator

Definition 2. Let a, b ∈ D , ζ, z ∈ D^q , ζ = (ζ_1, ..., ζ_q ), z = (z_1, ..., z_q), h ∈ C(D^q × D × D ). We write d^2ζ_j for dζ̄_j ∧ dζ_j and define P [h](z, a, b) = ∫ |ζ_1|=...=|ζ_q |≤|a| h(ζ, a, b) (ζ_1 − z_1)...(ζ_q − z_q ) d^2ζ_1 ∧ ... ∧ dζ_q We have the following Lemmas: Lemma 2. For each s ∈ {0, ..., q} let D_s = {(z, a, b) ∈ D^{q+2} : |z_1| < ... < |z_s| < |a| < |z_{s+1}| < ... < |z_q|}, and t ∈ {1, ...q}. Then on any open sector D_s, P [h] is Hölder−α uniformly in the variable z_t, with coefficient independent of z, a, b, and proportional to ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_)

Proof. We first consider the case t = 1. Observe that after ignoring sign changes, P [h](z, a, b) = ∫ |ζ_1 |=...=|ζ_q|≤|a| h(ζ, a, b) (ζ_1 − z_1)...(ζ_q − z_q) d^2ζ_1 ∧ dζ_2 ∧ ... ∧ dζ_q = ∫ |ζ_1 |≤|a| ( ∫ |ζ_2|=...=|ζ_q |=|ζ_1| h(ζ, a, b) (ζ_2 − z_2)...(ζ_q − z_q) dζ_2 ∧ ... ∧ dζ_q ) d^2ζ_1 (ζ_1 − z_1) =: ∫ |ζ_1 |≤|a| H(ζ_1, z_2, ..., z_q, a, b) d^2ζ_1 (ζ_1 − z_1)

Thus the theorem will hold provided we can show H is uniformly bounded with coefficient independent of z, a, b, and proportional to ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_). But this is clear since H(ζ_1, z_2, ..., z_q, a, b) = ∫ |ζ_2 |=...=|ζ_q|=|ζ_1| h(ζ, a, b) (ζ_2 − z_2)...(ζ_q − z_q ) dζ_2 ∧ ... ∧ dζ_q = ∫ |ξ_2 |=...=|ξ_q|=1 h(ζ_1, |ζ_1|ξ_2, ...|ζ_1|ξ_q , a, b) (ξ_2 −^{z2}_{|ζ1|} )...(ξ_q −^{zq}_{|ζ1|} ) dξ_2 ∧ ... ∧ dξ_q

Since the function (ζ_1, ξ_2, ..., ξ_q , a, b) → h(ζ_1, |ζ_1|ξ_2, ...|ζ_1|ξ_q , a, b) is C^α on the region of integration, its Cauchy torus integral is uniformly bounded, so H is uniformly bounded as well. Furthermore, ‖H‖_L∞ ≲ ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}p+q_). Since P [h] is obtained by applying the Cauchy integral on a domain to H, for every 0 < ϵ < 1, P [h](z, a, b) is C^{1−ϵ} in D_s uniformly in z_1. In particular, it is C^α in D_s uniformly in z_1. For t ≠ 1 we observe that ζ_tζ̄_t = ζ_1ζ̄_1, Therefore dζ̄_1 =^{ζt}_{ζ1} dζ̄_t. Hence, after ignoring changes in sign,

P [h](z, a, b) = ∫ |ζ_1|=...=|ζ_q |≤|a| ζ_tζ^{−1}_1 h(ζ, a, b) (ζ_1 − z_1)...(ζ_q − z_q) dζ_1 ∧ ... ∧ d^2ζ_t ∧ ... ∧ dζ_q

The same analysis as before shows that P [h](z, a, b) is C^α in z_t uniformly with coefficient independent of z, a, b, and proportional to ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_).

Lemma 3. On any open sector D_s, P [h] is Hölder−α uniformly in the parameters a, b with coefficient proportional to ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_).

Proof. We first show that P [h] is C^α uniformly in b. Indeed, let ϵ ∈ C . |P [h](z, a, b + ϵ) − P [h](z, a, b)| ≤ ∫ |ζ_1|=...=|ζ_q |≤|a| ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_)|ϵ|^α |ζ_1 − z_1|...|ζ_q − z_q| |d^2ζ_1|...|dζ_q | ≤ ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_)|ϵ|^α ∫_1 0 ∫_{2π} 0 ... ∫_{2π} 0 r^q · dθ_1...dθ_q dr |re^{iθ1} − z_1|...|re^{iθq} − z_q | ≲ ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_)|ϵ|^α ∫_1 0 ∫_{2π} 0 ... ∫_{2π} 0 r^q · dθ_1...dθ_q dr |rθ_1 + |r − |z_1|||...|rθ_q + |r − |z_q||| ≲ ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_)|ϵ|^α ∫_1 0 [ ln (rθ_1 + |r − |z_1||) ]_{2π} 0 ... [ ln (rθ_q + |r − |z_q||) ]_{2π} 0 dr ≲ ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_)|ϵ|^α ∫_1 0 | ln (|r − |z_1||)|....| ln (|r − |z_q||)|dr ≲ ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_)|ϵ|^α ∫_1 0 q∑ i=1 | ln (|r − |z_i||)|^q dr

