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NATURAL ANNIHILATORS AND

OPERATORS OF CONSTANT RANK OVER C

FRANZ GMEINEDER AND STEFAN SCHIFFER

Abstract. Even if the Fourier symbols of two constant rank differential op-

erators have the same nullspace for each non-trivial phase space variable, the

nullspaces of those differential operators might differ by an infinite dimensional

space. Under the natural condition of constant rank over C, we establish that

the equality of nullspaces on the Fourier symbol level already implies the equal-

ity of the nullspaces of the differential operators in D ′ modulo polynomials of a

fixed degree. In particular, this condition allows to speak of natural annihilators

within the framework of complexes of differential operators. As an application,

we establish a Poincaré-type lemma for differential operators of constant complex

rank in two dimensions.

1. Introduction

1.1. Aim and scope. Let V,W,X be three real, finite dimensional inner product
spaces and let, for k, ℓ ∈ N,

A :=
∑

|α|=k

Aα∂
α, B :=

∑

|β|=ℓ

Bβ∂
β(1.1)

be two constant coefficient differential operators on Rn from V to W or from W to
X , respectively. By this we understand that for each |α| = k and |β| = ℓ, we have
Aα ∈ L (V ;W ) or Bβ ∈ L (W ;X).

For instance, this setting comprises the usual gradient Du for maps u : Rn → RN

or the symmetric gradient ε(u) := 1
2 (Du+Du⊤) for maps u : Rn → Rn as frequently

employed in nonlinear elasticity; these can be recovered by the particular choices
(V,W ) = (RN ,RN×n) or (V,W ) = (Rn,Rn×n

sym ), respectively. To describe the main
question of the present paper, note that

C∞(Rn;RN ) C∞(Rn;RN×n) C∞(Rn;RN×n),D curl

C∞(Rn;Rn) C∞(Rn;Rn×n
sym ) C∞(Rn;Rd),ε curlcurl

for suitable d ∈ N, are sequences that are exact at the corresponding mid point vector
spaces. Here, we have set for u = (ujk)1≤j≤N, 1≤k≤n and v = (vjk)1≤j,k≤n

curl(u) =
(
∂kuji − ∂iujk

)
ijk
,

curlcurl⊤(v) =
(
∂ijvkl + ∂klvij − ∂ilvkj − ∂kjvil

)
ijkl

.
(1.2)

The first example is the usual gradient-curl-complex, whereas the second one is re-
ferred to as the Saint-Venant compatibility complex (see, e.g., [5]). In the language of
Fourier analysis, this circumstance can be restated by the associated symbol complex

V W X
A[ξ] B[ξ]

being exact at W for all ξ ∈ R
n \ {0}
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2 F. GMEINEDER AND S. SCHIFFER

for the corresponding choices (A,B) = (D, curl) or (A,B) = (ε, curlcurl⊤), respec-
tively. This means that for each ξ ∈ Rn \ {0} we have A[ξ](V ) = ker(B[ξ]), where

A[ξ] =
∑

|α|=k

ξαAα, B[ξ] =
∑

|β|=ℓ

ξβBβ , ξ ∈ R
n.(1.3)

In this situation we call A a potential of B, and B an annihilator of A. Annihilators are
far from being uniquely determined: For instance, letting ∆ be the usual Laplacian,
each ∆j

B (j ∈ N) satisfies ker(∆j
B[ξ]) = ker(|ξ|2jB[ξ]) = ker(B[ξ]) for any ξ ∈

Rn\{0}. Still, in the above examples with (A,B) = (D, curl) or (A,B) = (ε, curlcurl⊤),
the nullspaces of B and ∆jB differ by an infinite dimensional vector space. Thus,
denoting the class of annihilators of a given differential operator A by

An(A) :=

{
B :

B is of the form (1.3) for some vector space X ,
ker(B[ξ]) = A[ξ](V ) for all ξ ∈ Rn \ {0}

}
,(1.4)

it is logical to ask for a subset C ⊂ An(A) with the property that the distributional
nullspaces of B,B′ ∈ C only differ by a finite dimensional vector space each, and under
which conditions on A the class C is non-empty.

1.2. Operators with constant rank over C. We first recall some terminology
that is customary in the above context. Following the works of Wilcox & Schu-
lenberger [20] and Murat [17] (also see Fonseca & Müller [9]), operators A or
B of the form (1.3) are said to be of constant rank (over R) provided dimR(A[ξ](V )) or
dimR(B[ξ](W )), respectively, are independent of the phase space variable ξ ∈ Rn\{0}.
By Raita [18] (also see [3]), every constant rank operator possesses a constant rank
potential.

Towards the above question from (1.4)ff., a strengthening of the notion of constant
rank is required:

Definition 1.1 (Constant rank over C). Let B be a differential operator as in (1.1).
We say that B has constant rank over C provided

dimC(B[ξ](V + iV )) is independent of ξ ∈ C
n \ {0}.(1.5)

For (1.5), note that whenever a complex phase variable ξ = Re(ξ) + i Im(ξ) is
inserted into B[ξ], it consequently gives rise to a linear map B[ξ] : V + iV →W + iW .
Similarly as the constant rank operators generalise the notion of (overdetermined real)
elliptic differential operators A á la Hörmander and Spencer [14, 22], operators
of constant rank over C generalise the concept of C-elliptic operators in the spirit of
Smith [21] (also see [4, 11, 15]). Here, an operator A is called (real or R-) elliptic
provided A[ξ] : V → W is injective for all ξ ∈ Rn \ {0}, and C-elliptic provided
A[ξ] : V + iV → W + iW is injective for all ξ ∈ Cn \ {0}. Adopting the terminology
of Definition 1.1, the main result of the present paper is as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Let B, B̃ be two differential operators with constant rank over C.
Then the following are equivalent:

(a) For all ξ ∈ Cn \ {0} we have

ker(B[ξ]) = ker(B̃[ξ]).

(b) There exist two finite dimensional vector subspaces X1,X2 of the W -valued
polynomials on Rn such that

ker(B) + X1 = ker(B̃) + X2,(1.6)

where ker is understood as the nullspace in D ′(Rn;W ), so e.g.

ker(B) = {T ∈ D
′(Rn;W ) : BT = 0}.
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Let us note that if the Fourier symbols B[ξ] and B̃[ξ] have the same nullspace for any
ξ, then they are both annihilators of some differential operator A with constant rank
in C. Also note that the statement of Theorem 1.2 is false if we drop the assumption

that B and B̃ satisfy the constant rank property over C (cf. Example 4.3).
In the language of algebraic geometry, the proof of Theorem 1.2 relies on a vectorial

Nullstellensatz to be stated and established in Section 3 below. Nullstellensatz tech-
niques have been employed in slightly different contexts (see [21, 15, 12]). However,
these by now routine applications to differential operators (to be revisited in detail in
Section 3) do not prove sufficient to establish Theorem 1.2.

