
ar
X

iv
:2

40
2.

04
95

0v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  7
 F

eb
 2

02
4

GLOBAL HYPOELLIPTICITY FOR A CLASS OF FIRST ORDER EVOLUTION

EQUATIONS ON COMPACT LIE GROUPS

WAGNER A. A. DE MORAES

Abstract. We present necessary and sufficient conditions to have global hypoellipticity for a class of

complex-valued coefficient first order evolution equations defined on T1 ×G, where G is a compact Lie

group. First, we show that the global hypoellipticity of the constant coefficient operator related to this

operator is a necessary condition, but not a sufficient condition. Under certain hypothesis, we show

that the global hypoellipticity of this class of operator is completely characterized by Nirenberg-Treves’

condition (P).

1. Introduction

In this note, we study the global hypoellipticity of a class of first order evolution equations on T1×G,

where G is a compact Lie group. Precisely, we consider the operator L : D′(T1 × G) → D′(T1 × G)

defined

L := ∂t + c(t)X + q,

where X is a vector field on G, c ∈ C∞(T1), c(t) = a(t) + ib(t), and q ∈ C and we are interested to

establish conditions on c and q to ensure that u ∈ C∞(T1 ×G) whenever Lu ∈ C∞(T1 ×G).

We can summarize the results that we present in this work as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a compact Lie group and consider the operator L : D′(T1 ×G) → D′(T1 ×G)

defined as

L := ∂t + c(t)X + q,

where X ∈ g, c ∈ C∞(T1), c(t) = a(t) + ib(t), and q ∈ C. Assume that

a) b 6≡ 0;

b) L0 := ∂t + c0X + q is globally hypoelliptic, where c0 is the average of c.

Then L is globally hypoelliptic if and only if b does not change sign.

The case where b ≡ 0 was completely characterized in [11] and it was obtained that L is globally

hypoelliptic if and only if L0 is globally hypoelliptic, where L0 = ∂t + a0X + q, with a0 the average of a

on T1.

In [5], Greenfield and Wallach considered the case where G = T1, c is a constant, and q = 0, in which

they obtained that L is globally hypoelliptic if, and only if, either Im(c) 6= 0 or c is a non-Liouville

irrational. When c is not constant and q = 0, J. Hounie showed in [8] that in the case where b ≡ 0,

the operator L is globally hypoelliptic if, and only if, L0 = ∂t + a0∂x is globally hypoelliptic, where a0

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 35F05, 58D25; Secondary 35B10, 43A77.

Key words and phrases. compact Lie groups, global hypoellipticity, Fourier series, complex-valued coefficient.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.04950v1


2 WAGNER A. A. DE MORAES

is the average of a. On the other hand, when b 6≡ 0 the global hypoellipticity of L is characterized by

Nierember–Treves’ condition (P), which in this case translates to the property of the function b does not

change sign.

In [6], Greenfield andWallach proposed the following conjecture: if a closed smooth orientable manifold

admits a globally hypoelliptic vector field, then this manifold is C∞−diffeomorphic to a torus, and

this vector field is C∞−conjugated to a constant vector field whose coefficients satisfy a Diophantine

condition. The validity of this conjecture was proved for some particular cases, including in the same

article the proof for the case where the manifold is a compact Lie group. In light of this result, it is

natural to assume that q 6= 0 when considering G as a non-commutative compact Lie group, as for

example in [9] and [11].

Still in the toroidal case, in [1] Bergamasco studied perturbations of globally hypoelliptic vector fields

by zeroth order terms. One of the results obtained was that in the case where b does not change sign,

then for any q, the operator remains globally hypoelliptic. It is worth noting here that this phenomenon

does not extend when considering G as any compact Lie group. As stated in Theorem 1.1, the fact

that b does not change sign is not sufficient for the global hypoellipticity of L, and will be illustrated in

Example 5.2.

The paper is organized as follow. In Section 2, we present some preliminaries results and the notation

used throughout the paper is fixed. In Section 3 we introduce the operator in question, accompanied

by a discussion of the previously results related to it. In Section 4 we give necessary conditions and in

Section 5 we present the sufficient conditions of the Theorem 1.1.

2. Preliminaries Results

In this section, we recall most of the notations and preliminary results necessary for the development

of this study. The references [4] and [12] contain a very detailed discussion of these concepts as well as

proofs of all of the results presented here.

Let G be a compact Lie group of dimension dimG = d and let Rep(G) be the set of continuous

irreducible unitary representations of G. Since G is compact, every continuous irreducible unitary repre-

sentation η is finite dimensional and it can be viewed as a matrix-valued function η : G→ Cdη×dη , where

dη = dim η. We say that η ∼ ψ if there exists an unitary matrix A ∈ Cdη×dη such that Aη(x) = ψ(x)A,

for all x ∈ G. We will denote by Ĝ the quotient of Rep(G) by this equivalence relation.

