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FERNANDO DE AVILA SILVA, RAFAEL BORRO GONZALEZ,
ALEXANDRE KIRILOV, AND CLEBER DE MEDEIRA

In memory of Todor V. Gramchev

ABSTRACT. We show that an obstruction of number-theoretical nature appears as a
necessary condition for the global hypoellipticity of the pseudo-differential operator
L = D; + (a+ ib)(t)P(D,) on T} x TY. This condition is also sufficient when the
symbol p(&) of P(D,,) has at most logarithmic growth. If p(£) has super-logarithmic
growth, we show that the global hypoellipticity of L depends on the change of sign of
certain interactions of the coefficients with the symbol p(£). Moreover, the interplay
between the order of vanishing of coefficients with the order of growth of p(§) plays
a crucial role in the global hypoellipticity of L. We also describe completely the
global hypoellipticity of L in the case where P(D,,) is homogeneous. Additionally,
we explore the influence of irrational approximations of a real number in the global
hypoellipticity.
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1. INTRODUCTION

BEEERREEEER =mm=e

We investigate the global hypoellipticity of pseudo-differential operators of the form

(1.1)
where a(t) and b(t) are real smooth functions on T!, and P(D,) is a pseudo-differential
operator of order m € R defined on TV ~ RY /(27Z"). The operator P(D,) is given

L=D;+ (a+ib)(t)P(D,), (t,z)ec T xTV,
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by

(12) P(Dy)-u= ) e *p(&)u(s),
gezN

where p = p(£) € S™(ZY) is the toroidal symbol of P(D,) and

R 1 iz
) = gy [, ¢ ula)de, € €2,

are the Fourier coefficients of w.

The operator L is said to be globally hypoelliptic on T* x TV if the conditions
u € D'(Tt x TV) and Lu € C®(T! x TV) imply that u € C(T! x TV),

Even in the case of vector fields, the investigation of global hypoellipticity on the
torus is a challenging problem that still have open questions. Perhaps the question
without an answer that is most famous and seemingly far from a solution is the Green-
field and Wallach conjecture. It states that: if a smoothly closed manifold M admits
a globally hypoelliptic vector field X, then M is diffeomorphic to a torus and X is
smooth conjugated to a Diophantine vector field (see [22]).

This conjecture has a geometric version stated in terms of cohomology-free dynamical
systems, known as Katok conjecture, and was proved only in some few cases and in
dimensions 2 and 3. For more details we refer the works of G. Forni [17], J. Hounie
[27], and A. Kocsard [2§].

With respect to the differential case of the operator we are interested, with P(D,) =
D, and N =1, J. Hounie has proved in Theorem 2.2 of [26] that L = D;+ (a+ib)(t) D,
is globally hypoelliptic on T? if and only if b(t) does not change sign and either by # 0
or ag is an irrational non-Liouville number, where

ap = (2m) ™" /027r a(t)dt and by = (2m)~" /OQF b(t)dt.

We recall that S. Greenfield and N. Wallach have proved in [21] that the above
conditions on ag and by means that the constant coefficient operator D, + (ag + ibg) D,
is globally hypoelliptic. Therefore, the global hypoellipticity of D; + (ag + ibg) D,
is a necessary condition for the global hypoellipticity of the operator with variable
coefficients Dy + (a + ib)(t)D,.

We prove that this necessity remains valid for any pseudo-differential operator P(D,,)
defined on the N-dimensional torus, that is, if the operator L defined in (1)) is globally
hypoelliptic then the constant coefficient operator

(1.3) Lo = Dy + (ag +ibo) P(D,), (t,x) € Tt x TV,
is also globally hypoelliptic (see Theorem [3.5)).

We also show that the global hypoellipticity of Ly and the control of the sign of the
imaginary part of the functions

teT = M(t,€) = (a+ib)(t)p(), £ € Z",

for sufficiently large |£|, are sufficient conditions to the global hypoellipticity of L (see
Theorem [3.6]).

Although the global hypoellipticity of Ly cannot be removed in the study of the
global hypoellipticity of L, the converse of Theorem [B.6lin general does not hold; unlike
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the differential case P(D,) = D,. In Sections [ and [5] we exhibit examples of globally
hypoelliptic operators in which the imaginary part of the functions t € T — M(t, )
changes sign for infinitely many indexes £ € Z" (see Examples 5], 6], E1T], .13 and
the first example in Subsection [G.1]).

We point out that our results are not a consequence of the Hounie’s abstract results
in [20], even when our operator fits in the conditions assumed in that work. Depending
on P(D,), the scales of Sobolev spaces used by Hounie are different from the usual
Sobolev spaces, which implies in a different notion of global hypoellipticity. We refer
the reader to [I], Section 3.3, for more details.

In Section [2] we study operators with constant coefficients giving a special attention
to the case when P(D,) is a homogeneous operator of rational degree m on T, see
Theorem 2.4l In this case, our main contribution is to shed light on the connections
between hypoellipticity and certain approximations of real numbers, which are not
considered in [2I]. Indeed, in our approach the global hypoellipticity depends on the
following approximations

T
N

where the numbers 7/|£|™ can be irrational, depending on m.

+p(x1)|, (1,8) € Z X Z,

As a consequence of Theorem 2.4 if m = ¢/q is irreducible, with ¢,q € N, then
the operator D, + a(D?)™/? is globally hypoelliptic if and only if a2 is an irrational
non-Liouville number. Notice that the global hypoellipticity of this operator does not
depend on /. For example, D; + 1/2(D?)"?1 is globally hypoelliptic if and only if g is
odd.

Regarding the case of variable coefficients, one of the contributions of this work is
to show that the global hypoellipticity of the operator L defined in (L)) is related to
the growth of the real and imaginary parts of the symbol p(§) when [£| — oo.

In Section M, we give a complete characterization for the global hypoellipticity of L
when either «(§) or 5(€) has at most logarithmic growth, where

p(€) = a(§) +iB(E), € € ZV.

When both «(§) and S(§) have at most logarithmic growth we show that the change
of sign of the functions

te T SM(L,E) = a(t)B(E) +b(t)a(§), € € Z7,

does not play any role in the global hypoellipticity of L. More precisely, we prove
that L, defined in (L)), is globally hypoelliptic if and only if Ly, defined in ([L3]) is
globally hypoelliptic. This equivalence comes from the reduction to normal form, that
is a technique well explored in the works [1l, 13} 14} [15] [16], 32].

If 5(§) has at most logarithmic growth, but «(¢) has super-logarithmic growth, then
we prove that L is globally hypoelliptic if and only if Lg is globally hypoelliptic and
b(t) does not change sign. This result remains valid if we exchange 5(§) by a(¢) and
b(t) by a(t), see Subsection

When «a(§) and £(§) have super-logarithmic growth, the interactions between the
functions a(t)B(£) and b(t)a (&) play a larger role. In this case, the operator L may be
non-globally hypoelliptic even if Lg is globally hypoelliptic and both a(t) and b(t) do
not change sign (see Examples .13 and the second example in Subsection G.1).
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On the other hand, L may be globally hypoelliptic even if both a(t) and b(t) changes
sign provided that «(¢) and S(§) go to infinity with the same order of growth (see

Example [5.6]).

In the case where both the parts a(£) and 5(§) have super-logarithmic growth and
a(€)/B(€) = K, as || — oo, we show that L is not globally hypoelliptic if the function

teT! —a(t) +b(t)K

changes sign (Corollary £.2)). In particular, if p(§) has super-logarithmic growth with
a(é) = o(5(€)), then L is not globally hypoelliptic if a(t) changes sign. Analogously, L
is not globally hypoelliptic when 5(£) = o(a(€)) and b(t) changes sign (see Corollary

B.3).
Another contribution we give is to present (in Subsection [£.]) a relation between the
global hypoellipticity of the operator L and the order of vanishing of the coefficients

a(t) and b(t). We emphasize that this phenomenon is more common in the study of
the global solvability of vector fields on the torus (see [4, [5, 12], [18]).

In Section [6] we describe completely the global hypoellipticity of L in the case where
P(D,) is homogeneous (see Theorem and Corollary [6.2). For these operators the
converse of Theorem holds. Moreover, we analyze the case of sums of homogeneous
operators extending Theorem 1.3 of [6], see Corollary

For more results on the problem of global hypoellipticity and global solvability of
equations and systems of equations on the torus we refer the reader to the works
[2, 13, 18, [9) 10} 111, 19, 20l 24] and the references therein.

2. THE CONSTANT COEFFICIENT OPERATORS

By following the approach introduced by Greenfield and Wallach in [21], we may
characterize the global hypoellipticity of the operator

(2.1) L= D,+ P(D,), (t,z) € T" x TV,
by means of a control in its symbol
L(1,&) = T+ p(€), (1,€) € Zx Z".
Theorem 2.1. The operator L in (2.1)) is globally hypoelliptic if and only if there exist
positive constants C; M and R such that
C

W, fOT all |T‘ + ‘g‘ 2 R.

7+ p(&)] =

The proof of this result follows the same ideas of the differential case made in [21].

Note that, if the imaginary part of p(§) does not approach to zero rapidly, then the
estimate in Theorem 2.1] is verified. More precisely, if there exists M > 0 such that
lim inf [¢|*'|Sp(¢)] > 0,

|§]—00
then the operator L = D, + P(D,,) is globally hypoelliptic.
This type of condition appears in Theorem 5.3 of [16], where the authors studied

the relation between global hypoellipticity and simultaneous inhomogeneous Siegel
conditions.
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On the other hand, without this control in the imaginary part, for instance when
Sp(€) = 0, Diophantine phenomena appear. When the symbol is homogeneous of
rational positive degree, we present a new relation between global hypoellipticity and
Liouville numbers in Theorem 2.4]

We observe that each toroidal symbol p in the class S™(Z") can be extended to an
Euclidean symbol p € S™(R") such that p = p|;~ (see Theorem 4.5.3 of [33]).

