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ON THE GLOBAL PROPERTIES OF FOURIER MULTIPLIERS IN THE

NONHARMONIC ANALYSIS SETTING

WAGNER AUGUSTO ALMEIDA DE MORAES

Abstract. In this paper, we investigate the global properties of Fourier multipliers in the setting of

nonharmonic analysis of boundary value problems. We give necessary and sufficient conditions for a

Fourier multiplier to be globally hypoelliptic and also to be globally solvable. As an application, we

consider operators on [0, 1]2 with non-periodic boundary conditions and we obtain results that extend

what is already known in the periodic case.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we are interested in the study of global properties of some boundary value problems in

Rn. Given an operator P with fixed boundary conditions in a domain Ω ⊂ Rn, we want to characterize

the existence as well the regularity of the solutions for the equation Pw = f and to do this we will use the

nonharmonic analysis of boundary value problems developed by Ruzhansky and Tokmagambetov in [18].

This analysis is based in terms on the eigenfunctions of a model operator L with the same boundary

conditions in Ω. This operator L does not have to be either self-adjoint or elliptic and because of this,

we will also work with its adjoint L∗ to obtain a biorthogonal system, different from the usual approach

of this kind of problem. For instance, in [7, 14, 16] the model is obtained by a self-adjoint, elliptic and

positive pseudo-differential operator.

The study of global hypoellipticity and global solvability has been widely studied in recent years,

especially in the torus Tn and more recently in general compact Lie groups as seen in [1,3–6,8–13,16,17].

The Fourier analysis is present in most of the studies that deal with the question of global properties

and because of this, the nonharmonic analysis of boundary value problems fits in our purpose.

Precisely, we obtain necessary and sufficient conditions for the global properties of operators that

are Fourier multipliers in the context of the model operator L. As an application, we study the global

properties of first order operators with constant coefficients on [0, 1]2, where the boundary conditions

are not necessarily the periodic one as in the two-dimensional torus T2. When the boundary condition

is the periodicity we recover the classical result of Greenfield and Wallach in [9] that relates the global

hypoellipticity with Liouville numbers. In the non-periodic setting, we obtain a larger class of globally

hypoelliptic operators. Still in this model, we develop the partial Fourier analysis, similarly as [15], and

we recover the fact that for a class of first order operator with variable coefficients, its global properties

are related to the global properties of a first order operator with constant coefficient, as seen in [15, 16].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the nonharmonic analysis of boundary

value problems and the classes of operators that we will study throughout the work. In Section 3 we
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give necessary and sufficient conditions for a Fourier multiplier to be global hypoelliptic and globally

solvable. In Section 4 we investigate global properties in the model given by the Laplacian in [0, 1]2 with

non necessarily periodic boundary conditions. We see that a constant coefficient first order operator fails

to be global hypoelliptic only in a very specific case, which recovers the result already known in the torus

T2. Moreover, we develop the partial Fourier analysis in [0, 1]2 to obtain global properties for a class of

variable coefficient operator.

2. Nonharmonic analysis of boundary value problems

In this section, we introduce most of the notations and preliminary results necessary for the develop-

ment of this study. A very careful presentation of these concepts and the demonstration of all the results

presented here can be found in [18] and references therein.

Let Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded open set and L be a differential operator of orderm with smooth coefficients

in Ω, equipped with some linear bounded conditions (BC). Here, linear bounded conditions mean that the

space of functions satisfying the boundary conditions is linear. Assume that L has a discrete spectrum

{λξ ∈ C; ξ ∈ I}, where I is a countable set, and |λξ| → ∞ when |ξ| → ∞. We can think, without loss

of generality, that I is a subset of ZK , for some K ≥ 1. We order the eigenvalues in the ascending order

|j| ≤ |k| =⇒ |λj | ≤ |λk|.

Let us denote the eigenfunctions of L with respect to λξ by uξ, that is,

Luξ = λξuξ, ξ ∈ I.

Here, the functions uξ satisfy the boundary condition (BC). The conjugate spectral problem of L is

L∗vξ = λξvξ, ξ ∈ I,

equipped with the conjugate bounded condition that we will denote by (BC)*. In general, the operator L

does not have to be self-adjoint, neither elliptic. Throughout the text, we will obtain estimates involving

the weight

〈ξ〉 := (1 + |λξ|
2)

1
2m .

We can take biorthogonal systems {uξ}ξ∈I and {vξ}ξ∈I , with ‖uξ‖L2(Ω) = ‖vξ‖L2(Ω) = 1, for all ξ ∈ I,

that is,

(uξ, vη)L2(Ω) =

∫

Ω

uξ(x)vη(x) dx =





1, if ξ = η,

0, if ξ 6= η.

We assume that {uξ; ξ ∈ I} is a basis for L2(Ω), which implies that {vξ; ξ ∈ I} is also a basis for

L2(Ω) (see [2]).

The space H∞
L (Ω) is called the space of test functions for L and is given by

H∞
L (Ω) :=

∞⋂

k=1

Dom(Lk),
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where Dom
(
Lk

)
:=

{
f ∈ L2(Ω) : Ljf ∈ Dom(L), j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , k − 1

}
, and Lk is equipped with the

same boundary condition (BC), for all k ∈ N. The Fréchet topology of H∞
L (Ω) is given by the family of

semi-norms

‖ϕ‖Hk
L
:= max

j≤k
‖Ljϕ‖L2(Ω), k ∈ N0, ϕ ∈ H∞

L (Ω).

Similarly we define the space H∞
L∗(Ω). Notice that we have uξ ∈ H∞

L (Ω) and vξ ∈ H∞
L∗(Ω), for all

ξ ∈ I, which implies that both spaces H∞
L (Ω) and H∞

L∗(Ω) are dense in L2(Ω) because we are assuming

that {uξ; ξ ∈ I} is a basis for L2(Ω).

For f ∈ H∞
L (Ω) and g ∈ H∞

L∗(Ω) we have

(Lf, g)L2(Ω) = (f, L∗g)L2(Ω).

The space H−∞
L (Ω) := L(H∞

L∗(Ω),C) of linear continuous functionals on H∞
L∗(Ω) is called the space

of L-distributions. For w ∈ H−∞
L (Ω) and ϕ ∈ H∞

L∗(Ω) we write w(ϕ) = 〈w,ϕ〉. For any ψ ∈ H∞
L (Ω), we

can define

〈ψ, ϕ〉 :=

∫

Ω

ψ(x)ϕ(x)dx ϕ ∈ H∞
L∗(Ω),

which give us an embedding H∞
L (Ω) →֒ H−∞

L (Ω). Analogously we define the space H−∞
L∗ (Ω) :=

L(H∞
L (Ω),C) of L∗-distributions.

We have the following characterization of L–distributions.

Proposition 2.1. A linear functional w on H∞
L∗(Ω) belongs to H−∞

L (Ω) if and only if there exist C > 0

and k ∈ N such that

|〈w,ϕ〉| ≤ C‖ϕ‖Hk
L∗

,

for all ϕ ∈ H∞
L∗(Ω).

From now on, we will assume the following additional property to ensure that strongly convergent

series preserve the boundary conditions:

(BC+) With L0 denoting L or L∗, if fj ∈ H∞
L0
(Ω) satisfies fj → f in H∞

L0
(Ω), then f ∈ H∞

L0
(Ω).