For f ∈ L1(G) the group Fourier transform of f at η ∈ Rep(G) is

f̂(η) =

∫

G

f(x)η(x)∗ dx,

where dx is the normalized Haar measure on G. By the Peter-Weyl theorem, we have that

B :=
{√

dη ηrs ; η = (ηrs)
dη

r,s=1, [η] ∈ Ĝ
}
,

is an orthonormal basis for L2(G), where we pick only one matrix unitary representation in each class

of equivalence, and we may write

f(x) =
∑

[η]∈Ĝ

dη Tr(η(x)f̂ (η)).
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Moreover, the Plancherel formula holds:

‖f‖L2(G) =


∑

[η]∈Ĝ

dη ‖f̂(η)‖2HS




1/2

=: ‖f̂‖ℓ2(Ĝ),

where

‖f̂(η)‖2HS = Tr(f̂(η)f̂(η)∗) =

dη∑

r,s=1

∣∣f̂(η)rs
∣∣2.

The group Fourier transform of u ∈ D′(G) at a matrix unitary representation η is the matrix û(η) ∈

Cdη×dη , whose components are given by

û(η)rs = 〈u, ηsr〉,

where 〈 · , · 〉 denotes the distributional duality.

Let LG be the Laplace-Beltrami operator of G. For each [η] ∈ Ĝ, its matrix elements are eigenfunctions

of LG correspondent to the same eigenvalue that we will denote by −ν[η], where ν[η] ≥ 0. Thus

(2.1) −LGηrs(x) = ν[η]ηrs(x), for all 1 ≤ r, s ≤ dη,

and we will denote by

〈η〉 :=
(
1 + ν[η]

)1/2

the eigenvalues of (I − LG)
1/2.

For x ∈ G, X ∈ g and f ∈ C∞(G), define

LXf(x) :=
d

dt
f(x exp(tX))

∣∣∣∣
t=0

,

and when there is no possibility of ambiguous meaning, we write only X instead of LX .

Let P : C∞(G) → C∞(G) be a continuous linear operator. The symbol of the operator P in x ∈ G

and η ∈ Rep(G), η = (ηrs)
dη

r,s=1 is

σP (x, η) := η(x)∗(Pη)(x) ∈ C
dη×dη ,

where (Pη)(x)rs := (Pηrs)(x), for all 1 ≤ r, s ≤ dη, and we have

Pf(x) =
∑

[η]∈Ĝ

dim(η)Tr
(
η(x)σP (x, η)f̂ (η)

)
,

for all f ∈ C∞(G) and x ∈ G.

When P : C∞(G) → C∞(G) is a continuous linear left-invariant operator we have that σP is inde-

pendent of x ∈ G and

P̂ f(η) = σP (η)f̂(η),

for all f ∈ C∞(G) and [η] ∈ Ĝ and, by duality, this remains true for all f ∈ D′(G).

We have that X is a left-invariant operator on G and iX is a symmetric operator on L2(G). Thus,

for each [η] ∈ Ĝ we can choose a representative η ∈ Rep(G) such that

(2.2) σX(η)rs = iµr(η)δrs, 1 ≤ r, s ≤ dη,
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with µr(η) ∈ R for all [η] ∈ Ĝ, and we have

(2.3) |µr(η)| ≤ C〈η〉,

for all [η] ∈ Ĝ, 1 ≤ r ≤ dη, where C > 0 is a constant which depends only on X . Moreover, as iX is

not bounded from L2
s(G) to L

2
s− 1

2

(G), one can verify that there must exist a sequence ([ηj ])j∈N ⊂ Ĝ and

C > 0 such that

(2.4) µr(ηj) ≥ C〈ηj〉
1

2 ,

for some 1 ≤ r ≤ dηj
and every j ∈ N. We may assume without loss of generality that r = dηj

, for all

j ∈ N. For a detailed discussion about these properties see [2], [11] and [12].

Given f ∈ L1(T1 ×G) and η ∈ Rep(G), the partial Fourier coefficient of f with respect to the second

variable at η is defined by

f̂(t, η) :=

∫

G

f(t, x) η(x)∗ dx ∈ C
dη×dη , t ∈ T

1,

with components

f̂(t, η)rs =

∫

G

f(t, x) η(x)sr dx, 1 ≤ r, s ≤ dη.

