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SUPREMUM ESTIMATES FOR. 0
ON BOUNDED CONVEX DOMAINS IN C?

ABSTRACT. For every bounded convex domain Q C C2?, we give a bounded distributional
solution of du = f for every distributionally d-closed form f € LG5 1y(€2). The solution satisfies
lt|loo < Callflloo, where Cq > 0 depends only on Q. The estimate follows from holomorphic
localization of Leray rows and boundary cancellation.

1. INTRODUCTION

On smoothly bounded strictly pseudoconvex domains, Henkin [13] and, independently,
Grauert-Lieb [11] obtained sup-norm estimates by integral representation. Pseudoconvexity
alone gives a different picture even in dimension two. Berndtsson [2] constructed a smoothly
bounded pseudoconvex Hartogs domain and a closed (0, 1)-form, continuous on its closure, for
which every solution is unbounded.

The Levi form of a convex domain may be degenerate. Range [17] established Holder
estimates on bounded convex domains in C? with real-analytic boundary. Fefferman-Kohn [5]
obtained local Holder estimates for the canonical solution near finite-type boundary points of
smoothly bounded pseudoconvex domains in C2. On smoothly bounded convex domains of
finite type m in C", Diederich-Fischer-Fornaess [4] and Cumenge [3] obtained solutions with
Holder exponent 1/m for bounded closed data.

Range [19] obtained an estimate in bounded mean oscillation, measured with respect to
volume, for an integral solution operator on smooth convex domains in C2. His subsequent
survey [20] records the LP estimates for 1 < p < oo alongside the volume-BMO bound.

Supremum estimates are also available on several classes of convex domains of infinite type.
Fornaess—TLee—Zhang [8] proved sup-norm estimates on particular convex domains of infinite
type, including a bidisc rounded with an exponential profile of exponent 0 < o < 1. Khanh [15]
extended this approach to convex models whose profiles satisfy logarithmic integrability
conditions; under those conditions, he also obtained estimates with an associated generalized
Holder modulus. On the bidisc, Henkin [14] obtained the supremum estimate for data of class
C! up to the boundary. For products of bounded planar domains with C? boundary, Yuan [21]
proved an LP estimate for the canonical solution for every 1 < p < oc.

The difficulty in the general case already arises at smooth boundary points where a complex
tangent line has contact of infinite order. At such a point no positive power of the tangential
distance gives a uniform lower bound for the separation from the supporting plane along that
line.

Range [20, Problem 4] asked in his 1995 survey whether L' and L™ estimates for 0 hold
on convex domains in C2. Fornzess-Kim [7, Problem 3] later asked whether C! regularity
of the boundary of a bounded convex domain Q C C? suffices for a supremum estimate.
Fornzess—Lee-Zhang [8, p. 496] posed it for smooth convex domains and C!(Q) data; their
preprint [9, p. 1] uses arbitrary bounded convex domains and distributionally closed L> data.
The theorem below establishes the supremum estimate in this distributional setting.
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2 SUPREMUM ESTIMATES ON CONVEX DOMAINS

For f = f1 dz; + f2 dZa, write || || for the essential supremum of the Euclidean norm of
its coeflicient vector. Closedness means that 0z, fo = 0z, f1 in distributions.

Theorem 1.1. For every bounded convex domain Q C C? there is a constant Cq > 0 such

that every O-closed form f € LG 1)(9) admits a solution u € L () with

du=f mD(Q), |ulx<Callflls.

For each k > 1 there is a constant C, > 0, depending only on x, such that one can take
Cq = RC,, whenever B(p,a) C Q C B(p,R) and R/a < k.

Every bounded convex domain satisfies the ball conditions of the theorem for some center
and radii. In particular, Theorem 1.1 answers Problem 3 of Forneess-Kim [7] and the L> part
of Range’s Problem 4 [20]. The quantitative estimate is uniform after fixing the outer radius
and an upper bound for R/a.

On a smooth strongly convex approximation, the proof uses a Cauchy—Fantappie represen-
tation in the form of the Leray—Koppelman formula for differential forms [16, 18]. A mixed
boundary form couples a generating form adapted to the domain to the Bochner—Martinelli
form. Gong [10] records both the mixed form and the resulting boundary and volume integrals.

At a source point ¢ on the smooth boundary, a normalized Leray row £((, Z) is a covector,
holomorphic in the target Z, whose contraction with Z — { equals one. In two complex
dimensions the boundary term in the solution formula is linear in this row. When the boundary
is nearly flat, the usual row obtained by dividing the complex normal by the supporting linear
form can be large even at sources some distance from the target. At each horizontal scale,
the mean height of a disk above its complex tangent plane determines the vertical size of the
plates. The associated plates control the variation of the normal, while a packing estimate
bounds the number of separated plates that can meet a narrow range of the supporting linear
form. Two supporting slopes separated by an amount comparable to the disk height divided
by its radius yield entire factors that suppress distant sources while preserving holomorphicity
in the target. A radial holomorphic difference decomposition then corrects the localized row to
restore its contraction.

Closedness of the data enters through the cancellation in the boundary integral. For a
support function G with A = ®G > 0, the identity

-1, A1 o A4
G+ G +2AG Yele?
separates an integrable boundary term from a term to which Stokes’ formula applies. A partial
Legendre transform yields a positive divergence identity that controls the required weighted
integral of 442/|G|3. The frequency localization used in the holomorphic row is retained in
the extension to the interior. Differentiation brings in first derivatives of the normal, whose
weighted integrals are controlled by convexity. The resulting solution bound is controlled by
the chart sizes, buffers, slopes, and cutoff bounds. These quantities remain uniform along the
approximating domains, which permits passage to the original domain.

Section 2 derives the phase pushforward estimates and the curvature bounds associated with
the plate decomposition. The localized Leray row is constructed in Section 3, where boundary
cancellation and the uniform approximation argument complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2. PHASE PUSHFORWARD AND CURVATURE INTEGRALS

Lebesgue measure on C? is denoted by dV and planar area by dA. All scalar products
between complex rows and displacements below are bilinear. For real horizontal vectors the
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dot denotes the Euclidean scalar product. Write 0, = (0, — i0y)/2 and 0z = (0, + i9,)/2 for
z=z+ 1.

A smooth domain is called strongly convex here when the real second fundamental form
of its boundary is positive definite. Suppose for now that D € C? has smooth boundary and
that f is smooth and closed on a neighborhood of D. Assume that the row £ = (£1, L2) has
coefficients in C1*°(0D x D), with one source derivative and arbitrary target derivatives, is
holomorphic in Z and satisfies

L, 7) - (Z-C) = 1. (2.1)
For E = (e,b) = Z — (, write
Loe — L1b
The row —L is normalized against ( — Z. The Leray—Koppelman formula [18, Ch. IV,
Theorem 3.6], in the mixed-form notation of Gong [10, egs. (2.4)—(2.6)], gives

u(Z)=u(2)+ 15 [ TE D NG NG

1 3 b
UO(Z):ﬂLW

(2.2)
dv(¢),

and Ou = f in D. Holomorphicity in Z and f = 0 remove the remaining terms of the
homotopy formula. In complex dimension two the source component of the mixed form is
—J d¢; A d¢a/(47%); the boundary minus sign in that formula gives the positive coefficient in
(2.2), with the outward boundary orientation. Integration of |E|~3 in four dimensions gives
Juolloe < € diam(D)]|f e

Local normalized rows may be added using a smooth partition of unity depending only on
the source. Under a unitary coordinate change ¢/ = U(, the row in the new coordinates is
LU*, and J gains the factor det U, since both rows in the determinant transform by right
multiplication by U*. The form d{; A d{s gains the factor det U, so their product is invariant.
Thus each chart integral can be estimated in its own unitary coordinates.