Let S(I) be the space of rapidly decaying functions ϕ : I → C, that is, ϕ ∈ S(I) if for any M > 0

there exists a constant CM > 0 such that

|ϕ(ξ)| ≤ CM 〈ξ〉
−M

.

Let S ′(I) be the space of moderate growth functions ϕ : I → C, that is, ϕ ∈ S ′(I) if there exist

constants C,M > 0 such that

|ϕ(ξ)| ≤ C〈ξ〉M .

We define the L-Fourier transform at ξ ∈ I by

(2.1) f̂(ξ) := (f, vξ)L2(Ω) =

∫

Ω

f(x)vξ(x)dx.

If w is an L–distribution, we define its L–Fourier transform at ξ ∈ I by

ŵ(ξ) := 〈w, vξ〉.

Notice that this definition agrees with (2.1) when w is induced by a test function.
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Similarly, we define the L∗-Fourier transform by

(2.2) f̂∗(ξ) := (f, uξ)L2(Ω) =

∫

Ω

f(x)uξ(x)dx.

If w is an L∗–distribution, we define its L∗–Fourier transform by

ŵ∗(ξ) := 〈w, uξ〉.

The L-Fourier transform is a bijective homeomorphism from H∞
L (Ω) to S(I) and from H−∞

L (Ω) to

S ′(I). The Fourier inverse formula for f ∈ H∞
L (Ω) is given by

f(x) =
∑

ξ∈I

f̂(ξ)uξ(x).

The L∗-Fourier transform is a bijective homeomorphism from H∞
L∗(Ω) to S(I) and from H−∞

L∗ (Ω) to

S ′(I). The Fourier inversion formula for f ∈ H∞
L∗(Ω) is given by

f(x) =
∑

ξ∈I

f̂∗(ξ)vξ(x).

Hence, for w ∈ H−∞
L (Ω) and ϕ ∈ H∞

L∗(Ω) we have

〈w,ϕ〉 =
〈
w,ϕ

〉
=

〈
w,

∑

ξ∈I

ϕ̂∗(ξ)vξ

〉
=

∑

ξ∈I

ϕ̂∗(ξ)〈w, vξ〉 =
∑

ξ∈I

ŵ(ξ)ϕ̂∗(ξ).

The Fourier inversion formula for w ∈ H−∞
L (Ω) is given by

w =
∑

ξ∈I

ŵ(ξ)uξ.

Precisely, for ϕ ∈ H∞
L∗(Ω) we have

〈∑

ξ∈I

ŵ(ξ)uξ, ϕ

〉
:=

∑

ξ∈I

ŵ(ξ)ϕ̂∗(ξ).

Similarly, the Fourier inversion formula for w ∈ H−∞
L∗ (Ω) is given by

w =
∑

ξ∈I

ŵ∗(ξ)vξ.

Although we do not have the Plancherel identity in this setting, we have the following result from

Bari [2] that compares the L2 norm and the sums of squares of Fourier coefficients.

Lemma 2.2. There exist constants k,K,m,M > 0 such that for every f ∈ L2(Ω) we have

m2‖f‖2L2(Ω) ≤
∑

ξ∈I

|f̂(ξ)|2 ≤M2‖f‖2L2(Ω),

and

k2‖f‖2L2(Ω) ≤
∑

ξ∈I

|f̂∗(ξ)|
2 ≤ K2‖f‖2L2(Ω).
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Definition 2.3. Let A : H∞
L (Ω) → H∞

L (Ω) be a continuous linear operator. We say that A is an

L-Fourier multiplier if it satisfies

Âf(ξ) = σA(ξ)f̂(ξ), f ∈ H∞
L (Ω),

for some σA : I → C. We call the functions σA the symbol of the operator A. Analogously, we say that

a continuous linear operator B : H∞
L∗(Ω) → H∞

L∗(Ω) is an L∗–Fourier multiplier if it satisfies

B̂g∗(ξ) = τB(ξ)ĝ∗(ξ), g ∈ H∞
L∗(Ω),

for some τB : I → C.

Hence, for an L–Fourier multiplier A : H∞
L (Ω) → H∞

L (Ω) we have

Af(x) =
∑

ξ∈I

σA(ξ)f̂ (ξ)uξ(x), f ∈ H∞
L (Ω),

and for an L∗–Fourier multiplier B : H∞
L∗(Ω) → H∞

L∗(Ω) we have

Bg(x) =
∑

ξ∈I

τB(ξ)ĝ∗(ξ)vξ(x), g ∈ H∞
L∗(Ω).

Notice that in this case we have

(2.3) Auξ = σA(ξ)uξ and Bvξ = τB(ξ)vξ,

for all ξ ∈ I, that is, if A is an L–Fourier multiplier, then uξ is an eigenfunction of A with respect to the

eigenvalue σA(ξ) and if B is an L∗–Fourier multiplier, then vξ is an eigenfunction of B with respect to

the eigenvalue τB(ξ), for all ξ ∈ I.

We have the following relation between the symbols of an operator and its adjoint.

Proposition 2.4. The operator A : H∞
L (Ω) → H∞

L (Ω) is an L–Fourier multiplier with symbol σA if and

only if A∗ : H∞
L∗(Ω) → H∞

L∗(Ω) is an L∗–Fourier multiplier with symbol σA.

Let A : H∞
L (Ω) → H∞

L (Ω) be an L–Fourier multiplier. We can extend A to L-distributions in the

following way: for w ∈ H−∞
L (Ω) and ϕ ∈ H∞

L∗(Ω), define

〈Aw,ϕ〉 :=
〈
w,A∗ϕ

〉
.

Clearly, Aw is linear and the continuity follows from the continuity of A∗. We will still denote by A its

extension to L–distributions.

Proposition 2.5. Let A be an L–Fourier multiplier. For w ∈ H−∞
L (Ω) we still have

Âw(ξ) = σA(ξ)ŵ(ξ),

for all ξ ∈ I.

Proof. For w ∈ H−∞(Ω) and ξ ∈ I we have ŵ(ξ) = 〈w, vξ〉. Hence,

Âw(ξ) = 〈Aw, vξ〉 =
〈
w,A∗vξ

〉
.
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By (2.3) we have
〈
w,A∗vξ

〉
=

〈
w, σA∗(ξ)vξ

〉
= σA∗〈w, vξ〉 = σA∗ ŵ(ξ).

By Proposition 2.4, we have σA∗ = σA. Therefore,

Âw(ξ) = σA(ξ)ŵ(ξ),

for all ξ ∈ I. �

3. Global L–Properties

In this section we will give necessary and sufficient conditions for a Fourier L–multiplier be globally

hypoelliptic and globally solvable in the context of the nonharmonic analysis of boundary value problems.

First, let us define precisely the meaning of global hypoellipticity in this setting.

Definition 3.1. We say that an operator P : H−∞
L (Ω) → H−∞

L (Ω) is globally L-hypoelliptic if the

conditions w ∈ H−∞
L (Ω) and Pw ∈ H∞

L (Ω) imply that w ∈ H∞
L (Ω).

Theorem 3.2. Let P be an L-Fourier multiplier with symbol σP . Then P is globally L–hypoelliptic if

and only if there exists M > 0 such that

〈ξ〉 ≥M =⇒ |σP (ξ)| > 〈ξ〉−M .