If a differential operator A has an annihilator B of constant complex rank, this
annihilator is in some sense minimal when being compared with other annihilators
(so e.g. D ◦B for (real) elliptic operators D on Rn from X to some finite dimensional
real vector space Y ). Thus, annihilators of constant complex rank – provided existent
– are natural. Even though the condition of constant rank over C appears quite
restrictive, it is satisfied for a wealth of operators to be gathered below. As an
interesting byproduct, such annihilators can be utilised to derive a Poincaré-type
lemma in n = 2 dimensions; see Section 5 for this matter and related open questions
in this context.

We wish to point out that when preparing this note, a variant of the above theorem
was also established in Härkönen, Niklasson & Raita [13, Thm. 1.2]. However,
the techniques employed to arrive at this statement are different from ours; specifically,
our proof only hinges on the Hilbert Nullstellensatz and elementary linear algebra.

1.3. Organisation of the document. Apart from this introductory section, the
paper is organised as follows: In Section 2 we gather examples of operators arising in
applications that verify the constant rank condition over C. Section 3 then is devoted
to a suitable variant of a vectorial Nullstellensatz, that displays the pivotal step in
the proof of Theorem 1.2 in Section 4. The paper then is concluded by a sample
application on a two-dimensional Poincaré-type lemma in Section 5.

1.4. Notation. For k ∈ N, we denote Pk(R
n;Rd) the Rd-valued polynomials on

Rn of degree at most k; the space of Rd-valued polynomials p on Rn which are
homogeneous of degree k, so satisfy p(λx) = λkp(x) for all λ ∈ R and x ∈ Rn, is
denoted as Ph

k (R
n;Rd). Moreover, given a ring R, we use the convention I ER to

express that I is an ideal in R.

Acknowledgments. The authors are thankful to Bogdan Raita for useful comments on a

preliminary version of the paper. The authors are moreover grateful for fincancial support

through the Hector foundation (Project-Nr. 11962621) (F.G.) and to the DFG through the

graduate school BIGS of the Hausdorff Center for Mathematics (GZ EXC 59 and 2047/1,

Projekt-ID 390685813) (S.Sc.).

2. (Non-)Examples of operators of constant rank over C

In this section we discuss some (non-)examples that satisfy the algebraic condition
of constant rank over C from Definition 1.1 and arise frequently in applications.

Example 2.1 (C-elliptic operators). C-ellipticity of an operator A of the form (1.3)
means that A[ξ] : V + iV →W + iW is injective for any ξ ∈ Cn \ {0}. Such operators
have constant rank over C by definition; trivially, the usual k-th order gradients
are C-elliptic. As discussed e.g. in [4, Ex. 2.2], the symmetric gradient ε(u) :=
(12 (∂iuj + ∂jui))ij for maps u : Rn → Rn is C-elliptic for n ≥ 2, and so is the trace-

free gradient εD(u) := ε(u) − 1
n
div(u)En with the (n × n)-unit matrix En provided

n ≥ 3. These operators play a crucial role in elasticity or fluid mechanics; see, e.g.,
[10].
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Example 2.2 (The curl- and curlcurl-operator). Given n ≥ 2 and u : Rn → RN×n,
we define curl(u) as in the introduction. Note that, for v ∈ CN×n, curl[ξ](v) = 0 for
ξ ∈ Cn \ {0} if and only if v = aξ⊤ for some a ∈ CN , so dimC(ker(curl[ξ])) = N .
Similarly, for the Saint-Venant-compatibility complex, one explicitely verifies that
curlcurl[ξ](v) = 0 if and only if v = a ⊙ ξ = 1

2 (aξ
⊤ + ξa⊤) for some a ∈ Cn. Thus

dimC(ker(curl[ξ])) = n, and the validity of the constant rank property follows.

Example 2.3 (Divergence-type operators). For n ≥ 2 and u = (u1, ..., un) : R
n → Rn,

the divergence div(u) =
∑n

i=1 ∂iui has symbol div[ξ](v) :=
∑n

i=1 ξivi. Therefore, with
ξ ∈ Cn \ {0}, we have

∑n
i=1 ξivi = 0 provided v ∈ ξ⊥, and thus dimC(ker(div[ξ])) =

n−1. Hence div is of constant complex rank. An operator that arises in the relaxation
of static problems, cf. [6], is the divergence of symmetric matrices; the same argument
as above establishes that the divergence of symmetric matrices is of constant complex
rank.

Example 2.4 (The Laplacian). The (scalar) Laplacian B = ∆ does not satisfy the
constant rank condition over C. For instance, let n = 2. Writing ξ = (ξ1, ξ2)

⊤ ∈ C2,
the relevant symbol in view of Definition 1.1 is

B[ξ] = ξ⊤ξ = ξ21 + ξ22 .(2.1)

The polynomial given by (2.1) vanishes if and only if ξ ∈ C(1, i)⊤ or ξ ∈ C(1,− i)⊤),
and so

kerC(B[ξ]) =

{
C if ξ = λ(1, i)⊤ or ξ = λ(1,− i)⊤, λ ∈ C

{0} otherwise,

and so the constant rank condition is violated over C; still, over the base field R the
Laplacian is elliptic and hence of constant rank over R.

3. A Nullstellensatz for operators of constant complex rank

The proof of Theorem 1.2 hinges on a variant of the Hilbert Nullstellensatz from
algebraic geometry stated in Theorem 3.2 below. For the reader’s convenience, let
us first display a classical version of the Hilbert Nullstellensatz as a background tool,
which may e.g. be found in [7, §4.1, Thm. 2]:

Lemma 3.1 (HNS). Let F be an algebraically closed field and A E F[X1, ..., Xn] an

ideal. Then we have
√
A = I(V (A)), where

-
√
A := {x ∈ F[X1, ..., Xn] : ∃m ∈ N0 : xm ∈ A} is the radical of A,

- V (A) := {x = (x1, ..., xn) ∈ Fn : ∀x ∈ A : x(x) = 0} is the set of common
zeros of A, and

- I(V (A)) := {x ∈ F[X1, ..., Xn] : ∀x ∈ V (A) : x(x) = 0}.

The standard use of this result in the context of differential operators (see Re-
mark 3.3 below) does not prove sufficient for Theorem 1.2. Hence let d, k, l ∈ N. For
i ∈ {1, ..., d} and j ∈ {1, ..., l} we consider homogeneous polynomials pij ∈ C[ξ1, ..., ξn]
of order k and the system of equations

(3.1)

d∑

i=1

pij(ξ)vi = 0, ξ = (ξ1, ..., ξn) ∈ C
n, j ∈ {1, ..., l},

where v = (v1, ..., vd) ∈ Cd. In accordance with Definition 1.1, we say that the system
(3.1) satisfies the constant rank property over C if there exists an r ∈ {0, ..., d} such
that for every ξ ∈ C

n \ {0} the vector space

Xξ((pij)ij) :=

{
v = (v1, ..., vd) ∈ C

d :

d∑

i=1

pij(ξ)vi = 0 for all j ∈ {1, ..., l}
}



OPERATORS WITH CONSTANT RANK OVER C 5

has dimension (d− r) over C. We may now state the main ingredient for the proof of
Theorem 1.2, which arises as a generalisation of the usual Hilbert Nullstellensatz:

Theorem 3.2 (Vectorial Nullstellensatz for constant rank operators). Let d, k, l ∈ N

and, for i ∈ {1, ..., d} and j ∈ {1, ..., l}, pij ∈ C[ξ1, ..., ξn] be homogeneous polynomials
of degree k such that (3.1) satisfies the constant rank property over C. Let b1, ..., bd ∈
C[ξ1, ..., ξn], v = (v1, ..., vd) ∈ Cd and define

B[ξ](v) :=

d∑

i=1

vibi(ξ).