For the geometric estimates, assume in addition that D is convex and its boundary has
positive definite real second fundamental form. To estimate the boundary kernel, use a unitary
chart in which the source is (s,7), with v = P(s,t) + it, s = x + iy and t € R. The domain
locally lies on the side ¢ > P(s, ). We work on compact subboxes of a larger convex
parameter box on which P is smooth with positive definite real Hessian. These conditions
hold for the smooth strongly convex domains used in the approximation. The covectors of
the tangent planes support the whole convex domain. The estimates are uniform over targets
Z = (z,w) anywhere in D. Write X = (z,y,t), dX = dAs dt and

e=z—s, b=w—vy, r=lel, c=P,—iPy, q=DP, p=1+iq, V =c/p,
l=(-c¢p), F=b— Ve, G=1-(e,b)=pF = A+1Y.

Thus A > 0 is the unnormalized real supporting-plane gap. If a formula involves < or =, its
constants may depend on a bound for |V P|, the sizes of the buffered chart and the bounding
ball, and any fixed exponents displayed in it. The estimates hold uniformly in the target, the
scales and all smooth models with these chart bounds. For annular estimates, r ~ R means
R/2 <r <2R.

The component of the boundary correction in these coordinates has the exact decomposition,
for e # 0,

(2.3)

Lo b

S TRy

(2.4)
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Multiplication by e(r? + |b|?) and (2.1) give the identity. The second term has uniformly
bounded absolute integral on the graph. Indeed, with ¢, = Sw, its absolute value is at most
C/[r(r+|t—t.|)]. On bounded parameter intervals the integral in ¢ is at most C'(1+log™ (1/7))/r.
The remaining planar integral is finite uniformly in z, and the graph area element is bounded
by a constant times d.X.

Lemma 2.1. On a buffered graph as above, the following estimates hold.
(i) The supporting-plane gap satisfies

A2 dX
/,«NR [GE . <CR (2.5)
(ii) Form >1 and N > 0,
/ (14 N|F)™"dX < CuR?/N. (2.6)

Both integrals are restricted to the source subboz.

Proof. Write w = uy + it.. We first perform the calculation for a globally smooth, superlinear
convex P with positive definite Hessian and P(z,t.) < us. The reduction of the local case to
this calculation is given at the end of the proof.

For each fixed s, strict monotonicity and superlinear growth make ¢t — g = P;(s, t) a bijection
of R onto R. The inverse function ¢ = (s, q) gives the partial Legendre transform

Q(SaQ) = P(Svt) — qt, Qq = —t, g = VSQ = VP,
where the gradients in s are real two-dimensional gradients. Differentiating P;(s,t(s,q)) = ¢
yields
LO:_Qqqzl/Ptt>07 H:QSS:PSS_PStPtS/Ptt 20
Evaluating D?P on (v, —P,sv/Py) gives the last inequality. With Jy the positive quarter-turn
in the horizontal plane, the real vector h = s — z has a unique representation h = (I + ¢Jp)o.
Write p = |o|, a = Jpo. In these coordinates

rT=t—ti+a-g, A=u,—qti+h-g—Q, Y =qA— (1+¢*)r.

Expansion of B(w — ) + ch, together with (Jy + ¢I)h = (1 + ¢?).Joo, gives the last identity.
In particular SF = —7, and |G| =< (A% + 72)%/2 on bounded ¢-intervals. The two changes of
variables give
dX = (1+¢*) Lo dA, dq. (2.7)

In fact the first change of variables is in ¢ at fixed s, with derivative Lg. At fixed ¢ the
horizontal change has determinant 1 4 ¢2.

(i) In the following identities, a g-derivative holds o fixed. A radial derivative holds ¢ and
the direction of o fixed. Since s, = a and ps, = h, differentiation gives

Tq:_Qqq_Qqs'a+a'Q3q+H[a7a] :LO+H[a7a]a
pTp=—Qqs-h+a-g+ Hla,h),
Ag=t—ti+h -Qsq+ Hlh,a] =7 — p1, +2H][h, a],

pA, = HIh,hl.
Writing S = A% + 72, these relations imply
A A3 4+ A’Lg+ H[Aa — Th, Aa — Th
0y + 0,24 - A+ Aot Hlda = 7h, Aa — 7h) (2.8)

NRAv 53/2 :
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Indeed, multiplication of the left side by $3/2 gives
A2Tq —ATA, + AS + pTzAp — pATT,.

The two terms involving 7, cancel on substitution. All terms on the right of (2.8) are
nonnegative. Integration at a fixed angle on [p1, pa] x [— My, My] consequently gives

p2 Mo A2L0
Z 9 dg dp < 2(py — 2 Mo po.
/pl /_MO g dadp < (p2 — p1) + 2Mop2

Here |7]/v/S < 1 and 0 < A/v/S < 1. Choose My greater than the local bound for |g|. The
image of the source annulus lies in such a rectangle with p; = R/(21/1+ M2) and ps = 2R.
Since r = /1 + ¢2p, polar coordinates in (2.7) give

dX
—— =/1+4+¢% Ly dp dv dgq.

Integration in angle proves (2.5).
(ii) The image of the physical annulus is contained in {|o| < 2R} x [—~My, Mp]. Since 1 + ¢*
is bounded there and |F| > |7|, (2.7) gives

Mo
/ (L N|F) X < C/l /M (14 N|7|)"™Lo dg dA,
re —ivio

o|<2R
< CnR?*/N.

At fixed o, the map ¢ — 7 has derivative at least Lg. The inner integral is therefore at most
2/((m — 1)N), which gives the last inequality.

To pass to a graph restricted to a box, take the supremum of its affine tangent functions
over a compact convex box whose interior contains the source subbox. This gives a globally
Lipschitz convex extension equal to P on that box. Each of those affine functions is a global
support for D. At (z,t.) the extension is at most u, — dist(Z,9D), by testing the vertical
radius of the open ball about Z in D. Add a nonnegative convex function which vanishes on
a ball containing the larger box and (z,t,) and grows quadratically at infinity, for example
the squared distance to that ball. Smooth by positive convolution and add €| X|?, with the
convolution radius and e tending to zero. On the source subbox the result converges in C! to
P. At the fixed target its value stays below wu, for all sufficiently small parameters. Thus all
tangent-plane gaps of these global smooth functions are positive. Their g-ranges on the source
box are bounded by a common My, and the bounds just proved depend only on My and the
annulus. Fatou’s lemma on the original physical annulus gives both assertions. O

The plate covering uses a common upper bound Mp for | DP| on the smooth strongly convex
graph. All chart cutoffs have compact support in a smaller coordinate box. We use a horizontal
scale 0 < £ < £y < 1, with £y small compared with the distance between the boxes. For the
sole purpose of evaluating a height outside the larger box, extend P to the supremum of its
supporting affine functions there. This gives a convex Mp-Lipschitz function on R? which
agrees with P in the box. Every tangent plane used below is taken in the original smooth
graph.

At a horizontal center xg and vertical coordinate T', the disk average is

(=) [ 1) ad,.

lyl<¢
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With a4 = max(a,0), the disk height is
T) = inf (B : .
WT) = nf (Br(},-)+)e

The dependence on @ and ¢ is understood. At a smooth center write Ay = V(zg,T) and
fBr =1+ iP(zq,T). Its supporting plane gives Br(\,y) > R[fr(Ar — A)y]. The functional
being minimized is continuous and is at least 2¢|57||A — Ar|/(37), so it tends to infinity with
|A| and attains its infimum. Every minimizing slope Apin satisfies

O Amin — M| < CR(T).