Proof. ( ⇐= ) Assume that Pw ∈ H∞
L (Ω), for some w ∈ H−∞

L (Ω). Hence, we have

P̂w(ξ) = σP (ξ)ŵ(ξ), ξ ∈ I.

By hypothesis, we have that σP (ξ) 6= 0 for 〈ξ〉 ≥M and we obtain

|ŵ(ξ)| = |σP (ξ)|
−1|P̂w(ξ)| ≤ 〈ξ〉

M
|P̂w(ξ)|,

for all 〈ξ〉 ≥M . Since Pw ∈ H∞
L (Ω) we have that P̂w ∈ S(I) by the fact that the L–Fourier transform

is a bijective homeomorphism from H∞
L (Ω) to S(I). Thus, given N > 0 there exists CN+M > 0 such

that |P̂w(ξ)| ≤ CN+M 〈ξ〉
−(N+M)

, for all ξ ∈ I. Therefore, for 〈ξ〉 ≥M we have

|ŵ(ξ)| ≤ CN+M 〈ξ〉
−N

.

Notice that 〈ξ〉 < M only for a finitely many ξ ∈ I, so for every N > 0 there exists C′
N > 0 such that

|ŵ(ξ)| ≤ C′
N 〈ξ〉−N , ∀ξ ∈ I,

that is, ŵ ∈ S(I) and we conclude that w ∈ H∞
L (Ω).

( =⇒ ) Suppose that there exists a sequence {ξk}k∈N such that σP (ξk) = 0, for every k ∈ N. Consider

the following function in S ′(I) given by

α(ξ) =





1, if ξ = ξk, for some k ∈ N;

0, otherwise.

Let w ∈ H−∞
L (Ω) such that ŵ = α. Notice that w /∈ H∞

L (Ω) because α /∈ S(I). Then

P̂w(ξ) = σP (ξ)ŵ(ξ) = σP (ξ)α(ξ) = 0,

for all ξ ∈ I, which implies that Pw = 0, so the operator P is not globally L–hypoelliptic.
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Finally, assume that for all M > 0 there exists ξM ∈ I such that

〈ξM 〉 ≥M and 0 < |σP (ξM )| < 〈ξM 〉−M .

We can assume without loss of generality that 〈ξM 〉 ≤ 〈ξN 〉 if M ≤ N . Consider the following function

in S(I) given by

β(ξ) =





σP (ξ), if ξ = ξk, for some k ∈ N;

0, otherwise

and the following function in S ′(I) \ S(I) given by

α(ξ) =





1, if ξ = ξk, for some k ∈ N;

0, otherwise.

Let g ∈ H∞
L (Ω) such that ĝ = β and w ∈ H−∞

L (Ω) \H∞
L (Ω) such that ŵ = α. Notice that

P̂w(ξ) = σP (ξ)ŵ(ξ) = σP (ξ)α(w) = β(ξ) = ĝ(ξ),

for every ξ ∈ I. Hence, Pw = g ∈ H∞
L (Ω), which implies that P is not globally L–hypoelliptic. �

We have the analogous result for the operator L∗ and since the techniques for its proof are the same

as the last theorem, the proof will be omitted.

Definition 3.3. We say that an operator P : H−∞
L∗ (Ω) → H−∞

L∗ (Ω) is globally L∗-hypoelliptic if the

conditions w ∈ H−∞
L∗ (Ω) and Pw ∈ H∞

L∗(Ω) imply that w ∈ H∞
L∗(Ω).

Theorem 3.4. Let P be an L∗-Fourier multiplier with symbol τP . Then P is globally L∗–hypoelliptic if

and only if there exists M > 0 such that

〈ξ〉 ≥M =⇒ |τP (ξ)| > 〈ξ〉
−M

.

Given P an L–Fourier multiplier with symbol σP , we have by Proposition 2.4 that P ∗ is an L∗–Fourier

multiplier with symbol σP . Hence, we obtain the following relation between the global hypoellipticity of

P and P ∗.

Corollary 3.5. Let P be an L–Fourier multiplier. Then P is globally L–hypoelliptic if and only if P ∗

is globally L∗–hypoelliptic.

Now we will turn our attention to the study of the solvability of an L–Fourier multiplier P with symbol

σP . First, we need to characterize which L–distribution f ∈ H−∞
L (Ω) makes sense to solve the equation

Pw = f . If Pw = f , for some w ∈ H−∞
L (Ω), then

f̂(ξ) = P̂w(ξ) = σP (ξ)ŵ(ξ), ξ ∈ I.

Hence, a necessary condition to solve the equation Pw = f is that f̂(ξ) = 0, whenever σP (ξ) = 0. Let E

be the space of L–distributions that satisfy this conditions, that is,

(3.1) E := {f ∈ H−∞
L (Ω); σP (ξ) = 0 =⇒ f̂(ξ) = 0}.

We call the elements of E as P–admissible L–distributions.
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Definition 3.6. Let P be an L–Fourier multiplier. We say that P is globally L–solvable if PH−∞
L (Ω) =

E, that is, if for any P–admissible L–distribution f ∈ E, there exists w ∈ H−∞
L (Ω) such that Pw = f .

Similarly, if P is an L∗–Fourier multiplier with symbol τP , a necessary condition to solve the equation

Pw = f is that f̂∗(ξ) = 0 whenever τP (ξ) = 0. Hence, denoting by E∗ the space of P–admissible

L∗–distributions, we define the global L∗–solvability of P .

Definition 3.7. Let P be an L∗–Fourier multiplier. We say that P is globally L∗–solvable if PH−∞
L∗ (Ω) =

E∗, that is, if for any P–admissible L∗–distribution f ∈ E∗, there exists w ∈ H−∞
L∗ (Ω) such that Pw = f .

Theorem 3.8. Let P be an L-Fourier multiplier with symbol σP . Then P is globally L–solvable if and

only if there exists M > 0 such that

|σP (ξ)| > 〈ξ〉
−M

,

whenever σP (ξ) 6= 0.

Proof. ( ⇐= ) Let f ∈ E. Define

α(ξ) =





σP (ξ)
−1f̂(ξ), if σP (ξ) 6= 0;

0, otherwise.

Since f ∈ H−∞
L (Ω), we have that f̂ ∈ S ′(I), that is, there exist C,K > 0 such that |f̂(ξ)| ≤ C〈ξ〉

K
, for

all ξ ∈ I. When σP (ξ) 6= 0, we have

|α(ξ)| ≤ |σP (ξ)|
−1|f̂(ξ)| ≤ C〈ξ〉

M+K
,

which implies that α ∈ S ′(I). Let w ∈ H−∞(Ω) such that ŵ = α. Hence,

P̂w(ξ) = σP (ξ)ŵ(ξ) = σP (ξ)α(ξ) = f̂(ξ), ξ ∈ I.

Therefore Pw = f .

( =⇒ ) Assume that there exists a sequence {ξk}k∈N such that

0 < |σP (ξk)| < 〈ξk〉
−k
.

Define thw following function on S ′(I):

α(ξ) =





1, if ξ = ξk, for some k ∈ N;

0, otherwise.