Definition 2.2. We say that a toroidal symbol p(§) is homogeneous of degree m if it
has an FEuclidean extension p(§) such that

(&) = [E"PLE/ 1), € € Z2Y.

In order to not overload our notation, we will use the notation p(£/|£]) in place of

p(E/IE])-

When the symbol p(¢) is homogeneous of degree m, it follows from Theorem 2.I] that
the operator L given by (2.1)) is globally hypoelliptic if and only if there exist positive
constants C, M, and R, such that

T, (é)‘ s ¢
€l €117 (7 + gD
for all (7,€) € Z x ZY which satisfy |7] + |¢| > R.

(2.2)

2.1. Global hypoellipticity and Liouville numbers. Let P(D,) be an operator
on T! with symbol p(¢) homogeneous of degree m. In this case

p(§) = [¢["p(£1), for all § € Z,.

Thus, when m < 0, by using condition (22) we see that the operator L is globally
hypoelliptic if and only if p(£1) # 0. Similarly, when m = 0, it follows that L is
globally hypoelliptic if and only if p(£1) ¢ Z.

The case in which m is a positive rational number and Sp(+1) = 0, is more inter-
esting. We now move to describe it.

By using the notations

p(1)=a+if and p(—1)=a+iB,

we have
. §%+(a+i6)), e 0,
-
23 ()= .

if ¢€<0.

W"‘(O&‘i‘iﬁ) ,

In this case, when § = 0 (respectively B = 0) we must control the approximations of
the real number « (respectively &) by numbers of the type 7/|¢|™, for all (1,&) € ZXZ,.

Definition 2.3. An irrational number ) is said to be a Liouville number if there exists
a sequence (jn, k,) € Z x N, such that k, — oo and

N dn

= <) neEN.

Under the previous notation we have the following result:
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Theorem 2.4. If p = p(&) is a homogeneous symbol of degree m = {/q with ¢,q € N,
and ged (4, q) = 1, then the operator

L= D,+ P(D,), (t,z) € T?

is globally hypoelliptic if and only if o is an irrational non-Liouville number whenever
8 =0, and a? is an irrational non-Liouville number whenever 5 = 0.

Proof. Inequality (2.2) is easily verified when 3 - B # 0, consequently L is globally
hypoelliptic in this case. Therefore, in order to prove Theorem 241 it is enough to

consider either g =0 or B =0.

We start by considering the case § = 0 and B # 0. In this situation, it follows
from (22)) and (2.3) that L is globally hypoelliptic if and only if there exist positive
constants C, M and R such that

(2.4) ‘—+a > C(|r|+&)™

for all (1,¢) € Z x N such that |7| + & >

Since 5 = 0, if & = 0 then p(§) = 0 for all £ > 0 and, therefore, L is not globally
hypoelliptic. From now on, without loss of generality, we assume that a > 0.

When «of is a rational number, we prove that L is not globally hypoelliptic by
exhibiting infinitely many (7,¢) € Z x N such that |7/£™ — af = 0.

We then write a? = p/q, with p,q € N. By prime factorization we have
g=q"---q and p=p{---p.
Since ged(?, ¢) = 1, there exists (x;,y;) € N? and (v, w;) € N? such that
lr, —qyi =", t=1,...,r and qu; —lw; =o0;, j=1,...,s
Define
Ta =gy gy opgt and &y =nfqrt gyt Pl

It follows that ¢7¢ = p&’, for all n € N; hence

~\ 1/q
Tn Tn P
B = B = <§) =q, foralln e N,

and then L is not globally hypoelliptic.

From now on, assume that o? is an irrational number.

If L is not globally hypoelliptic, it follows from (24 that there exists a sequence
(T, &) € Z x N such that

Tn

ol <Unl &) 6>

—

By taking j, = —77 and k, = £ we obtain

q
)
. n q
" (f/q) o
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q
Since Z(Tn/gﬁ/Q)q—jaj—l goes to qa?"1, as n goes to infinity, it follows that
j=1

j_n+aq

k < C(|7a] + &)™ < Ck,™*, for all m,

Tn
—_a

l
é‘/q

n

<C

where the constant C' > 0 does not depend on j, and k,.

The estimate above implies that af is a Liouville number.

Assuming that a? is a Liouville number, let us show that L is not globally hypoel-
liptic. Indeed, if a? is a Liouville number, then there is a sequence (j,,k,) € N2,
Jn + kn = n, such that

i — akp| < (G + kn) ™"
By multiplying this inequality by
(2.5) ]7(:1 1)e+(e—1)pt qu
where p and ¢ are positive integers such that pf — gqg = 1, we obtain

|(j£+q~(f—1)k;1:) aq(kp :q—1+(£—1)p ) | <j q 1)e+(L— 1)p€qu(]n+k )

Suppose, by contradiction, that L is globally hypoelliptic. By (2Z4]), there exist
positive constants C, M and R such that
7 —a” = C(lr| + &)~
for all (7,£) € N x N such that 7+ ¢ > R.

Since

-t = |r—ag’).

i qun(agf/qyifl

k=1

> C(t+¢&)” aff/q

and
£r—1)

q
Z(juqé lkq) o (kpqlJré 1)) 2
k=1

for some C' > 0, it follows that

CC < ( 0+q(¢—1) k‘q +k3p cq—1+(0— 1)p)M](q 1)0+(4— 1p€k,;1:q(jn+k,n)—n’

for all n € N.

Now, by taking
we obtain
0<CC < (]H—q(f 1) k;q + k;p 4= 1+(=1)p P) j1(1q—1)4+(f—1)5€k;gq(jn + kn) "

< GNEE + B GOMINEE (G + ko)

— 2M(jn_'_kn)fnJﬂK(Mqu)7
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for all n € N, which is a contradiction, since the right-hand side goes to zero as n goes
to infinity.

Finally, in the case in which § # 0 and B = 0, a slight modification in the previous
arguments give us that L is globally hypoelliptic if and only if a? is an irrational non-
Liouville number. Analogously, if 5 = 0 and § = 0, then L is globally hypoelliptic if
and only if both a? and a4 are irrational non-Liouville numbers.

O

As consequence of Theorem 2.4] we obtain the following examples.
Example 2.5. Let m = {/q be a positive rational number with ged(¢,q) = 1, then
L = D; + a(D?)™? is globally hypoelliptic if and only if a? is an irrational non
Liouville number. In particular, for the non-Liouville number o« = /2 the operator
L = D; + a(D?)"/? is globally hypoelliptic while L = D, + a(D?)"/* is not.

Example 2.6. Let A = >_>7 10~ be the Liouville constant. For each integer ¢ > 2
we have that A\?3/2 is a Liouville number while A ¥/3/2 is not (see [29]). Therefore,
by taking a = A {/3/2 we have that L = D, + a(D?)"/?® is not globally hypoelliptic
for each integer q > 2.

3. THE VARIABLE COEFFICIENT OPERATORS

In this section we study the global hypoellipticity of the operator (LII), which we
recall

L= D+ (a+ib)(t)P(D,), (t,z)e T xTV,

where a(t) and b(t) are real valued smooth functions on T! and P(D,) is a pseudo-
differential on TV with symbol p = p(¢), € € ZV.

Without any assumption about the behavior of p(§), as |£| — oo, we will present a
necessary condition and, also, sufficient conditions for the global hypoellipticity of L.

First, we show that the global hypoellipticity of Ly = D; + (ag + iby) P(D,.), where

ap = (2m)~! /027r a(t)dt and by = (2m)"" /027r b(t)dt,

is necessary for the global hypoellipticity of L (Theorem [B.5]). After this, we will show
that this condition is also sufficient provided that the imaginary part of the function

te T M(t,€) = (a+ad)(t)p(€), € € 27,
does not change sign, for all |£| large enough (Theorem [3.0)).

By using partial Fourier series in the variable x, we can write a distribution u in

D'(T! x TV) as
w= > a(t¢)e",
cezN
where U(t, &) = (2m) N(u(t,-), e~*¢). Hence, the equation (iL)u = f lead us to con-
sider the differential equations

~

(3.1) Ot &) +iM(t, &)u(t, &) = f(t,€), t € T, for all ¢ € ZV.
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With the notations

M) = (27 [ M)t = (an + )6
and
(3.2) Zpm ={6€Z; My(¢) € 2},
we have:

Lemma 3.1. Ifu € D'(T! x TV) and iLu = f € C®(T! x TV), then equation (3.1))
implies that U(-, &) belongs to C°(TY), for all & € ZN. Moreover, for each & & Z,
equation [BJ) has a unique solution, which can be written in the following two ways:

~

21 t
(3.3) () = m /0 exp (—z’ /t./\/l(r, o) dr) Flt— s, €)ds,

or

~

R 1 21 » t+s
(3.4) u(t, &) = W/o exp <z t M(r, §) dr) f(t+s,6)ds.
Furthermore, we have the following characterization for the global hypoellipticity of
L.
Proposition 3.2. The following statements are equivalent:

i) Lo is globally hypoelliptic;
ii) There exist positive constants C, M, and R such that

|7+ Mo(€)| = C(I7] + €)™, for all (7] + [¢]) > R
iii) There exist positive constants 6’, M , and R such that

11— 6:|:27ri/\/10(§)| > 6’|§|_1‘7, for all |£] > R.

The equivalence @) < i) follows from Theorem 2] and the equivalence ii) < 4i7) is
a technical result that is a slight modification of the proof of Lemma 3.1 of [6].

3.1. A necessary condition. Our first result in this section is the following:

Proposition 3.3. If L is globally hypoelliptic, then the set Z,, defined in (32 is
finite.