Suppose that for any ξ = (ξ1, ..., ξn) ∈ Cn\{0} and v = (v1, ..., vd) ∈ Cd we have that

( d∑

i=1

pij(ξ)vi = 0 for all j ∈ {1, .., l}
)

=⇒ B[ξ](v) = 0,(3.2)

and let q ∈ C[ξ1, ..., ξn] be a homogeneous polynomial of degree ≥ 1. Then there exist
polynomials hj ∈ C[ξ1, ..., ξn], j ∈ {1, ..., l}, and an m ∈ N, such that for all ξ ∈ Cn

and all v ∈ Cd there holds

qm(ξ)B[ξ](v) =

l∑

j=1

hj(ξ)

d∑

i=1

vipij(ξ).(3.3)

Proof. Let the polynomials pij satisfy the constant rank property for some fixed r ∈
{0, ..., d}. We define sets

J = {J ⊂ {1, ..., l} : |J | = r}, I = {I ⊂ {1, ..., d} : |I| = r}.

For a subset J ∈ J we write J = {j(1), ..., j(r)} for j(1) < ... < j(r) and likewise for
I ∈ I, I = {i(1), ..., i(r)} for i(1) < ... < i(r). Define the matrix MIJ ∈ Cr×r by its
entries via

(MIJ)βγ := pi(β),j(γ).

Now consider an arbitrary (r × r)-minor of P (ξ) = (pij(ξ))ij ; any such minor arises
as det(MIJ(ξ)) for some I ∈ I, J ∈ J . If ξ ∈ Cn \ {0} is a common zero of all
qIJ := det(MIJ), then dimC(Xξ((pij)ij)) 6= d − r by virtue of the constant rank
property over C. On the other hand, by homogeneity of the pij ’s, ξ = 0 is a common
zero of the qIJ ’s, and so is the only common zero of the qIJ ’s.

On the other hand, ξ = 0 is a zero of any homogeneous polynomial q ∈ C[ξ1, ..., ξn]
of degree ≥ 1. Thus, the Hilbert Nullstellensatz from Lemma 3.1 implies the existence
of an m ∈ N and polynomials gIJ ∈ C[ξ1, ..., ξn] (I ∈ I, J ∈ J ) such that

(3.4) qm =
∑

J∈J

∑

I∈I

gIJ det(MIJ).

We now come to the definition of hj as appearing in (3.3). For the matrix MIJ and
γ ∈ {1, ..., r}, we define the matrix Mγ

IJ as the matrix where the γ-th column vector
is replaced by (bi(β))β=1,...,r, i.e.,

Mγ
IJ =




pi(1)j(1) ... pi(1)j(γ−1) bi(1) pi(1)j(γ+1) ... pi(1)j(r)
... ... ... ... ...

pi(r)j(1) ... pi(r)j(γ−1) bi(r) pi(r)j(γ+1) ... pi(r)j(r)


 .

We then define for j ∈ {1, ..., l}

hj :=

r∑

γ=1

∑

I∈I

∑

J∈J : j(γ)=j

gIJ det(Mγ
IJ)(3.5)
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and claim that
r∑

γ=1

pij(γ) det(M
γ
IJ) = bi detMIJ for all i ∈ {1, ..., d},(3.6)

l∑

j=1

hj

(
d∑

i=1

pijvi

)
= qm

d∑

i=1

bivi,(3.7)

so that the hj’s will satisfy (3.3). Let us see how (3.7) follows from (3.6): In fact,

l∑

j=1

hj

(
d∑

i=1

pijvi

)
(3.5)
=

l∑

j=1

d∑

i=1

r∑

γ=1

∑

I∈I

∑

J∈J : j(γ)=j

gIJ det(Mγ
IJ)pijvi

=
∑

J∈J

∑

I∈I

gIJ

(
d∑

i=1

r∑

γ=1

pij(γ) det(M
γ
IJ)vi

)

(3.6)
=

∑

J∈J

∑

I∈I

gIJ det(MIJ) ·
(

d∑

i=1

bivi

)

(3.4)
= qm

d∑

i=1

bivi.

Hence it remains to show (3.6). To this end, for β, γ ∈ {1, ..., r} let us define the
matrix MI(β)J(γ) as the (r − 1)× (r − 1) matrix, where the γ-th column of MIJ and
the β-th row have been removed. By the Laplace expansion formula and the definition
of Mγ

IJ , we then obtain

det(Mγ
IJ) =

r∑

β=1

(−1)β+γbi(β) det(MI(β)J(γ)).

Hence,

(3.8)

r∑

γ=1

pij(γ) det(M
γ
IJ) =

r∑

β,γ=1

(−1)β+γbi(β) det(MI(β)J(γ))pij(γ).

Now consider the (r + 1)× (r + 1)-matrix M defined by

M :=




pi(1)j(1) . . . pi(1)j(r) bi(1)
...

. . .
...

...
pi(r)j(1) ... pi(r)j(r) bi(r)
pij(1) ... pij(r) bi


 .

By (3.2), for each ξ ∈ C
n \ {0} the subspace of v ∈ C

d such that

d∑

i=1

pij(ξ)vi = 0 for all j ∈ {1, ..., l},
d∑

i=1

vibi(ξ) = 0

is Xξ((pij)ij) and thus has dimension (d−r). Therefore, all (r+1)×(r+1) minors of the
matrix corresponding to these linear equations vanish. In particular, the determinant
of the matrix M is 0. Denote by Mβ the (r × r)-submatrix of M , where the last
column and the β-th row of M are eliminated. We apply the Laplace expansion
formula twice to M (in the last column and then in the last row), to see that

0 = det(M)

=




r∑

β=1

bi(β)(−1)r+1+β det(Mβ)


+ bi det(MIJ)



OPERATORS WITH CONSTANT RANK OVER C 7

=




r∑

γ=1

r∑

β=1

(−1)r+1+β(−1)r+γbi(β)pij(γ) det(MI(β)J(γ))


 + bi det(MIJ).