Let f ∈ H−∞(Ω) such that f̂ = α and notice that f ∈ E. If Pw = f for some w ∈ H−∞(Ω), then

1 = α(ξk) = f̂(ξk) = P̂w(ξk) = σP (ξk)ŵ(ξk),

that is,

|ŵ(ξk)| = |σP (ξk)|
−1 > 〈ξk〉

k
.

However, this implies that ŵ /∈ S ′(I). Therefore exists M > 0 such that |σP (ξ)| > 〈ξ〉
−M

, whenever

σP (ξ) 6= 0, and the proof is complete. �

Notice that by the construction of the solution of Pw = f in the proof above, we have that α ∈ S(I)

if f̂ ∈ S(I). Hence, we obtain the following corollary.
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Corollary 3.9. Let P be an L–Fourier multiplier. If P is globally L–solvable, then for any f ∈ E ∩

H∞
L (Ω), there exists w ∈ H∞

L (Ω) such that Pf = w.

Corollary 3.10. Let P be an L–Fourier multiplier with symbol σP . If P is globally L–hypoelliptic, then

P is globally L–solvable.

Proof. By Theorem 3.2, since P is globally L–hypoelliptic there existsM > 0 such that |σP (ξ)| > 〈ξ〉−M

for every ξ ∈ I satisfying 〈ξ〉 > M . As 〈ξ〉 < M only for a finitely many ξ ∈ I, we obtain M ′ > 0 such

that |σP (ξ)| > 〈ξ〉−M ′

, whenever σP (ξ) 6= 0. By Theorem 3.8 the operator P is globally L–solvable. �

The next results are about the global L∗–solvability of an L∗–Fourier multiplier and because the

techniques are the same as the previous results the proofs are omitted.

Theorem 3.11. Let P be an L∗-Fourier multiplier with symbol τP . Then P is globally L∗–solvable if

and only if there exists M > 0 such that

|τP (ξ)| > 〈ξ〉
−M

,

whenever τP (ξ) 6= 0. Moreover, if P is globally L∗–solvable and f ∈ E∗ ∩ H−∞
L∗ (Ω), then there exists

w ∈ H−∞
L∗ (Ω) such that Pw = f .

Corollary 3.12. Let P be an L∗–Fourier multiplier with symbol τP . If P is globally L∗–hypoelliptic,

then P is globally L∗–solvable.

Corollary 3.13. Let P be an L–Fourier multiplier with symbol σP . Then P is globally L–solvable if

and only if P ∗ is globally L∗–solvable.

Proof. Follows from Theorems 3.8 and 3.11 by the fact that τP∗(ξ) = σP (ξ), for all ξ ∈ I. �

4. Example: Non periodic boundary conditions

Let Ω := (0, 1)2 and h ∈ R2 with h > 0, that is, hj > 0, j = 1, 2. Consider the operator Lh = O
(2)
h on

Ω defined by the differential operator

O
(2)
h := Lh =

∂2

∂x21
+

∂2

∂x22
,

together with the boundary conditions:

(BC) hjf(x)|xj=0 = f(x)|xj=1 , hj
∂f

∂xj
(x)

∣∣∣∣
xj=0

=
∂f

∂xj
(x)

∣∣∣∣
xj=1

, j = 1, 2.

and the domain

Dom (Lh) =
{
f ∈ L2(Ω); Lhf ∈ L2(Ω) and f satisfies (BC)

}
.

Here, I = Z2 and the system of eigenfunctions of the operator Lh is

{
uξ(x) = hxe2πix·ξ, ξ ∈ Z

2
}
,

with conjugate system
{
vξ(x) = h−xe2πix·ξ, ξ ∈ Z

2
}
,
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where hx := hx1
1 h

x2
2 and x · ξ = x1ξ1 + x2ξ2. Thus, we have that

Lhuξ(x) = λξuξ(x), L∗
hvξ(x) = λξvξ(x),

with λξ = (log h1 + 2πiξ1)
2 + (log h2 + 2πiξ2)

2, and we will denote 〈ξ〉 := (1 + |λξ|
2)1/4.

Notice that uξ = u−ξ, vξ = v−ξ, and λξ = λ−ξ, for all ξ ∈ Z2.

Lemma 4.1. There exists c, C > 0 such that for all ξ ∈ Z2 we have

c
√
1 + |ξ|2 ≤ 〈ξ〉 ≤ C

√
1 + |ξ|2,

where |ξ|2 := |ξ1|
2 + |ξ2|

2.

Proof. Notice that

λξ =
[
(log h1)

2 + (log h2)
2 − 4π2|ξ|2

]
+ i4π(ξ1 log h1 + ξ2 log h2).

Hence, we obtain that

|λξ| ≤
∣∣(log h1)2 + (log h2)

2 − 4π2|ξ|2
∣∣+ 4π|ξ1 log h1 + ξ2 log h2|

≤ (log h1)
2 + (log h2)

2 + 4π2|ξ|2 + |ξ1|| log h1|+ |ξ2|| log h2|

Since |ξ1|+ |ξ2| ≤ |ξ|2, for all ξ ∈ Z2, we get a constant C > 0 such that

(4.1) |λξ| ≤ C(1 + |ξ|2)

On the other hand, we have
∣∣(log h1)2 + (log h2)

2 − 4π2|ξ|2
∣∣ ≤ |λξ|.

Setting c1 := min{(log h1)
2 + (log h2)

2, 4π2} we obtain that c1(|ξ|
2 − 1) ≤ |λξ|, for all ξ ∈ Z2 \ {(0, 0)}.

Here we assume that c1 6= 0, because when c1 = 0 we have that h = (1, 1) and the proof of the lemma is

trivial in this case. Hence, there exists c > 0 such that

(4.2) c(1 + |ξ|2) ≤ |λξ|,

for all |ξ| > 1. The results follows from the expression for 〈ξ〉 and by the inequalities (4.1) and (4.2).

�

Proposition 4.2. Let f ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω). We have for j = 1, 2 that

∂̂f

∂xj
(ξ) = (log hj + 2πiξj)f̂(ξ).

Proof. Let f ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω). Since f ∈ Dom(Lh), we obtain that f(x)vξ(x)

∣∣∣∣
1

xj=0

= 0. Hence, by integration

by parts we obtain

∂̂f

∂xj
(ξ) =

∫

Ω

∂f

∂xj
(x)vξ(x)dx = −

∫

Ω

f(x)
∂vξ
∂xj

(x)dx.

Therefore,

∂̂f

∂xj
(ξ) = −

∫

Ω

f(x)
∂vξ
∂xj

(x)dx = (log hj + 2πiξj)

∫

Ω

f(x)vξ(x)dx = (log hj + 2πiξj)f̂(ξ).

�
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4.1. Constant coefficient case. Consider the operator P : H−∞
Lh

(Ω) → H−∞
Lh

(Ω) given by

P =
∂

∂x1
+ c

∂

∂x2
,

with c ∈ C\{0}. When h = (1, 1) we have periodic boundary conditions and the analysis considered in this

paper coincides with the classical toroidal calculus. In particular, we have the following characterization

of the global properties of the operator P on the torus T2.

Definition 4.3. A Liouville number is a real number y with the property that, for every positive integer

n, there exists infinitely many pairs of integers (p, q), with q > 1 such that

0 <

∣∣∣∣y −
p

q

∣∣∣∣ <
1

qn
.