Proof. If Z,, is infinite, then there exists a sequence {¢,} such that |&,| is increasing

and My(&,) € Z. Set
tn
Cp = €Xp <—/ SM(r, £n)d'r’> ,
0

where t,, € [0, 27] is such that

tn ¢
/ SM(r, &,)dr = max}/ SM(r, &, )dr.
0 0

t€[0,2m

For each &, the function

u(t, &) = cpexp (—i /Ot M(r, £n)d'r’)
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is smooth on T! and satisfies the equation

Moreover, |u(t,&,)| < 1, for all ¢t € [0, 27], and |u(t,,&,)| = 1. Hence,
Za (t,&,)e™ € D'(TH x TV)\ C=(T" x TV),

and satisfies Lu = 0. Therefore, L is not globally hypoelliptic. O

Remark 3.4. In the case of constant coefficients the previous result implies that L is
not globally hypoelliptic if Z,, is infinite. Therefore, every time we assume that L is
globally hypoelliptic it is understood that Z,, is finite.

Now we present our first general result on global hypoellipticity.
Theorem 3.5. If L is globally hypoelliptic, then Lq is globally hypoelliptic.
Proof. We assume that Lg is not globally hypoelliptic and prove that L is not globally
hypoelliptic.

By Proposition B.2] there is a sequence {{,} such that |{,| is strictly increasing,
€] > n, and

(3.5) |1 — e 2mMon)| < |¢,| ™™, for all n € N.

By Proposition [3.3], it is enough to consider the case where Z 4 is finite and &, & Z v,
for all n.

For each n, we may choose t,, € [0, 27] so that f; SM(r,&,)dr <0, for all ¢ € [0, 27].

Indeed, for all ¢ € [0, 27| we write

/tt SM(r, &,)dr — /Ot SM(r &) dr — /Otn SM(r,&,)dr

and it is enough to consider t,, satisfying

/n\s/\/l(r &n)dr = max / SM(r, &, )dr
0

t€[0,27]

By passing to a subsequence, we may assume that there exists tg € [0, 27| such that
t, — 1o, as n — oo.

Let I be a closed interval in (0, 27) such that tg ¢ I. Consider ¢ belonging to
C>*(I,R), such that 0 < ¢(¢) < 1 and fo t)dt > 0.

For each n, we define f(, &,) as being the 2w —periodic extension of
t
(1= ey (= [ ine, g ar ) o)
tn

Since p(§) increases slowly, fti SM(r,&,)dr < 0 for all ¢ € [0,27], and since (B.3])
holds, it follows that f( &,) decays rapidly. Hence,

ft,z) Z Ft, £,)e € C=(T* x TV).
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In order to exhibit a distribution u € D'(T! x TV)\ C>(T* x TV) such that i Lu = f,
we consider

-~

1 2w t
u(t,&,) = =TV /o exp (— /t_ iM(r, £n)dr) f(t—s,&)ds.

Note that 1 — e=2™Mol&n) £ () since &, & Zrq, and (-, &,) € C°(T') (Lemma B.1)).
Moreover, for ¢,s € [0, 27| such that ¢ — s > 0, we have

~

’ 1 — 6—217ri/\/to(§n) exXp (_ [_ iM<T7 fn)dT) f(t -5, gn)

<

exp (/ M6 )dr + / Tame, £n>d7°) - </ e 5”)‘”) |

while for ¢, s € [0, 27] such that ¢t + s < 0, we have

~

1 t
‘ 1 — e—2miMo(én) eXp (_ /t— iM(r, gn)dr) f(t—s,6)

<

t t—s+27
o ([ Mgt [ oM g ) -
t—s tn

exp (/t SM(r, &,)dr + QW%MO(fn)> :

Since My (&) — 0, by ([B.3), the estimates above imply that |u(t, &, )| < 4, for all
t € T! and for n sufficiently large. Hence, u(-,&,) increases slowly and

u(t,z) = iﬂ(t, £,)e™ € D'(T x TV).

n=1

If tyg > sup I, then t,, > sup I, for all n sufficiently large, and

tn—sup [l 2
(b, €0)] = / Ot — s)ds = / o(t)dt > 0,

n—inf I

on the other hand, if ¢ty < sup [, then ¢, < inf I, for all n sufficiently large, and

tn—inf I4+27 tn
/ exp (— / iM(r, §n)dr)
tn—sup I+2m tn—s

tn—s+2m
X exp (—/ iM(r, fn)dr) O(tn, — s+ 2m)ds
tn

u(tn, &) =

2m 2
€2W%MO(£")/ o(s)ds > (1/2)/ o(s)ds > 0,
0 0

which implies that u(-, ,) does not decay rapidly.

Hence u € D'(T! x TV)\ C®(T* x TV), and since iLu = f (by Lemmal[3.), it follows
that L is not globally hypoelliptic. O
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3.2. Sufficient conditions. We now present sufficient conditions to the global hy-
poellipticity of L.

Theorem 3.6. If the operator Ly given by (1.3) is globally hypoelliptic and the function
SM(t,€) = a(t)B(E) +b(t)a(§) does not change sign, for sufficiently large ||, then the
operator L given by (ILT) is globally hypoelliptic.

Proof. Let u € D'(T'xT¥) be a distribution such that iLu = f, with f € C°°(T*xTV).
We will show that u € C°°(T! x TV).

By using partial Fourier series in the variable x, it follows that ¢Lu = f if and only
if
for all t € T! and for all £ € ZV.

Lemma B] implies that @(-,&) € C(T?), for each & € ZV. Moreover, since Z is
finite (thanks to Remark 34), for || sufficiently large the equation (3.6]) has a unique
solution, which may be written in the form (3.3)) or ([8.4]). Since t — IM(t, ) does
not change sign for |¢| large enough, we conveniently write

2T t R
u(t, &) = m/o exp (—Z/t M(T,f)dr) (t —s,&)ds,

if ¢ is such that SM(t,€) <0, for all t € T!, and

R 1 21 . t+s .
U(t, é) = WA exXp (Z/t M(T, f)dr) (t + S,f)dS,

if ¢ is such that SM(t,€) > 0, for all t € T!.

Since Ly is globally hypoelliptic, then there exist positive constants C, M, and R,
so that

(3.7) 1 — @) > Clgl =M,

for all |£| > R (Proposition B.2).
Hence, for |¢| sufficiently large, the solution u(-, ) of (B.0) satisfies

N 2 n
(6,6 < Z eI Olle

Similar estimates holds true for the derivatives 0j'u(t, €).

-~

Thus, the rapid decaying of the sequence f(-,&) implies that u(-, &) decays rapidly.
Therefore, u € C*(T! x T); consequently, L is globally hypoelliptic.
0

In the next sections we will see situations where L is globally hypoelliptic, but
there exist infinitely many indexes & such that SM(t, £)) changes sign. That is,
the assumption that SM(t,£) does not change sign is not necessary for the global
hypoellipticity of the operator L.
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4. LOGARITHMIC GROWTH

From now on, the speed in which the symbol p(§) goes to infinity will play a crucial
point in the study of the global hypoellipticity of

L= D;+ (a+ib)(t)P(D,), (t,z)€ T xTV.

We recall that p(§) = a(§)+iB(§), where both a(§) and B(&) are real-valued functions
in S™(Z"). In particular

(4.1) [a(§)] < ClE™ and [B(E)] < CIE[™, as [€] = oo

In this section our goal is to deal with the case where either a(£) or 5(§) has at most
logarithmic growth.

Definition 4.1. A function r : Z¥ — C has at most logarithmic growth if

r(§) = O(log([¢])), as |¢] — oo,

that is, there are positive constants x and ngy such that
(4.2) r(€)] < wlog([¢]), for all €] = no.

When this condition fails, we will say that r(£) has super-logarithmic growth.

When either a (&) or £(£) has at most logarithmic growth, the global hypoellipticity
of L is completely characterized by the following:

Theorem 4.2. Let p(¢) = (&) +iB(€) € S™(ZN) be a symbol.

i) If a(§) = O(log(|€])) and B(&) = O(log(|£])), then L is globally hypoelliptic if
and only if Lgy is globally hypoelliptic.

i) If a(§) = O(log(|€])) and (&) has super-logarithmic growth, then L is globally
hypoelliptic if and only if Ly is globally hypoelliptic and a(t) does not change
sign.

iii) If (&) has super-logarithmic growth and (&) = O(log(|€])), then L is globally
hypoelliptic if and only if Ly is globally hypoelliptic and b(t) does not change
sign.

In the particular case where 5 = 0 we have the following:

Corollary 4.3. If the symbol p(§) is real-valued, then the operator L is globally
hypoelliptic if and only if Lg is globally hypoelliptic and either

i) p(§) = O(log([¢])); or
i1) p(&€) has super-logarithmic growth and b(t) does not change sign.

Remark 4.4. When p(§) is a real-valued symbol having at most logarithmic growth,
item i) shows that the behaviour of the function b(¢) plays no role in the global hy-
poellipticity of pseudo-differential operators of type (L)), what means that the famous
condition (P) of Nirenberg-Treves, see [30] and [31], is neither necessary nor sufficient
to guarantee global hypoellipticity.

On the other hand, item ii) is according to the known result for vector fields L =
Dy + (a + ib)(t)D, on T? studied by Hounie in [26]. We recall that in this case, the
condition Ly globally hypoelliptic means that either by # 0 or aq is an irrational non-
Liouville number.
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We split the proof of Theorem in two subsections. In Subsection [A.1] we prove
item i) by using an argument of reduction to normal forms. The proof of items ii) and
iii) are treated in Subsection 2] where the change of sign of the coefficients play an
important role.

In Subsection we show that the techniques developed in previous subsections can
be applied to study a particular case where the symbol has super logarithmic growth.

Before proceeding with the proofs, we present two examples which illustrate that
the condition SM(t,€) does not change sign in Theorem is not necessary for the
global hypoellipticity of L.