The competitor A = 0 gives h(T) < Mpl. Since the functions By are (1 + Mp)¢-Lipschitz in
A, comparison with Ay, gives

MT) < (Br(Ar,)e < CW(T),  0<Br(Ar,y) < CW(T) (jy| <{/2). (2.9)

Indeed the last integrand is nonnegative and convex. Its value at y is at most its mean on
the disk of radius ¢/2 about y, which is at most four times its mean on the full disk. Strong
convexity gives h(T) > 0 at every center in use. At every T, including those outside the box,
h is 2M p-Lipschitz by comparison of the same competitors.

For two smooth centers T, U on the same vertical line, the support at U tested at (zg +
y, T+ S(Ary)) gives

%E!BU\ IAr — Au| < CW(T) + P(zg,T) — P(zq,U) — qu(T - U), qu = Pi(zq,U).
Here y ranges over the half disk in (2.9). Interchanging the two centers and adding proves
Udr = Aol < CEA(T) + h(U) + (ar — au)(T — U)}. (2.10)
In particular the last term may be replaced by 2Mp|T — U]|.

Lemma 2.2. There are fixed constants ag, kg > 0, depending only on the common chart
bounds, such that for every 0 < £ < {y there is a smooth nonnegative partition xq,; = XQ¥Q,:
on a neighborhood of the chart cutoff, with bounded overlap. The horizontal supports have
radius ol about xg and bounded multiplicity. Writing hy = h(t;), A\i = A\y;, the support of xq.i
is contained in the plate

E; ={(s,t) : |s —zq| < apl, |t —t;i — S(\i(s —xq))| < Kohi}.
Throughout E;,
[V(s,t) — A\il < Ch;/¢, Iv(s,t) —v(zQ,ti) — Xi(s — zg)| < Ch,. (2.11)

The partition satisfies |Dxqgi| < C/h;. At successive scales { and (/K , with K sufficiently
large depending only on Mp and the covering constants, intersecting fine and coarse plates

satisfy hﬁne < hcoarse/4-

Proof. Use a square lattice of mesh agf/4 for the centers xg. Translate a fixed nonnegative
radial bump of (s —xzg)/(af), equal to one on the half disk and supported in the disk of radius
3/4. Divide by the sum of all translates. At every point of the working patch the denominator
is at least one and at most a fixed number of translates are nonzero. This gives the weights x¢
with |Dxq| < C/¢ and support compactly contained in the indicated disk. For each @ take a
closed vertical interval J containing the vertical projection of the cutoff neighborhood, with a
buffer larger than 2Mpagpl at either end. The larger box contains these intervals and all disks
of radius ¢ about their centers with slopes Ar. For estimates involving vertical integration it
is convenient to reserve a further fixed buffer in the larger box. These choices are possible
uniformly by reducing £.



SUPREMUM ESTIMATES ON CONVEX DOMAINS 7

Choose a maximal disjoint family of intervals I? = (t; — 0h;, t; + 0h;) with centers in J. It
is finite because h has positive minimum on J in each fixed model at a fixed scale. Maximality
gives, for every T' € J, a center satisfying

|T —t;| < 6(h(T) + hy).

If 2Mpo is small, Lipschitz continuity gives h(7T") < h;. For y = s — z¢ the continuous map
T — T + S(Ary) moves each endpoint of J by at most Mpagl. Its image therefore covers the
vertical projection under consideration. For a preimage T of ¢, (2.10) gives

[t —t; — S(Niy)| < C(6 + ap)h;.

First choose kg > 0 small in terms of Mp, then choose g, d small enough to make the last
bound at most kgh;/2. This construction applies also to cells meeting the edge of the cutoff.
If two plates for the same @ intersect, (2.10) yields
|ti — tj’ S Iio(hi + hj) + COéo(hi + hj + |ti - tj‘).

With the preceding choices, [t; —t;| < C(ko+ ag)(h; + h;) and the Lipschitz bound on h gives
hi < hj. Their disjoint cores lie in an interval of length O(h;) whenever the plates contain a
common point. This bounds the multiplicity. Choose a smooth bump of the normalized sheared
vertical coordinate which equals one for modulus at most k¢/2 and vanishes for modulus at
least 3k¢/4. Division by the sum of these bumps within the same Q gives ¢ ; wherever xg
is needed. The sum is at least one, its active terms have comparable heights, and |\;| < Mp.
Differentiation gives the claimed derivative bound since h; < Mp/.

In the coordinates y = s — zq, u =t —t; — I(\;y) the excess over the support at (zq,t;) is

Uy, u) = P(zq +y, ti + S(\iy) + u) — Pzq, ti) — R(Xiy) — qiu.
It is convex and nonnegative. Equation (2.9) and vertical Lipschitz continuity give
Uly,u) < Clhi+ul)  (jyl < £/2).
Differences over horizontal segments of length ¢/4 in the inner disk therefore yield
[DyU| < C(hi +[ul)/€ (lyl < £/4).
In complex notation,
Uy, — iUy, = B(s,t)(V(s,t) — ). (2.12)

Also y(s,t) —v(zq,ti) — A\iy = U(y,u) + (g; + i)u. These facts give (2.11).
Use subscripts f,p for intersecting fine and coarse plates and take a common point (s, ).
Equation (2.11) gives

[Ar = Al < Clhy /s + hy/lp).
The displacement d =ty —t, — (A, (2 — x)) consequently satisfies
|d| < ko(hy + hp) + |Af = Aplaoly < C(hy+ hy).

Here x¢,x, are the horizontal centers. The disk about x ¢ of radius £ lies in |s — x,| < €,/4,
since |xf — xp| < ag(p + {¢) and K can be fixed large. Use )\, as a competitor at (xy,t5).
The resulting residual is the horizontal increment of the coarse U(:,d) from zy — x, at fixed d.
The preceding horizontal gradient bound gives

hy < C4/6)(hy + ).
Taking K > 5C gives the asserted contraction. O



8 SUPREMUM ESTIMATES ON CONVEX DOMAINS

Lemma 2.3. Associated with each plate E; are two fived boundary points X; = (sj,fy(sj,t;-)),
j = 0,1. The first is its center, and the second lies on the tangent disk parametrized by
s —aql < L andt = t; + S(Ni(s — xq)). Their slopes V; = V(s;,t;) and support rows
lj = (—¢j, Bj) satisfy
Vi — V| < hi/¢, |V(s,t) = V| < Ch;/¢,
0 < R[l; - (¢ — Xj)] < Chy, Rl - (Z - = -Ch;
for (s,t) € E;, ¢ = (s,7(s,t)), and every interior target Z.

Proof. The mean of the central tangent excess U(y,0) is at least h;. On a radius reaching a
point where U(y,0) > h;, convexity gives a radial derivative at that point of at least h;/¢. The
gradient vanishes at zero. Along this radius its norm first reaches h;/(2¢) at some y;. The
second point lies over (zg + y1,t; + S(Niy1)). Equation (2.12) and 1 < || < 1+ Mp prove
the separation. The other slope estimate follows from (2.11). The excess at the central point
over the second support is

R[l1 - (Xo — X1)] = DyU(y1,0) - y1 — U(y1,0) < hy/2.

From X to ¢ the second coordinate increment is \;(s —xg) + O(h;) by (2.11). Applying either
row costs at most C(¢|V; — A\;| + h;). Both lower support inequalities follow from convexity,
first at ¢ and then at Z. O

Fix @ and a target Z = (z,w). For the estimates over this cell, write ng = 1+ |zg — 2|/¢
and S; = h; + infg, |F|. The sums run over plates for this one horizontal cell. The reference
points below are selected for each pair (@), Z). The plate partitions and the nodes in Lemma 2.3
are fixed before choosing Z.