Theorem 4.4 (Greenfield-Wallach, [9]; Hounie, [12]). The operator P : D′(T2) → D′(T2) is globally

hypoelliptic if and only if either Im c 6= 0 or c is an irrational non-Liouville number. Moreover, the

operator P : D′(T2) → D′(T2) is globally solvable if and only if either Im c 6= 0, or c is a rational

number, or c is an irrational non-Liouville number.

By Proposition 4.2 we have

P̂w(ξ) = (log h1 + 2πiξ1 + c(log h2 + 2πiξ2))ŵ(ξ).

Setting c = a+ ib, we obtain

P̂w(ξ) = σP (ξ)ŵ(ξ),

where

(4.3) σP (ξ) = (log(h1h
a
2)− 2πbξ2) + i(log hb2 + 2π(ξ1 + aξ2)),

that is, P is an Lh–Fourier multiplier with symbol σP . Let us see in the next results that the global

properties of the operator P depends of the choice of c as well as h, that is, the environment where we

are working.

Theorem 4.5. Let Lh = O
(2)
h , c ∈ C \ {0}, and assume that c log h2 6= − log h1. Then the operator

P : H−∞
Lh

(Ω) → H−∞
Lh

(Ω) given by

P =
∂

∂x1
+ c

∂

∂x2

is globally Lh-hypoelliptic.

Proof. By the hypothesis c logh2 6= − log h1 we have two cases to consider:

Case I: h1h
a
2 6= 1

In this case, we have that log(h1h
a
2) 6= 0, which implies that σP (ξ) vanishes for at most one ξ ∈ Z2.

Moreover, there exists C > 0 such that

|σP (ξ)| ≥
1

C
,

whenever σP (ξ) 6= 0. Hence, we obtain that

|ŵ(ξ)| ≤ C
∣∣∣P̂w(ξ)

∣∣∣ ,
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whenever σP (ξ) 6= 0. In particular, we obtain that ŵ ∈ S(Z2), whenever P̂w ∈ S(Z2) . Therefore the

operator P is globally Lh-hypoelliptic.

Case II: h1h
a
2 = 1 and b 6= 0.

Since b 6= 0, we have that Re(σP (ξ)) = 0 only when ξ2 = 0. Again we obtain that σP (ξ) vanishes

for at most one ξ ∈ Z2 and that there exists C > 0 such that |σP (ξ)| ≥
1
C , whenever σP (ξ) 6= 0. The

conclusion follows as the previous case. �

The next corollary follows directly from Corollary 3.10.

Corollary 4.6. Let Lh = O
(2)
h , c ∈ C \ {0}, and assume that c log h2 6= − log h1. Then the operator

P : H−∞
Lh

(Ω) → H−∞
Lh

(Ω) given by

P =
∂

∂x1
+ c

∂

∂x2

is globally Lh-solvable.

Notice that the hypothesis c log h2 6= − logh1 implies that h 6= (1, 1), that is, we are not in the torus

setting. By the previous theorem, when we are not working in the torus, the operator P is almost always

globally Lh-hypoelliptic, and the only c ∈ C \ {0} that we have to analyze separately is the one that

satisfies c logh2 = − logh1. The next theorem gives us necessary and sufficient conditions for global

Lh-properties of the operator P for this case.

Theorem 4.7. Assume that c log h2 = − logh1. Then the operator

P =
∂

∂x1
+ c

∂

∂x2

is globally Lh-hypoelliptic if and only if either Im(c) 6= 0, or c is an irrational non-Liouville number.

Moreover, the operator P is globally Lh-solvable if and only if either Im(c) 6= 0, or c is a rational number,

or c is an irrational non-Liouville number.

Proof. If h = (1, 1) then the hypothesis c log h2 = − log h1 holds for every c ∈ C and the result was

proven by Greenfield and Wallach in [9].

If h 6= (1, 1), then Im(c) = b = 0 and we have c = a = − logh1

log h2
. Hence,

σP (ξ) = i2π(ξ1 + aξ2).

By Lemma 4.1 the analysis of this case is the same as the torus case, so by Theorem 3.2 the operator

P is globally Lh–hypoelliptic if and only if c is an irrational non-Liouville number and by Theorem 3.8

the operator P is globally Lh–solvable if and only if either c is a rational number, or c is an irrational

non-Liouville number. �

Remark 4.8. Since our results are based on the bijection from H∞
Lh

(Ω) to S(Z2) given by the Lh–Fourier

transform, we obtain the same results replacing Lh by Lh
∗, because the Lh

∗–Fourier transform is also a

bijection from H∞
Lh

∗(Ω) to S(Z2).
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4.2. Variable coefficient case. When h = (1, 1), the model described in Section 2 recover the classical

harmonic analysis on the two-dimensional torus, that is, we can identify H∞
L(1,1)

(Ω) ≃ C∞(T2). We have

the following property holding for any h > 0.

Proposition 4.9. Let Lh = O
(2)
h , with h ∈ R2 satisfying h1, h2 > 0. Then the space H∞

Lh
(Ω) is a

C∞(T2)–module.

Proof. Let us proof that for any f ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω) and g ∈ C∞(T2) we have that fg ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω). Indeed, we

have that fg ∈ L2(Ω) and Lk
h(fg) ∈ L2(Ω), for any k ∈ N. Let us check that fg satisfies (BC):

• hj(fg)(x)
∣∣
xj=0

=
(
hjf(x)

∣∣
xj=0

)
g(x)

∣∣
xj=0

= f(x)
∣∣
xj=1

g(x)
∣∣
xj=1

= (fg)(x)
∣∣
xj=1

.

•

hj
∂(fg)

∂xj
(x)

∣∣
xj=0

= hj

[
∂f

∂xj
(x)g(x)

∣∣
xj=0

+ f(x)
∂g

∂xj
(x)

∣∣
xj=0

]

=

[
∂f

∂xj
(x)g(x)

∣∣
xj=1

+ f(x)
∂g

∂xj
(x)

∣∣
xj=1

]

=
∂(fg)

∂xj
(x)

∣∣
xj=1

.

Proceeding analogously we conclude that Lk
h(fg) satisfies the boundary condition (BC) for every k ∈ N.

Therefore fg ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω). �

Let a ∈ C∞(T1) be a real-valued function and consider the operator P : H−∞
Lh

(Ω) → H−∞
Lh

(Ω) given

by

P =
∂

∂x1
+ a(x1)

∂

∂x2
.

The operator P is well-defined because we can see a as an element ã ∈ C∞(T2) satisfying ã(x1, x2) =

a(x1), for every x2 ∈ [0, 1].

Definition 4.10. Let f ∈ L1(Ω) and ξ1 ∈ Z. We define the Partial Lh–Fourier coefficient of f with

respect to x1 at ξ1 as the function Fjf(ξ1, x2) given by

F1f(ξ1, x2) =

∫ 1

0

f(x1, x2)vξ1(x1)dx1,

where vξj (xj) := h
−xj

j e2πixjξj , for j = 1, 2. Similarly we define the Partial Lh–Fourier coefficient of f

with respect to x2 at ξ2 ∈ Z by

F2f(x1, ξ2) =

∫ 1

0

f(x1, x2)vξ2(x2)dx2.

