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AN ELEMENTARY PROOF OF THE HOMOLOGICAL

PROPERTIES OF CONSTANT-RANK OPERATORS

ADOLFO ARROYO-RABASA AND JOSÉ SIMENTAL

Abstract. Using properties of the alternating algebra, we give a surprisingly
simple and constructive proof of Rait, ă’s result that every constant-rank op-
erator A possesses an exact potential B and an exact annihilator Q. Our
construction is completely self-contained and improves on the order of both
the operators constructed by Rait, ă and the explicit formula for annihilators of
elliptic operators due to Van Schaftingen. We also prove a generalized Poincaré
lemma for a class of mean-value zero Schwartz functions defined on full-space.

1. Introduction

Let V , W be R-vector spaces of dimensions N,M , respectively. We consider a
homogeneous constant coefficient differential operator on R

d from V to W , that is,

A(D) =
∑

|α|=k

Aα∂
α,

where the coefficients Aα belong to Lin(V ;W ), α = (α1, . . . , αd) ∈ N
d
0 is a multi-

index with modulus |α| = α1 + · · · + αd = k and ∂α is the composition of partial
distributional derivatives ∂α1

1 · · · ∂αd

d . As our main and only assumption, we require
that A(D) satisfies the constant-rank property: there exists a non-negative integer
r such that

(1) rankA(ξ) = r for all ξ ∈ R
d − {0},

where, as usual,

A(ξ) :=
∑

|α|=k

Aαξ
α, ξα := ξα1

1 · · · ξαd

d , ξ ∈ R
d,

is the principal symbol associated to the operator A(D).
In order to motivate this framework, let us briefly discuss its origins as well as

some elements of its more recent theory. Operators of constant rank were consid-
ered by Schulenberger & Wilcox [SW72a, SW72b] to prove Hilbert-space coercive
inequalities

‖Du‖L2 ≤ C‖Au‖L2 + ‖u‖L2 ,

for non-elliptic first-order operators in full space. Murat built upon these ideas
to establish that (1) is a sufficient condition for the existence of a linear bounded
projection P : Lp(Rd) → Lp(Rd) onto kerA(D) satisfying

‖Pu‖Lp ≤ C(p,A)‖u‖Lp
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for all 1 < p < ∞. Murat’s work nourished the development of the compen-
sated compactness theory for Sobolev spaces associated to anisotropic operators
(see [Mur81] and references therein). These inequalities would later be improved
by Fonseca and Müller [FM99] (see also [ADR20] where the trivial extension to
higher order operators is established), who demonstrated that Murat’s projection
for constant-rank operators gives rise to a Korn-type inequality

(2) ‖Dk(u− Pu)‖Lp ≤ C(p,A)‖Au‖Lp ,

widely known as the Fonseca–Müller projection estimate. Recently, Guerra and
Rait, ă [GR20] showed that the constant-rank property is also a necessary condition
for the validity of (2).

Lastly, and crucial to the motivation for the content of this note, Rait, ă proved
in [Rai19, Theorem 1] that the constant-rank property (1) is also a sufficient and
necessary condition for the existence of potentials for operators of constant rank.
More precisely, he proved that A(D) has constant rank if and only if there exists a
homogeneous polynomial B : Rd → Lin(V, V ) such that

(3) ImB(ξ) = kerA(ξ) for all non-zero ξ ∈ R
d.

He exploited this purely algebraic homological property to show that, when re-
stricted to sufficently regular mean-value zero Z

d-periodic maps v : Rd/Zd → V ,
the constant rank assumption implies the following generalized Poincaré lemma:

Av = 0 =⇒ u = Bu for some u : Rd/Zd → W .

This homology-type result has proved to be a very useful tool to solve some long-
standing questions in the calculus of variations related to the study of oscilla-
tions and concentration effects associated to sequences of PDE-constrained maps
(see [Arr21, KR19]).

The goal of this note is to give an alternative, rather elementary and self-
contained proof of (3), which avoids the use of the Moore–Penrose pseudo-inverse
of the principal symbol map ξ 7→ A(ξ) or its regularity properties. Our construc-
tion also conveys an improvement on the degree of the potential B(D) associated to
A(D) obtained by Rait, ă. Lastly, we also discuss the homological properties of chain
complexes associated to constant-rank operators for spaces of functions defined in
the full space Rd. In particular, we observe that also a generalized Poincaré lemma
holds for a class of zero mean-value Schwartz functions v ∈ S(Rd;V ).

2. Results

2.1. Construction of an annihilator. Given a constant-rank operator A(D) as
above, we prove a result similar in spirit to that of [Rai19, Theorem 1]. We will
comment on the differences below, see Remark 2. The construction of a poten-
tial B(D) as in the introduction will follow directly from the construction of the
annihilator Q(D) and a simple duality argument (cf. Theorem 3).