Example 4.5. If P(D,) = (=A,)™? on TV, with m < 0, then by item i) of the
Theorem the operator

L =Dy + [1+isin(t)](—A,)™/?
is globally hypoelliptic since
Ly = Dy + (=A,)"?,

is globally hypoelliptic by Theorem 21l Notice that SM(t,&) = sin(t)|{|™ changes
sign for all |£] > 0.

Example 4.6. Assume that P(D,) = (=A,)™?2 + i(—=A,)"? on TV, where m < 0
and n > 0. Theorem item 47i) implies that the operator

L= Dy + [L+cos(t) — i][(—=Ax)™2 + i(—A,)™]
is globally hypoelliptic, since a(t) = 1 + cos(t) > 0 and
Lo = Dy + (1 =) [(=A.)™% +i(—=A,)"4

is globally hypoelliptic. Indeed, the assumptions m < 0 and n > 0 implies that, for
(7,€) € Z x ZY such that |¢] > 21", we have

|7+ (L= a)(€[™ +alg]™) = [lg]" — 1€ > 1
Hence, Ly is globally hypoelliptic by Section

Notice that SM(t,&) = (1 4 cos(t))[&]" — [£]™ changes sign for infinitely many
indexes, since m < 0 and n > 0.

4.1. Reduction to normal form. In this subsection we show that, under the assump-
tion of growth at most logarithm of the symbol, the study of the global hypoellipticity
of L and Lg are equivalent.

In this situation we have

a(§) = O(log([¢])) and f(§) = O(log([€])), as |¢] — oo,
and the proof of item i) of Theorem [£.2 follows from Corollary .8 bellow.

We introduce the following (formal) operators: for each distribution v € D'(T! xTY),

we set
Z e —i(A(t)—aot)p )ﬂ(t,g)e”g,
cezN

Z e(B()=bot)p(€) (t 5) 2935

EezN

and
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where
Alt) = /0 "u(s)ds and B(1) = /0 Cb(s)ds.

Proposition 4.7. If §(£) = O(log(|¢])), then ¥, is an isomorphism which satisfies
(4.3) Vo LoW, = Ly,
on both the spaces D'(T! x TV) and C°°(T! x TV), where

Loy = Dy + (ag +ib(t)) P(D,).

Analogously, if «(§) = O(log(|£])), then ¥, is an isomorphism which satisfies
(4.4) U, o Lol =1L,
on both the spaces D'(T* x TV) and C>°(T! x T), where
Loy = Dy + (a(t) + iby) P(D,).

The proof of this proposition consists in to show that ¥, and ¥, are well defined
operators, in this case they are evidently linear operators with inverse

Ul (v) = Z e AD=a0Dp(OF (¢, £) i,
gezN
and
\Illjl<v) — Z e*(B(t)*bot)P(ﬁ)@‘(t’g)emﬁ’
gez
respectively, on both the spaces D'(T! x TV) and C°°(T* x TV). Moreover, identities
(#3) and ([@4) are easily verified.

Before starting this proof, let us state the reduction to the normal form:

Corollary 4.8. If 5(§) = O(log(|£])) (respectively a(§) = O(log(|¢]))), then L is
globally hypoelliptic if and only if L,, (respectively Lj,) is globally hypoelliptic.

Proof. The validity of the identity Lo, = ¥, o LoW, on both D'(T* x TV) and C>(T* x
T¥) imply that L is globally hypoelliptic if and only if L,, is globally hypoelliptic.

In fact, assume that L is globally hypoelliptic and let u € D’(T* x TV) such that
Lyu = f € C®(T! x TV). Since v = W, (u) € D'(T! x TV) satisfy Lv = ¥, (f) €
C>=(T! x TV), it follows that v € C°(T! x TV), since L is globally hypoelliptic.

Hence, u = ¥ 1(v) € C(T! x TV), which implies that L,, is globally hypoelliptic.
The converse is similar.

Analogously, the validity of the identity Ly, = ¥, ' o Lo ¥, on both D'(T! x TV) and
C>=(T! x TV) will imply that L is globally hypoelliptic if and only if Ly, is globally
hypoelliptic.

U

The following estimates will be useful in the proof of Proposition 7]

Lemma 4.9. Consider p € S™(Z"). Given k € Ny, there are positive constants C and

no such that
|3f(€*i(z4(t)faot)p(£))| < C|£|km€6(£)(*fl(t)+aot)7
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and
|ak( (B(t)—bot)p )| < C|€|km a(§)(B(t)— bot)

for each |&| = n.

Proof. For k = 0 these estimates are evident. If the first estimate holds for ¢ €
{0,1,...,k}, then we have:

k
A k A
k+1 (o —i(A(t)—aot)p(€) —i(A(t)—aot)p(£)
oF e Ao < (e 3 (3 etecaont

X sup |6f_€(a(t) — apt)|
teT!

k
B\ e soa) e
<CE1) ( £> |9 (AWM —aotp(©)|

=0

k
< C|p(§)|eﬁ(£)(—A(t)+aot) Z (lz) |€|fm
=0

< O |+ Dm B AW aot)
where we are using |p(&)| < ClE]™, as [£] — 0.
The second estimate can be obtained by using similar arguments.
O
Proof of Proposition [{.7. We have to verify only that ¥, and W, are well defined linear
operators on both D'(T! x TV) and C*(T* x TV) whenever
B(€) = O(log([¢])) and (&) = O(log([€])),

respectively.
Fixed u € D'(T* x TV), we must study the behavior of the Fourier coefficients
Ya(t,€) = e M AO0REOG(E €), for all € € ZV,
and

Wy(t, &) = eBO=20POF(1 ) for all & € ZV.

Given u € D'(T* x TV), it follows by Lemma [£9] the existence of positive constants
C and M such that

(4.5) |(¥a(t, &), 0)| < ClEM | Dl s sup PO AW taot)|
teT!

and

(4.6) (s (t,€), &) < CLEM Nl sup | OBO-bo)|
teT!

for |£] large enough, where

Illar = max{|0"(t)]; o < M, t € T'}.

If (€) = O(log(|€])), by (4.2) there exist £ > 0 and ny € N such that
(4.7) 1B(E)] < log([€]"), for all €] = ng
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Now, take 6; < 0 and &9 > 0 satisfying
(4.8) 61 < —A(t) + agt < &y, for all t € T,

The inequalities (£7) and (£8) imply that, for all |£| > ny we have:
log([¢]™), if (&) >0,

BE)(—A(t) + agt)) <

Hence,
(4.9) PO (AM)+aot) |£|537 as |¢| = oo,
where 03 = max{rds, —Kd1 }.

With similar ideas, by using the fact that a(¢) = O(log(|¢|)), we obtain d4 > 0 such
that

(4.10) e (B(t)=bot) |£|54, as [£] = 0.

Then, by (£5), (£6]) and the last two inequalities
[(Wa(t, €), 0] < CIEM (18]l

and

[{u(t. €), &) < CIE [0,
for all |¢] sufficiently large and for all ¢ € C*°(T'); thus ¥, - u € D'(T* x TV) and
Uy -ue D/(T! x TV).

Finally, if u € C>°(T! x TV), then Lemma 9 and the rapid decaying of @(-, &) imply
that for each k € Ny we obtain C}, > 0 and M), € R such that

k
|0Ftba(t, )| < Crf¢|MrePOCADTON N okt €))|

=0

and
k
|0F (£, £)| < Cilg]Mre @O N " oka(¢, £,
j=0

for |£| large enough.

By using again (49) and (£I0), and from the rapid decaying of u(-,£), it follows
that W, (u) and Wy(u) are in C°°(T! x TV), what finishes the proof of Proposition E7]

UJ U

4.2. Change of sign. Our focus now is to prove item i:) of Theorem [£.2] in which «/(¢&)
has at most logarithmic growth and (§) has super-logarithmic growth. Notice that, in
this case, the global hypoellipticity of L cannot be reduced to the global hypoellipticity
of a constant coefficient operator.

The proof of item 7i7) of Theorem [4.2) consists in slight modifications of the techniques
used in the proof of item 7). Since the argument is quite similar, it will be omitted.

Proof of item ii) of Theorem[{.2 We recall that the hypothesis in this case are 3(&)
has super-logarithmic growth and a(§) = O(log(|¢|)), hence, in view of Corollary
we may assume that b(t) is constant, b = by.
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Sufficiency:
Assume that a(t) does not change sign and that Lg is globally hypoelliptic.

Let u € D'(T' x TV) be such that iLu = f € C®(T! x TV). We will show that
u € C®(T! x TV). By the Fourier series in the variable z, we are led to the equations

~

= 3(t, &) + [~ (boa (&) + a(t) B(€)) +ila(t)a(€) — boB(€))]ult, €),
for all t € T! and for all £ € Z.

By applying Lemma 3.l to equation (IT), it follows that ¢t € T! +— (¢, £) is smooth,
for each & € ZN. Since Z)4 is finite (Remark B.4), for |¢| sufficiently large, equation
(410)) has a unique solution. This solution can be written by

-~

2T t
u(t, &) = m/@ exp (—/t i/\/l(r,f)dr) f(t—s,&)ds,

—S

if ¢ is such that a(t)3(£) <0, for all t € T!, and

R 1 2T t+s . .
U(t, f) = WA exp ([ ZM(T, f)d’r’) (t + S,f)dS,

if ¢ is such that a(t)3(£) > 0, for all t € T
Since a(&) = O(log(|£])), there exists K > 0 such that

e(€)sbo < |£|K\bo\7

for |£| sufficiently large and s € [0,2n]. Thus, for |{| large enough and such that
a(t)B(€) <0, for all t € T', we have

exp (— /t: i/\/l(r,f)dr)

Similarly, for |¢| large enough and such that a(t)3(£) > 0, for all ¢t € T', we have

exp ( /t HsiM(r,é)dr) — e (—a(g)sbo— /t Hsa('r’)ﬁ(é)dr)

< e—(&)sbo < ‘é“K|bO|.
Finally, as in the proof of Theorem [3.6] the global hypoellipticity of Lo give us a
control as in ([B.7), and the rapid decaying of f(-,&) imply that @(-, &) decays rapidly.
Hence, u belongs to C®(T! x TV) and L is globally hypoelliptic.