Notice that vξ(x) = vξ1(x1)vξ2 (x2). So, we have

f̂(ξ1, ξ2) =

∫ 1

0

F1f(ξ1, x2)vξ2(x2)dx2 =

∫ 1

0

F2f(x1, ξ2)vξ1(x1)dx1.

Moreover, we can write

(4.4) f(x1, x2) =
∑

ξ1∈Z

F1f(ξ1, x2)uξ1(x1) =
∑

ξ2∈Z

F2f(x1, ξ2)uξ2(x2)

We have also the analogous for the adjoint operator Lh
∗.
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Definition 4.11. Let f ∈ L1(Ω) and ξ1 ∈ Z. We define the Partial Lh
∗–Fourier coefficient of f with

respect to x1 at ξ1 as the function F∗
j f(ξ1, x2) given by

F∗
1 f(ξ1, x2) =

∫ 1

0

f(x1, x2)uξ1(x1)dx1,

where uξj(xj) := h
xj

j e
2πixjξj , for j = 1, 2. Similarly we define the Partial Lh

∗–Fourier coefficient of f

with respect to x2 at ξ2 ∈ Z by

F∗
2 f(x1, ξ2) =

∫ 1

0

f(x1, x2)uξ2(x2)dx2.

Notice that uξ(x) = uξ1(x1)uξ2(x2). So, we have

f̂∗(ξ1, ξ2) =

∫ 1

0

F∗
1 f(ξ1, x2)uξ2(x2)dx2 =

∫ 1

0

F∗
2 f(x1, ξ2)uξ1(x1)dx1.

Moreover, we can write

f(x1, x2) =
∑

ξ1∈Z

F∗
1 f(ξ1, x2)vξ1(x1) =

∑

ξ2∈Z

F∗
2 f(x1, ξ2)vξ2 (x2)

Consider the operator Lj = −i
d

dxj
on (0, 1), j = 1, 2, with boundary condition

(4.5) hjf(0) = f(1),

and domain Dom(Lj) = {f ∈ L2((0, 1));Ljf ∈ L2((0, 1)) and f satisfies (4.5)}. With I = Z, the system

of eigenfunctions of the operator Lj is {uξj(xj) = h
xj

j e
2πixjξj} with eigenvalues λξj = −i log hj + 2πξj ,

and the conjugate system is {vξj (xj) = h
−xj

j e2πixjξj}. Here, the weight is given by 〈ξj〉 = (1+ |λξj |
2)1/2

and we have the following relation between the weights of the model Lh and Lj .

Proposition 4.12. Let ξ ∈ Z2. There exists k,K > 0 such that

(4.6) k(〈ξ1〉+ 〈ξ2〉) ≤ 〈ξ〉 ≤ K(〈ξ1〉+ 〈ξ2〉)

Proof. Notice that λξ = (log h1 + 2πiξ1)
2 + (log h2 + 2πiξ2)

2 = −(λ2ξ1 + λ2ξ2). Since 〈ξ〉 = (1 + |λξ|
2)1/4

and 〈ξj〉 = (1 + |λξj |
2)1/2, we have that

lim
|ξ|→∞

〈ξ〉

〈ξ1〉+ 〈ξ2〉
= 1,

so we can get k,K > 0 satisfying (4.6). �

Definition 4.13. Let w ∈ H−∞
Lh

(Ω) and ξ1 ∈ Z. We define the partial Lh-Fourier coefficient of w with

respect to x1 at ξ1 as the linear functional F1w(ξ1, ·) : H
∞
L∗

2
((0, 1)) → C given by

〈F1w(ξ1, ·), ϕ〉 := 〈w, v−ξ1 × ϕ〉,

where (v−ξ1 × ϕ)(x1, x2) := v−ξ1(x1)ϕ(x2), for all ϕ ∈ H∞
L∗

2
((0, 1)). Similarly, we define the partial Lh-

Fourier coefficient of w with respect to x2 at ξ2 ∈ Z as the linear functional F2w(·, ξ2) : H
∞
L∗

1
((0, 1)) → C

given by

〈F2w(·, ξ2), ϕ〉 := 〈w,ϕ × v−ξ2〉,

where (ϕ× v−ξ2)(x1, x2) := ϕ(x1)v−ξ2(x2), for all ϕ ∈ H∞
L∗

1
((0, 1)).
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For w ∈ H−∞
Lh

(Ω), we may write

w =
∑

ξ1∈Z

F1w(ξ1, ·)uξ1 ,

where for ϕ ∈ H∞
Lh

∗(Ω) we have

〈w,ϕ〉 =

〈∑

ξ1∈Z

F1w(ξ1, ·)uξ1 , ϕ

〉
:=

∑

ξ1∈Z

〈F1w(ξ1, ·),F
∗
1ϕ(−ξ1, ·)〉.

The idea here is to use the partial Fourier theory to construct an automorphism Ψa of H−∞
Lh

(Ω),

where the restriction to H∞
Lh

(Ω) remains an automorphism of H∞
Lh

(Ω), satisfying ΨaP = P0Ψa, where

P0 = ∂x1 + a0∂x2 , and a0 =
∫
a(s)ds.

Proposition 4.14. When f ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω) we have that F1f(ξ1, ·) ∈ H∞
L2
((0, 1)) and F2f(·, ξ2) ∈ H∞

L1
((0, 1)),

for all ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Z. When w ∈ H−∞
Lh

(Ω) we have that F1w(ξ1, ·) ∈ H−∞
L2

((0, 1)) and F2w(·, ξ2) ∈

H−∞
L1

((0, 1)), for all ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Z.

Proof. Let f ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω) and ξ1 ∈ Z. First, let us show that F1f(ξ1, ·) ∈ L2((0, 1)). We have

∫ 1

0

|F1f(ξ1, x2)|
2
dx2 =

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

f(x1, x2)vξ1(x1)dx1

∣∣∣∣
2

dx2

≤

∫ 1

0

(∫ 1

0

|f(x1, x2)vξ1 (x1)|dx1

)2

dx2

≤

∫ 1

0

(∫ 1

0

|f(x1, x2)|
2dx1

∫ 1

0

|vξ1(x1)|
2dx1

)
dx2

= ‖f‖2L2(Ω).

We also have that F1f(ξ1, ·) satisfies the boundary condition of the operator L2. Indeed,

h2F1f(ξ1, 0) =

∫ 1

0

h2f(x1, 0)vξ1(x1)dx1 =

∫ 1

0

f(x1, 1)vξ1(x1)dx1 = F1f(ξ1, 1).

Notice that for any k ∈ N we have that Lk
2F1f(ξ1, ·) = (−i)kF1

∂kf
∂xk

2
(ξ1, ·), and since f ∈ H∞

Lh
(Ω) we

conclude that F1f(ξ1, ·) ∈ H∞
L2
((0, 1)).