Therefore,

bi det(MIJ) =

r∑

γ=1

r∑

β=1

(−1)β+γbi(β)pij(γ) det(MI(β)J(γ)),

which establishes (3.6). The proof is complete. �

Remark 3.3. In the context of differential operators, the Hilbert Nullstellensatz is
typically applied to C-elliptic differential operators A as follows (cf. [21], [15, Lem. 4,
Thm. 5], [12, Prop. 3.2]): Let V ∼= RN , W ∼= Rm and A be a first order differential
operator on Rn from V to W . Then C-ellipticity of A implies by virtue of the Hilbert
Nullstellensatz that there exists k ∈ N with the following property: There exists
a linear, homogeneous differential operator L on Rn from W to V ⊙k Rn of order
(k − 1) such that Dk = LA. Inserting this relation into the usual Sobolev integral

representation of u ∈ C∞(B1(0);V ) (cf. [1, §4] or [16, Thm. 1.1.10.1]) and integrating
by parts then yields a polynomial P of order (k − 1) such that

u(x) = P (x) +

∫

B1(0)

K(x, y)Au(y) dy

for all x ∈ B1(0) and all u ∈ C∞(B1(0);V ); here, the function K : B1(0) × B1(0) →
L (W ;V ) is a suitable integral kernel. This, in particular, implies that dim(ker(A)) <
∞. In our situation, a similar approach does not work. This is so because the

operators B, B̃ from Theorem 1.2 do not have finite dimensional nullspaces themselves;
we may only assert that the nullspaces differ by finite dimensional vector spaces, and
this is why we require the refinement provided by Theorem 3.2.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Based on Theorem 3.2, the proof of Theorem 1.2 requires two additional ingredients
that we record next:

Lemma 4.1. Let A : C∞(Rn;Rd) → C∞(Rn;Rl) be a homogeneous differential op-
erator of order k. Define the differential operator

∇ ◦ A : C∞(Rn;Rd) → C∞(Rn;Rl × R
n)

componentwisely by

((∇ ◦ A)u)i = ∂iAu, i ∈ {1, ..., n}.
Then we have

ker(∇ ◦ A) = ker(A) + Pk(R
n;Rd).(4.1)

Observe that this result does not require the constant rank property.

Proof. Suppose that u ∈ ker(∇ ◦ A). Then Au is a constant function. Consider the
spaceW ⊂ Rl defined by W := span{A[ξ](Rd) : ξ ∈ Rn}. Note that, on the one hand,
Au ∈ W pointwisely, and, on the other hand,

W = AP
h
k (R

n;Rd) = APk(R
n;Rd).(4.2)

The last line can be seen by considering, for |β| = k and v ∈ Rd, the polynomials

pβ(x) :=
xβ

β! v. Then, for any ξ ∈ Rn,

A

( ∑

|β|=k

ξβpβ

)
=
∑

|α|=k

∑

|β|=k

ξβAα∂
αpβ =

∑

|α|=k

ξαAαv
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and so (4.2) follows by the homogeneity of A of degree k. In particular, for every
u ∈ ker(∇ ◦ A), we can find a polynomial p of degree k with A(u − p) = 0. Hence
ker(∇ ◦ A) ⊂ ker(A) + Pk(R

n;Rd). On the other hand, since A is homogeneous and
of order k, every element of ker(A) + Pk(R

n;Rd) belongs to the nullspace of ∇ ◦ A.
Thus (4.1) follows and the proof is complete. �

Corollary 4.2 (Kernels of annihilators). Let A(1) and A(2) be two homogeneous dif-
ferential operators of order k(1) and k(2), which have constant rank over C and both
act on C∞(Rn;Rd). Moreover, suppose that their Fourier symbols satisfy

ker(A(1)[ξ]) ⊂ ker(A(2)[ξ]) for all ξ ∈ C
n.(4.3)

Then the following hold:

(a) There exists k̃ ∈ N and a differential operator B, such that

∇k̃ ◦ A(2) = B ◦ A(1).

(b) For the nullspace of A(1) we have

{u ∈ L1
loc : A

(1)u = 0} ⊂ {u ∈ L1
loc : A

(2)u = 0}+ V,

where V is a finite dimensional vector space (consisting of polynomials).
(c) If, in addition,

ker(A(1)[ξ]) = ker(A(2)[ξ]),

then we may write

{u ∈ L1
loc : A

(1)u = 0}+ V = {u ∈ L1
loc : A

(2)u = 0}+W

for finite dimensional vector spaces V and W consisting of polynomials.

Proof. Ad (a). We aim to apply Theorem 3.2, and we explain the setting first. Assum-
ing that A(1) is Rl1-valued and A(2) is Rl2-valued, we may write for v = (v1, ..., vd) ∈
Cd

A
(1)[ξ]v =

( d∑

i=1

A
(1)
ij (ξ)vi

)
j=1,...,l1

and A
(2)[ξ]v =

(
A

(2)
m (ξ)v

)
m=1,...,l2

,

where every A
(2)
m (ξ)v can be written as

A
(2)
m (ξ)v =

d∑

i=1

vibim(ξ).

For each m ∈ {1, ..., l2}, we apply Theorem 3.2 to pij [ξ] = A
(1)
ij [ξ] and B[ξ] = A

(2)
m (ξ);

note that its applicability is ensured by (4.3).

In consequence, for every component A
(2)
m with m ∈ {1, ..., l2} and a ∈ {1, ..., n},

we may find N(a,m) ∈ N and polynomials hj,a ∈ C[ξ1, ..., ξn], such that

ξN(a,m)
a A

(2)
m (ξ) =

l1∑

j=1

hj,a(ξ)

d∑

i=1

A
(1)
ij (ξ)vi.

Therefore, choosing k̃ := nmaxm∈{1,...,l2},a∈{1,...,n}N(a,m), we obtain that for every

α ∈ Nn with |α| = k̃ and m ∈ {1, ..., l2}, there exists hjα such that

ξαA(2)
m (ξ) =

l1∑

j=1

hjα(ξ)

d∑

i=1

A
(1)
ij (ξ)vi.

Defining the differential operator B according to this Fourier symbol, (a) follows, i.e.,

B[ξ]m,α(w) =

l1∑

j=1

hjα(ξ)wj , m ∈ {1, . . . , l2}.



OPERATORS WITH CONSTANT RANK OVER C 9

Ad (b). This directly follows from Lemma 4.1. Indeed, applying Lemma 4.1 k̃-times,

there exists a finite dimensional space Ṽ of polynomials such that

{u ∈ L1
loc : ∇k̃

A
(2)u = 0} = {u ∈ L1

loc : A
(2)u = 0}+ Ṽ .