Lemma 2.4. The plate family over Q satisfies the following packing estimates.
(i) There are at most Cng points Ty, € J and an assignment of each plate to one of them
such that
hy + |t — T — S(Ae(s — 2@))| < CngS; ((s,t) € Ey), (2.13)
where hy, = h(Ty) and A\ = A,
(ii) The plate heights satisfy
> (hi/Si)? < Cnd,. (2.14)

(2
Proof. (i) Equation (2.11) and |z — s| < ngf on E; give
lw—y(xqg,ti) — (2 — zg) M| < CongS;.

Indeed the difference between the quantity inside the modulus and F' is O(ngh;) at every
point of the plate. Consider the intervals

J; = [ti - CanSi,ti + CanSi] nJ.
Since their centers belong to J, clipping them to .J preserves pairwise intersection. Two disjoint
members satisfy
d= |7fi — 75j| > Can(Si + SJ)
Subtracting the imaginary parts of the preceding bounds then gives
‘Z—xQH/\i—)\j‘ Zd/2 (Cl 2200).
In particular disjointness is impossible for z = xg. Otherwise (2.10) and h; + h; < d/(Cing)
give
(¢ — q5)sgn(ti — tj) > ¢/ng
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after increasing C, because ¢/|z—xg| > 1/ng. Partition [-Mp, Mp] into at most 2+4Mpng/c
intervals of length at most ¢/(2n¢g) and group the plates by their ¢; values. Within each group
the J; intersect pairwise. The one-dimensional Helly property gives a common point T, € J:
the largest left endpoint belongs to every interval in the group. Assign each plate to the point
of its group. The assignment satisfies

‘ti — T*‘ S ClTLQSi.
The Lipschitz bound for A and (2.10) therefore yield
he < CngS;, UNi — M| < CngS;.

The plate inequality now gives (2.13).
(ii) We first establish the height integral

— = du<C. 2.15
e S 219
Use the same slope A, as a competitor at every Ty + w. For |y| < ¢ write r, = |y|/¢,

=(1 ry) /2, and ¢ = y/(1—a). The map y — v takes the disk onto itself and has Jacobian
4/ (1+mry)% € [1 /2,4]. The point tested by this competitor is the convex combination, with
weights 1 —a, a, of (xQ+y’,T* +3(\y')) and (2@, Tx +u/a). Thus, with p(u) = P(zq, Tk +u),
BT*+U()‘*5 y)+ < (1 - a’)BT* (A*vy,) +D ( )
Da(u) = (1 —a)p(0) + ap(u/a) — p(u) =
The first term has mean at most Ch, by the Jacobian bound and (2. ) Its integral against
(hs + |u|)~2 is bounded. For the second term write v(u) = p(u) — p(0). For 0 < b < B,

B D, (u) Bla u(u) b/a o(u)
/b 2 du—/B .2 du—/b 2 du.

The bounded increasing quotients v(u)/u have limits p’(0+) and p’(400) at the two ends of
the positive half-line. Applying the same identity to p(—u) yields

Da(u)
<
/R =2 du < 2Mplog(1/a)
The disk mean of log(1/a) is 2f0 rlog(2/(1 —r)) dr < co. Tonelli’s theorem proves (2.15).
On I?, h(T) < h; and, for its assigned point, h. + |T — T < CngS;. Since |I?| = 25h,,

restricting (2.15) to the disjoint cores assigned to one point gives 3 (h;/S;)? < an?. Summing

over the points proves (2.14). O
Lemma 2.5. The plates over each Q) satisfy
DV (s, )] 9
dA, dt < C L. 2.16
Z/ hi + [F (s, t )l < Ongp Ve (2.16)

Here D denotes the full real derivative in (s,t). The constant is uniform over the smooth
models with the common chart bounds.

Proof. At an assigned point T take the coordinates y = s — zq, u =t — T — I(A\sy) and let
U be the excess over the supporting plane as in the proof of Lemma 2.2. In these coordinates
U is nonnegative and convex, |[DU| < C, and U(y,0) < Ch, for |y| < £/2. We integrate in a
fixed u-interval about zero containing the assigned plates for |y| < apf. Such an interval is
obtained by translating J by —T} and enlarging either end by C'(Mp){ to cover both the tilt
and the plate widths. The chart buffer allows this interval for all |y| < ¢/2 and its length is
uniformly bounded.
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For |y| < ¢/4 and any horizontal unit vector v, the support at (y,u), tested at (y £ ¢v/4,0),
gives
LD, U(y,w)| < Cohs + ul(y,u) — Uy, v). (2.17)
In particular |DyU| < C(hy + |u])/¢. With y fixed, suppress it in the notation. For b > 0 in
the working interval, integration by parts gives

b Cohy +ulU'(u) — U(u) Cob

- =2

/0 (e + )2 du=7 +b+( h/
<C,

because 0 < U(b) < C(hs +b). Applying (2.17) and reflecting the negative half interval

therefore yields
[ DyU(y, u)|
/ (et )2 = ¢/
on the entire vertical line segment.
Take a nonnegative horizontal cutoff supported in |y| < £/4 and equal to one on |y| < ap/,
with gradient bounded by C/¢. Write p = tr Uy, > 0. Integration by parts against this cutoff,
followed by the line estimate, gives

W
——— dA4, du < C.
/y|<aoe (P + [u)?

All subsequent double integrals are over this inner cylinder, with measure dA4, du. The same
cutoff and |D,U| < C give [ u < Cl: the horizontal gradient of the cutoff has L! norm O(¢),
and the vertical interval has bounded length. Consequently

i = g >1/2 (fu)" <ovi

Convexity on each vertical line and boundedness of U, give [ Uy, < Cf?. As |Uyu|2 < puUyu,
Cauchy—Schwarz and the pointwise consequence of (2.17) yield, respectively,

Nl /‘D WUl
ha + [u] + |ul

Throughout the reference cylinder, (2.12) with the fixed slope A, reads
q=q«+ Uy, V:)\*‘Finl _BZUW-

Differentiation throughout this cylinder gives
|DV| < C(trUyy + [Uyu| + [DyU|Unu)

because |D,U]| is bounded, || > 1, and both the shear and its inverse have bounded norms.
The change of variables has determinant one. Consequently, on the reference cylinder,
|DV|
ha + Jul

dA, du < CV1.

On an assigned plate, (2.13) gives
(hi +|F)™" < Cng/(hs + |u)).
Bounded plate multiplicity and the O(ng) reference points now give (2.16). O
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The packing estimate also controls derivatives of the partition. For R/2 < r < 2R, m > 3,
and dyadic N > ¢/h;, the factor (1 4+ N|F|)~2 is at most C(h;/S;)? throughout E;. For the
remaining factor, (2.6) with exponent m — 2 > 1 bounds its integral on the shell by C,, R?/N,
even after the plate restriction is dropped. Summation over these frequencies yields

(1+ N|F|)™™ dA, dt < CpuR%*hi(hi/S;)?. (2.18)

Norh; /Em{R/2<r<2R}

3. LOCALIZED LERAY ROWS AND BOUNDARY CANCELLATION

Retain the notation of (2.3) on a smooth strongly convex domain D, with X = (s,t),
Z = (z,w) and E = (e,b) = (2 — s,w — 7). The local construction takes place on a fixed
source parameter patch 4/ C R3 with compact closure in the larger graph box, covered by the
partitions of Lemma 2.2. All unqualified boundary integrals in this section are over . The
estimates for the local construction depend only on the slope and chart bounds and on the
fixed parameters of the plate construction.

The two supporting rows associated with a plate ¢ of nominal radius ¢; and height h; are
lij = (—c¢ij, Bij), 7 = 0,1, from Lemma 2.3. Their slopes are Vj; = ¢;j/Bij, Bij = 1 + ig;;. For
d >0 let

Eqs=(e,b—d), Yi(d)=(—-1j) Eqy M=G+}pd, ni =1+r/l;.