Let w ∈ H−∞
Lh

(Ω). So there exists C > 0 and k ∈ N such that

|〈w,ψ〉| ≤ C‖ψ‖Hk
L
, ψ ∈ H∞

Lh
∗(Ω),

where ‖ψ‖Hk
Lh

∗

= max
j≤k

‖(Lh
∗)jψ‖L2(Ω). Hence, for all ϕ ∈ H∞

L2
((0, 1)) we have

|〈Fw(ξ1, ·), ϕ〉| = |〈w, v−ξ1 × ϕ〉| ≤ C‖v−ξ × ϕ‖Hk
Lh

∗

≤ C′‖ϕ‖H2k
L∗

2

,

for some C′ > 0, which implies that F1w(ξ1, ·) ∈ H−∞
L2

((0, 1)). The proofs for the partial L-Fourier

transform with respect to the second variable is analogous, as well as for the partial L∗
h–Fourier coefficient

and will be omitted. �

Theorem 4.15. We have that f ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω) if and only if F2f(·, ξ2) ∈ H∞
L1
((0, 1)), for all ξ2 ∈ Z, and

for every k ∈ N and N > 0, there exists CkN > 0 such that
∥∥∥∥
dk

dxk1
F2f(x1, ξ2)

∥∥∥∥
L2((0,1))

≤ CkN 〈ξ2〉
−N , ∀ξ2 ∈ Z.
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Proof. ( ⇐= ) By the Plancherel inequality given in Lemma 2.2 and by the relation (4.4), for each fixed

ξ2 ∈ Z we have

∑

ξ1∈Z

|λkξ1 f̂(ξ1, ξ2)|
2 =

∑

ξ1∈Z

∣∣∣∣∣
∂̂kf

∂xk1
(ξ1, ξ2)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

≤M2

∥∥∥∥
dk

dxk1
F2f(·, ξ2)

∥∥∥∥
2

L2((0,1))

≤ C2
kN 〈ξ2〉

−2N

In particular, for k = N , we have for some CN > 0 that

|λNξ1 f̂(ξ)| ≤ CN 〈ξ2〉
−N ,

for all ξ1 ∈ Z. Hence, for λξ1 6= 0 we obtain

|f̂(ξ)| ≤ CN (〈ξ2〉〈ξ1〉)
−N ≤ CN2N(〈ξ2〉+ 〈ξ1〉)

−N ≤ C′
N 〈ξ〉

−N
,

which implies that f̂ ∈ S(Z2) and then f ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω).

( =⇒ ) Since f ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω), for any k,N ∈ N we have g =
∂k+N

∂xk1∂x
N
2

f ∈ L2(Ω). Thus, for each ξ2 ∈ Z

we have F2g(·, ξ2) ∈ L2((0, 1)), and

∥∥∥∥λNξ2
dk

dxk1
F2f(·, ξ2)

∥∥∥∥
2

L2((0,1))

= ‖F2g(·, ξ2)‖
2
L2((0,1)) ≤ m2

∑

ξ1∈Z

|ĝ(ξ1, ξ2)|
2 ≤ m2

∑

ξ∈Z2

|ĝ(ξ)|2 ≤ C‖g‖2L2(Ω)

Therefore, for any k,N ∈ N, there exists CkN > 0 such that
∥∥∥∥
dk

dxk1
F2f(x1, ξ2)

∥∥∥∥
L2((0,1))

≤ CkN 〈ξ2〉
−N ,

for all ξ2 ∈ Z and the proof is complete. �

Theorem 4.16. We have that w ∈ H−∞
Lh

(Ω) if and only if F2w(·, ξ2) ∈ H−∞
L1

((0, 1)), for all ξ2 ∈ Z, and

there exist K ∈ N and C > 0 such that

|〈F2w(·, ξ2), ϕ〉| ≤ CpK(ϕ)〈ξ2〉
K
,

for all ϕ ∈ H∞
L∗

1
((0.1)), where pK(ϕ) :=

∑
β≤K

∥∥∥dβϕ
dxβ

∥∥∥
L2((0,1))

.

Proof. ( ⇐= ) For ξ1 ∈ Z, take ϕ = v−ξ1 . Hence,

|ŵ(ξ)| = 〈F2w(·, ξ2), v−ξ1〉 ≤ CpK(v−ξ1)〈ξ2〉
K .

Notice that

pK(v−ξ1) =
∑

β≤K

∥∥∥∥
dβv−ξ1

dxβ

∥∥∥∥
L2((0,1))

=
∑

β≤K

|λ−ξ1 |
β ‖v−ξ1‖L2((0,1)) ≤ C〈ξ1〉

K

Therefore, there exist C,K > 0 such that |ŵ(ξ)| ≤ C〈ξ〉
K
, for all ξ ∈ Z2, which implies that ŵ ∈ S ′(Z2),

and consequently w ∈ H−∞
Lh

(Ω).

( =⇒ ) Since w ∈ H−∞
Lh

(Ω), there exist C,K > 0 such that |ŵ(ξ)| ≤ C〈ξ〉
K
, for all ξ ∈ Z2 and we

may write

w =
∑

ξ∈Z2

ŵ(ξ)uξ =
∑

ξ1,ξ2∈Z

ŵ(ξ1, ξ2)uξ1uξ2

For ϕ ∈ H∞
L∗

1
((0, 1)) we have

|〈F2w(·, ξ2), ϕ〉| = |〈w,ϕ× v−ξ2〉| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

ξ1,η∈Z

ŵ(ξ1, η)〈uξ1 , ϕ〉〈uη, v−ξ2〉

∣∣∣∣∣∣
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By the biorthogonality of the systems {uξ} and {vξ}, we have that 〈uη, v−ξ2〉 = (uη, vξ2)L2((0,1)) = δηξ2 ,

there δmn is the Kronecker’s delta. Moreover, we have 〈uξ1 , ϕ〉 = ϕ̂∗(−ξ1). Thus,

|〈F2w(·, ξ2), ϕ〉| ≤
∑

ξ1∈Z

|ŵ(ξ1, ξ2)||ϕ̂∗(−ξ1)| ≤ C
∑

ξ1∈Z

〈ξ〉
K
|ϕ̂∗(−ξ1)| ≤ C〈ξ2〉

K
∑

ξ1∈Z

〈ξ1〉
K
|ϕ̂∗(ξ1)|,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that there exists C > 0 such that 〈ξ〉 ≤ C〈ξ1〉〈ξ2〉 and

〈−ξ1〉 = 〈ξ1〉. Notice that

〈ξ1〉
K |ϕ̂∗(ξ1)| = 〈ξ1〉

−1〈ξ1〉
K+1|ϕ̂∗(ξ1)| ≤ C〈ξ1〉

−1|λξ1 |
K+1|ϕ̂∗(ξ1)| = C〈ξ1〉

−1

∣∣∣∣
d̂K+1ϕ

dxK+1
1 ∗

(ξ1)

∣∣∣∣

Using the fact that
∑
ξ1∈Z

〈ξ1〉
−2

<∞, we obtain

∑

ξ1∈Z

〈ξ1〉
K
|ϕ̂∗(ξ1)| ≤ C

∑

ξ1∈Z

〈ξ1〉
−1

∣∣∣∣
d̂K+1ϕ

dxK+1
1 ∗

(ξ1)

∣∣∣∣ ≤


∑

ξ1∈Z

〈ξ1〉
−2




1/2 
∑

ξ1∈Z

∣∣∣∣
d̂K+1ϕ

dxK+1
1 ∗

(ξ1)

∣∣∣∣
2



1/2

By the Plancherel inequality, we conclude that

|〈F2w(·, ξ2), ϕ〉| ≤ C〈ξ2〉
K
∥∥∥dK+1ϕ

dxK+1
1

∥∥∥
L2((0,1))

≤ CpK+1(ϕ)〈ξ2〉
K+1,

and the proof is completed. �

Let A : [0, 1] → C given by

A(x1) :=

∫ x1

0

a(s)ds− x1a0,

where a0 =
1∫
0

a(s)ds. Notice that A ∈ C∞(T1) and A′(x1) = a(x1)− a0. Define the following operator

Ψaw(x1, x2) :=
∑

ξ2∈Z

e(log h2+2πiξ2)A(x1)F2w(x1, ξ2)uξ2(x2).

