arXiv:2002.03373v2 [math.AP] 29 Oct 2021

Globally hypoelliptic triangularizable systems of
periodic pseudo-differential operators

Fernando de Avila Silva

Departamento de Matemdtica, Universidade Federal do Parand,
Caiza Postal 19081, Curitiba, PR 81531-990, Brazil

Abstract

This article presents an investigation on the global hypoellipticity problem
for systems belonging to the class P = D; + Q(t, D, ), where Q(t, D,) is
a m X m matrix with entries ¢;(¢)Q;x(Ds). The coeflicients c;x(t) are
smooth, complex-valued functions on the torus T ~ R/27Z and @), x(D,) are
pseudo-differential operators on T™. The approach consists in establishing
conditions on the matrix symbol Q(¢,&) such that it can be transformed
into a suitable triangular form A(t, ) + N (¢, ), where A(t, ) is the diagonal
matrix diag(Ai(t,€) ... An(t,€)) and N (¢,€) is a nilpotent upper triangular
matrix. Hence, the global hypoellipticity of P is studied by analyzing the
behavior of the eigenvalues \;(t, ) and its averages Ao (&), as |£] — oo.
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1. Introduction

This article discusses the global hypoellipticity problem for systems be-
longing to the class

P=Di+Q(t,D,), teT,zeT", (1)

where D; = i719;, T ~ R/27Z stands as the torus, Q(t, D,) is a mxm matrix
operator with entries ¢; (t)Q;.x(D.), where ¢; ,(t) are smooth complex-valued
functions on T and Q) (D, ) are pseudo-differential operators on T".

Let us recall that system P is globally hypoelliptic if m-dimensional vectors
u and f, with coordinates in D'(T™*!) and C*°(T™*!) respectively, satisfy

equation Pu = f then the coordinates of u are also smooth functions on
N

The study of global properties for linear operators is a challenging prob-
lem even for the case of vector fields and differential operators on the torus,
see the impressive list B, , @, , B, , IE, ﬂ, @] and the references therein.
Investigations on pseudo-differential classes are also considered in the liter-
ature, for instance, @, , , , ] These problems are also analyzed

2



in the setting of compact manifolds and Lie groups, e.g. @, E, , , ]
In particular, we point out that an important tool, present in all these ref-
erences and here, is a Fourier analysis characterizing the functional spaces
under investigation.

On the other hand, although the analyses of regularity of solutions (as
well as solvability and well-posedness of systems of differential and pseudo-
differential operators, defined on R™) compose a widely explored problem
in the literature, there are apparently no published works dealing with the
global hypoellipticity problem for m-dimensional periodic systems of pseudo-
differential operators of type ().

Hence, this article presents an approach for investigations of the global
hypoellipticity of unexplored classes of systems on the torus. For an outline
of the main results and techniques, let us consider P, as in ({I), and equation
Pu = f. By using the partial Fourier series, with respect to x, we can
conclude that the global hypoellipticity problem is equivalent to analyzing
the solutions of systems

~

Dta(t7£> + Q(Tﬂg)a(tvg) = f(t7£>7 t S Tv g € va (2>
where Q(t,&) = [¢;x(t)Q;x(§)] is the matrix symbol of Q(¢, D,). More pre-

cisely, it is necessary, and sufficient, to prove that all derivatives of the coordi-
nates of u(t, &) converge to zero faster than any polynomial (see Proposition

[LT).

The main problems in this procedure involve the computations of solu-
tions for (). To handle this obstacle, inspiration was taken from T. V. Gram-
chev and M. Ruzhansky (see ﬂﬂ]) and C. Garetto, C. Jah and M. Ruzhansky
(see @]) These authors present classes of systems (2)) (defined on R™) that
can be reduced to a triangular form. Hence, following this inspiration, the
present article considers classes of systems such that Q(¢,&) = [¢;1(t)Q;x(&)]
has a smooth triangularization

STHEE) Q(t,€) S(t,€) = A(t,€) + N(t,6),

with A(t,&) = diag(\i(t,€), ..., An(t,§)), where N(t,€) = [rjx(t,€)] is a
nilpotent upper triangular matrix. Moreover, this triangularization allows
us to replace the study of system (2]) by the triangular form

Dyw(t, &) + [A(t, &) + N(t, O]v(t,§) = g(t,€), t €T, £€Z,  (3)
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where

u(t, &) = STHt, E)u(t,€) and g(t,€) = STHE, ) F(t,€).

However, to guarantee equivalence between the behaviors of solutions of
@) and @) when [£| — oo, it is necessary that S, and its inverse S™!, have
a polynomial growth of type

sup [|0FS (¢, &) [emem < CIE7, and sup 107871 (t, ) llcmem < ClEP. (4)
S

teT

Furthermore, we assume that

sup |07 [ST'(t,€) - DiS(t, )]llemem < ClE]77, ()

teT
for all N > 0.

It is important to point out that a triangularization satisfying () and
(@) can be easily obtained for the constant coefficients case Q(t,D,) =
Q. k(Dyz)]mxm, since in this configuration we get

o~

Thus, we can use the following, and well known, Schur’s triangularization

process (see @] E

Lemma 1.1 (Schur’s triangularization). Let A be an m X m complex
matriz. Then, there exists a unitary matriz S such that S*AS is upper tri-
angular with diagonal elements r;; = \;.

Given this result we have

STHEOQE)S(E) = A(§) + N(€), VE e 2.

Moreover, since S(£) and S™1(£) are unitary, for every &, the estimates ()
are automatically satisfied. Since D;S(§) = 0, we may replace (@) by its
equivalent triangular form

Dy(t, €) + (A& + N(€)v(t,§) = g(t,€), £ € Z".

Section Pl presents a complete analysis for the constant coefficient case
and starts off with an investigation for systems of type L = [L; x(D,)], where
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L;1(D,) is a pseudo-differential operator on TV . Theorem R.1] establishes
necessary and sufficient conditions for the global hypoellipticity in view of
the eigenvalues of the matrix-symbols L(n). These conditions are extended
to the system P = D, + Q(D,) by Theorem 23 Examples and applications
are presented in Subsections and 23]

Furthermore, Subsection [2.4] discusses the problem of perturbations, that
is, systems of type
L.=L+¢€Q, € €C,

with @ = [Q;x(Dy)] and e belonging to some small ball at the origin. The
main result that follows is Theorem [2.6], where the essential hypothesis is
that the eigenvalues of L.(n) have an analytic expansion on € (see (IH)).

Now, concerning the general system P = D, + Q(t, D,) in (2]), Section 3
introduces the concept of strongly triangularizable symbols, according to Def-
inition B4l Broadly speaking, this is a class for which there exists a smooth
triangular form (3]) satisfying conditions (]) and (&) (see Theorem [B.8]). The
main result that follows is Theorem [3.14] where it is shown that, under
suitable conditions, P is globally hypoelliptic if and only if each constant
coefficient operator

Lok = Di+ Xox(Da), k=1,....m

is globally hypoelliptic on T""! where g1 (D,) is formally defined by

Mok(Dp)w(z) = e (€)D(E),

ez

and A\ x(€) = (2m) 7 [7T M\ (t, €)dt, for € € 7"

It is important to emphasize that the hypotheses on Theorem B.I4] are
independent of the order of the operators Q;, = Q;x(D,). In particular, this
means that the results can be applied in the case where @), are differential
operators. This is a surprising contrast with the scalar case m = 1, where,
in general, it is not possible to apply the equivalence, suggested by Theorem
BI4l for classes of differential operators.