As kerA(1) ⊂ kerB ◦ A(1) = ker∇k̃ ◦ A(2), the result directly follows. Finally, (c) is
immediate by applying (b) in both directions. The proof is complete. �

We may now turn to the

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Direction (a)⇒ (b) of Theorem 1.2 is just Corollary 4.2; using
convolution one may first observe this for L1

loc functions and then generalize it to
D ′. On the other hand, direction (b)⇒(a) follows from a routine construction (see
e.g. [21, 9, 11]) which we outline for the reader’s convenience. Suppose towards a

contradiction that there exists ξ ∈ Cn \ {0} such that ker(B[ξ]) 6= ker(B̃[ξ]). Without
loss of generality, we may then assume there exists v ∈ Cl \ {0} such that v ∈
ker(B[ξ]) \ ker(B̃[ξ]). The proof is then concluded by considering the plane waves
uh(x) := eix·hξv for h ∈ Z and sorting by real and imaginary parts; passing to the
span of uh, h ∈ Z, we obtain an infinite dimensional vector space which, up to the

zero function, belongs to ker(B) \ ker(B̃). �

Example 4.3. In general, Theorem 1.2 will fail if B and B̃ do not satisfy the complex

constant rank property. As one readily verifies, if we take B = ∆ and B̃ = ∆2 to be
the Laplacian and the Bi-Laplacian (and so both violate the constant rank condition
over C by Example 2.4) in n = 2 dimensions,

kerC(B[ξ]) = kerC(B̃[ξ]) =

{
C if ξ = λ(1, i)⊤ or ξ = λ(1,− i)⊤, λ ∈ C

{0} otherwise.

Denote ker(∆) and ker(∆2) the nullspaces of ∆ or ∆2, respectively, in D ′(Rn). De-
noting the homogeneous harmonic polynomials on Rn by Pho(R

n), we have

ker(∆) + P̃ ⊂ ker(∆2),

where P̃ = {v : ∆v = p for some p ∈ Pho(R
n)}, and from here one sees that the

nullspaces of B and B̃ differ by an infinite dimensional vector space.

Remark 4.4. Up to now, we assumed that the polynomials pij are homogeneous
polynomials of order k. This assumption is motivated by the fact that we deal with
homogeneous differential operators. However, we can also define the constant rank
property when not all polynomials have the same order. In particular, for polynomials
pij as in (3.1) we may weaken the assumption to pij having order kj ∈ N, and the
statement of the vectorial Nullstellensatz still holds true.

For the corresponding differential operator, this includes the following setting.
The operator B = (B0, ...,Bk) is componentwisely defined via homogeneous differ-
ential operators Bi : C∞(Rn;V ) → C∞(Rn;Wi) of order i (for i = 0 the operator
B0 is similarly understood to be a linear map). In particular, B : C∞(Rn;V ) →
C∞(Rn;W0× · · ·×Wk). The constant rank property in this setting means that there
exists r ∈ N such that

k⋂

i=0

ker(Bi[ξ]) = r, for all ξ ∈ C
n \ {0}.

Observe that it is not required at all, that each homogeneous component satisfies the
constant rank property itself, e.g. Bu = (∂1u, ∂

2
2u).

In view of Lemma 4.1 we can however also transform this setting into a fully homo-
geneous one, while only allowing an additional finite-dimensional nullspace. Indeed,
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the operator B̃ given by

B̃ = (∇k ◦ B0,∇k−1 ◦ B1, . . . ,Bk)

is homogeneous of order k and its nullspace only differs by a finite dimensional space
from the nullspace of B.

Remark 4.5. For now, we have seen that if B[ξ] and B̃[ξ] have the same nullspace
for all ξ ∈ Cn \ {0}, then their nullspaces as differential operators only differ by
finite dimensional spaces. Given the nullspaces V (ξ) = ker(B[ξ]) for some differential
operator B, it is thus natural to ask for a minimal differential operator in the sense

of nullspaces, i.e., such that if ker(B0[ξ]) = V (ξ) and ker(B̃[ξ]) = V (ξ) for each ξ 6= 0,

then ker(B0) ⊂ ker(B̃).
To this end, let us recall some algebraic facts about ideals. Let w1, ..., wd be a basis

of W . For a constant coefficient differential operator A with complex Fourier symbol
A[ξ] we define the set of annihilator polynomials B as all vector valued polynomials
vanishing on A[ξ], i.e.

B = {P (ξ1, ..., ξn) =
d∑

i=1

pi(ξ)wi : P (ξ1, ..., ξn) ◦ A[ξ] = 0}

This B generates an ideal B̃ in C[ξ1, ..., ξn, w1, ..., wd]. As every ideal in the ring of

polynomials is finitely generated, so is B̃. In particular, there exists a finite generator
B0 consisting of polynomials in B; these are linear in w1, ..., wd. As a consequence,
every P ∈ B can be written as

P (ξ) =
∑

Pj∈B0

αj(ξ)Pj(4.4)

for some polynomials αj . In particular, this set B0 can be identified with a differential
operator B0, which is component-wise homogeneous (where we view differential op-
erators of degree zero as homogeneous of degree zero). Due to (4.4) every differential
operator B which is an annihilator of A can be written as

B = B
′ ◦ B0,

hence ker(B0) ⊂ ker(B). Thus we might consider B0 as the natural annihilator of A.

5. A Poincaré-type lemma in n = 2 dimensions

In this concluding section we give a sample application of the results provided so
far by proving a Poincaré lemma in two dimensions. For simplicity, we focus on first
order operators and functions defined on a cube Q = (0, 1)n. For B-free functions on
the torus Tn, it is well-known that A, if A is a potential in the algebraic sense, it is
also a potential in the sense that

u ∈ L2(Tn;W ), Bu = 0, (u)Tn
= 0 =⇒ u = Av for some v ∈ W1,2(Tn;V ).

This is shown by use of Fourier methods. We cannot apply such a technique directly
for functions on the cubes, as here boundary values cannot assumed to be periodic.
Our strategy thus is to add a measure µ supported on ∂Q such that for a function
u satisfying Bu = 0 in H−1(Q;W ), the measure u + µ satisfies B(u + µ) = 0 in
H−2(Tn;W ). We then can apply the theory on the torus to get some v ∈ L2(Tn;V )
with Av = (u+ µ), i.e. Av = u in Q. In dimension n = 2, we show that this strategy
works for any differential operator of constant rank in C by adding measures on the
one-dimensional faces of Q. In higher dimensions, there might be further restrictions
on the operators, but e.g. for A = curl, B = div one may show such a result by adding
measures on one- and two-dimensional faces.
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For the remainder of this section let A and B differential operators of first order
given by

Au =
n∑

k=1

Ak∂ku, Bu =
n∑

k=1

Bk∂ku,

where Ak ∈ L (Rm;Rd), Bk ∈ L (Rd;Rl). Let Q = (0, 1)n and define

L2
B(Q) = {u ∈ L2(Q;Rd) : Bu = 0 in H−1(Q;Rl)}

and likewise

H1
B(Q) = {u ∈ H1(Q;Rd) : Bu = 0 in L2(Q;Rl)},

both being equipped with the usual norms on these spaces. For the following, we
tacitly assume that B is an annihilator of A and that B has constant rank over C.
Our objective of this section is to establish the following result:

Theorem 5.1. Let n = 2. Then there exists a finite dimensional space X ⊂
H1

B(Q) consisting of polynomials and a linear, bounded map A−1 : H1
B(Q) ∩ ker(B) →

L2(Q;Rm), such that A ◦ A−1u − u ∈ X. If, in addition, the operator B is spanning
(cf. Lemma 5.3 for this terminology), then X = {0}.