= e (a@sto+ [ a)ptear)

< e(&)sbo < |€|K\b0|.

Necessity:

By Theorem B3] it is enough to prove that the changing of sign of a(t) implies that
L is not globally hypoelliptic.

We will exhibit a smooth function

fltx) =" J(t, &)e"s,

n=1
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for which iLu = f has a solution in D'(T* x TV) \ C°°(T! x TV).
Our assumptions on 3(§) imply that we may choose a sequence {&,}, such that |, |
is strictly increasing, |£,| = n, and |B(&,)| = log(|&.|™), for all n € N.

By passing to a subsequence we may assume that either §(¢,) > 0, for all n, or
B(&,) < 0, for all n.

Without loss of generality, we also may assume that

bOa(gn) + aoﬁ(fn) <0,

for all n € N. Indeed, in the other case, it is enough to consider —L and to change the
variable ¢ by —t.

Suppose we are in the case 5(,) > 0 for all n (the other case is similar).

Set

M, = max /t a(r)dr = /t ’ a(r)dr.

0<t,s<2m i—s 0—50

Since a(t) changes sign, M, > 0 and sq € (0, 27); moreover, without loss of generality
(by performing a translation in the variable ¢) we may assume that ¢, and o¢ = ¢y — sg
belong to the open interval (0, 27).

Let ¢ € C°((09 — €,00 + €)) be a function such that 0 < ¢(t) < 1, and ¢(t) = 1 in
a neighborhood of [og — €/2, 0¢ + €/2].

~

We then define f(-,&,) by the 2r—periodic extension of the function

. to
(1 . e—27rzMo(5n)>¢(t) exp (Z/ %M(T, fn)dr) e*ﬁ(in)Maea(ﬁn)(t—to)bo_
t

Since by (&, ) +aoB(€n) < 0, we have that 1—e~?7Molén) is hounded and for ¢ € [0, 27]

we have
e(&n) (t—t0)bo < ela(ﬁn)\%\boI’

which increases slowly, since a(€) = O(log(|£])).

Moreover, by using estimate (&), the term e=#)Me will imply that f(, &,) decays
rapidly, since 5(&,) > log(|&,|™)-

By Proposition we may assume that Z,, is finite and, by passing to a subse-
quence, that 1 — e=2mMol&) £ (0 then we define

1 2m t R
u(t, &) = 1 — e—2miMo(En) /0 exp (— / iM(r, fn)dr) f(t—s,&)ds.

For all s,t € [0, 27], we have
1 N
1 — e*Qﬂ'iMo(ﬁn) f(t - S, gn)

< elEn)lanlbol o =B En) Ma,

Thus,
21

el < [ e (—ﬁ@n)(Ma - / a<r>dr)) g (6n)ob le il g

0
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This estimate imply that the sequence u(-, &,) increases slowly, since a(£) = O(log(|¢])).
Hence

w=Y a(t,&)e™ € D'(T! x TV).

n=1

Note that

el > [ oo (~pten(n - [

s0—0/2 to—s

a(r)dr>) ds.

Since M, — L’ZLS a(r)dr > 0 and sg is a zero of order even, the Laplace Method for
Integrals implies that

[tlto, €| = C(B(&) 2 2 CL+ [&f*) ™™ = C27™ g2,

where C' and m are positive constants and do not depend on n. This estimate implies
that u(-,,) does not decay rapidly.

Hence, u € D'(T* x TN)\ C°°(T! x TV). Therefore, L is not globally hypoelliptic,
since iLu = f by Lemma 3]

When 5(&,) < 0 for all n, we repeat the constructions above, where now we use

The proof of Theorem A2 - item i7) is complete. O O

Remark 4.10. In the proof of sufficiency in Theorem item 4i), was not necessary
suppose that §(£) has super-logarithmic growth. Moreover, we observe that this proof
is not consequence of Theorem B.6] since t — IM(t, &) = a(t)5(E) + b(t)a(§) may
change sign, even when a(t) does not change sign.

We finish this subsection with an additional example which also exhibit a globally
hypoelliptic operator in a situation in which ¢ € T' — SM(¢t, &) changes sign, for
infinitely many indexes &.

Example 4.11. Let b(t) be a 2r—periodic extension of a real smooth nonzero function
defined on (0, 27) with integral equals to zero. Let a(t) be the 2r—periodic extension
of the function 1 — ¢, where ¢ € C°((0,27),R), 0 < ¢(f) < 1 and ¢ = 1 in a
neighborhood of support of b(t).

If P(D,) has symbol p(§) = 1+ (|| log(1 + [£])), then
L = D, + (a(t) +ib(t))P(D,), (t,z) € T x TV,
is globally hypoelliptic by Theorem - item 4i). Note that,
Es SM(L,€) = a(b)le]Tog(1 + [€]) + b(D),

changes sign for all indexes & € ZV.
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4.3. A particular class of operators. The aim of this subsection is to notice that
there is a particular class of operators, which includes cases in which both «/(§) and 5(§)
have super-logarithmic growth, where the study of the global hypoellipticity follows
from adaptations of the techniques used in the proof of Theorem

For example, if p(§) = a(§) +i(1+ a(€)) and «(§) has super-logarithmic growth, we
cannot apply Theorem to study the global hypoellipticity of the operator
Dy + (cos®(t) + isin(t))P(D,),
but notice that SM(t, &) splits in the form
[sin(t) 4 cos?(t)]a(&) + cos?(t).

Hence, SM(t, ) satisfies the assumptions concerning the speed of growth which was
assumed in Theorem We claim that the operator above is not globally hypoelliptic,
since [sin(t) + cos?(t)] changes sign.

More generally, with similar arguments of those used in the proof of Theorem [4.2], we
may give a complete answer about the global hypoellipticity of the operator L, given
by (L), in the case where SM(t, &) splits in the following way:

(4.12) IM(t,€) = a(t)y(€) + b(t)n(S),
where a(t) and b(t) are real smooth functions on T, and ~(€) and 7(¢) are real valued

toroidal symbols, such that either (&) = O(log(|¢|)) or n(§) = O(log(|£]))-

Theorem 4.12. Let L be the operator defined in (L) and assume that the decom-
position ([AI2) is true. Then L is globally hypoelliptic if and only if Ly is globally
hypoelliptic and a(t) (respectively b(t)) does not change sign whenever ~(€) (respec-
tively n(€)) has super-logarithmic growth.

Observe that, under the assumptions in Theorem and assuming that v(£) has
super-logarithmic growth, the converse of Theorem holds true provided that the
function SM(t,€) = a(t)y(€) + b(t)a(§) changes sign if and only if @ changes sign.
However, as we saw in Example [£.T1] this property does not hold in general.

Bellow we present other interesting examples in this direction.

Example 4.13. If a(t) and b(t) do not vanish identically and are R—linearly dependent
functions, we may write

SM(t,€) = b(t)(a(§) + AB(8)),
with A € R\ {0}. In this case, Theorem gives a complete answer about the global
hypoellipticity of L.

When «a(§) + A\8(§) = O(log(|€])), L is globally hypoelliptic if and only if Ly is
globally hypoelliptic.

For instance, if a(t) = —b(t) and B(§) = 1 4+ «(§), then SM(¢, &) = —a(t). Hence, L
is globally hypoelliptic even if b(¢) changes sign.

When «a(€) + AB(€) has super-logarithmic growth, L is globally hypoelliptic if and
only if Ly is globally hypoelliptic and b(t) does not change sign.

Example 4.14. When a(t) and b(t) are R—linearly independent functions, L may be
not globally hypoelliptic even if both a(t) and b(t) do not change sign. Indeed, we may
find non-zero integers p and ¢ so that a(t)p+b(t)q changes sign (see Lemma 3.1 of [7]).
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If, for instance, a(§) = ¢v(€) and B(£) = py(&), in which (&) has super-logarithmic
growth, then Theorem implies that L is not globally hypoelliptic.

5. SUPER-LOGARITHMIC GROWTH

The purpose of this section is to present additional results about the global hypoel-
lipticity of the operator L given by (I.T]), which we recall

L= D;+ (a+ib)(t)P(D,), (t,x)e T xTV,

where a(t) and b(t) are real smooth functions on T!, and P(D,) is a pseudo-differential
operator on TV, with symbol p(¢) = (&) +i8(€), & € ZN.

We consider a more general situation where either «(§) or 5(§) has super-logarithmic
growth and we present a necessary condition for the global hypoellipticity of L, which
is given by a control in the sign of certain functions.

Precisely, assume that §(£) has super-logarithmic growth and let

E.p5= {K € R; there exists {&,} C Z" satisfying (*)}7

€| — 00
(%) al&)/B(&) — K, as n — oo;
|B8(&n)] = nlog(|€n]), for all n € N.

In this case, we prove that L is not globally hypoelliptic if there exists K € E, 3
such that the function ¢t € T + a(t) + b(t) K changes sign.

An analogous result holds when «(§) has super-logarithmic growth. In this case, L
is not globally hypoelliptic if there exists C' € Eg, such that the function t € T'
b(t) + a(t)C changes sign.

In particular, we obtain a necessary condition for the global hypoellipticity of L
when either a(€) or 8(§) has super-logarithmic growth and the limit lim¢|_,o @(§)/8(§)
exists. When the order of growth of a/(¢) is faster (respectively slower) than the order
of growth of (&), the operator L is not globally hypoelliptic if b(t) (respectively a(t))
changes sign (see Corollary [5.2]).