Regarding the introduction of strongly triangularizable symbols, it is im-
portant to emphasize that the main inspiration comes from the approaches
presented in |16, ] These works handle with the triangularization problem

bt



for matrices of pseudo-differential operators on R™ and, in particular, they
have shown how to compute the matrices S and S~!. Hence, it is proven, in
Section [ (in Theorems 1] and 3) that the symbol Q(¢, &) can be strongly
triangularized, under suitable conditions on its eigenvectors.

1.1. Notations and preliminary results

Throughout this paper the variables on T, T" and TV are denoted by ¢,z
and y, respectively, with corresponding dual variables 7 € Z, £ € Z" and
nezZr.

As usual, D'(TV) and C°°(T¥) stand as the spaces of distributions and
smooth functions on T, respectively. Also, D.,(T") and C°(T") denote the
spaces of m-dimensional vectors with coordinates in D'(TY) and C*>(T%),
respectively.

The analyses will use the characterizations of D'(TY) and C°°(T¥) by
means of the Fourier coefficients. For this, let us recall that if u € D'(TY),
then its Fourier coefficients are defined by

un) = 2mn) N <u,e >, ne V.
For N = n + 1, the partial Fourier coefficients, with respect to x € T",
are given by
w(t, &) = 2m) ™ <ult,-),e ™ >, £z, teT.

Proposition 1.1. Let {a,},czn be a sequence of complex numbers, {ce(t)}eczn
be a sequence of smooth functions on T and the formal series

v(y) = Z a,e? and u(t,r) = Z ce(t)e™*.

nezZN gewn

Thus, we have the following:

(a) the series v converges in D'(TN) if and only if there exists positive
constants M, C' and R such that

jay| < ClEM, €] > R (7)
Moreover, v(y) € C®(TN) if and only if estimate (@) is fulfilled for

every M < 0. In both cases we have V(1) = a,.
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(b) the series u converges in D'(T"™Y) if and only if, for any o € Z., there
are positive constants M, C' and R such that

sup|gfce()] < CIe[™, [¢] = R ®
S

Moreover, u € C(T™) if and only if estimate ([8) holds true for every
M < 0. In both cases we have c¢(-) = u(-, §).

By U¥(T¥) we denote the class of pseudo-differential operators on TV, of
order v € R and acting on C*°(T), formally defined by

a(Dyuly) = Y e a(n)a(), (9)

with symbol a(n) = {a(n)},ez~ satisfying

la(n)| < Cnl”, vn e Z". (10)

For further information regarding the quantization of pseudo-differential
operators on the torus, see M. Ruzhansky and V. Turunen in @]

The next Theorem is an extension of the results presented in Greenfield’s
and Wallach’s work in ﬂﬁ]

Theorem 1.2. The operator a(D,), given by (), is globally hypoelliptic on
TN if and only if there exists positive constants C', M and R such that

la(n)| > Clnl™", |n| > R.

In reference ﬂﬂ], authors R. B. Gonzalez, A. Kirilov, C. Medeira and F.
de Avila Silva, characterize the global hypoellipticity of operators belonging
to the class

P =D, +c(t)a(D,), (t,x) € T", (11)

in view of the functions

teT = At, &) = c(t)a(§), €2,



and its averages
21
M€ = m) [ A, ¢ e
0

The following Theorem summarizes some of the results in ﬂﬂ] that are
related with the present investigations.

Theorem 1.3. Let P be as in (), set c(t) = p(t) + iq(t) and a(§) =
a(§) +iB(8).

(a) if P is globally hypoelliptic, then the set
Zp={§ €L"; No(§) € Z}

is finite and the operator Py = D, + coa(D,) is globally hypoelliptic,
where ¢y denotes the average cy = (2m) 7" Ozﬂ c(t)dt;
(b) if Py is globally hypoelliptic and the functions

T >t SA ) = p(t)B(E) + a(t)a(§)
do not change sign, for sufficiently large ||, then P is globally hypoel-
liptic.
(c) the following statements are equivalent:
i) Py is globally hypoelliptic;
i1) there exist positive constants C, M and R such that

7+ (&) = C(I7] + €)Y, for all |7] +[¢] = R;
i11) there exist positive constants C, M and R such that

11— 22 2@ > Cle|M, for all €| > R.

2. Systems with constant coefficients

This section discusses global hypoellipticity for systems with constant co-
efficients. The starting point is an analysis of the case L = [L;x(Dy)|mxm.,
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where L;.(D,) € ¥”(T") is a pseudo-differential operator with symbol
L;(n) and order v € R.

Notice that, if u € D! (TV) is a solution of Lu = f € C>°(TV), then we
obtain the systems

L(n)a(n) = f(n), ¥y € Z",
where L(n) = [Ljx(n)lmxm, 1 € .

Proposition 2.1. If system L is globally hypoelliptic, then the set

Zaewr = {n € ZV; det L(n) = 0}

is finite.

Proof: Suppose that Zge 1, is infinite and choose sequences {7;}jen C Zaet 1
and {a;};en C C” such that ||a;|/cm =1 and L(7n;)a; = 0. Hence,

~ . aj, lf T]IT]j,
u(n)_{ 0, if n#mn;,

defines a vector u € D/, (TV)\ C°(TV). Once Lu = 0, then L is not globally
hypoelliptic.

O

Note that if Zge  is finite, then there is some positive constant R such
that L(n) is invertible for all |n| > R. In this case, u(n) is uniquely defined

~

by u(n) = L(n)~ f(n), and we can write

-1 adL(n)
Lm= = det L(n)

, Inl > R,

where adL(n) is the cofactor matrix of L(n), namely, the transpose of the
matrix with entries

a;x(n) = (—1)7"* det L (n),

where Ljjx(n) is the (m — 1) x (m — 1) matrix constructed by deleting the
jth row and the kth column of L(n).



Since the entries a; ;(n) are bounded by some polynomial, it follows from

the equalities

>y agi(n) fi(n)
detL(n) 7
that a sufficient condition for the global hypoellipticity is obtained by con-
sidering a controlled growth on the determinant det L(n), as stated by the
next Proposition.

uj(n) = =1,...,m,

Proposition 2.2. [f there exist positive constants C, M and R such that
| det L(n)| > Cln|™, [n| > R,
then system L is globally hypoelliptic.

Our next step is to study the global hypoellipticity of L by analyzing the
behavior of the eigenvalues A;(n),..., Ay, (n) of the symbols L(n). For this,
assume, without loss of generality, that

M) < Do) <. < )], n € ZV,
and define the sequences {\;(n)},ezv, for j =1,...,m.

Theorem 2.1. System L is globally hypoelliptic if and only if there are pos-
itive constants C;, M; and R; satisfying

I\ ()] = Cyln[=*, |n| = Ry, (12)

forg=1,....m.

Proof: The sufficiency is a consequence of the identity det L(n) = [[/Z; A;(n)
and Proposition Conversely, assume that {A(n)},ezv does not satisfy
[@2), for some k € {1,...,m}. In this case, there exists {n}eny C Z"
satisfying [Ag(ne)| < |me| ™% for all £ € N. Let {vy(n)},cznx be a sequence of
unitary eigenvectors associated to Agx(n) and set
o o), i =, ooy ) Aeme)ve(ne), i =,
0= G e T = { GO

These sequences define vectors u € D! (TV)\ C®(TV) and f € C°(TV)
such that Lu = f, hence L is not globally hypoelliptic.