In consequence, in the situation of Theorem 5.1 we may write u = A(A−1u) + π
for some polynomial π ∈ X . We split the proof of Theorem 5.1 into several steps.

Lemma 5.2. Let n = 2. We can decompose

R
d = V0 + V1 + V2,(5.1)

such that Vi ∩ Vj = {0}, Vi ⊥ Vj for i, j ∈ {0, 1, 2} with i 6= j and

V0 =
(
spanξ∈R2\{0} ker(B[ξ])

)⊥
= (span(ker(B[e1]) ∪ (kerB[e2])))

⊥
,

V2 =
⋂

ξ∈R2\{0}

ker(B[ξ]) = ker(B[e1]) ∩ ker(B[e2]).

Proof. Clearly, V0 ⊥ V2, so V1 may be just chosen accordingly. It remains to show
that V0 and V2 can be represented in terms of the behaviour of B[e1] and B[e2]. As B is
of order one, then v ∈ kerB[e1]∩kerB[e2] implies by linearity that v ∈ kerB[λe1+µe2]
for all λ, µ ∈ R, showing the characterisation of V2. On the other hand, if A is of
order one, then for all ξ = ξ1e1 + ξ2e2 ∈ R2

Im(A[ξ1e1 + ξ2e2]) ⊂ Im(A[e1]) + Im(A[e2]).

As Im(A[ξ]) = ker(B[ξ]), we get the desired result for V0. �

For the following, observe that we may define another differential operator

B̃ : C∞(R2;Rd) → C∞(R2;Rl × V0)

by defining B̃(u) = (Bu, PV0
(u)), where PV0

denotes the orthogonal projection onto

V0. Then ker(B̃[ξ]) = ker(B[ξ]) for all ξ ∈ C2 \ {0}. In view of Remark 4.4, we have

ker(B) = ker(B̃) + X for some finite dimensional subspace X ⊂ L2
B(Q). Note that

B̃ is not homogeneous in total but in its single components; this will suffice for the
following. As a consequence, we may assume from now on that V0 = 0 by considering

B̃ instead of B. This is why we have the finite dimensional space X in the formulation
of Theorem 5.1.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that B is spanning, i.e., V0 = {0} in (5.1) and that the union⋃
ξ∈R2 Im(B[ξ]) spans Rl. Then we have

R
l = spanξ∈R2\{0}Im(B[ξ]) = Im(B[e1]) = Im(B[e2]) = Im(B[ξ])

for all ξ ∈ R2 \ {0}.
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Let us shortly remark that for the kernel of the differential operator B, we might
restrict our study to operators, such that

R
l = spanξ∈R2\{0}Im(B[ξ])

If this is not satisfied, we might define the vector space Y as above span and consider
B′ = PY ◦B, where PY is the orthogonal projection onto Y . Then kerB′ = kerB and
B′ satisfies

spanξ∈R2\{0}Im(B′[ξ]) = Y,

i.e. satisfies the assertions of Lemma 5.3.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. Suppose there exist ξ1, ξ2 ∈ R2 \ {0} such that Im(B[ξ1]) 6=
Im(B[ξ2]). In particular, ξ1 and ξ2 are linearly independent. Moreover, ker(B∗[ξ1]) 6=
ker(B∗[ξ2]) and so there exists some w ∈ R

l such that w ∈ kerB∗[ξ2] but w /∈
kerB∗[ξ1]. Therefore 0 6= v := B∗[ξ1 + λξ2]w ∈ Im(B∗[ξ1 + λξ2]) for any λ ∈ R.

As Im(B∗[ξ]) = (kerB[ξ])
⊥
, Pker(B[ξ1+λξ2])(v) = 0, where again PV denotes the or-

thogonal projection onto the subspace V ⊂ Rd. The map

ξ 7→ Pker(B[ξ])(·)(5.2)

is homogeneous of degree zero and continuous for B satisfying the constant rank
property [9, Prop. 2.7]. Every ξ ∈ R2 \ Rξ2 can be written as ξ = µ(ξ1 + λξ2) for
suitable λ ∈ R and µ ∈ R \ {0}. For such ξ, the zero homogeneity of (5.2) yields
Pker(B[ξ])(v) = 0. On the other hand, choosing µ = λ−1 and letting λ → ∞, the

continuity of (5.2) we conclude that Pker(B[ξ])(v) = 0 for any ξ ∈ R
2 \ {0}. Combining

this with the zero homogeneity of (5.2), we also obtain v ∈ (ker(B[θξ2]))
⊥ for all

θ ∈ R \ {0}. Hence, v ∈ (ker(B[ξ]))⊥ for all ξ ∈ R2 \ {0}, and this contradicts our
assumption V0 = {0}. The proof is complete. �

Lemma 5.4. Let ξ1, ξ2 ∈ R2 be linearly independent and B be spanning in the sense
of Lemma 5.3. Then there is a linear map Lξ1,ξ2 : R

l → ker(B[ξ1]) with

B[ξ2] ◦ Lξ1,ξ2 = IdRl .

Proof. For two finite dimensional real vector spaces X1, X2, we first recall that a
linear map T : X1 → X2 has a right inverse S : X2 → X1 if and only if T is surjective.
In view of the lemma, we thus have to establish that B[ξ2]|ker(B[ξ1]) is surjective,
and this follows from a dimensional argument as follows: Let r = dim(V2) and s =
dim(ker(B[ξ])), which does not depend on ξ ∈ R2 \ {0} due to the constant rank
property. As B is spanning,

d = dim(ker(B[ξ1])) + dim(ker(B[ξ2]))− dim(ker(B[ξ1]) ∩ ker(B[ξ2])) = 2s− r.

By Lemma 5.3, Rl = Im(B[ξ1]), and thus the rank-nullity theorem yields

l = dim(Im(B[ξ1])) = d− dim(ker(B[ξ1])) = (2s− r)− s = s− r.

On the other hand, restricting B[ξ2] to kerB[ξ1], the nullspace of B[ξ2]|ker(B[ξ1]) is V0,
hence its dimension is r, and the dimension of its image is s−r. Hence, B[ξ2] restricted
to kerB[ξ1] is still surjective onto Rl, and therefore such a map Lξ1,ξ2 exists. �

The second key ingredient to establish Theorem 5.1 is the adding of measures on
the boundary. In particular, we aim to add a measure µ such that u+ µ is B-free as
a measure on the torus T2:

Lemma 5.5 (Adding measures on the boundary). There are linear maps S1, S2 with
the following properties:

(a) S1 : H1
B(Q) → P2(R

2;Rd) ∩ ker(B),
(b) S2 : H1

B(Q) → L2(∂Q;Rd)(→֒ H−1(Q;Rd)),
(c) B(u+ S1u+ S2u) = 0 in H−2(T2;R

l) for all u ∈ H1
B
(Q).
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Q1

Q2

Q1

Q2

Figure 1. Cube notation and the idea in the proof of Lemma 5.5.
We periodify the given functions to access the theory on the two-
dimensional torus T2 in Proposition 5.6. To enforce periodicity, the
non-periodic contributions of some u are handled by adding suitable
correctors defined in terms of horizontal or vertical line integrals,
respectively.