Theorem 5.1. If 5(§) has super-logarithmic growth, K € E, g and the function t €
T' — a(t) + b(t)K changes sign, then L given by (1) is not globally hypoelliptic.
Similarly, if a(€) has super-logarithmic growth, C € Eg,, and t € T' — b(t) + a(t)C
changes sign, then L is not globally hypoelliptic.

Proof. We consider the situation in which 5(§) has super-logarithmic growth and K €
E, . The other situation is analogous.

We assume that ¢ € T — a(t) +b(t) K changes sign and prove that L is not globally
hypoelliptic.

The assumptions on § and K imply that there exists a sequence {,} such that |,|

is strictly increasing, |&,| > n, |8(&.)] = nlog(|€.]), a(&)/B(&) — K, and &, & Zum,
for all n. Note that we are assuming that Z,, is finite, otherwise, by Proposition 3.3
there is nothing to prove.
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Without loss of generality, suppose that by (&,,) + apf(&,) < 0, for all n. Indeed, if
necessary we can consider — L and perform the change of variable ¢ by —t.

By using a subsequence, we may assume that either 5(&,,) < 0, for all n, or 5(§,) > 0,
for all n.

Suppose first that 5(&,) > 0, for all n. For each n, set

T e R e

Again, by passing to a subsequence, there exist ¢y and sy such that ¢, — to and
Sp — So, as n — oo. Since a(&,)/B(&,) — K, as n — oo, it follows that

/t () 4 br)Kdr = max /;a(r)ij('r’)KdriMab.

0—s0 0<t,s<2m t

Since a(t) 4+ b(t) K changes sign, we have My, > 0 and so € (0,27). Performing a
translation in the variable ¢, we may assume that ty, so and o9 = tg — so belong to
(0,2m).

Choose € > 0 small enough so that 0 < gp—e and 0g+¢€ < ty. Consider ¢ belonging to
C>((og—¢€,00+¢€),R) such that 0 < ¢(t) < 1 and ¢(t) = 1 for all t € [o9—€/2,09+€/2].

Finally, we define ]?(, &,) as being the 2r—periodic extension of
tn
(1- 6—27riM0(§n))¢(t) exp (z/ RM (r, fn)dr) e B&n) My
t

Note that 1 —e~2™Mo(&n) is bounded, since byar(€,) +aoB(€,) < 0. Thus, by estimate

(@10, the behaviour of the term e ~B(En) when |£,| — oo imply that f( &n) decays
rapidly, since M,, — My, > 0 and 5(&,) = log(|&.|™)-

It follows that
E: ft, &)™ € O(T! x TV),

Since &, € Zn, we may define

u(t, &) = - eiri/vlo(&n) / eXp( / M(r, &n)d ) F(t —s,&)ds

which belongs to C>°(T?!).

For n large enough, the estimate
(1 - o~ 2miMo(6n) )~ lf(t — 5,6, < e B )Mn

implies that

At &) < /0 " exp (—6(§n)(Mn - /t: alr) + b(r)ggggdr)) ds < 2r.

Hence, u(-,&,) increases slowly. Then

w=Y a(t,&)e" € D'(T x TV).
n=1
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We will show that u ¢ C®(T' x TV). In fact, for n sufficiently large we have
oo + € < t,, from which we can infer that

[ b

n—00—€

X exp (—6(&1) (Mn _ /tt_ a(r) + b(r)gggﬁdr)) ds| .

Since t,, — s,, — 0p, we have

u(tn, &)l =

tn — Sn —00—€/2< —€/4 and t, —s, —o9+€/2 > €/4,
for n large enough. Hence, for n large enough, we have
(sn —€/4, 8, +€/4) C (t, — 09 — €,t,, — ¢ + €)
and ¢(t, —s) =1, for s € (s, — €/4, s, + €/4). It follows that

e > [ e (=0 (M- [ atr) b2 ar) ) s
sn—e/4 tn—s B(&n)

snte/d

For each n, the function

[sn — €/4, 50+ €/4] 5 5 = dn(s) = My, — /t i alr) + b<r>§§§:;

vanishes at s, and ¢,(s) > 0, for all s. Furthermore, since a(&,)/8(&,) — K and
t, — to, there exists C' > 0, which does not depend on n, such that

dr

snte/4

|a(tm€n)| > / e—ﬁ(ﬁn)C(s—sn)zd&

sn—e€/4
The Laplace Method for Integrals implies that
[@(tn, )| = CB(E) 2,
where C' > 0 does not depend on n.

As in the proof of necessity of item i) in Theorem [£.2] the previous estimate implies
that 4(-, &,) does not decay rapidly. Hence, u belongs to D'(T! x TV) \ C>(T! x TV)
and L is not globally hypoelliptic.

Finally, in the case 5(§,) < 0, for all n, we repeat the technique above, but now we

use

' a(én) } " a(én)

M, = min / a(r) + b(r 2 dr :/ a(r) + b(r 2 dr
0<t73<2”{ s )+ )5(£n) tnsn )+ )5(£n)
and
t to
My — min / a(r) + b(r)Kdr — / a(r) + b(r)Kdr < 0.
0<t,s<2m t—s to—s0

The proof of Theorem [5.11is complete. OJ

Corollary 5.2. If 5(£) has super-logarithmic growth and «(§)/8(€) — K, as || — oo,
then L is not globally hypoelliptic if a(¢) 4+ b(¢) K changes sign. Similarly, if «(¢) has
super-logarithmic growth and B(§)/a(§) — C, as |{| — oo, then L is not globally
hypoelliptic if b(¢) + a(t)C' changes sign.
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We say that B(£) goes to infinity faster than «(&), and use the notation a(§) =
o(5(€)), if for all positive constant  there exists a positive constant ny such that
la(&)] < k|B(E)], for all |£] = ng. Note that, in this case, «(§)/5(£) — 0, as €] — oc.

Corollary 5.3. If 5(¢) has super-logarithmic growth and «(¢) = o(5(€)), then L is
not globally hypoelliptic if a(t) changes sign. If a(§) has super-logarithmic growth and
B(€) = o(a(§)), then L is not globally hypoelliptic if b(t) changes sign.

Remark 5.4. The main contribution of Theorem [b.1l and its corollaries is in the case
where both «(§) and B(£) have super-logarithmic growth. We invite the reader to
compare this result with items 4i) and i) in Theorem 2]

Example 5.5. If a(t) = cos?(t), b(t) = —sin?(t), a(&) = /[¢] and B(€) = v/|¢] +
then Theorem [B.Ilimplies that L is not globally hypoelliptic. Note that «(£)/8(£) —
as |£] — oo, and a(t) + b(t) = cos?(t) — sin®(t) changes sign.

Under the conditions in Corollary 5.2 in the case in which () has super-logarithmic
growth with

1‘i§pinf|€|Mlﬁ(§)l >0,

for some M > 0 and K = limjg_,o a(§)/B(€), the operator L is globally hypoelliptic
provided that a(t)+b(t) K never vanishes. In fact, for |£] sufficiently large, the function

t = SM(L,§) = B(§)alt) + b(t)a(§)/B(E)]
does not change sign. Moreover, Ly is globally hypoelliptic, since |ag + by K| > 0 and

|7+ Mo(&)] = [SMo(&)] = |B(E)llao + boar(€)/B(E)] = |B(E)l]ao + boK]/2,
for |£| large enough. Hence, Theorem implies that L is globally hypoelliptic.

Example 5.6. Assume that a(t) = 1+sin(¢) and b(t) = 1 —sin(¢). If a(§) = \/|&] +&
and (&) = &, then a(§)/B(§) — 1, as || — oo, and a(t) + b(t ) =2 never vanishes.
Hence, L is globally hypoelliptic.

On the other hand, if a(t) 4+ b(t) K does not change sign, but a(t) + b(¢) K vanishes,
then L may be non-globally hypoelliptic. In Subsection [B.1lwe explore this phenomenon
when K = 0, where we present a non-globally hypoelliptic operator in the case in which
a(t) does not change sign, a(t) vanishes (of finite order) at a singular point, both «/(&)
and (&) have super-logarithmic growth, and «(&) = o(B(&)).

5.1. Order of vanishing. The idea here is to show that certain relations between the
order of vanishing of a(¢) and the speed in which a(£) and 5(§) go to infinity, play a
role in the global hypoellipticity of the operators studied in this article.

We start with an example which illustrates that the operator may be globally hy-
poelliptic if, for £ large, the functions SM(t, ) vanishes only of finite order, and the
order of vanishing at each zero is appropriated to absorb the growth of p(§). This sit-
uation is generalized in Theorem [5.7 and, in the sequence, we show that the converse
of this result does not hold.

FIRST EXAMPLE: Let b = 1 and a € C*°(T', R) be a function such that a(t) = —(t—m)?
on a fixed interval (m — €, + €), a(t) is increasing on [0, 7 — ¢€), and is decreasing on
(m + €, 2m].
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Note that, a=(0) N [0,27] = {7} and a(t) < 0 for ¢t € [0,7) U (7, 27]. Setting

= V€] +il¢[\/)€], € € Z, we have
IM(t,€) = VIEI(Elalt) +1).
Note that SM(+, &) changes sign for all but a finite number of indexes .
We will prove that
L=D;+ (a+i)P(D,), (t,z) € T?

is globally hypoelliptic, for this, given u € D’(T?) such that iLu = f, with f € C>(T?),
we must show that u € C°°(T?).

Lemma 3.1 implies that @(-, ) belongs to C=(T!) for all ¢, and for €] > —ag!, we
may write

2m t R
u(t,&) = m/o exp (— /t iM(T,f)dT) f(t—s,&)ds

For [£] > —ag!, the term (1 —e~2™M0o(©)~1 is hounded; indeed, since ag < 0 we have

2rIM(€) = 2m/|€](|€|ag + 1) — —o0, as |€] = oo.