O
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Remark 2.2. If the original system is triangular, that is,

>\1 (Dy> 7”172(Dy> ce Tl,m(Dy)
L(Dy) _ 0 >\2(Dy) . . T’Q’m:(Dy) 7
0 0 ... An(D,)

then the operators r;,(D,) play no role on the global hypoellipticity, since the
eigenvalues of L(n) do not depend on rj(n).

2.1. Systems on T x T"

Let us apply the previous results for systems in the class
P =D;+ Q(D:c)a (t>$) €T x Tn>

where Q(D;) = [Q;k(Dy)|mxm and Q;x(D,) € ¥Y(T™). We can start by
observing that equation Pu = f is equivalent to

~

P(r,&)u(r,§) = f(1,€), (1,§) € Zx L7,

where P(1,&) =7+ Q(§), with 7 = I,xmT.

By applying Schur’s Lemma [T to Q(§) we obtain a unitary matrix S(&)
such that
S (E)QE)S() = A& + N (€), €2,

where A(¢) = diag(k1(€), ..., km(&)) and

[0 r2(8) rs(©) o rim(©)
0 0 r23(&) oo Tam(§)

N(&) = : : : : :
0 0 o 0 Teim(6)
0 0 0

Since the matrices S(£) and S™1(£) are unitary, we obtain

1QE)llcmem = I1AE) + N (E)[cmem, VE € 2,
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hence, it follows from (I0) the existence of positive constants C; and Cs
satisfying

|75 (O] < CLIE]" and [r; ()] < Col€]”, [€] — oo.

In particular, we can define the operators x;(D,) and r;(D,), given by
the symbols {x;(§)}eezn and {r; (&) teezn, respectively. Also, we have the
triangular system

P = Dy + N(D,) +N(D,), (t,z) € T"*,

where A(D,) = diag(ki(D,), ..., kn(D,)) and N(D,) = [r;x(D,)]. The
symbols of & are

M(T,€) r2(€) ms(€) o mim(E)

)\27’, T2.3 Tom
o)== | 0 T el

: : : : ) 77:(7’5) € LZxL",
with eigenvalues \;(n) = X\;(7,&) = 7 + £;(§).

We claim that P is globally hypoelliptic if and only if & is globally hy-
poelliptic. Indeed, assume that P is globally hypoelliptic, let v € D/ (T™1)
be a solution of Pv = g € C°(T™"!) and consider the corresponding systems

P(1,6)v(r,§) = 9(7,§).
Now, set u(7, &) = S(&)v(r,€), f(1,€) = S(&)v(r, ),

u(t,x) = Z u(r, )t (8 and  f(t,z) = Z F(r,€)elta) (o),

(rg)ezn+t (r€)ezrntt

Since S(€) is unitary, we have f € C°(T"™) and u € D), (T™"!). It follows
from equations

P(r,§)u(r,§) = f(7,€), (1,§) € ZXZL",

that Pu = f. Hence, u € C(T™!). Moreover, by identity o(r,&) =
S*(&)u(r, ), we get v € C°(T™1). Then, system & is globally hypoelliptic.
The other direction can be proved with a similar argument.

With these discussions we have proved the following:
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Theorem 2.3. System P = D, + Q(D,) is globally hypoelliptic if and only
if there are positive constants C;, M; and R; such that

7+ 5O = Ci(Ir| + €)Y, |7l + [€] = Ry,

forg=1,....m.

Corollary 2.1. The following statements hold true:
(a) If P is globally hypoelliptic, then the set
ZdetP = Zdet@ = {(Ta 5) € Zn—i_l; det ‘@(Ta 5) - O}

s finite.
(b) P is globally hypoelliptic if and only if the operators L; = Dy + kj(Dy)
are globally hypoelliptic.

Proof: Part a) is a direct consequence of Proposition 2], while the proof of
b) is given by combining Theorem [[13] part (c), and Theorem

O
2.2. Example: higher order equations
This example discusses the hypoellipticity of the operator
P = D;ﬂ + ZDln_ij(DI)a (t>$) € Tn+1>
j=1
where Q;(D,) € U”(T"). The equation Pu = f is equivalent to
D, €) + Y g (Dt €) = f(t,€), £ €2,
j=1
which can be rewritten as the system
0 1 0 ... 0
0 0 1 ... 0
Do)~ | S e =g, (13)
—qm(&) —gm-1(&§) .. .. —q(§)
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by the standard transformations

'Ul(tag) = a(tag)a 'Uk(tag) = Df_la(t>€)> k= 2> R

andglz-“:gm—lzo>gm:f'

Let Q(D,) be the matrix-operator with symbols given by matrix in (L3
and set P = D, + Q(D,). Clearly, operator P is globally hypoelliptic if and
only if the related system P is also globally hypoelliptic.

As an illustration, consider the second order operator
P = D? — 2aD,(—A)Y? + f2A,,

where o, € R and A, = — " 92 | for x € T".

j:l ;0

Then, we have

Dalte€) = | e g | o0 = a(t.8)

with eigenvalues

(7, 6) =7+ [Elpr and Ao(7, &) = 7 + [l p2,

where p1 2 = —a £ y/a? — (2.

If o> — 3% < 0, then p;» are not real and P is globally hypoelliptic.
However, the case of real roots could be much more complicated since, in
general, we can not apply the usual approximations by rational numbers,
once 7/|¢| may be irrational. For instance, when o = f3, it is necessary to
analyze

1€l = oo

R
€l

A complete discussion for these type of approximations can be found in

[14].

2.83. Example: sum of commutative systems

Let {A;}}_; be a family of commuting m X m complex matrices with
eigenvalues {x;}j~,, for j = 1,...,n. Consider Q;(D,,;) € V" (T,,), the
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system
P=D;+Y» AQi(Dy), (t,x1,...,2,) €T x T"
j=1
and assume the following:

Lemma 2.4 (Simultaneous Schur’s triangularization). Let F be a fam-
ily of commuting mxm complexr matrices. Then, there exists a unitary matriz
S such that S*AS is triangular, for any A € F.

Now, let u be a solution of Pu = f and consider the related system

~

P(r,§)u(r, &) = f(7,€), where
P(T> 6) =7+ qu(gj)Aja (Ta 5) S Z Zna T = Imxm7-~
=1
It follows from Lemma [2.4] the existence of a unitary matrix S such that
S*A;S = diag(Kja, . Kjm) + NG, J=1,...,n,
hence, we obtain the equivalent triangular system (7, &)v(7,&) = g(T,§)
given by
‘@(77 6) =7+ Zq](gj)(‘/\] +~/\/’])a (Ta 5) € /B Zn> T = [meT-

J=1

Therefore, P is globally hypoelliptic if and only if there exist positive
constants Cyp, M, and R, such that

T+ 65(E)R

J=1

> Col(r, )17, |7l + [¢] = Ry, (14)

for{=1,...,m.

As an example, consider the differential case Q;(D,,) = D,, and assume
that each A; is symmetric. Thus, the conditions in (I4]) are connected with
the simultaneous approximations of {1 ¢, ..., Ky} by rational numbers, that
is, the analysis of the quantities

|7_+K'1,€€1 +---+/€nl€n|> TE Za €: (gla-"agn) S Zn>

foreach £ =1,...,m.
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2.4. Perturbations of globally hypoelliptic systems
This subsection discusses the hypoellipticity of the perturbed system
L.=L+¢€Q, € €C,

for € in some small ball at the origin, where Q) = [Q,x(D,)] and Ly = L =
[L; x(Dy)] stands for the unperturbed system. The eigenvalues of L(n) and
Q(n) are denoted by A;(n) and x;(n), respectively.