≲ ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_)|ϵ|^α ∫_1 0 | ln (r)|^qdr ≲ ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_)|ϵ|^α Similarly, we can show P [h] is C^α uniformly in a.

P [h](z, a + ϵ, b) − P [h](z, a, b) = ∫ |ζ_1 |=...=|ζ_q|≤|a+ϵ| h(ζ, a + ϵ, b) − h(ζ, a, b) (ζ_1 − z_1)...(ζ_q − z_q ) d^2ζ_1 ∧ ... ∧ dζ_q + ∫ |a|≤|ζ_1|=...=|ζ_q |≤|a+ϵ| h(ζ, a, b) (ζ_1 − z_1)...(ζ_q − z_q) d^2ζ_1 ∧ ... ∧ dζ_q =: I_1 + I_2

We denote these two terms I_1 and I_2 respectively and control them separately. Repeating the same analysis as we did for b, we see that |I_1| ≲ ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_)|ϵ|^α. Thus we need only control I_2.

|I_2| = | | | ∫_{|a+ϵ|} |a| ∫_{2π} 0 ... ∫_{2π} 0 h(re^{iθ1} , ..., e^{riθq} , a, b) (re^{iθ1} − z_1)...(re^{iθq} − z_q) rdθ_1(ire^{iθ2} dθ_2)...(ire^{iθq} dθ_q )dr | | | ≲ |ϵ| | | | ∫_{2π} 0 ... ∫_{2π} 0 h(|a|e^{iθ1} ...|a|e^{iθq} , a, b) (|a|e^{iθ1} − z_1)...(|a|e^{iθq} − z_q) |a|^qdθ_1(ie^{iθ2} dθ_2)...(ie^{iθq} dθ_q ) | | | ≲ |ϵ| | | | | ∫ |ξ_1|=1 ... ∫ |ξ|=1 h(|a|ξ, a, b)iξ_1 (ξ_1 −^{z1}_{|a|} )...(ξ_q −^{|zq |}_{|a|} ) dξ_1 ∧ ... ∧ dξ_q | | | | ≲ |ϵ| · ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_) Here, the last inequality holds as the function (ζ, a, b) → h(|a|ξ, a, b)iξ_1 is C^α, so that its Cauchy torus integral is bounded, depending only on ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_). Therefore P preserves Hölder−α regularity in the parameters a, b.

These lemmas assemble into the following proposition.

Proposition 2. Let 0 < α < 1, then for any D_s, P : C^α(D^q × D × D ) → C^α(D_s) is a bounded linear operator.

Proof. By the preceding two lemmas, P [h] is C^α in D_s uniformly in each variable z_t and parameters a, b, with coefficient proportional to ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_). Hence ‖P [h]‖_Cα_{(Ds)} ≲ ‖h‖_Cα_{(D}q+2_).

Theorem 3 immediately follows from proposition 2.

Proof. (Theorem 3 ) Observe that the closures of the finitely many open sectors D_σ cover the polydisc D^n . By Proposition 1, H[g] is uniformly continuous on the polydisc D^n . Therefore to show that H : Z^α_{(0,1)}(D^n ) → C^α(D^n ) is a bounded linear operator, we need only show that given C^α datum g, the solution H[g] is C^α on each of the open sectors D_σ, with coefficient proportional to ‖g‖_Cα_{(D}n_). But this follows immediately from Proposition 2.

4 Proof of Theorem 1

Having shown Theorem 3, by Corollary 1, we obtain that for 0 < α < 1, H : Z^α_{(0,1)}(D^n ) → C^α(D^n ) is a bounded linear operator. To complete the proof of Theorem 1, we need only induct on k using Nijenhuis and Wolf’s formula T = H : Z^{k+α}_{(0,1)}(D^n ) → C^{k+α}(D^n )

Proof. (Theorem 1 ) As noted in [Vekua], we may differentiate the singular integral T_j with respect to z_j and z̄_j . From which we obtain ∂ ∂z_j T_j [g](z) = Π_j [g](z) := 1 2πi ∫ D g(z_1, ..., ζ_j , z_{j+1}, ..., z_n) (ζ_j − z_j )^2 dζ_j ∧ dζ̄_j and ∂ ∂z̄_j T_j [g](z) = g