Proof. Recall that the trace operator is bounded from H1(Q;Rd) to L2(∂Q;Rd). De-
fine Q1 = {0} × [0, 1] and Q2 = [0, 1]× {0}, which may both be seen as subsets of Q
and the torus T2. Define for u ∈ H1

B
(Q;Rd)

w1(y) := B[e1](u(0, y)− u(1, y)) and w2(x) := B[e2](u(x, 0)− u(x, 1))

for L 1-a.e. x, y ∈ [0, 1]. Then u 7→ wj is linear and bounded from H1
B
(Q) →

L2([0, 1];Rl). We then put

c1 := c1(u) :=

∫ 1

0

w1(y) dy and c2 := c2(u) :=

∫ 1

0

w2(x) dx

and observe that, because of u ∈ H1
B
(Q) and a subsequent integration by parts,

0 =

∫

Q

Bu dx =

∫

∂Q

B[ν∂Q]u dH
1(5.3)

with the outer unit normal ν∂Q to ∂Q. Decomposing ∂Q into its single faces and
using the definition of c1, c2, we find that c1 = −c2.

Now define the polynomial S1u as follows:

(5.4) S1u(x1, x2) := a11x
2
1 + 2a12x1x2 + a22x

2
2

for a11, a12, a22 ∈ Rd defined in terms of the maps L from Lemma 5.4 via

a12 := −Le1,e2−e1(c1), a11 := Le2,e1(−B[e2]a12), a22 := Le1,e2(−B[e1]a12).(5.5)

By the properties of the maps L as displayed in Lemma 5.4, we have

B[e1]a11 + B[e2]a12 = B[e1](Le2,e1(−B[e2]a12)) + B[e2]a12 = 0,

B[e2]a22 + B[e1]a12 = B[e2](Le1,e2(−B[e1]a12)) + B[e1]a12 = 0.
(5.6)

This particularly implies that

BS1u = B[e1]∂1S1u+ B[e2]∂2S1u

= B[e1](2a11x1 + 2a12x2) + B[e2](2a12x1 + 2a22x2)
(5.6)
= 0.

(5.7)

For future reference, we now record that

S1(S1u+ u) = 0 for all u ∈ H1
B(Q),(5.8)

which can be seen as follows: With the obvious definition of c̃1,

c̃1 :=

∫ 1

0

w̃1(y) dy :=

∫ 1

0

B[e1](S1u(0, y)− S1u(1, y)) dy

=

∫ 1

0

B[e1](2a22y
2 − a11 − 2a12y) dy
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=

∫ 1

0

B[e1](−a11 − 2a12y) dy (by (5.5) and Lemma 5.4)

= −B[e1]a11 − B[e1]a12

= B[e2 − e1]a12 = −c1,
the ultimate two equalities being valid by (5.5) and Lemma 5.4 as well. Using that
BS1u = 0, we may argue as in (5.3)ff. to find that

c̃2 :=

∫ 1

0

w̃2(x) dy :=

∫ 1

0

B[e2](S1u(x, 0)− S1u(x, 1)) dx = c1 = −c2.

This implies that S1(S1u) = −S1u and hereafter (5.8).
We now come to the definition of S2u : Q1 ∪Q2 → Rd. If S1u ≡ 0, we then define

S2u(0, y) := −
∫ y

0

Le1,e2w1(t) dt, S2u(x, 0) := −
∫ x

0

Le2,e1w2(t) dt.(5.9)

In general, we recall (5.8) and define for general u ∈ H1
B
(Q)

S2u := S2(u+ S1u).

Then S2u defined on Q1 ∪Q2 has the following properties:

(a) S2u(0, 0) = S2u(0, 1) = S2u(1, 0) = 0 due to c1 = c2 = 0. Indeed, since
u ∈ H1

B
(Q) satisfies S1u ≡ 0, we conclude a12 = 0. On the other hand,

Le1,e2−e1 is injective by Lemma 5.4 and so c1 = 0 in light of (5.5); but then
c2 = −c1 = 0 as well.

(b) S2u ∈ L2(Q1 ∪Q2;R
d).

(c) S2u(0, ·) ∈ ker(B[e1]), S2u(·, 0) ∈ ker(B[e2]) by Lemma 5.4.
(d) S2u(0, ·), S2u(·, 0) ∈ H1

0((0, 1)) and, again by Lemma 5.4,

B[e2]
d
dtS2u(0, t) = −w1(t), B[e1]

d
dtS2u(t, 0) = −w2(t).

By periodicity, we may view S2u ∈ L2(∂Q;Rd), and this can be seen as an element of
H−1(T2;R

d) by identifying it with the bounded linear functional

H1(T2;R
d) ∋ ψ 7→

∫

Q1

S2u · tr(ψ) dH
1 +

∫

Q2

S2u · tr(ψ) dH
1.

Thus, for all ϕ ∈ H2(T2;R
l) we have

〈BS2u, ϕ〉H−2(T2)×H2(T2) = −
∫

Q1

S2u · tr(B∗ϕ) dH
1 −

∫

Q2

S2u · tr(B∗ϕ) dH
1

= −
∫

Q1

(B[e1]S2u) · tr(∂1ϕ) + (B[e2]S2u) · tr(∂2ϕ) dH
1

−
∫

Q2

(B[e1]S2u) · tr(∂1ϕ) + (B[e2]S2u) · tr(∂2ϕ) dH
1

(c)
= −

∫

Q1

(B[e2]S2u) · tr(∂2ϕ) dH
1 −

∫

Q2

(B[e1]S2u) · tr(∂1ϕ) dH
1

=

∫

Q1

(B[e2]∂2S2u) · tr(ϕ) dH
1 +

∫

Q2

(B[e1]∂1S2u) · tr(ϕ) dH
1

(d)
= −

∫

Q1

w1 · tr(ϕ) dH
1 −

∫

Q2

w2 · tr(ϕ) dH
1.

On the other hand, for any ϕ ∈ H2(T2;R
l)

〈Bu, ϕ〉H−2(T2)×H2(T2) = −
∫

T2

u · B∗ϕdx =

∫

Q

Bu · ϕdx−
∫

∂Q

(B[ν∂Ω]u) · tr(ϕ) dH
1

=

∫

Q1

w1 · tr(ϕ) dH
1 +

∫

Q2

w2 · tr(ϕ) dH
1.
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Hence, B(u + S2u) = 0 in H−1(T2;R
l) whenever u ∈ H1

B
(Q) ∩ {S1u ≡ 0}. In the

general case, we apply the foregoing result to u+ S1u and hence obtain

B((u + S1u) + S2(u+ S1u)) = 0.