The main goal is to investigate the effect of () on the global hypoellipticity
of L, which is equivalent to analyze the eigenvalues A ;(n) of L.(n) in terms
of A\j(n) and ;(n).

If we admit the commutative hypothesis [L, Q] = 0, then we can apply a
simultaneous triangularization to the matrices L(n) and Q(n). Furthermore,
system L.(n)u(n) = f(n) is equivalent to the corresponding triangular form
(Ac + N)v(n) = g(n), where A, is the diagonal matrix with entries

Aei(m) =XNi(n) +ex;(n), j=1,...,m,

and V. = N + eNg. Hence, for commutative perturbations we have the
following;:

Theorem 2.5. Admit [L,Q] = 0. Then, L. is globally hypoelliptic if and
only if there are positive constants C;, M; and R; such that

I\ (n) +er;(m)| = Cyln| ™, |n| > R;,

forg=1,....m.

On the other hand, the general case [L, Q] # 0 is much more challenging
since, in general, there isn’t a unified theory for the study of A, ;(n) in terms
of \;(n) and k;(n). To handle this problem, let us take a similar approach to
the one taken in ﬂﬂ], by A. Kirilov and F. de Avila Silva, where the authors
consider the theories developed in ﬂﬂ] by T. Kato and in ﬂﬁ] by F. Rellich.

The key point used there is the following assumption: the eigenvalues and
eigenvectors of L.(n) have an analytic expansion of type

A1) = X(0) + D oju(m) € and vej(n) = v(n) + Y vey(n) €, (15)



in a small ball at the origin, where v;(n) is a corresponding eigenvector of
A;(n). In particular, such analytic expansion holds when L.(n) is normal in
some ball |¢| < ¢, as the reader can see in |23].

The next result enables us to shed light on the problem of perturbations.
Theorem 2.6. Assume that for |e| < €y the set
Zaer . = {n € Z"; det L.(n) = 0}

is finite, and that the eigenvalues of L.(n) can be written as in form ([IH),
for allm € ZV.

Then, system L. = L + eQ s globally hypoelliptic if and only if there are
positive constants C;, M; and R; such that

> Ciln|™, In| = R;, j=1,...,m.

() + ) aja(n)e"

Corollary 2.2. Let P. be the perturbed system
P.=Di+ L, (t,y) € Tx TV,

such that the set Zge p, is finite and the eigenvalues of L.(n) satisfy (IH), for
le| < €.

Under these conditions, P. is globally hypoelliptic if and only if there are
positive constants Cj, M; and R; satisfying

TN + Y ak(©)| = Cil(r )M, |l + €] = R,
k=1
forg=1,...,m.

Remark 2.7. It is important to point out that any application of Theorem
necessarily involves the calculations of the coefficients o;(n). An ap-
proach concerning this process can be found in Chapter two in [24] and Sec-
tion 6 in M]
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It is possible to illustrate the previous results with an adaptation of Ex-
ample 6.4 in @]

Example 2.8. Consider the operators

N(Dyu(t,x) =Y T (—1wli(r,0), j=1,2,

T€7Z, LEN

defined on T?, for some w € C fized, and
g(Da)o(x) = ™ q(0)B(0),
teN
an operator on T, of order 0 < v < 1.

Let A(D) and Q(D) be the matrixz operators

. 0 q(D,)
A(D) = diag(A(D), \s(D)) and Q(D) = [ ] :

9(Dz) 0
and set Le = A(D) + eQ(D).
Thus, the eigenvalues of L.(¢) = A(¢) + eQ(L) are

_ (@0)* 5 @) 4 6
Aeq(l) = —wl — 9l € + (Qwl) e+ 0(e),

and

Aea(l) = wl + (q2(f;)€) — ((gff;;?’ et + O(%).

In particular, there exists a positive constant €, such that L. is globally
hypoelliptic for |e| < €1, as the reader can see in ]

3. Systems with variable coefficients

This Section addresses the systems P = D, + Q(t, D,), where Q(t, D,)
is an m X m matrix operator with symbols Q(t,&) = [¢;x(t)Q;x(§)]. Let us
recall that equation Pu = f € C°(T"™), with u € D, (T"™), is equivalent
to

~

Dyu(t, €) + Q(¢, §)u(t, ) = f(t,§), teT, £ €27, (16)
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~

where u(t,£) and f(t,£) denotes the m-dimensional vectors
a(tv 5) = (al(tv 5)7 T am(t7£>> and .]/c\(t7£> = (ﬁ(tv 5)7 SR .]/c\m(tv 5))

We analyze the global hypoellipticity of P by studying the coordinates
u;(t, €) in the sense of Proposition [Tl The starting point is the introduction
of strongly triangularizable symbols which enables the study of a suitable
triangular system associated to ([I6]).

Firstly, the analysis is restricted to symbols having smooth eigenvalues
and satisfying a polynomial growth.

Definition 3.1. We say that Q(t,§) satisfies condition (< ) if, for each k €
{1,...,m}, the eigenvalues \.(t,€) fulfill the following conditions:

(a) they belong to the space C°(T x 2") = {f : T x Z" — C; f(-,§) €
C>=(T), V¢ € Z"}.
(b) given o € Z, there exists C' = C'(a, k) and py, = pp() such that

sup |07 Ak(t, €)] < ClE[*, |€] — oo. (17)

teT

Remark 3.2. Along the text we use expression “a smooth function on T x
Z™7 to indicate that such function belongs to C(T x Z™). Analogously,
we say that a matriz M(t,&) = [m;j,(t,&)]mxm is smooth on T x Z™ when
mjr € COO<T X Zn)

Remark 3.3. We point out that the study of differentiability for eigenval-
ues (and eigenvectors) is a highly non trivial problem (even for holomorphic
matrices). For more information on this subject, see Sections 5.4 and 5.5
in [@/ Regarding condition ([T), let us observe that many classes of ex-
amples consist in systems given by Q(t,D,) = Q(D,)A(t), where Q(D,)
is a pseudo-differential operator on T", of order v, and A(t) is a smooth
m X m matriz with smooth eigenvalues oy(t),...,on(t). In this case, for
each k € {1,...,m}, we obtain

sup |07 Ak (t, €)| = lg(§)| max |07 o (t)] < Cralé]”

teT
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Definition 3.4. Let Q(t,&) be a symbol satisfying condition (< ). We say
that Q(t,&) 1s strongly triangularizable if it satisfies the following conditions:

(PB,) for each & € 7", there exists a triangularization

STHE Q1 €)S(t, &) = At, &) + N (¢,€),

where A(t,&) = diag( M\ (t,€), ..., \n(£,€)) and N (¢t,€) is a smooth up-
per triangular matrix

0 7"172(1‘,,5) e Tl,m(t,g)
0 0 A T2,m(t7 5)
Nt = : :
0 0 0 Tm—lml(t? 5)
0 0 . 0

(B5) the matrices S and S™% are smooth on T x Z" and, for any o € Z,
there exist positive constants C', R and vy, such that

sup [[07S(t, &)llemem < ClE]" and sup |87 5™ (t,&)llcmem < ClE]7,
teT teT

(18)
for all [£] > R.
(#B3) given o € Zy and N > 0, there are positive constants C' and R such
that

sup |9F B(t,) |emsn < ClI, V| 2 R
€

where B(t,&) = S7(t, &) - DiS(t,€).

Additionally, Q(t,&) is strongly triangularizable with diagonal bounded
from below if it satisfies the following extra condition:

(By) for each k € {1,...,m}, there exists a positive constant 0y such that

%)\k@, 5) > —0,, teT, VEeZ.