Moreover, for ¢,s € [0, 27|, we have

—3?/ (r,€) dr—/t; SM(r, &)dr
= [ 1eViatr) + Vidar
/w+1/\/_

< )+ /J€|d

S )+
7r+1/\/_

:—/ﬂ E 1EVJE|(r — 7)%dr 4+ 2 = 4/3,

for |£] sufficiently large.

Hence, the rapid decaying of f(, ¢) and estimates (4.]) will imply that u(-, £) decays
rapidly. Hence, v € C*°(T?) and L is globally hypoelliptic.

The following result generalizes the situation presented in the previous example.
Theorem 5.7. Suppose that 5(£) has super-logarithmic growth with

1‘1rpmf\£\M\/3( &) >0,

for some M > 0 and «(§) = o(B(E§)). Assume that a(t) does not change sign and
vanishes ofﬁmte order only. Write a=*(0) = {t; < --- < t,} and let m; be the order
of vanishing of a(t) att;, 7 =1,...,n. If for each j we have

|a(€)/B(E)]" ™ ]a(€)] = O(log([¢])),
then the operator L given by (ILT)) is globally hypoelliptic.
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Proof. Given u € D'(T! x TV) such that iLu = f, with f € C>®(T! x TV), we must
show that u € C>(T* x TV).

Without loss of generality, assume that a(t) is non-negative.

By Lemma B.I] the coefficients (-, £) are smooth on T, for all £ € Z¥. Moreover,
since SM(§) = B(&)ag + boa(§), ap > 0 and a(§) = o(5(€)), for |£] large enough we
have SM(€) # 0, and then My(§) € Zum.

Hence, for |¢| sufficiently large, we may write

1 27 t N
6.6 = T /0 exp <_ /t iM(r, §)d’r) it — 5 €)ds,
if 5(¢) <0, and

2T t+s N
At &) = ezM—l@)_l /O exp ( /t iM(r, f)dr) it + 5, €)ds,
it B() > 0.

We must show that the sequence u(+, §) decays rapidly. Notice that,

(
|7+ Mo(§)] = [SMo(E)] = [B(E)]I(a0 + boar(€) /B(E))]
> CleI™,
when || — oo and it follows by Proposition B.2] that

- 6—27riMo(§)|—1 2miMo(§) _ 1t

and |e
have at most polynomial growth.
Now, let I = U}_,I; be a neighborhood of a~'(0) such that
a(t) = (t =1;)™a;(t), t € I,
where a;(t) > C; > 0, and m; is an even number, so a(t) does not change sign.

For the indexes £ such that 5(£) < 0 and |¢| is sufficiently large, we have (&) (a(r)+
b(r)a(€)/B(€)) < 0 on T\ I. Moreover, if

A& alr) + b(r)a(§)/8(£)) = 0

for a certain r in I;, then
(r—t;)™a;(r) = —b(r)a(§)/B(S).

In particular,

1/my 1/my

b(r)e(€)

a;(r)B(€)

9

()

9

r—t| =

<
where C = (||b|os /C;)"/™.

It follows that (&) (a(r) + b(r)a(€)/B(£)) < 0 on

n o 1/my o

(&)

- |2

pE)

l/mj]
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Hence, for the indexes £ such that 5(£) < 0 and |¢| is sufficiently large, we obtain

/t_ B(E)(alr) +b(r)a(€)/B(€))dr <

a(e) l/mj

" [t Ee
> / e (T = 1) (r)B(E) + b(r)a(€)dr.

= Ju—clsg
Since
Jm;
t+C5| 58 o _ a(e)]Mm
[ = a8 + a5 [T ace),
t—Cr| S8 | B(€)

for some positive constant K, and |a(€)/B(&) Y™ |a(€)| = O(log(|¢])) (by hypothesis),
it follows that there exists a positive constant M such that

exp (= im0 9000 )| = exp ([ 50 (atr) + 0015 )ar) < 161"

for all the indexes £ such that 5(£) < 0 and [¢| is sufficiently large.

This same procedure may be used to verify that a similar estimate holds true for
the indexes ¢ such that §(£) > 0 and || is sufficiently large.

Finally, by using estimates above and (4.J]), we may verify that the rapid decaying

~

of f(-,&) will imply that @(-, &) decays rapidly. Therefore u € C°°(T! x TV) and L is
globally hypoelliptic.

OJ
Remark 5.8. We have a similar result when «(¢) has super-logarithmic growth,

liminf [£]M]a(&)] > 0,

[§] =00

B(&) = o(a(f)), and b(t) does not change sign and vanishes only of finite order.

In the next example we show that the converse of Theorem [5.7 does not hold true.

SECOND EXAMPLE: Consider a € C*°(T!,R) as in the first example in this subsection.
We will see that L = D; + (a(t) +14)P(D,), where (t,x) € T? and p(§) = £ +14&2, is not
globally hypoelliptic. Notice that a(t) does not change sign, but

IM(t,€) = Ealt) +¢
changes sign for infinitely many indexes £ € Z.

For £ > 0 large enough, we have £2a(t) + £ < 0 on

0,7 — 1/4/€) U (7 + 1//€, 2n]
and a(t) + &= -t —m)?+ & >0on (m—1/V/E 7+ 1/1/€), so that

¢ m+1//€
Mé’ - max / %M(T’é‘)d']’:/ _§2<r—7r)2—|—§d7’:4\/g/3
t,5€00,27] Jy_ o -1/
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~

Let f(-,€) be the 2r—periodic extension of

' m+1/\€
(1 — e 2mMol®)) exp 2/ RM (1, &)dr | e Mege(t),
t
in which ¢¢ € C((7m — 2/y/&,7),R) is given by ¢¢(t) = Y(VE(t — m + 1//€)), with
e CP((—1,1),R), 0 < ¢ <1, and ¥ = 1 in a neighborhood of [—1/2,1/2].
Notice that 1 — e~2™Mo(€) is bounded, since ay < 0 implies that
SM,(§) = E%ap + £ <0,
for ¢ large enough.

-~

With these definitions, by using (4.1]) we may see that f(-, &) decays rapidly. Hence
flto)= > F(t.)e € C(T?).

-1
§>—ay

In order to exhibit u € D'(T?) \ C*(T?) such that iLu = f, consider

R 1 2m t . -
u(t, &) = m/o exp <— /t_s ZM(T,f)dr) f(t—s,8&)ds,
for &€ > —ag.
Note that 1 — e~ 27Mo(&) £ 0: hence (-, €) is well defined and belongs to C*(T?").

For s,t € [0, 27|, we have

mﬂt —5,&) exp (— /t_ iM(r, £)dr)

<

t

14]] o exp (_(Mg - / SM(r, £)dr>) < 1L
t—s
Thus |u(t,€)| < 2w, which implies that u(-, ) increases slowly. It follows that
w= Y atE)e" € D(T?),
e>—ay!

and Lemma [B.1] implies that iLu = f.

Finally,

3/VE
e+ 1/VEE)| = /WE belm +1/V/E — 5)

T1/VE
X exp —<M§ —/ SM((r, f)dr) ds.
m+1/\/E—s

Since 2/+/€ is a zero of order at least two of

m+1/V/€
e (s) = Mg — / SM(r, &)dr > 0,
m+1//E—s

it follows that

Be(s) < (s = 2/ VO 16 lloo < (s — 2/VE*E (llalloo + 1)
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Hence
3/VE . )
ja(r +1/V/€,€)] 2/ D(2 — s1/€)e € UalleD(s=2/V? g

1/VE
5/(2v/8)

> / o€ (lalloo +1)(s—2/VE? g
3/(2vE)
Yeve .

— / o= lallso+1)s? o
~1/(2V%)

As previously mentioned, the Laplace Method for Integrals implies that
[a(r +1/VE, 6| > K¢,

where K is a positive constant which does not depend on . In particular, u(-, ) does
not decay rapidly and L is not globally hypoelliptic.

6. HOMOGENEOUS OPERATORS

In the previous section we saw that, (in general) the converse of Theorem does
not hold, since there exist globally hypoelliptic operators of type (ILI]) for which the
function t € T' — SM(t, &) changes sign, for infinitely many indexes &.

We present here a class of symbols where the converse holds. For instance, if p(&)
is homogeneous of order one, then this converse holds, since, in this case, condition
(P) of Nirenberg-Treves is necessary for the global hypoellipticity (see [25], Corollary
26.4.8).

We will see that the converse of Theorem [3.6] holds true in the case in which p(§) is
homogeneous of any positive degree.

In the sequel, we present a class of operators composed of a sum of homogeneous
pseudo-differential operators, for which the study of the global hypoellipticity follows
from the techniques used in this article.

Theorem 6.1. Assume that the symbol of P(D,) is homogeneous of degree m.

i) If m < 0 then L is globally hypoelliptic if and only if Ly is globally hypoelliptic;
i1) If m > 0 then L is globally hypoelliptic if and only if Lg is globally hypoelliptic,
and the function t — SM(t, &) does not change sign, for all € € ZN \ {0}.

Proof. If m < 0, the result follows from item ¢) of Theorem For the case in which
m > 0, the presented conditions are sufficient thanks to Theorem On the other
hand, if there exists & € ZV \ {0} such that ¢t — SM(t, &) changes sign, then

t = (n|&ol)™SM(E, &o/|%l)
changes sign for all n € N.

Now in order to show that L is not globally hypoelliptic, we may repeat the tech-
niques in the proof of the necessity in item i) of Theorem [£.2]

OJ

The following result is a consequence of Theorem 2.4l and Theorem
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Corollary 6.2. Let p = p(¢) be a homogeneous symbol of degree m = ¢/q, with
¢,q € N, and ged (¢, q) = 1. Write p(1) = a + i and p(—1) = a + if. The operator

L=D,+ (a+ib)(t)P(D,), (t,x)ec T?
is globally hypoelliptic if and only if the following statements occur:
i) the functions t € T' +— a(t)3+b(t)a and t € T! — a(t)g+ b(t)a do not change
sign.
ii) (apax —bp3)? is an irrational non-Liouville number whenever a3+ byr = 0, and
(apax — bp3)? is an irrational non-Liouville number whenever aof + bya = 0.