On a plate over @), the quantities n; and ng = 1+ |xg — z|/{; are comparable, uniformly in the
source and target. At successive radii ¢, = K/;, the pointwise quantities satisfy n, < n; < Kn,,.
Choose a nonnegative ¢ € C2°((1/4,1/2)) of integral one. The functions

1

:/gp(u)e“ydu, O, (Ey) = H ¥ (aYi;(d)/hi)

are entire in their displayed complex arguments, with ®;(0) = 1. Here a > 0 is fixed. We
choose a fixed Cj sufficiently large below. Let n be smooth, nondecreasing, zero on [0, 1], and
one on [2,00). Write n;(v) = n(vh;/Ch).

Lemma 3.1. Fiz a plate i. For every source whose boundary projection X = (s,t) belongs to
E;, every target Z € D, and every depth d > 0, the packet has the following bounds.
(i) For every m >0, if |G| < h; and d =0, then |®;(E)| < Cpn; ™.
(ii) For m,k >0 and N > 0 with Nh; > Cy/2, suppose g is smooth with compact support
in [N/2,2N] and |gV)| < BN~ for 0 < j <J, with J sufficiently large in terms of
m, k. For any fixed integer p > 0,

’@i(Ed)Z / g(W)(wAPe ™M dy| < CNemaN A+ p=mq 4 N|F|)~k, (3.1)

The constant depends also on p and the B;. The same estimate holds with a single
packet, or with any one of its factors 1 replaced by '. At d = 0 it holds for the
exponential with G in place of M.

(iii) Under the conditions of (ii), for ¢ =~y +d and T = 05 or g in the independent physical
coordinates (s, &), the left side of (3.1) with T(®;(E4)?) in place of ®;(Ey)? is bounded
by its right side times

Chiy Y{r|VxV|+ (IF| + d)|Vxql}.
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Proof. Since X € E;, the supporting plane bounds in Lemma 2.3 give RY;;(0) < A + Ch;,.
Since Y;j(d) —Y;;(0) = —i(q — ¢i;)d, the same bound holds at depth d. For each fixed b1, j1 > 0,

integration by parts j; times against e*¥ in the integral for (1) gives

[ (y)] < Coy gy ™ OTI2(14 [y) =
We use the integral directly for |y| < 1. A product of at most four factors grows at most as
Cexp(2aA/h;). The choice Cy > 64a ensures 2aA/h; < NA/16 whenever Nh; > Cj/2; thus
e~ N(A+d)/2 ahsorbs this growth. We also require Cpy > 2sup, hj, so all true cutoffs vanish for

v < 2. These requirements involve only the common chart bounds and the fixed parameter a.
At d = 0 the identity

Yi;i(0) =i(q — qij)F + Bij(Vij — Ve
and |Vjo — Vi1| 2 h;/¢; show that

n; <C (1 +|F|/hi +d/h; —i—max\}/;j(d)]/hi) .
J

Indeed at least one node satisfies |V;; — V| 2 h;/¢;. This proves (i). For (i), RM = A+ d and
|M| =< |F| +d, since d < RM and |G| < |M|+ |5|d. Direct integration for N|M| < 1 and J
integrations by parts against e~ otherwise give

‘/g(v)(UA)pe_”M dv

The compact support eliminates every endpoint term. Since (|F|+d)/h; < N|M]|, the last two
inequalities supply n; "™ with k& powers of phase decay to spare if J > k + m. The remaining
real exponential absorbs the polynomial in NA. The same calculation applies to G on the
boundary. Finally TE; = 0 and the nodes are constant on their plate. Hence

TY;;(d) = i(Tq)(F — d) - B(TV)e.

The boundary projection (s,§) — (s, 3€) has bounded first derivatives. The chain rule and

the estimate for ¢’ prove (iii). O

< CON(14 NAPe NA+D/2(1 L N M)~

Let Z; denote the plates at level k£ > 0 and y; their nonnegative partition weights. A formal
level Z_; = {%} has ®, = n, = x» = 1. Adjacent indices in a sum below range over all pairs,
with disjoint supports contributing zero. The true radii are £, = £o K ~*. Each partition weight
and its derivative are supported in the corresponding plate:

suppxi C Ei,  supp Dx; Csupp x; C Ei.
The scalar multiplier is
Hy=% > xxglm—mn)%. (3.2)
E>—1 €Ty, j€Th11

All packets in any one expression are evaluated at the same Ey. By Lemma 2.2, h; < h;/4 on
intersecting adjacent true plates, and h; < ¢; — 0 uniformly. Thus 7; — n; > 0 and every fixed
frequency involves finitely many levels. Summing once over each adjacent partition gives

Hy=1+)Y" ST xaoxpni(®F — 7). (3.3)
k>0 i€Zy, pELy_1

In particular the weights x;x;(7; — n;) in (3.2) sum to one, by the same identity with all
packets equal to one. For fixed X, N, the corresponding support indicators satisfy

YooY (X)X wy2env, ey < C, (3.4)
k>—1i€Ty, €151
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where V;; = [Co/hi, 2Cy/h;] for true parents, and Vi; = [0,2Cy/h;]. At fixed X, N, an active
true pair (¢,7) with parent level k satisfies

h; > Co/(2N), h;j <4Cy/N.

All plates with positive weights at X intersect there. If another active pair had parent p at
level I > k + 3, repeated height contraction would give

hy < 47Uk Dpe < g /(4N),

contradicting h, > Cy/(2N). Thus at most three true parent levels contribute. Each level has
total pair weight one, and the formal initial level contributes at most one, so the left side of
(3.4) is at most 4. A band difference may therefore be replaced by its support indicator when
estimating derivatives or a dyadic frequency integral.

The packets depend on both components of E. To preserve (2.1) we use the radial form of
Hefer’s holomorphic difference decomposition [12]. For a child i and its parent p, the radial
derivative integral is

Rip(E) = /0 L On(®i— B)OE) O, O = (90,0)).

With this notation,

Bip(E) = (®i(E) + ©,(E)) Rip(E).
Since ®;(0) = ®,(0) = 1, the fundamental theorem of calculus gives B;,(E) - E = ®;(E)? —
®,(FE)?. The row on the boundary is

L = (L, Lo) :/OOO e V¢ [ZHU = Y xooni(v)Bip(E)| dv. (3.5)

k>01€Zy, pELy_1

Its contraction with F is ~
L-E= / —dy(e " H,) dv = 1.
0

In fact Hy = 1. On compact interior target sets A > ¢ > 0 uniformly over the source support.
The exponential bounds in Lemma 3.1 give [e *“H,| < Ce~"/2. The estimate for ¢ in
Lemma 3.1, applied to 0E with the source X fixed, and h, > 4h; give

|Rip(E)| < Ch;texp(CaA/hy).

For X € E; N E,, the integral for R;, varies 0F at the fixed source X. The constant Cy is
chosen once, large enough to absorb this growth together with that of ®; + ®, when v < Cy/h;.
The choices are made in the following order: chart bounds, covering constants and K, then a,
and finally Cp. Since |n;| < Ch;, the correction in (3.5) has the same integrable bound, using
(3.4) at the cutoffs. The integral converges normally and L is holomorphic in Z. For a fixed
smooth strongly convex model, Taylor’s formula on the disk with the central tangent slope
gives
cplyl® < Br,(Aey) < Cplyl*  (lyl < ).

Indeed the real tangent displacement is (y, S(A¢,y)), whose length is between |y| and (14+Mp)|y|,
and the full segment lies in the larger smooth chart. The Hessian on this compact set is
bounded above and bounded away from zero. Averaging and using (2.9) gives

pl? < h; < Cp2.