Finally, a system as ([I8) with a strongly triangularizable symbol (with
diagonal bounded from below) is said to be a strongly triangularizable system
(with diagonal bounded from below).
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Remark 3.5. Section[]] presents sufficient conditions for Q(t, &) to be strongly
triangularizable. It also presents a process for the construction of matrices

S, S™t and N

Remark 3.6. The requirement of conditions (IT) and (%) will be clarified
by Theorem [311.

Now, the investigation proceeds by assuming that system (I0) is strongly
triangularizable. Firstly, it is important to emphasize the following proper-
ties:

(i) condition () implies that (I0) can be rewritten in the form

(De + A(£,6) + N (t,6) + B(t, €)v(t, §) = g(t,§), (19)

by setting

~

u(t, &) = S(t,§)v(t,§) and [(t,&) = S(t,§)g(t,&);

(ii) it follows from conditions (%), (%2) and (7)) that the entries r; x(¢, &)
of N have all derivatives bounded by some polynomial, namely, for
every a € Z,, there exists C = C(a, j, k) and 1, = p1;5(c) such that

sup 077 (1) < CIel™, Je] > oo (20)
€

(iii) in view of condition (%), we obtain that a coordinate of the vector
v(t, &) satisfies (§)) if and only if the corresponding coordinate of u(t, &)
also satisfies (§).

(iv) we can replace the study of solutions of (I8) by the study of solutions

of (I9).

Next, we show that the matrices B(t,£) = [b;k(t,€)]mxm play no role
on the regularity of solutions of system (I9). To do this, consider the space
(T x2Z™) of all functions a € C*°(T x Z") satisfying the following: Vo € Z,
there exists N € R and positive constants C, R such that

Stu113|3§“a(t,€)| < ClE, Vgl > R.
€
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Therefore, for any a € .7 (T x Z") it is well defined the operator a(t, D,) :
D'(T™) — D'(T"!) given by

a’(ta D:c)w = Z a’(ta 5)@(t7 5) exp(iz ' 5) (21)

cerN

In particular, it follows that a(t, D,)(C>(T"!)) C C°°(T").

Now, note that all functions Ay, r;, b belongs to . (T xZ"™) and we may
define operators \; (¢, D,), rj,(t, D;) and b;x(t, D,) as in (20). Moreover,
we have the following:

Lemma 3.7. Operators b (t, D) are smoothing, namely,

bix(t, D) (D' (T")) € C=(T*1).
Proof: Let w € D'(T"!) be a distribution, @ € Z, and N > 0. Given 0 <
~v < a, it follows from Proposition [[.1] the existence of constants M, C1, Ry >

0 such that sup,cp |0]w(¢, &) < C1|¢|M, for all || > R;. Now, for N =
N + M, we obtain constants Cy, Ry > 0 satisfying

up |0F (1, €)] < Cole|™N, V|¢] > Ry,
te

in view of condition (%3).

Hence,

08 by, OB ( O] < 3 (j) 08,0, )] 1701, )|
<ol

<«

for all |¢] > max{R;, Ra}. Then, b;x(t, D,)w € C>(T").
U

Next, we show that a strongly triangularizable system can be reduced
into a triangular form.
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Theorem 3.8. Suppose that Q(t,&) is a strongly triangularizable symbol and
set

A(t, Dy) = [Njx(t, D)lmxms N (t, Dy) = [rix(t, Di)lmsm and B(t, Dy) = [b;x(t, Dy)lmscm.-

Then, the following statements are equivalent:
a) system P = D, + Q(t, D,) is globally hypoelliptic,
b) system L = D+ A(t, D)+ N (t, D)+ B(t, D,) is globally hypoelliptic;
c¢) system T = Dy + A(t, D,) + N (t, D,) is globally hypoelliptic;

Proof: (a) = (b). Let v € D, (T"™) be a solution of Lv = g € C°(T"™!)
and consider

cezN cezN

Clearly, v € D! (T"*) and f € C°(T™*!). Moreover, since

S(t,§)B(t,€) = DuS(t,§) and Q(t,§)S(t,€) = S(£,§)[AE€) + N(£,€)],

we obtain

Pu= Y {Dy[S(t,)0(t, )] + Q(t, €)S (¢, £)(t, €)} exp(iz - €)

cezN

= > DS O], €) + S(t, Dt €) + (A, €) + N (X, €)0(t, )]} exp(iz - €)

LezN

= > {SHLEBEL U E) + Dt €) + (At €) + N (1, ))0(t, )]} explia - €)

cezN

=) S(t,€)3(t, &) explia - €)

gezN
= f.
Hence, u € C°(T™"!) which imply v € C2°(T™"!). Therefore, L is glob-
ally hypoelliptic.

(b) = (a). We can use a similar argument, however it is necessary to
observe that

D.STHt, &) + B(t,€)S7(t,€) =0,
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since Dy[S7(t,£)S(t,€)] = 0. Then, given u € D/ (T"™!) such that Pu =
f € CX(T"1) we define

~

v=Y STt explin-€) and g =Y STt F(t ) expliz - €).

gezN cezN

In this case, we have Lv = g and then v € C(T"™'). Therefore, we
obtain u € C2°(T"™) and the global hypoellipticity of P.

(b) = (c¢). First, note that
B(t, D;)(D,,(T")) € Gy (T,

in view of Lemma [3.7]

Now, consider u € D., (T"!) such that Tu € C°(T™"!). Then,

Lu = [Tu+ B(t, D,)u] € C°(T") = u € C°(T" ),

implying that 7" is globally hypoelliptic.

(¢) = (b). Let u € D, (T™) satisfying Lu € C°(T"*!). Then,

Tu = Lu — B(t, D,)u = Tu € C*(T") = u € C(T"),

hence, L is globally hypoelliptic.

Example 3.9. Consider P = D; + Q(t, D) given by

a(t)  b(t)D,

Q. D.) = [ b(t)D,  alt)

] , (t,r) € T?,

where a,b are smooth real-valued functions and b # 0.

The eigenvalues of Q(t,&) are A(t,&) = a(t) £ b(t)§ and we can choose
h(t,&) = (1,1) as the eigenvector associated to A\i(t,&) = a(t) + b(t)€. Note
that, by choosing

10 10
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we obtain

A (t, b
5—1@,@@@,@5@,@:[ (he) - pe ]

0 )\2(t> 6)

Therefore, Q(t,&) is strongly triangularizable with diagonal bounded from
below, since its eigenvalues are real-valued functions and B(t,§) = 0, V€ €
Z". In this case,

a(t) +b(t)D, 0

A(t, D,) = ] and N(t,D,) = [g

b(t)D,
0 a(t) — b(t) D, '

0

3.1. The study of triangularizable systems

Admit that P = D, + Q(t, D,) is strongly triangularizable, let u €
D, (T™1) be a solution of Pu= f € C°(T""!). In view of Theorem B.8 it
is sufficient to study system

Dyo(t, &) + A(t, )o(t, &) + N(t, §)v(t, §) = g(t, €),

or equivalently,

Dt'Ul(t, f) + Al(t,g)vl(t, f) + ...+ 7“17m(t, E)vm

(t,&) = )
Dyva(t, ) Ao (t, E)va(t, &) + ... + rom(t, E)vm(t, &) = galt, 5) L (22)

Dyom(t,€) + Am(t, ) vm(t,€) = gm(t,€)

where u(t,§) = S(t,§)v(t, §) and [(t,&) = S(t,£)g(t, ).