6.1. Sum of homogeneous operators. The techniques used in this article allow us
to study the global hypoellipticity of operators of the type

(6.1) L=D;+Y (a;+1ib;)()Py(Ds,), (t,z) €T x TV,

J=1

where each P;(D,,) is homogeneous of degree m; (see Definition 2.2)), so that its symbol
p;(&;) satisfies

é;ﬁjpj(l)v if gj > 07
p;i(&) = . .
&1™pi (1), if & <.
The results presented in this subsection generalize Theorem 1.3 of [6], see Corollary
below.
The constant coefficient operator L, associated to the operator L given by (6.1) is

N
LO = Dt + Z(CLJ‘O + Zb]O)P]<Dm])

j=1
We also set, for j =1,... N,
M;(t. &) = (a;+ibj)(0)p; (&), Mjo(&) = (ajo+ ibjo)p;(§))

N N

M, E) = Y M;(t,&), and  Mo(§) = > Myo(§).

j=1 j=1
Theorem 6.3. The operator L given by (61)) is globally hypoelliptic if the following

situations occur:

i) Lo is globally hypoelliptic.
ii) for each pair j,k € {1,...,N} (j # k) such that m; > 0 and my, > 0, the sets
of real-valued functions

TT,S = {%M](7 (_1)r)7 %Mk(v <_1)s>}7 TS € {172}7

are R—linearly dependent.
iil) for each & € Z\ {0}, the function t € T' — SM;(t,&;) does not change sign
whenever m; >0, j=1,...,N.

On the other hand, if L is globally hypoelliptic, then conditions i) and iit) hold.
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We notice that L may be non-globally hypoelliptic if conditions i) and #ii) hold, but
condition 47) fails. For instance, consider the operator

Dy + icos*(t) Dy, + iV2sin?(t)D,,, (t,x1, 1) € T°.

This operator satisfies i) and 744), but 4i) fails, since cos?(t) and /2 sin?(t) are R—linearly
independent functions. Theorem 1.3 of [7] implies that this operator is not globally
hypoelliptic.

Before presenting the proof of Theorem [6.3] we give an example which shows that
condition 7), in general, is not necessary for the global hypoellipticity of L.

Example 6.4. Consider
L =D, +icos*(t)D2 +isin®(t)D2,, (t,z1,12) € T°.

Note that SM;(t,1) = cos?(t) and IMy(t, 1) = sin?(¢) are R—linearly independent
functions. Moreover, condition i) is satisfied and we have

|7+ iSMug(&1) +iSMao(&)] = |7 +i(6F + €3) /2 > 1/2,
for all (&1,&) € Z*\ {(0,0)}. Hence, condition 4) is also satisfied.

By using partial Fourier series in the variables (z1, ) and proceeding as in the proof
of Theorem [B.6] we see that L is globally hypoelliptic.
Sketch of the proof of Theorem[6.3. Sufficient conditions:

Given a distribution u € D'(T} x TY) such that iLu = f, with f € C°°(T! x TV),
we must show that u € C*(T* x TV).

By using partial Fourier series in the variable z = (z1,...,zy), we are led to the
equations
N ~
O, &) + it §) Y M;(t,&) = f(t,9), teT', &= (&,....én) € TV
j=1

Since Lg is globally hypoelliptic, proceeding as in the proof of Proposition B.3] we

see that N
Zpm = {f e ZV; Y M;o(§) € Z}
j=1

is finite. Hence, Lemma [B.1limplies that for all but a finite number of indexes &, u(t, &)
is written as either

2m t R
62 6O = e /0 exp (—i /t_ M(r, ) dr) Tt - s,€)ds,

or

~

2T t+s
(6.3) u(t, &) = W/o exp (z/t M(r, §) dr) (t+s,8)ds,

where now
N

M(t,f) = ZMj(tvgj)'

J=1

Assume that m; >0, for j =1,...,r,and m; <0, for j=r+1,..., N.



GLOBAL HYPOELLIPTICITY FOR PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS 33

From formulas (6.2) and (6.3) we see that, in order to show that u(-,£) decays
rapidly, it is enough to control the imaginary part of the functions

teT = ) M;(t&)
j=1

Recall that the global hypoellipticity of Lo implies that the sequences (1 —e®2mMo())~1

increases slowly (Proposition B.2)).

For the indexes ¢ € Z" such that & = --- = & = 0, we have

D OIM(t, &) =D SM;(t,0),
j=1 j=1
which does not depend on &.
Suppose now that ¢ € Z" is such that & # 0. Since
SM;(t, &) = 161™SM;(t, £1), & # 0,

under assumption i) it follows that

T

D OSIM;(t ) = SMu(t 1) D AEG™ + Y 4 SM(,0),

j=1 j=1 j=1

where )\;t and ; are real numbers, j = 1,...,7. Moreover, v; = 0 when ; # 0, and

A =0 when & = 0.
An analogous formula holds if at least one &; is non-zero, for j =1,...,r.

We note that we have a finite number of such formulas which we may use to represent
T
> IM(t&),
j=1

for all indexes & such that at least one §; #0, j =1,...,r.

By using these formulas and condition #ii) we may see that the rapid decaying of

]?(-, ¢) implies that u(-,£) decays rapidly (similar to which was done in the proof of
item 4i) of Theorem [.2)).

Therefore, conditions i) — 4i7) imply that L is globally hypoelliptic.

Necessary conditions:

Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem 3.5, where now

M(t,f) = ZMj(tagj)a

we see that condition ) is necessary.
The necessity of condition i) follows from Theorem [6.1l Indeed, if
L; = Dy + (a; +ib;)(t) P;(Dy,), (t,2;) € T?,

is not globally hypoelliptic, there exists v € D’ (T%t,:vj)) \ C*°(T?) such that Ly €
C>=(T?).
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Setting 2’ = (x1,...,2;-1,%j41,...,2TN), it follows that
p=v®ly € D(T? x TV 1)\ 0=(T? x TV 1)
and p satisfies Ly = Ljv € C°(T' x TV). Hence, L is not globally hypoelliptic if
condition i) fails.

U U

It follows from Theorem 1.3 of [6] that condition éi) of Theorem is necessary if
Pj(D.;) = D,,,j =1,..., N. The next result gives a larger class of operators for which
this necessity still holds true.

Theorem 6.5. Assume that the operator L defined in (G1)) is globally hypoelliptic.
Then, for all j,k € {1,...,N} such that j # k, m;,my, € Z% and ged(m;, my) = 1,
the sets

Tr,s = {%M](, (_1)7")’ ng(’ (_1)8)}’ r,s € {1’ 2}7

are R—linearly dependent.

Proof. Let m; and my be positive integers such that ged(mq, ms) = 1 and assume that
IM;(-,1) and SMy(-,1) are R—linearly independent functions in C*°(T! R) (the
other possibilities are analogous).
By Lemma 3.1 of [7] there exist non-zero integers p # ¢ such that
t— %Ml(t, 1)]) + %Mg(t, 1)(]
changes sign and has non-zero mean.

Inspired by (2.1), we multiply this function by

(mlfl)m2+(m271)62m2 l1ma

p q )

where /1 and /5 are non-negative integers such that foms — ¢ym; = 1. Hence, the
function

t = [pfl(m2 1)+m2 Zl]mlc\M ( ) [pml*1+(m2*1)52q52]m2%_/\/lQ(t7 1)7
changes sign.

Setting p = pf(me=Dimzgh and G = pm-1+me—Dléglz it follows that p and § are
integers and

n™M2 T IM (1) + §TSIMa(t, 1)] = SM(t, pn™?) + SMy(t, gn™)).
Notice that, changing the variable ¢t by —¢ and considering —L (if necessary), we
may assume that SM0(p) + SMa(G) < 0.

We then proceed as in the proof of necessity in item i) of Theorem in order to
show that

L12 = Dt + (al + Zbl)Pl(Darl) + ((lg + ZbQ)(t)PZ(DJJQ)) (taxlaxQ) € Tg)
is not globally hypoelliptic. As before, this implies that L is not globally hypoelliptic.

To be more precise, the technique to show that Li;s is not globally hypoelliptic
consists of using the change of sign of n™™2[IM;(t,p) + SMs(t, §)] to construct a
smooth function

f(t,a1,2) = fo (¢, pn™, g™ )e! P2 mtan o)
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such that i Lu = f has a solution in D'(T?)\C(T?). The Fourier coefficients f(-, pn™2, gn™*)
are the 2r—periodic extension of

to
©1.2(n) P(t) exp (z/ RM; (r, pn™?) + RM,(r, cjnml)dr> e_"mlmQM,
¢

where
@1 2(”) = 1 —_ G_ZWi[MIO(ﬁan)—f—MQO(qnml )]

and

t
M = max/ SM, (r, p) + SMo(r, §)dr,
t—s

0<t,s<2m

which is supposed to be assumed in t = ¢y and s = sg, and ¢ is a smooth cutoff function
identically one in a small neighborhood of ¢y — s.

0

Corollary 6.6. Suppose that each symbol p;(§;) is real-valued and homogeneous,
whose degree is a positive integer m,. Assume also that

ged(mj,my) =1, for j#k, j,ke{l,...,N}

Under these assumptions, L given by (6.1]) is globally hypoelliptic if and only if the
following occurs:

i) Ly is globally hypoelliptic.
ii) dimspan{b; € C*(T",R); j=1,...,N} <1
iii) b;(t) does not change sign, for j =1,..., N.
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