To conclude, as S2u = S2(u + S1u), we have B(u + S1u + S2u) = 0 as an element of
H−2(T2;R

l), and the proof is complete. �

Proposition 5.6. Suppose that B satisfies the spanning condition. There is a linear
and bounded map A−1 : H1

B(Q) → L2(Q;Rm), such that A ◦ A−1 = Id, meaning that
for all u ∈ H1

B
(Q) and all ϕ ∈ H1

0(Q;Rd)
∫

Q

A
−1u · A∗ϕ =

∫

Q

uϕ.

Proof. Given u ∈ H1
B
(Q), we write u = (u + S1u) + (−S1u) =: u1 + u2 with S1 as in

the preceding lemma. We treat u1 and u2 separately.
Recall that S2u1 = S2u for S2 as in the previous lemma. We write

u1 + S2u1 = u0 + ū

for some u0 ∈ Rd and ū ∈ H−1(T2;R
d), where ū has zero average over T2, i.e.

〈v, 1〉H−1×H1 = 0.

Note that Bū = 0 in H−2(T2;R
l). By the same argument as in Lemma 4.1 we can

write u0 = AP1 for a suitable polynomial P1 of order one with mean value zero;
moreover, the map u0 7→ P1 can be arranged to be linear.

For ū, we can apply the theory for constant rank operators on the torus. In
particular, by [19] there exists a linear and bounded operator A

−1
T

: H−1(T2;R
d) →

L2(T2;R
m) that satisfies

(5.10) A ◦ A−1
T
v = v for all v ∈ H−1(T2;R

d) with Bv = 0 and 〈v, 1〉H−1×H1 = 0.

Thus, defining w := P1 + A
−1
T
ū, we conclude that

(a) w depends linearly on u;
(b) ‖w‖L2 ≤ c(‖u0‖L2 + ‖ū‖H−1) ≤ C‖u‖H1.
(c) Aw = (u1 + S2u).

We now establish that u2 can be written as u2 = AP2 for a third order polynomial
P2. Recall that

S1u(x1, x2) = a11x
2
1 + 2a12x1x2 + a22x

2
2

with aij defined as in (5.5). We now define polynomials P3 and P4, such that A(P3 +
P4) = −S1u.

Definition of P3: By the definition of the map L from Lemma 5.4 and by (5.5),
the coefficients aij obey the following:

a11 ∈ ker(B[e2]), a22 ∈ ker(B[e1]).

The differential operator A is a potential of B. Therefore, for any ξ ∈ R2 \ {0}, there
is a linear map

A
−1[ξ] : ker(B[ξ]) → (kerA[ξ])⊥

with A[ξ] ◦ A−1[ξ] = Idker(B[ξ]) (seen as a Fourier multiplier, this map exactly defines
the operator in (5.10)). For future reference, we note that expanding B[ξ]A[ξ] = 0 for
ξ = ξ1e1 + ξ2e2 ∈ R2 particularly yields

ξ1ξ2(B[e1]A[e2] + B[e2]A[e1]) = 0.(5.11)

Let us define

P3(x1, x2) := −A
−1[e2](a11)x

2
1x2 − A

−1[e1](a22)x1x
2
2.
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Observe that (−S1u−AP3) still satisfies B(−S1u−AP3) = 0 by virtue of B[ξ]A[ξ] = 0
and (5.7), and has the form

(−S1u− AP3) = a′x1x2,

a′ = −2a12 + 2A[e1]
(
A

−1[e2](a11)
)
+ 2A[e2]

(
A

−1[e1](a22)
)
.

(5.12)

Definition of P4: We define P4 dependent on a′ in (5.12). Note that B(a′x1x2) = 0
and therefore a′ ∈ ker(B[e1]) ∩ ker(B[e2]). Then define

b2 := 1
2A

−1[e1]a
′, b1 := A

−1[e1](−A[e2]b2).(5.13)

Note that b2 is well-defined as a′ ∈ ker(B[e1]). Further, note that

B[e1](−A[e2]b2)
(5.11)
= B[e2](A[e1]b2) =

1
2B[e2]a

′ = 0.(5.14)

Consequently A[e2]b2 ∈ ker(B[e1]) and so b1 is well-defined. Let us set P4(x1, x2) :=
(13b1x

3
1 + b2x

2
1x2). Then

AP4(x1, x2) = A(13b1x
3
1 + b2x

2
1x2) = (A[e1]b1 + A[e2]b2) x

2
1 + 2A[e1]b2x1x2

(5.13)
= (−A[e2]b2 + A[e2]b2)x

2
1 + a′x1x2

(5.12)
1= (−S1u− AP3).

We conclude that AP3 + AP4 = −S1u, which is what we wanted to show.
To summarise, we found w ∈ L2(T2;R

d), such that Aw = (u + S1u) + S2u in
H−1(T2;R

d) and P such that AP = −S1u. Both w and P depend linearly on u. Let
us now define

A
−1u := w + P.

Then A(A−1u) = u + S2u in H−1(T2;R
d). As S2u is supported on ∂Q, we conclude

that A(A−1u) = u in H−1(Q;Rd). �

Using the result for first order operators, we are also able to formulate a version of
Theorem 5.1 for higher order operators.

Corollary 5.7. Let n = 2 and let B be a differential operator of order k. Then there
exists a finite dimensional space X ⊂ Hk(Q;Rd)∩ker(B) consisting of polynomials and
a linear, bounded map A−1 : Hk(Q;Rd)∩ker(B) → L2(Q;Rm) such that u−A◦A−1u ∈
X.

Essentially, the argument is that we can reduce this case to the case of first order
operators. First of all, let us reduce to a first-order B. Let B be of order l ∈ N. Then
Bu = 0 if and only if ul−1 = ∇l−1u satisfies

(5.15) B
l−1ul−1 = 0 and curll−1ul−1 = 0,

where Bl−1 is a suitable reformulation of the differential constraint B as a first order
operator dependent on the (l− 1)-derivatives; the condition curll−1ul−1 encodes that
ul−1 is a (l − 1)-gradient. Observe that Al−1 := ∇l−1 ◦ A is a potential for the
differential operator described in (5.15). For A of order k observe that Av = u if and
only if for vk−1 = ∇k−1v

(5.16) A
k−1vk−1 = u and curlk−1vk−1 = 0,

where again, Ak−1 is a suitable reformulation of A in terms of derivatives of order
(k − 1). Taking (5.15) and (5.16) together and applying Theorem 5.1, up to a finite
dimensional vector space, for each ul−1 satisfying B

l−1ul−1 = 0 we might find ṽ, such
that

(Al−1)
k+l−2ṽ = u, curlk+l−2ṽ = 0.

and, therefore, v, such that

∇l−1 ◦ Av = u.
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As a consequence, up to a finite dimensional vector space X , Av − u ∈ X .

Remark 5.8. To conclude, let us remark that another approach to the problem de-
scribed in this section is discussed in [2, Lem. 14] for operators of maximal rank.
Whereas we believe that our approach might also apply to other, slightly more gen-
eral scenarios and since our focus here is more on displaying consequences of the
constant rank conditions in the exemplary case of n = 2, we shall defer the discussion
to higher dimensions to future work.
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