Since the terms Dyvg(t, &) + \e(t, &)vi(t, €) (in each line of ([22))) play an
important role in this analysis, then let us introduce the following family of
operators

gk = {glf = Dt + )\k(tag)a 6 € Zn}a

for each k € {1,...,m}, as well as the following definition:

Definition 3.10. We say that the family £ is globally hypoelliptic if the fol-
lowing conditions hold: for every w € D'(T"™) and h € C°°(T™) satisfying
the equations

LEO(t,€) =h(t,€), VE€ L, (23)
we have w € C(T™H1),
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For each k € {1,...,m} we define the operators (acting on C*°(T"))

Mow(Dyw(x) = ek (E)B(E),

ez

and
Lok = Dy + Xoi(Dy),

where Ao (€) = (27) 71 [27 Ag(t, €)dt.

Let us recall that, by Theorem [[3] the operator .4 is globally hypoel-
liptic if and only if there exist positive constants C', M and R satisfying

|7+ Xop(E)] = CI7] + €)™, for all |7] +[¢] > R,
or equivalently, there exist positive constants C , M and R such that

11— 2204 ©)] > G| for all |¢| > R. (24)

The next result exhibits a necessary condition for the global hypoelliptic-
ity of a family .Z.

Proposition 3.1. If %4 is globally hypoelliptic, then the set Z, = {& €
Z*; Nox(§) € Z} is finite.

Proof: Suppose that Z is infinite an let {{;}ren C Zi be an increasing
sequence. For each ¢ € N, choose t, € |0, 27] satisfying

ty t
/ SNk (7, &p)dr = max/ SNk (1, &) dr,
0 teT J,
and, by setting x, = exp (— f(fe SNk (T, &)dr) , define

u(t, &) = { K¢ €Xp (—i f(f Ak (T, &)dr) Cif £=¢,
| 0’ if £7£ &.

Since & € Zy, it follows that u(-, &) are smooth and 27-periodic. More-
over, {u(t, &) }eezn defines a distribution u € D/(T") \ C*°(T™*!) such that
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iﬁfﬂ(t,{) = 0, for every £ € Z". Hence, the family %, is not globally
hypoelliptic.

O

Now, the next result presents a first connection between the analysis of
the system P = D, + Q(t, D,) and the related constant coefficient operators
Lok

Theorem 3.11. Admit that {\¢(t,€)} satisfies (B,). Then, Lo is globally
hypoelliptic if and only if the family £ is globally hypoelliptic.

Remark 3.12. [t is important to emphasize that the proof of this result is a
ﬁht modification of the proofs of Theorem 3.5 in / and Theorem 3.3 in

/.

Proof: Assume that %, is globally hypoelliptic and consider w and h
satisfying equations (23)). It follows from Theorem [[3] part (a), that Zj is
finite. Hence, the solutions of (23)) can be written in the form

R 1 2 . t+s R

for [£| large enough.

Now, let @ be a non-negative integer and consider N; > 0. By apply-
ing the Leibniz formula and estimates (8), (I7) and (24]) we obtain positive
constants C; and R; such that

27 t+s
0Pw(t, €)] < Cale] N0 / exp (— / S, w) ds, €] > Ry,
0 t

The exponential term in the last integral is bounded in view of condition
(%), thus w is a smooth function on T"*!,

For the converse, admit that %} is not globally hypoelliptic. Thus, in
view of (24]), there is a sequence {&;}sen such that || is strictly increasing,
|€¢| > ¢ and

|1 — e 2m0k(8)| < || 74, for all £ € N.
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If Z,, is infinite, then %}, is not globally hypoelliptic in view of Proposition
3.1, thus we can proceed by assuming that Z; is finite and, in particular, we
admit & & Z,., for all £ € N.

For each ¢, we may choose t, € [0, 27] so that ftz Sk (1, &) dr < 0, for all
t € [0,27]. Indeed, for all ¢ € [0, 27| we can write

/ S)\k(r, &)d’l“:/ %)\k(r, &)dr—/zg)\k(r,&)dr

ty 0 0

and we take t, satisfying

ty t
/ SN (1, &)dr = max}/ SNk (1, &) dr.
0 0

te[0,2m

Passing to a subsequence, if necessary, we can assume that t, — t,, for
some ty € [0,27]. Consider I to be a closed interval in (0,27) such that

to € I and let ¢ be a real-valued function compactly supported in I, such
that 0 < ¢(t) < 1 and [7 ¢(t)dt > 0.

~

For each ¢, let f(-,&;) be a 2r—periodic extension of

1y (— [ )

ty

Since A x(€) is bounded by [£|** and fttn SN (1, & )dr < 0, for all ¢ €
0, 27], we obtain a function f € C°°(T""!) defined by

oo I iz€n _
f(t,x) = { 02"51 fg’ En)ettn, €= &,

On the other hand, straightforward calculations show that u = 3. ;. u(t,§ Yeiws
belongs to D'(T™*) \ C°°(T"!), where

R 1 2 t » R
U(t, 5@) = 1 — e—2mirok(&) /0 exp (_ /t_s Z)‘k(rv gg)d’f’) f(t -5 é-Z)dSa

for £ = & and u(t, &) =0, for £ # &,.
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Since g,fﬂ(t,f) = —if(t,§), for every £ € Z", we obtain that %}, is not
globally hypoelliptic.

O

Remark 3.13. [t is important to emphasize that condition (9B,) can be re-

placed by

since the solutions of ([23)) have the equivalent form

1 2 t
W(t,g) = m/o exp (—’L [_ >\k(7’, 5) d?”) h(t — S,g)ds.

S

Hence, we get the boundedness

exp (—z’ /t ;)\k(r, £) dr) exp ( /t ;mk(r, £) dr)

sup = sup
s€[0,27] s€[0,27]
< 627T9k .

At this point it is possible to exhibit the main result.

Theorem 3.14. Suppose that Q(t,£) is a strongly triangularizable symbol
with diagonal bounded from below. Then, system P = D,+Q(t, D,) is globally
hypoelliptic if and only if the diagonal system

% = diag(g%,l, . ,go7m>

15 globally hypoellitpic.

Proof: Let us prove the sufficiency part. For this, assume that % is globally
hypoelliptic and let u € D/, (T"™!) be a solution of Pu = f € C2°(T"!). We
apply the triangularization process and rewrite the triangular system (22) in
the form

{ Dt’Uk(t, 5) + Ak(t, g)Uk(t, 5) = gk(t,g), k= 1, e, — 1, (25)
Dtvm( 75) + Am(tv g)Um(t, 5) = gm(tv 5)7
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where
m

et €) = gilt, &) — _Z ria(t, E)v; (¢, €).

j=k+1

The global hypoellipticity of %} implies that each % ; is globally hypoel-
liptic and, by Theorem B.11], each family .Z; is also globally hypoelliptic.

Given k € {1,...,m}, consider the formal series
wltx) = 3 o (1,6) and gu(t,a) = 3 g (t,6).
gezn gezn

By the triangularization process we have gi(t,z) € C°°(T""!), for each
k€ {1,...,m}. The last equation in ([25) implies that £5v,,(t, &) = gm(t, &),
for all £ € Z™. Hence, the hypoellipticity of £, ensures that v,,(t,z) is a
smooth function on T"*.

Now, for k = m — 1 we obtain
gri—lvm—l(t’ 5) = gm—l(ta 5) = gm—l(t> 5) - Tj,m—l(t, f)Um(t, 5), \V/g czZ".

Since r;, satisfies (20)), then all derivatives of the term 7 ,,,_1 (¢, &) v (2, €)
converge to zero faster than any polynomial, which implies

Gmoi(tz) =) e G (t,6) € C (T,
gezr
hence v,,_1(t,x) € C°(T""!), in view of the hypoellipticity of %, ;.