Thus only Op(1 + log(2 + v)) levels enter at frequency v, and their partition derivatives
and the differentiated packets cost at most fixed powers of 1 4+ v after summation. The
same exponential bound with a smaller J permits one source derivative and arbitrary target



14 SUPREMUM ESTIMATES ON CONVEX DOMAINS

derivatives on compact interior target sets. The norm estimates below use the integrated
bounds of Lemmas 2.1, 2.4, and 2.5.

In the remaining norm estimates, fix m > 6 and k > 3. The packet estimates are used with
enough additional decay powers to retain these exponents.

Proposition 3.2. With r >0 and S = r% + |b|?, write
Lyé — Lib o0 5
J = % Mg = 5/ H,(E)(1 4 20A)e™"% dv.
€ Jo
Uniformly for all interior targets and all smooth strongly convex models with the stated chart
bounds,

/ |J + My|dAsdt < C.
u

Proof. By (2.4) the difference J — Lo /e already has uniformly bounded absolute integral. It
remains to estimate Ly/e + M.

The factor 7] restricts the corresponding summand in the correction term of (3.5) to
v € [Cy/hi,2Cy/h;]. The substitution v = Cyx/h; gives

00 2
Li(G) ::/ ni(v)e "¢ dv :/ 0 (z)e~C0rG/hi gy,
0 1
Integration by parts against this compactly supported density yields, for every J > 0,
[L(G)| < Cye= A/ (1 4 |F|/hy) =7
The contribution of this pair to Lg/e is therefore

(Pi(E) + ©p(E)) Rip2(E)

Li(G),

before multiplication by —x;Xp. The bound for R;, above supplies h; ! The two nodes of ®;
and the inequality controlling n; in Lemma 3.1 supply arbitrary spatial decay for its term.
The @, term is estimated using n; < Kn, and |F|/h, < |F|/h;. Choosing J sufficiently large
leaves both the desired phase decay and the spatial decay; the real exponential absorbs the
growth of R;, and the outer factor. When the parent is formal, ®, = 1 and n; is bounded at
the fixed coarsest radius. Thus each pair contributes at most

Ok ym(y 4 |7 i), (3.6)

T’hi
The factors from 7, and its integration interval cancel, leaving the single factor h; ! from R
On a shell R/2 < r < R, Lemma 2.1 and S; = h; + infg, |F| give

/ WY1+ |F|/he) " dA, dt < CR2(hi/S:)?. (3.7)
Ein{R/2<r<R}
Indeed two powers are bounded by (h;/S;)?, and the shell integral for the remaining exponent
k—2 > 11is O(R%h;). At a true level of radius £, the shell meets at most C(1+ R/£)? horizontal
cells. In each such cell Lemma 2.4 bounds the sum of (h;/S;)? by C(1 + R/¢)3. In (3.6) the
bound is uniform over the parents at each X and 3, x,(X) = 1. After summing those weights,
(3.7) bounds the cost of the shell and level by

CR(1+ R/t)>™™, (3.8)
The sum over dyadic R < ¢ is O(¢). The remaining shells contribute at most

Cey 26 =0@0)  (m > 6).

Jj=0
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The geometric sum over levels is finite.
Since A > 0, the unweighted sum of the two exponential integrals is

o ~ 1 1 24 447
ICG:/ L (14 220A)e VY dv= =+ =+ = = ——.
@ = [T+ QA v = 5+ L+ = 2
In particular Lemma 2.1 gives [ _, |K(G)|dAsdt/r < CR. Let K} denote the same integral
with the scalar factor n(vh/Cy). If |G| < h, the omitted interval has length O(1/h) and vA is

bounded there. Thus K, = K+ O(1/h). If |G| > h, then for every k

KCn(G)| < Cph~te” DA/ (141G /h)~F. (3.9)
To see this, write

In(9) = [ n(oh/Coje7dv (Rg > 0).

Integration by parts gives

2
I(g) =g~ / o (z)e*Co/h

and hence

Krn=In(G) + In(G) — QAI}IL(G).
Differentiation introduces factors 1/g or Coz/h. Integrating the compactly supported densities
against the complex exponential by parts gives arbitrary inverse powers of |g|/h. The bounds
A <|g| and |g| > h then give (3.9).

In (3.2) the contribution from a true adjacent pair i,j to La/e + My, apart from the row

correction, is

B

ng‘Xj‘I’z‘(E)Q [Kn; (G) = K, (G)].

Fix either endpoint height h € {h;, h;}. In the region |G| < h, the inequality h < h; and
Lemma 3.1(i) give |®;(E)|> < n;™. The K term is bounded, on the entire shell at this level,
by CR(1+ R/{;)™™ using 3=, ; xiXx;j = 1 before the shell integral. The error O(1/h) on |G| < h
has the bound (3.6) with height h and spatial radius that of the endpoint, since adjacent radii
have a fixed ratio and |F| < h. For |G| > h, the real exponential in (3.9) absorbs the growth
of ®;(F)?, since h < h;. Its node decay and extra inverse powers of 1+ |G|/h supply n; ™ by
the inequality in the proof of Lemma 3.1. The resulting bound is again (3.6) with height h.

At the parent endpoint h;, sum x; first and retain y; before applying (3.7) on E;.

The child endpoint h; is handled using n; < Kn;: sum x; first and apply (3.7) on Ej;. In
the latter case |G| < h; implies |G| < h;, while for |G| > h; the exponential with denominator
h;j < h; absorbs the growth of the parent packet. Thus (3.8) and its summation apply to both
endpoints.

In the initial pair *, j the difference is K — Kp,; and the packet is one. The full K occurs on
this one level and costs O(R) per shell. In the term with Ky, , the initial true radius is fixed,
so n; is bounded on the whole chart. The same small- and large-|G| bounds therefore apply to
the true endpoint. Summing all shells and levels proves the estimate. At each fixed interior
target the band integrals can be grouped in this order by the positive lower bound on A and
(3.4). The shell bounds hold uniformly for Z € D. 0

To estimate M against closed data, extend it into the same chart. The interior source
coordinates are (s,§), where t = ¢, d = RE — P(s,t) and £ = v + d. In the inward column
0 < d < dy the volume element is dX dd, with dX = dA, d¢t. By reducing the support of
the chart cutoff we may take the whole column over this support inside D. Let 6 denote an
extension of the boundary cutoff to this column, compactly supported in the chart and in
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d < dy. Multiplication of its boundary value at (s,t) by a fixed smooth function of d, equal to
one near zero, gives such an extension with controlled first derivatives. The displacement and
phase are therefore Ey = (e,w — ) and M = G + Sd.

Proposition 3.3. For every interior target and every smooth closed (0,1)-form f on a
neighborhood of D, the scalar My of Proposition 3.2 satisfies

‘/w OMof A ds A ds\ < O fll (-

The constant depends only on the chart bounds, the cutoff bounds, and the parameters of the
plate and packet constructions.

Proof. The extension of the boundary scalar is M = B/e, where
[o¢]
B=3 / Hy(Eg)(1+ 20A)eM do. (3.10)
0

All geometric coefficients are evaluated at X = (s,t). In particular A = RG is the boundary
value even when d > 0. At d = 0 the extension agrees with M. For a fixed smooth model and
interior target, the convergence and differentiated convergence established after (3.5) apply to
(3.10), by (3.1) and the unchanged real parts of Y;;(d). Thus B is continuously differentiable
up to d = 0 there. Extend the product 8B by zero to the rest of D. We shall prove the uniform
bounds

/ OOBI 4y 4 (6B)(2,€)] dA¢ < C. (3.11)
D r {5(275)€D}

Let T denote J5 or 65 in the independent complex source coordinates. Write Gg =1 Ey =
G — Bd. Since TE; =0 and M + G4 = 2A,

TGy = i(Tq)(F - d) - BeTV,
TM = —i(Tq)(F —d) — 3eTV. (3.12)
Indeed the remaining terms in 7'M are
—BT7y —¢eTe + BTd.
Their sum vanishes for T' = J5 because
—(B+pB)E/2+c=0.
When T = 85, the cancellation follows from
Tt =1i/2, Ty = B/2, Td = B/2.
In particular
2TA = i(Tq)(F — F) — BeTV — BeTV,
MTB — BTM = 2iFTq+ |]*eTV.