Notation. Let us choose bases e1, . . . , eN of V and f1, . . . , fM of W , so that we
can think of A(ξ) as a matrix in Mat(M ×N) whose coefficients are homogeneous
polynomials of degree k in ξ1, . . . , ξd. We will denote the columns of this matrix by
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a1(ξ), . . . , aN (ξ). We will consider the vector space

(4) X :=

(

r+1
∧

W

)(Nr )

of dimension
(

M
r+1

)(

N
r

)

where, recall, r is the rank of A(ξ) for ξ 6= 0.
Now we can introduce our main construction, which is a linear transformation

Q(ξ) : W → X depending on ξ1, . . . , ξd in a polynomial manner as follows:

(5) Q(ξ)(w) := (ai1(ξ) ∧ · · · ∧ air (ξ) ∧ w)1≤i1<···<ir≤N

Notation. In an obvious way, Q(ξ) is the principal symbol of a homogeneous dif-
ferential operator on R

d from W to X , that we denote by Q(D).

The following result shows that Q(ξ) is an exact algebraic annihilator of A(ξ):

Theorem 1. The operator Q(D) satisfies the following properties.

(1) Q(D) is homogeneous of order rk.

(2) The principal symbol Q(ξ) of Q(D) satisfies:

ImA(ξ) = kerQ(ξ) for all non-zero ξ ∈ R
d,

Proof. Property (1) is immediate from the definition, so we only need to show
Property (2). We separate this into proving two set inclusions. Let ξ ∈ R

d be
non-zero.

First, we prove that if w ∈ imA(ξ), then Q(ξ)w = 0. By linearity, it suffices to
show this for w = ai(ξ), i = 1, . . . ,M . Let I = {i1, · · · , ir} be a strictly ordered
subset of {1, . . . , N}. Since rank(A(ξ)) ≤ r, either there is a repeated element in
{ai1(ξ), . . . , air (ξ), ai(ξ)} or this set is linearly dependent. We get

ai1(ξ) ∧ · · · ∧ air (ξ) ∧ ai(ξ) = 0 ∀I =⇒ Q(ξ)ai(ξ) = 0.

This proves that ImA(ξ) ⊂ kerQ(ξ) for all ξ ∈ R
d − {0}.

Now take w ∈ kerB(ξ). Since rank(A(ξ)) ≥ r, there exists a subset I = {i1 <
· · · < ir} ⊆ [1, N ] such that the set {ai1(ξ), . . . , air (ξ)} is linearly independent. But
by our assumption on w, ai1(ξ) ∧ · · · ∧ air (ξ) ∧ w = 0, so {ai1(ξ), . . . , air (ξ), w} is
linearly dependent. This means that w belongs to the span of ai1(ξ), . . . , air (ξ),
and thus to the image of A(ξ). This finishes the proof. �

Remark 2. We compare Theorem 1 with the construction of [Rai19, Theorem 1].
In loc. cit, Rait, ă constructs an homogeneous differential operator Q′ on R

d from
W to W satisfying analogous properties to those of Theorem 1. The construction
of Rait, ă builds upon the (non trivial) fact that the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse
of A(ξ) is a rational function on ξ, and the operator Q′ is homogeneous of order
2rk.1 Our construction, on the other hand, is completely elementary and gives a
differential operator of order rk.

1The use of multipliers defined by the Moore–Penrose pseudo-inverse of the principal symbol
as a means to establish Poincaré-type estimates for constant-rank operators dates back to the
work of Gustafson [Gus11].
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Elliptic operators. We would also like to compare our construction to those of
Van Schaftingen in the case where A is an elliptic operator, i.e., A(ξ) is injective
for every non-zero ξ. In the elliptic case, our Q and X are simply given by

Q(ξ)(w) = a1(ξ) ∧ · · · ∧ ar(ξ) ∧ w, X =
N
∧

W.

The appearance of the
(

N
r

)

exponent in the definition of X for operators of rank r
originates from the fact that, while we know that some collection ai1(ξ), . . . , air (ξ)
forms a basis for Im(A(ξ)), we do not know a priori which one (and this collection
may depend on ξ) so we need to test all of them. In [VS13, Remark 4.1], Van
Schaftingen constructed an explicit annihilator L fromW toW given by the formula

L(ξ) = det(A(ξ)∗ ◦A(ξ)) idW −A(ξ) ◦ adj(A(ξ)∗ ◦A(ξ)) ◦A(ξ)∗ ,

where adj is the adjugate operator. Its associated operator L(D) satisfies an ex-
actness property analogous to (2) of Theorem 1, but it has order 2 dim(V )k = 2rk.
In fact, the construction of Rait, ă in [Rai19] is a generalization of this construction,
which is why it also gives annihilators and potentials of order 2rk.