Finally, by successive applications of these arguments, we obtain that
each component vy, defines a smooth function on T"!. Thus, v € C°°(T"!)
and P is globally hypoelliptic.

To prove the necessary part, we admit that % is not globally hypoelliptic.
This assumption implies that at least one of the operators % is also not
globally hypoelliptic, and, consequently, neither is the family .Z.

Assume, for a moment, that k = 1. Hence, there exists v; € D'(T"") \
C=(T™ ) and gy € C°(T"+!) such that 20, (t,€) = Gi(t, €), for all € € Z™.
Thus, the vector v(t, &) = (v1(t,€),0,...,0) satisfies the equation

(De+ At ) + N(2,)0(t, ) = (41(t,€),0,...,0),
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which implies P not globally hypoelliptic.

Now, let us assume that for some k& < m we have &, %, ..., £;_1 glob-
ally hypoelliptic and %, not globally hypoelliptic. Consider vy, g playing
the roles of v; and g; in the previous argument.

Since % x_1 is globally hypoelliptic there exits R > 0 such that e?os-1(8) £
1, for |¢] > R. Thus, we can define

R 1 21 » t+s
Up-1(t, ) = c2riror1(€) _ /0 exp <Z/t Ak—1(r, §) dr) R—1(t + 5,€)ds
for |£] > R and vp_1(t,&) = 0 for |¢| < R, where

h’k—l(t>€) = —i Tk—l,k(ug)i}\k(t?g% |§| 2 R.

In view of the hypoellipticity of % ;1 and the hypothesis on v, we can
conclude that

vg—1(t,x) = Ze Up-1(t,€) € D'(T™).

gezn

In particular, we have

LT (,6) = { SR, 2 R

and, by defining

Gr-1(t,€) = L5 0n-1(6,€) + a1kt €)Ti(, €),

we get
gr—1(t, ) Z e G (t,€) € C=(T™H),

gezn

since gr_1(t,€) = 0, for [£| > R.

By repeating these arguments it is possible to construct k—1 distributions
v1,...,0_1 and k — 1 smooth functions g1, ..., gx_1 such that the vector

@\(tg) = @1(@5% cee >@\k—1(t’§)?@k(t>€)>0a .. aO)

31



satisfies
(D + At E) + Nt ))0(t, €) = (G1(E,€), - -, Gr-1(E,€), G(£,6), 0, 0),
which implies that P is not globally hypoelliptic.
The case k = m is similar since it is enough to consider the vectors
V(t,§) = (U1, -+, Vk—1,Um) and g(t, &) = (1, - -+, Gr—1, Gm),
for which (D;+A(t, )+N (t,£))v(t, &) = g(t, ). Thus, the proof is completed.
O

Example 3.15. Let P = D; + Q(t, D,,) be a system such that Q(t, D,) =
c(t)[Q;x(Dy)]. In this case Q(t,&) = c(t)Q(E) is strongly triangularizable,
since we can apply Schur’s triangularization for Q(§). Hence, Pu = f is
equivalent to

Dyo(t,§) + c(t)(A(&) + N(€))u(t,§) = g(t, €).

The eigenvalues of this system are A\g(t,€) = c(t) \p(§) with averages
2

Mok(§) = coM(§), where co = (2m)~" [;7 e(t)dt. Then, we have
ZLE =D+ c(t)(€), and Lo = Dy + core(Dy).

Furthermore, if (8,) is fulfilled, then P is globally hypoelliptic if and only
if there exist positive constants Cy,, My and Ry such that

74+ coMe(§)] = Cul| 7] + €)M, for all |7] + |¢] > Ry,
fork=1,...,m.

Example 3.16. Let P = D, + Q(t, D) be as defined in Example [39) and
assume that ag = 0. Thus, we have

LE =D, +at) +bt)E and ZLF = D, + al(t) — b(t)E.

Hence, system P is globally hypoelliptic if and only if there exist constants
satisfying
|7 £ bo€| = C|7] + €)™, for all |7] +[¢] > R,

or equivalent, if by is an irrational non-Liouville number.
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Example 3.17. Let {A;}7_, be a family of m x m commuting matrices with
eigenvalues {0je}yr,. Given n pseudo-differential operators P;(D,,), each
one defined on T,,, we can set the following system

P=D;+Y ¢(t)A;Pi(Dy,), (t,x) € T

j=1

In view of the commutative assumption, we may apply the simultaneous
triangularization to {A;}%_,. Then, the corresponding system (IG) can be
rewritten as

Dyw(t,§) + A(t, §)v(t, ) = g(t, €),

where
M (t,€) Plz(taf) oo prm(t€)
Ang=| O O O]
0 (5 A
with

ZCJ 05,e05(&), and pex(t.§) :ZC] )i (&5).
j=1 J=1

In this case we have the operators

9% = Dt + Z Cj(t)gj,Z P](ij) and 9%75 = Dt + ZCQ’]'O']% P](DZ‘J)

j=1 7j=1

Thus, if M\(t,&) satisfies ($Bs), then P is globally hypoelliptic if and only if
there are positive constants Cy, M, and R, such that

T+ 005 (€)| 2 Collr + €)M, for all |7| + €] = Re,

J=1

fort=1,....,m
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4. Reduction to the triangular form

The aim of this Section is to present sufficient conditions on a matrix
symbol Q(t,&) such that it can be triangularized in the sense of definition
([B4). The triangularization process shown in the sequel follow the same ideas
used in @], hence it is possible to omit some steps in this presentation. In
view of this, attention will be focused on the verification that, under suitable
hypotheses, the triangularization

STHL QL E)S(t, &) = A(t, &) + N(t,€)

is smooth, that is, the matrices S, S™' and A have entries belonging to
C®(T x Z™).

Furthermore, Theorem exhibits conditions such that (%) and (#s)
are fulfilled.

Theorem 4.1. Let A(t,€) = [a;x(t,€)] be a m x m matriz with a;,(t,€) €
C®(TxZ"™). Admit that its eigenvalues A\ (t,€), ..., An(t, &) and correspond-
ing eigenvectors hy(t,€), ..., hym—_1(t,€) are also smooth and that

(WO (t,€),e1) #0, V(t,6) € T x Z",

holds for all 1 = 1,...,m — 1, with the notation to be explained, and e; =
(1,0,...,0) € Rm=+,

Then, there exist smooth matrices S(t, &), invertible for all (t,£) € TxZ",
with smooth inverses S~1(t,€), such that

STHE A(L,§)S(t,€) = At, &) + N (¢, ),
for all (t,€) € TxZ", where A(t,€) = diag(M(t,€), ..., \u(t,€)) and N (¢, €)

, t
is an upper triangular nilpotent matriz with entries rj,(t,§) € C(T x Z™).

Remark 4.2. The proof of this theorem is given as follows: by Proposition
[4-1] below, it is possible to start by working with a pair eigenvalue-eigenvector,
say A — h, and exhibit a decomposition

-1 o A%
S AS—[O 5},

for some matrixz £, of order m—1. Thus, the procedure consists in successive
reapplications of this process to the matrix £.
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Proposition 4.1. Let \(t,€) be an eigenvalue of A(t,€) and h(t,§) an as-
sociated eigenvector with both of them smooth on T x Z™. Suppose that there
exists j € {1,...,m} with

<h'(t7 5)7 ej>(C7” # 0, V(t,g) €T xZ", (26>

where e; denotes the j-th element of the standard basis of R™.