Both moduli are bounded by C&, where € = |F||Vxq| +r|VxV|.
For the derivative of the source-dependent normal factor use

T(Be M) = (T3)8,(ve ") + ve "M(MTS — BTM).

Integration by parts on the whole positive v-axis gives no boundary term, since v = 0 at the
lower endpoint and the exponential dominates the packets at infinity. Writing H = H,(Ey),
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one obtains

TB = /OO MBI+ A TH — (TH)(1 + 20A)0d,
0
+vH{2BTA - 2ATS + (1 + 20A)(MTB — BTM)}| do. (3.13)

The coefficients in braces are bounded by C(1 + vA)E because A < C|F|. This integration by
parts precedes the subdivision into frequencies.

Use a smooth dyadic partition on v > 1 with pieces supported in [N/2,2N], N a power of
two, and a remaining low-frequency cutoff. With the fixed exponents m > 6 and k > 3, write
Wy = (1 + N|F|)™% and W, = (1 +r/£)~™. The v-integrals in (3.13) are estimated by (3.1).
The depth integrals satisfy

d() dO
/ Ne~ N 44 < ¢, / Nde=*N4 dd < C/N.
0 0

An additional v on a band contributes at most C'N, by incorporating v/N in its smooth cutoff.
Thus the normal derivative term with vH leaves a factor NWxyW, after depth integration,
whereas a partition derivative bounded by C/h; leaves hj_leWg. A factor d in a packet
derivative gains 1/N relative to its boundary counterpart. Adjacent radii differ by the fixed
factor K, so either spatial weight can be used with a change in its constant. For the formal
parent, the exponential integral has the same phase bound without a packet, and the spatial
weight at the coarsest true radius is bounded below throughout the bounded chart and target
set. The choice of Cy makes H, = 1 in the low-frequency range.

To estimate derivatives of the source-dependent normal in (3.13), use (3.2) for the term
containing vH. For a parent i and a child j the frequency satisfies N < 1/h;. The contribution
of r|VxV| loses its factor r against the denominator in (3.11). For k > 1,

Y. NWy < C/(hj +|F)).
N<1/h;

Indeed the sum is bounded both by C'/h; and by C/|F| upon splitting at N = 1/|F|. Sum the
parent weights y; first, retaining the spatial weight at the child level. On each child cell @’
of radius ¢, 1 +r/l < ng . Lemma 2.5 therefore bounds the cost for this cell by C’né;m\/?.

There are O(L?) cell centers with L < ng < 2L for each dyadic L > 1. Both sums converge:

Yo L' <oo (m>4), > VK F < .

L dyadic k>0

Thus the sum over cells and levels is uniformly bounded.
The term |F'||V xq| is controlled by the bound

Y NIF|Wy <C
N

at every source. At any fixed pair of adjacent levels the weights x;x; sum to one. For the term
containing vd, H, use (3.3), in which only 7; depends on v. Thus vd,H contains the factor
vni(v). Only a bounded number of dyadic intervals with N =< 1/h; meet its support. Both
packets in ®? — @f, have the required spatial bound there. Thus the two terms involving V xq
considered so far cost at most

C/WZ‘qu’ dX < CVi (3.14)
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per level. To verify the inequality, integrate over a horizontal shell R/2 < r < R in the working
box. The variation of P, on vertical lines gives

/ Py dX < CR*.
On each horizontal slice, the shell portion of the compact source patch satisfies

/ tr P,, dA, < CR.

Indeed one may integrate by parts with a cutoff in |s — z| < 2R times a fixed cutoff in the
larger chart. The integral of its horizontal gradient is O(R + R?) = O(R) for the bounded
radii under consideration. Positive semidefiniteness gives

‘Pst‘Q < Ptt trPss~

Cauchy—Schwarz over the shell and the bounded vertical interval therefore yields
/ypsty dX < CRY2.

Dividing by R and summing (R + v/R)(1 + R/¢)™™ over dyadic shells proves (3.14). The sum
of V¢ over the levels is finite.

In the part of TH differentiating ®2, use (3.2) with true parent i and child j. The bounds
of Lemma 3.1(iii) apply because N = 1/h; on the support of the band difference. The factor
r|VxV|/h;i is then at most CNr|Vx V|, and the upper endpoint still gives N < 1/h;. After
summing y;, the resulting sum is bounded by C|V xV'|/(h; + |F'|) with the child spatial weight,
so Lemma 2.5 applies as in the normal derivative term. For the other term, integration of the
additional factor d gains 1/N, so it suffices to check

F|+ N1
) ";(1 L NIF) R <C
N>1/h; i

The terms containing 1/(Nh;) form a geometric majorant. For x = |F|/h; < 1 the terms
containing |F'|/h; with N < 1/|F| sum to O(z(1 + |logz|)), and the higher frequencies cost
O(x). For > 1 the bound is O(x'~*). The weighted integral of |V x¢|/r at each level is thus
covered by (3.14).

For the part of TH differentiating only the partition weights, use (3.3). For every true level,

ZXi:L ZTXiZO'

i€Ty, i€Ty

Consequently (3.2) and (3.3) remain identical when the packets and the cutoffs 7; are held
fixed and only the partition weights are differentiated. Each term in the derivative is therefore
of the form
T (xixp) 1:(®F — @3).

If the derivative hits the factor with index j € {i,p}, its modulus is at most C'/h; and it
vanishes outside £;. The other partition factor is retained. Its support, together with that of
the differentiated factor, places the source in both relevant plates, so Lemma 3.1 applies also to
these terms. The active frequencies satisfy N 2 1/h;, hence N 2 1/h; for either differentiated
true plate. The formal parent has constant weight. Both packets admit (3.1) with the spatial
weight at level j, including the coarsest level as above. At a fixed frequency, the sum of the
remaining partition factors at the opposite level is at most one, before the frequency range
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is enlarged to N 2 1/h;. On a shell R/2 < r < R, the contribution for j after integration in
depth is consequently at most
C(l + R/éj)*m

Wy dX < CR(1+ R/t;)"™(h;/S;)?
Rh;

NZ>1/h; /E]-m{R/2<r<R}

by (2.18). Lemma 2.4 sums the square factors within one horizontal cell at a cost C(1+ R/¢;)3.
There are at most C(1+ R/¢;)? such cells. As in (3.8), the cost of one shell at a level of radius
¢is CR(1+4 R/¢)>~™. The sum in R is O({) for m > 6, and the sum in / is finite.

The term (70)B in (3.11) has no height derivative. At each X, N use (3.2) and the
bounded sum of active pair weights in (3.4). Discarding the spatial weight, (3.1) then
gives CWy for the integral in d of the modulus of the Nth band of B. Lemma 2.1 gives
fR/2<r<R Wx dX < CR2?/N. The shell with its additional divisor 7 costs CR/N, summable
over bounded dyadic radii and dyadic N > 1. At low frequencies B is bounded directly. In
TB, formula (3.13) and H = 1 at those frequencies leave the bound C(|F||Vxq|/r + |[VxV])
after division by r. Here |F| is bounded and (3.14) applies with the fixed coarsest radius. The
integral of |Vx V| is bounded by Lemma 2.5 at that same radius, since h; + |F| is bounded
above and the plates cover the working patch. The low-frequency term with 70 contributes
only C/r, integrable in s. This proves the first term of (3.11). The second term controls the
distribution supported on the complex fiber s = z that arises from differentiating 1/e.