On the other hand, in [VS13, Lemma 4.4], Van Schaftingen gives an abstract
construction of an operator of minimal order that satisfies the same properties.
Note that our operator Q(D), while improving on the order of those constructed
in [Rai19, VS13] may not be of minimal order as it can be seen by comparing our
construction with De Rahm’s sequence for dimensions d ≥ 3.

2.2. Homological properties of the symbol. The previous theorem and a sim-
ple duality argument imply the following version of [Rai19, Lemma 2].

Theorem 3. Let A(D) be a constant coefficient homogeneous operator of order k.
The following are equivalent:

(1) rankA(ξ) = r for all ξ ∈ R
d − {0},

(2) there exists a symbol complex

U
B(ξ)

// V
A(ξ)

// W
Q(ξ)

// X

where both B(ξ) and Q(ξ) are homogeneous of order rk and

ImB(ξ) = kerA(ξ) and ImA(ξ) = kerQ(ξ)

for all ξ ∈ R
d − {0}.

Proof. That (2) implies (1) follows directly from rank-nullity theorem. To see that
(1) implies (2), we shall appeal to the construction of the previous theorem so that
Q(ξ) is precisely the symbol constructed there, i.e. X as in eq. (4) and Q as in
eq. (5). To construct B(ξ) we argue by duality. Since ImA(ξ)∗ = kerA(ξ)⊥, it
follows that the adjoint A(ξ)∗ also has order k and constant rank r. Thus, we may
apply the previous lemma to A(ξ)∗ to find a symbol B(ξ)∗ of order rk and rank
dim(V ) − r satisfying ImA(ξ)∗ = kerB(ξ)∗ for all ξ ∈ R

d − {0}. Dualizing this
identity once more and writing B(ξ) := B(ξ)∗∗, we deduce that B(ξ) is of order rk,
of constant rank dim(V )− r and satisfies ImB(ξ) = kerA(ξ). �
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2.3. Homological properties of constant-rank operators. In order to lift the
homological properties of the symbol complex (algebraic framework) to its associ-
ated chain complex (functional setting), we need to introduce a suitable space of
functions. Let us recall that the space of Schwartz maps

S(Rd;V ) :=

{

u ∈ C∞(Rd;V ) : sup
α,β

‖xα∂βu(x)‖∞ < ∞

}

is the space of smooth V -valued maps on R
d whose derivatives of all orders decay

faster than any polynomial rate at infinity. We consider its subspace

Z(Rd;V ) :=
{

u ∈ S(Rd;V ) : (∂αFu)(0) = 0 for every multi-index α
}

.

Notice that if u ∈ Z(Rd), then

(6)

∫

Rd

u dx = Fu(0) = 0,

where

Fu(ξ) :=

∫

Rd

e2πi(ξ·x)u(x) dx,

is the Fourier transform of u. It is well known that F defines a linear isomorphism
from S(Rd;V ) into itself. Therefore, appealing to the Taylor expansion of Fu at 0,
it is also easy to verify that if u ∈ Z(Rd;V ), then

(7)

{

ξ 7→
Fu(ξ)

|ξ|m

}

∈ Z(Rd;V ) for all m ∈ N0.

Lastly, we recall that D′(Rd;V ) = (C∞
c (Rd;V ))∗ denotes the space of V -valued

distributions over Rd.
The following result is a full-space analog of [Rai19, Lemma 2], where a similar

result has been established for functions defined over the flat torus Rd/Zd (see the
discussion in Sect. 2.4 below).

Theorem 4. Let A(D) be a constant coefficient kth order operator satisfying the
constant-rank property

rankA(ξ) = r for all non-zero ξ ∈ R
d.

Then, there exists a distributional chain complex

D′(Rd;U)
B(D)

// D′(Rd;V )
A(D)

// D′(Rd;W )
Q(D)

// D′(Rd;X) ,

i.e.,

ImB(D) ⊂ kerA(D) and ImA(D) ⊂ kerQ(D),

where B(D),Q(D) are homogeneous of order k′ = rk.
Moreover, this complex restricts to a chain complex

(8) Z(Rd;U)
B(D)

// Z(Rd;V )
A(D)

// Z(Rd;W )
Q(D)

// Z(Rd;X),

with trivial homology, that is,

ImB(D) = kerA(D) and ImA(D) = kerQ(D).
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Proof. Let B(ξ), Q(ξ) and U,X be the elements of the symbol complex given in
Theorem 3. As before, we write B(D),Q(D) to denote their associated operators,
which are well defined on spaces of distributions. A standard localization and
mollifcation argument, together with an application of the Fourier transform and
(2) in Theorem 3, gives ImB(D) ⊂ kerA(D) and ImA(D) ⊂ kerQ(D). This proves
that the sequence composed by B(D),A(D),Q(D) defines a chain complex (for all
sub-spaces of distributions that are invariant under differentiation).