Suppose now T = H : Z^{k+α}_{(0,1)}(D^n ) → C^{k+α}(D^n ) is a bounded linear operator. Fix g ∈ Z^{k+1+α}_{(0,1)} (D^n ). Then, as T is a solution operator to the ¯∂−equation, we have that ¯∂T [g] = g. In addition, for all j = 1, ..., n, ∂ ∂z_j Tj [g](z) = Πj [g](z) and ∂ ∂z_j Sj [g](z) = Sj [ ∂g ∂z_j ](z). Therefore by commuting the differentiation symbol

with the operator when possible, we obtain the formula ∂ ∂z_j T [g](z) = ∑ i≠j T_iS̃_i[ ∂ ∂ζ_j g_i] + Π_jS̃_j [g_j ]

Since k + 1 ≥ 1, we may apply Stokes’ Theorem, to the term Π_jS̃_j [g_j ] as in [Vekua] to obtain

Π_jS̃_j [g_j ] = T_jS̃_j [ ∂ ∂ζ_j g_j ] − 1 2πi ∫ ∂D S̃_j [g_j ](z_1, ..., z_{j−1}, ζ_j , ...z_n) ζ_j − z_j dζ̄_j = T_jS̃_j [ ∂ ∂ζ_j g_j ] + S_j [S̃_j [g_j ] · ζ̄^2_j ]

From which it immediately follows that ∂ ∂z_j T [g](z) = ∑ i T_iS̃_i[ ∂ ∂ζ_j g_i] + S_j [S̃_j [g_j ] · ζ̄^2_j ] = T [ ∂ ∂ζ_j g] + S_j [S̃_j [g_j ] · ζ̄^2_j ]

By the induction hypothesis, ‖T [^∂_{∂ζj} g]‖_Ck+α_{(D}n_) ≲ ‖^∂_{∂ζj} g‖_Ck+α_{(D)} ≲ ‖g‖_Ck+1+α_{(D)} . Furthermore, for all j, g_j ∈ C^{k+1+α}(D^n ) we have ‖S_j [S̃_j [g_j ] · ζ̄^2_j ]‖_Ck+α ≲ ‖g_j ‖_Ck+1+α as the Cauchy integral loses arbitrarily small amounts of Hölder regularity in parameters. This completes the induction.

References

[Henkin] Henkin, G. M. The method of integral representations in complex analysis. (Russian) Current problems in mathematics. Fundamental directions, Vol. 7, 23–124, 258, Itogi Nauki i Tekhniki, Akad. Nauk SSSR, Vsesoyuz. Inst. Nauchn. i Tekhn. Inform., Moscow, (1985).

[HP1] Henkin, G. M. and Polyakov, P. L. Prolongement des fonctions holomorphes borné d’une sous-variété du polydisue, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris, Vol. 298 (1984), 221–224.

[HP2] Henkin, G. M. and Polyakov, P. L. Integral formulas for solution of the ∂-equation, and interpolation problems in analytic polyhedra. (Russian) Trudy Moskov. Mat. Obshch. 53 (1990), 130–170, 260–261; translation in Trans. Moscow Math. Soc. (1991), 135–175.

[SH] Sergeev, A. G. and Henkin, G. M. Uniform estimates of the solutions of the ¯∂-equation in pseudoconvex polyhedra. (Russian) Mat. Sb. (N.S.) 112(154) (1980), no. 4(8), 522–567.

[NW] Nijenhuis, A. and Woolf, W.B. Some integration problems in almost-complex and complex manifolds. Ann. of Math. (2) 77 (1963), 424–489.

[PZ1] Pan, Y. and Zhang, Y. Hölder estimates for the ¯∂ problem for (p, q) forms on product domains. Internat. J. Math. 32 (2021), no. 3, Paper No. 2150014, 20 pp.

[PZ2] Pan, Y. and Zhang, Y. Cauchy singular integral operator with parameters in log-Hölder spaces. (English summary) J. Anal. Math. 145 (2021), no. 1, 357–379.

[Tumanov] Tumanov, A. On the propagation of extendibility of CR functions. Complex analysis and geometry (Trento, 1993), 479–498, Lecture Notes in Pure and Appl. Math., 173, Dekker, New York, (1996).

[Vekua] Vekua, I. N. Generalized analytic functions. Pergamon Press, London-Paris-Frankfurt; Addison-Wesley Publishing Company, Inc., Reading, Mass. (1962) xxix+668 pp.

[Zhang] Zhang, Y. Optimal Hölder regularity for the ¯∂ problem on product domains in C^2 . To appear at Proceedings of the AMS.