On the fiber s = z one has F' = w — v and |F| > [t — Sw|. The same estimate for B after
the depth integral, now at s = z, costs at most

0/(1 + N|t—Sw|)* dt < C/N
R

on each high band. The area element on this fiber is d¢t dd. Summing in N and including the
bounded low-frequency part proves the second term of (3.11).

It remains to identify this fiber term in Stokes’ formula. For ¢ > 0 use k-(e) = ¢/(|e|? + 2).
With e = z — s,
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Oske(e) = RS — —md,(s), Ogke(e) = 0.

By the ordinary Stokes formula with outward orientation and 9f = 0,
/ kOBf NdsNdE = / [k-0(0B) + (0B)(0sk:)ds] A f Ads AdE.
oD D

For the fixed interior target the left side converges to the asserted boundary pairing by
|k<| < 1/r and boundedness of B and of the graph slopes. The first volume term converges
by the first bound in (3.11). In the second term use the column coordinates (s,t,d) with
volume Jacobian one. The coefficient of dV after removing Jsk. is continuous up to d = 0 and
compactly supported in the chart, with a bounded range of ¢,d. Integration in ¢,d therefore
yields a continuous compactly supported function of s. The planar approximate identity
gives its value at z multiplied by —=. Its modulus is bounded by a numerical constant times
Il flloo times the fiber integral in (3.11). Both volume terms thus have the asserted uniform
estimate. U

To assemble a global solution on D, cover its boundary by finitely many of the graphs used
above. Here and below a smaller source box may be subdivided into a bounded number of
boxes so that all enlarged boxes lie in their respective graphs. A smooth partition of unity
on 0D subordinate to the smaller boxes gives weights 6,. On each graph extend the local
row (3.5) back to the original coordinates as a complex covector. Multiplication by 6, and



20 SUPREMUM ESTIMATES ON CONVEX DOMAINS

summation give a row of class C1°°(9D x D), holomorphic in the target and satisfying (2.1).
The solution formula (2.2) therefore applies.

On the graph the pullback of f AdsAd¢ has density bounded by C|| f|loo with respect to dX,
by the bound for the derivative of (s,t) — (s,~y). For the contribution of 6,7 in the boundary
integral of (2.2), add and subtract the boundary function My of Proposition 3.2. That
proposition bounds the integral of 0,(J + M) against the form by C||f||c. Proposition 3.3
bounds the integral of 6, M, against the same form by C||f|lcc. Combining the finitely many
estimates with the bound for ug gives

supu] < Ol (p)- (3.15)

For a fixed bounding ball, the numerical constant here depends on the number and sizes of
the graph boxes, their buffers, an upper bound for their slopes, an inward depth on which the
cutoff extensions are supported, and a uniform first derivative bound for the chart cutoffs.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Choose concentric balls B(pg,a) C ©Q C B(po, R) and fix kK > R/a.
After translation and dilation we may take B(0,1/x) C © C B(0,1). The reduction to R =1
will be reversed at the end. With ag = 1/(2k), we first construct uniform charts for every
smooth strongly convex D with B(0,a0) C D C B(0,1).

For a real unit vector v € S3 and y € v with |y| < ag, let g,(y) be the upper endpoint
coordinate of the segment D N (y + Rv). Convexity makes g, concave, and

Vad =l <g(y) <1.

The lower endpoint coordinate is at most —y/a2 — |y|2. Every supporting plane at the upper
endpoint has outward normal with strictly positive v component: a negative component
is excluded by the segment below the endpoint, and a zero component would support the
orthogonal projection at its interior point y. Hence the implicit function theorem makes g,
smooth there. Testing the supporting slope at y £ (ag/4)v gives

Vg, (y)-v| <4/ao  (ly| < ao/2, vevt, v =1).

Hence |Vg,| < 4/ap on this smaller ball. The two endpoint bounds show that an inward
segment of length ag/2 from the upper graph, except for its initial point, lies in D. A unitary
change of coordinates takes —v to the increasing real direction of £. In this chart P = —g,, is
convex and its real Hessian is positive definite, since the second fundamental form of 0D is
positive definite.

Choose a finite ag/16-net of S® and a smooth partition of unity subordinate to the caps
lw — v| < ap/8 about its members. For example, start with identical smooth bumps in the
squared chordal distance, equal to one on the smaller caps and zero outside the larger caps,
and divide by their sum. The number of bumps and their first derivative bounds depend only
on ag. On 0D use the argument w = z/|x|, whose derivative is bounded by 1/ag. A point
in the support projects to |y| < ap/8 and has = - v > 0, so it is the upper endpoint. The
smoothed cutoffs in the interior can be taken to be their boundary values, evaluated at the
graph point with the same y, multiplied by a smooth function of the inward depth equal to
one at zero and zero for depth exceeding ag/4. This construction uses only first derivatives
of g, and uniform cutoff bounds. The inner ranges |y| < ao/8 have fixed positive buffers in
ly| < ag/2. Finite covers by concentric boxes inside these ranges and their subordinate cutoffs
can be chosen in the parameter space once for all D. The first horizontal mesh radius is chosen
sufficiently small in terms of these buffers and 4/ag, so that every translated and tilted disk
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required in Lemma 2.2 remains in the larger graph. Thus (3.15) holds on this whole family
with a constant depending only on x.
For the original possibly nonsmooth domain consider its gauge

p(z) =inf{t > 0:z € tQ}.
It is convex and satisfies
Q={p<1}, |z <p(z) <kl
Subadditivity applied in both orders gives
p(z) — p(y)| < kle —yl.
With a nonnegative symmetric smooth probability mollifier p. of radius ¢, take
De={z:(p*pe)(x) +ez> <1—e}

The defining function is smooth with Hessian at least 2el. It is at least p by convexity and
symmetry and converges to p uniformly on compact sets. Therefore D, @  and every compact
subset of ) is contained in D, for all sufficiently small e. In particular these sets contain
B(0, ap) eventually. Their level boundaries are regular: a point with zero gradient of a convex
function is a global minimizer, whereas its value at the origin is strictly below 1 — e¢. The
level boundaries have strictly positive second fundamental form by the Hessian bound. They
consequently satisfy every hypothesis used for (3.15) with the common constant Ci.

Take €; | 0 small enough for these conclusions. On a neighborhood of Diej7 convolve f coeffi-
cientwise with a smooth nonnegative probability kernel of radius §; < min(1/7, dist(D,, 99)/3).
The convolution @) is closed there because distributional differentiation commutes with con-
volution and the translated test functions are supported in 2. These approximations satisfy

1Moo < fllocs — f9—> f in Lie(Q).

Let u; be the solution on D, constructed above. For weak-star extraction, extend u; by zero
to 2. The extensions belong to the ball of radius Cy||f|lecc in L>°(2). This ball is weak-star
compact by the Banach—Alaoglu theorem [1, Theorem 1.3]; see also Folland [6, Theorem 5.18].
Since Lebesgue measure on () is finite, Folland [6, Theorem 6.15] gives L°°(Q) = (L'(2))*. The
predual L'(€2) is separable, so evaluation on a countable dense subset metrizes the weak-star
topology on the ball. A subsequence converges weak-star to some u in the same ball:

uj > u in L®(Q), [ulloo < Ckll flloo-

Every compactly supported smooth test form in € is eventually supported in D,;. On this

support 5uj = fU) and the two sides converge in distributions to du and f, respectively.
Finally, under Z = py + RZ’ a coefficient vector f pulls back to Rf(pyo + RZ'). Apply the

unit-scale result to this pullback and compose its scalar primitive with the inverse dilation.

This gives precisely the asserted factor R in the original coordinates. O
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