To prove the second statement, where we consider the chain complex over Z-
spaces of functions, it suffices to show that that kerA(D) ⊆ ImB(D), for the
inclusion kerQ(D) ⊆ ImA(D) is obtained analogously. The proof follows closely
the ideas of Rait, ă’s proof. Let us fix v ∈ kerA(D). Applying the Fourier transform
to v we find that

0 = F(Av)(ξ) = (2ki)kA(ξ)Fv(ξ),

which by construction implies that

(9) Fv(ξ) ∈ ImB(ξ) for all ξ ∈ R
d − {0}.

We then define the function u := F−1(B†Fv), where B(ξ)† defines the Moore–
Penrose pseudo-inverse of B(ξ), which under the constant-rank assumption defines
a smooth tensor map homogeneous of degree −k′ on R

d − {0}, see e.g. [CM09].
The crucial step here is that, in light of (7), the map u belongs to Z(Rd;U). Hence,
we are left to show that

F(Bu)(ξ) = B(ξ)B(ξ)†Fv(ξ)
(9)
= Fv(ξ),

where we have used that the pseudo-inverse of a matrix g satisfies the fundamental
algebraic identity gg† = projIm g. Inverting the Fourier transform, we conclude that
B(D)u = v, and thus we have kerA(D) ⊆ ImB(D) as desired. �

In particular, we obtain the following full-space generalized Poincaré lemma for
A(D) and its associated potential B(D) of order k′ = rk.

Corollary 5 (Generalized Poincaré lemma). Let A(D) be a constant coeffi-
cient kth order operator satisfying the constant-rank property

rankA(ξ) = r for all non-zero ξ ∈ R
d,

and let v ∈ Z(Rd;V ) be such that

(Av)(x) = 0 for all x ∈ R
d.

Then there exists a function u ∈ Z(Rd;U) satisfying

v = Bu and ‖D(rk)u‖Lp ≤ C(A, p)‖v‖Lp

for all p ∈ (1,∞).

Proof. The first assertion follows by setting u = F−1(B†Fv) as in the previous
proof. The gradient estimate follows from Gustafson’s strategy [Gus11] of using
the pseudo-inverse of the symbol to as a means to establish Calderón–Zygmund
estimates: derivating this identity for u (k′ times) and appealing to the properties
of the Fourier transform we find that (recall that B† is smooth and homogeneous
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of degree −k′ away from zero) Dk′

u = F−1(TFv) where T is smooth and homoge-
nenous of degree zero on R

d − {0}. Thus, by the Lp-theory of singular integrals ,
there exists a constant C(A, p) (d and B depend on A) such that

‖Dk′

u‖Lp ≤ C(A, p)‖v‖Lp .

This finishes the proof. �

Remark 6. Notice that in establishing (8) and Corollary 5 we have used the smooth-
ness of B† on R

d−{0}; crucial to the application of Mihlin’s theorem or the theory
of singular integrals. The use of this (somewhat non-trivial) property should in the-
ory be unnecessary in light of our construction, however in this case it significantly
simplifies the presentation.

2.4. The homology for spaces Schwartz functions. Let us finish by giving an
example to show that, in general, the homology of a chain complex of algebraically
exact constant-rank operators

S(Rd;U)
B(D)

// S(Rd;V )
A(D)

// S(Rd;W )
Q(D)

// S(Rd;X) ,

may be non-trivial.2 Note that this corrects a minor oversight in the last assertion
of [Rai19, Lemma 2].

Example 7. Let A(∂) be the derivative operator acting on functions of one variable

A(∂)(u) =
du

dt
, u : R → R.

This defines an operator on R, from R to R, of rank 1. In particular the symbol A(t)
is onto for all non-zero t ∈ R and therefore any homogeneous annihilator Q(t) of
A(t) must be the zero polynomial. Note, however, that if we consider A(D),Q(D)
as operators A(D),Q(D) : S(R) → S(R) then kerQ(∂)/ ImA(∂) 6= {0}. Indeed,
the fundamental theorem of calculus implies that

∫ ∞

−∞

du

dt
dt = lim

t→∞
u(t)− lim

t→−∞
u(t) = 0 for all u ∈ S(R).

However, kerQ(∂) ≡ S(R), which contains functions with non-zero average so that
kerQ(∂)/ ImA(∂) is, in fact, infinite-dimensional. Thus, the conclusion of Theorem
4 is not valid when Z is replaced by S.
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[Gus11] Derek Gustafson, A generalized Poincaré inequality for a class of constant coefficient

differential operators, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 139 (2011), no. 8, 2721–2728. MR 2801612
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