Then, there are a smooth matrices E(t,€), of order m — 1, and S(t,€) of
order m, invertible for all (t,£) € T x Z", with a smooth inverse S™L(t,§),
such that

)‘(ta 5) a’l,2 (ta 5) s al,m(t> 5)

0
STHE &AL, E)S(t,€) = . £t.6) . (27)

Proof: Without loss of generality (see Remark 5 in m]) we can admit j =1
in (26]). Define

e O Een i N
U8 = e e € CT MR i =L,

>
o
&

:

and the matrices

vy 0 0 vi 0 0
S B V2 1 B —UV2
(tv 5) - : [ and S (tv g) - : [ ’
. m—1 . m—1
Um —Um

where [,,,_; is the identity matrix of order m — 1.

With these constructions, it can be verified that ([27) is fulfilled. Once
each coordinate v;(t,&) is smooth, we obtain that S, S~ and £ are also
smooth on T x Z".

O
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Proof of Theorem [{.]]

As observed, the full triangularization is given by applying Proposition
Edto E(t, &) for m—2 times. To present a sketch of this process, let A(t, £) be
as in Theorem Il and hy(t,€), ..., h,_1(t,€) be the associated eigenvectors
to the eigenvalues A (¢,€),..., Apm_1(t, ).

The construction of vectors h()(t, ) starts by setting h) = h; and, as in
Proposition 4], by assuming

(hO(L,€),e1) #0, V(t,€) € T x Z".

Hence, we obtain

>\1 a2 . a1.m
1 0
Sl ASI - . 9
: gm—l
0
where S; = [vy €3 ... e, v1 = [vi1 ... v1y)T and

<h(1) (tv 5)7 ej>(C7”
<h(1) (t, f)a €1><cm

Ulj(t,g) = S COO(T X Zn)

Now, we shall see how to apply this process to &,,_1. For this, consider
the projector 7 : R™ — R™* given by m(21,...,2m) = (Tpst, .-, Tn).

Notice that S;'hy is an eigenvector of S;'AS), with eigenvalue \y. Fur-

thermore,
B2 = (m1 0871 - hy

is an eigenvector of &, 1, smooth on T x Z", and corresponding to As.

By assuming
<h(2) (t>€)> 61) 7é 07 v(t>€) €T x Zna

fore; = (1,0,...,0) € R™ 1 we get the following decomposition from Propo-

sition .1l
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)\2 x *

GG |
2 m—192 — gm_2 )
0
where the first row is the first row of &,,,_1. The matrix §2 =[vpes ... €m_1]
is computed by setting vy = [vgg ... va,,]T and

(W (t,8), e)cm - "
'U2j(t>€) - <h(2)(t,£),€i>cm—1 eC (T X Z )

Moreover, by defining

1 0 . 0
s 0
N R
0
we get ) }
)\1 *
0 X

Sy 1STTAS S, = 0 0

The full triangularization is obtained by using an inductive argument on
the order of the matrices £;. The exhibition is restricted to show only how
to construct vectors h") and matrices Sy. For i € {2,...,m — 1}, let us set

B = (7Ti_1052-__1105i__120---051_1) - hi, (28)

which are evidently smooth on T x Z". The matrices Sj are inductively
defined by

S, = L1 9 , with §k = [Uk €2 ... em—k]’ (29)
0 S
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where e; € R™* and

WO €), e emr o o
et c o ok @

vk (t,€) =

Finally, S(t,&) is the smooth matrix given by
52510520...0 m—1- (31)

4.1. Strongly triangularizable symbols

Notice that a matrix symbol Q(t, &) that satisfies both condition (&)
and the hypotheses of Theorem [4.1] can be smoothly triangularized. Hence,
conditions such that (%) and (%3) are fulfilled, are all that remains for the
strong triangularization of Q(¢,£). This is the aim of the next Theorem.

Theorem 4.3. Let Q(t,&) be a symbol satisfying condition (<7 ) and the hy-
potheses of Theorem[{.1. Assume that the eigenvectors he(t,€), £ =1,...,m—
1, satisfy the following properties:

(a) there are constants k,0 > 0 and C1,Cy, R > 0 satisfying

Chle]" < sup [he(t, €)| < Col€]®, [€] > R; (32)
€

(b) given p € N and N > 0 there are positive constants C' and R such that

sup |OFhe(t, €)| < CIEITN, VIEl = R, (33)

Under these conditions, Q(t,§) is strongly triangularizable.

Proof: The starting point is to prove that (%) is fulfilled. In view of the
construction given in the proof of Theorem E.1] (especially equations (29)

and (31)), it is enough to show that each matrix Sy satisfies (I8]). Hence, we
should analyze the derivatives of the entries vy;(t, ) given by (B0).
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To simplify the notations let us proceed by omitting the index ¢ in the
eigenvectors. Thus, writing h*¥)(, &) = (h(k (t,8),..., fn) (1,€)) we obtain

(A9 (,€), e emr BO(E)

20 = W), endens — 2P

In particular, it follows from (28]) and condition (a) the existence of con-
stants C3 and 7, such that |vg;(t, )| < Cs/€]™. Moreover, by (31]) we obtain
new constants satisfying

sup |S(t, )lcmn < CIE and sup S, llcmem < ClEl”. (34)
teT teT

Now, in order to investigate the derivatives of vj; we observe that by the
Leibniz formula we get

- 1
Ovg = (‘;‘) oy "hY o] (W) , aeN.

=0 1

Once more, to simplify notation, write w = hgk). It follows from the Faa
di Bruno’s formula that

’\/ /3.5
_ v _
ACHEDY [ﬁm D2l ) T (%) ]
A(y) s=1
where A(y) ={B € Z; > ._,sBs =7}
Consider N > 0. By equations (28)), (32) and (83) we get

Fwl’
s!

< Cf€7NP (s P < Cu(sh) ™,

for €| large enough. Also, there exist 1, > 0 such that |w|™' < C5|€|7™.
Hence,

and we may obtain R, > 0 such that

0] (w™) | < Z [%: 18|! |w‘—(\ﬁ|+1)H

A(y) s=1

0w g

sl

A(y)
(35)
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for all [£] > Rs.
Since |0f_7h§k) (t,8)| < C7)€7Y, it follows from (BH) that

O o (1) <D (j) 0F R (O |07 ()| < Clel™, as Jé] = oo
- (36)
Hence, (%;) is a consequence of ([B1I), (34) and (30).
Finally, note that
0 0 ... 07
Diwsy 0 :
D:S(t, &) = : -
| Divppn - Dy m—1 0 ]
Then, given f € Z, and N > 0 we obtain C, R > 0 such that
SUp |07 DiS () lomer < ClEI, 16] 2 R (37)

Therefore, (%) is a consequence of (%), [37) and

0 DyS(t,€)||cmxm.

Cmxm

1B emen < 3 (g) 1975 (1, )
5=0

Example 4.4. Consider

0  a*(t)D?

] , (t,r) € T?,

where a(t) # 0 is a smooth real-valued function and P(D,) is a pseudo-
differential operator on T with symbol p(§) satisfying the following condition.:
for all N > 0 there exists C, R > 0 such that

0<p() <ClEI™N, V¢l = R. (38)
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The eigenvalues are £a(t)E\/p(&) with corresponding eigenvectors

(1,41), £ =0,

h(t,€) = (LivM®>’£%0

Sal(t)

It follows from (B8) that conditions (a) and (b) in Theorem [[.3 are ful-
filled. In particular,

1(5) : Q(t.6) 1<£> 0 —[a(t)g‘p(g) e
p ) b -
and 00
_d(t)v/p(§)
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