Notice that F2(Ψaw)(x1, ξ2) = e(log h2+2πiξ2)A(x1)F2w(x1, ξ2).

Proposition 4.17. The operator Ψa is an automorphism of H∞
Lh

(Ω) and of H−∞
Lh

(Ω).

Proof. Notice that (Ψa)
−1 = Ψ−a, so to complete the proof let us show that ΨaH

∞
Lh

(Ω) ⊆ H∞
Lh

(Ω) and

ΨaH
−∞
Lh

(Ω) ⊆ H−∞
Lh

(Ω). Let w ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω). Let us show that F2(Ψaw)(·, ξ2) satisfies the hypothesis of

Theorem 4.15. For k ∈ N fixed we have

dk

dxk1
F2(Ψaw)(x1, ξ2) =

dk

dxk1

(
e(log h2+2πiξ2)A(x1)F2w(x1, ξ2)

)

=

k∑

ℓ=0

(
k

ℓ

)(
dℓ

dxℓ1
e(log h2+2πiξ2)A(x1)

)(
dk−ℓ

dxk−ℓ
1

F2w(x1, ξ2)

)
.

By Faà di Bruno’s formula, we have

dℓ

dxℓ1

(
e(log h2+2πiξ2)A(x1)

)
=

∑

γ∈∆(ℓ)

ℓ!

γ!
(log h2 + 2πiξ2)

|γ|e(log h2+2πiξ2)A(x1)
ℓ∏

j=1




djA(x1)

dxj
1

j!




γj

,

where ∆(ℓ) := {γ ∈ Nℓ
0;

ℓ∑
j=1

jγj = ℓ}. Since A ∈ C∞(T1), there exists Cℓ > 0 such that

∣∣∣∣
dℓ

dxℓ1

(
e(log h2+2πiξ2)A(x1)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cℓ〈ξ2〉
ℓ
,
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for all x1 ∈ [0, 1]. Applying Theorem 4.15 for F2w(·, ξ2), for any N > 0 we obtain CkN such that

∥∥∥∥
dk

dxk1
F2(Ψaw)(·, ξ2)

∥∥∥∥
L2((0,1))

≤

k∑

ℓ=0

(
k

ℓ

)
Cℓ〈ξ2〉

ℓ

∥∥∥∥
dk−ℓ

dxk−ℓ
1

F2w(·, ξ2)

∥∥∥∥
L2((0,1))

≤

k∑

ℓ=0

(
k

ℓ

)
Cℓ〈ξ2〉

ℓ
CNℓ〈ξ2〉

−(N+ℓ)

≤ CkN 〈ξ2〉
−N

Therefore Ψaw ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω). Similarly, we obtain that Ψa is an automorphism of H−∞
Lh

(Ω) and the proof

is omitted. �

Consider the operator P0 given by

P0 :=
∂

∂x1
+ a0

∂

∂x2
.

Theorem 4.18. We have that

Ψa ◦ P = P0 ◦Ψa.

Moreover, the operator P is globally Lh–hypoelliptic if and only if the operator P0 is globally Lh–

hypoelliptic.

Proof. For every w ∈ H∞
L (Ω) and ξ2 ∈ Z we have

F2(Ψa(Pw))(x1 , ξ2) = F2(P0(Ψaw))(x1, ξ2).

Indeed, for all ξ2 ∈ Z we have

F2(P0(Ψaw))(x1, ξ2) = F2

(
∂

∂x1
Ψaw + a0

∂

∂x2
Ψaw

)
(x1, ξ2)

=
d

dx1
F2(Ψaw)(x1, ξ2) + a0(log h2 + 2πiξ2)F2(Ψaw)(x1, ξ2)

=
d

dx1

(
e(log h2+2πiξ2)A(x1)F2w(x1, ξ2)

)

+ a0(log h2 + 2πiξ2)e
(log h2+2πiξ2)A(x1)F2w(x1, ξ2)

= (a(x1)− a0)(log h2 + 2πiξ2)e
(log h2+2πiξ2)A(x1)F2w(x1, ξ2)

+ e(log h2+2πiξ2)A(x1)
d

dx1
F2w(x1, ξ2)

+ a0(log h2 + 2πiξ2)e
(log h2+2πiξ2)A(x1)F2w(x1, ξ2)

= e(logh2+2πiξ2)A(x1)F2

(
∂

∂x1
w + a(x1)

∂

∂x2
w

)
(x1, ξ2)

= F2(Ψa(Pw))(x1, ξ2).

Suppose that P is globally Lh–hypoelliptic. If P0w = f ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω) for some u ∈ H−∞
Lh

(Ω), then

Ψ−aP0w = Ψ−af ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω). Since Ψ−a ◦ P0 = P ◦ Ψ−a, we have P (Ψ−aw) ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω) and by global

Lh–hypoellipticity of P we have Ψ−aw ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω), which implies that w ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω) and then P0 is globally

Lh–hypoelliptic.

Assume now that P0 is globally Lh–hypoelliptic. If Pw = f ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω) for some w ∈ H−∞
Lh

(Ω), we can

write P (Ψ−aΨaw) = f ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω). By the fact that P ◦ Ψ−a = Ψ−a ◦ P0 we obtain Ψ−aP0(Ψaw) = f ,
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that is, P0(Ψaw) = Ψaf ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω). By the global Lh–hypoellipticity of P0 we have that Ψaw ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω)

and then w ∈ H∞
Lh

(Ω). �

Finally, let us investigate the Lh–solvability of the operator P . We say that the operator P is globally

Lh–solvable if PH∞
Lh

= F, where

F = {f ∈ H−∞
Lh

(Ω);Ψaf ∈ E0},

and E0 is the space of P0–admissible Lh–distributions as in (3.1).

Theorem 4.19. The operator P is globally Lh–solvable if and only if P0 is globally Lh–solvable.

Proof. Suppose that P is globally Lh–solvable and let f ∈ E a P0–admissible Lh–distribution. Hence,

Ψ−af ∈ F and so there exists w ∈ H−∞
Lh

(Ω) such that Pw = Ψ−af , which implies that ΨaPw = f . By

Theorem 4.18, we conclude that P0(Ψaw) = f . Hence P0 is globally Lh–solvable.

Assume now that P0 is globally Lh–solvable and let f ∈ F, that is, Ψaf ∈ E. Thus, there exists

w ∈ H−∞
Lh

(Ω) such that P0w = Ψaf . Again by Theorem 4.18, we have f = Ψ−aP0w = P (Ψ−aw) and we

conclude that P is globally Lh–solvable. �
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