Given u ∈ D′(T1 × G), η ∈ Rep(G) and 1 ≤ r, s ≤ dη. The rs-component of the partial Fourier

coefficient of u with respect to the second variable at η is the linear functional defined by

û( · , η)rs : C∞(T1) −→ C

ψ 7−→ 〈û( · , η)rs, ψ〉 := 〈u, ψ × ηsr〉,

where ψ × ηsr(t, x) := ψ(t)ηsr(x).

We have the following characterization of C∞(T1 ×G) and D′(T1 ×G) through their partial Fourier

coefficients presentend on [10].

Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 3.5 of [10]). Let G be a compact Lie group, and let {f̂( · , η)rs} be a sequence

of functions on T1. Define

f(t, x) :=
∑

[η]∈Ĝ

dη

dη∑

r,s=1

f̂(t, η)rsηsr(x).

Then f ∈ C∞(T1 × G) if and only if f̂( · , η)rs ∈ C∞(T1), for all [η] ∈ Ĝ, 1 ≤ r, s ≤ dη and for every

β ∈ N0 and ℓ > 0 there exist Cβℓ > 0 such that

∣∣∂βt f̂(t, η)rs
∣∣≤ Cβℓ〈η〉

−ℓ, ∀t ∈ T
1, [η] ∈ Ĝ, 1 ≤ r, s ≤ dη.

Theorem 2.2 (Theorem 3.6 of [10]). Let G be a compact Lie groups and
{
û( · , η)rs

}
be a sequence of

distributions on T1. Define

u =
∑

[η]∈Ĝ

dη

dη∑

r,s=1

û( · , η)rsηsr

Then u ∈ D′(T1 ×G) if and only if there exist K ∈ N and C > 0 such that

(2.5)
∣∣〈û(·, η)rs, ϕ〉

∣∣ ≤ C pK(ϕ)〈η〉K ,

for all ϕ ∈ C∞(T1) and [η] ∈ Ĝ, where pK(ϕ) :=
∑

β≤K

‖∂βt ϕ‖L∞(T1).
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3. A class of first order evolution equations

Let G be a compact Lie group and consider the operator L : D′(T1 ×G) → D′(T1 ×G) defined

(3.1) L := ∂t + c(t)X + q,

where X is a vector field on G, c(t) = a(t) + ib(t), with a, b ∈ C∞(T1;R) and q ∈ C.

The global hypoellipticity of (3.1) in the case where either c is a constant function or Im(c) = b ≡ 0

was completely characterized in [11] in a more general context that can be adapted to our setting as

follow.

Theorem 3.1. [Theorems 3.3 and 5.1 of [11]] Let G be a compact Lie group, X ∈ g and c, q ∈ C. The

operator L = ∂t + cX + q is globally hypoelliptic if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

1. The set

N = {(k, [η]) ∈ Z× Ĝ; k + cµr(η) − iq = 0, for some 1 ≤ r ≤ dη}

is finite.

2. ∃C, M > 0 such that

(3.2) |k + cµr(η)− iq| ≥ C(|k|+ 〈η〉)−M ,

for all k ∈ Z, [η] ∈ Ĝ, 1 ≤ r ≤ dη, whenever k + cµr(η)− iq 6= 0.

Theorem 3.2. [Propositions 6.6 and 6.12 of [11]] Let G be a compact Lie group, X ∈ g, q ∈ C and a(t)

be a smooth real-valued function on T1. The operator L = ∂t + a(t)X + q is globally hypoelliptic if and

only if the operator L0 = ∂t + a0X + q is globally hypoellitpic, where a0 =
∫
T1 a(s)ds.

Hence, we will assume throughout the paper that b(t) is not a constant function.

Notice that in Theorem 3.2 the global hypoellipticity of L when b ≡ 0 is strictly related to the global

hypoellipticity of the constant coefficient operator L0 = ∂t + a0X + q because these two operator are

conjugated by the automorphism

(3.3) Ψau(t, x) :=
∑

[η]∈Ĝ

dη

dη∑

r,s=1

eiµr(η)A(t)û(t, η)rs ηsr(x),

where A(t) is a primitive for a(t), that is, Ψa ◦ L = L0 ◦ Ψa (for more details, see Section 6 of [11]).

By the same approach, in the case where b is not a constant function, we could define an operator

Ψc that conjugates the operators L and L0, but we would not have the growth control of the term

e−µr(η)B(t) that would appear in the definition of Ψc, which implies that Ψc is not an automorphism in

the space of smooth functions and therefore the global hypoellipticity of L is not equivalent to the global

hypoellipticity of L0. Although these properties are not equivalent, we will prove in Proposition 4.1 that

the global hypoellipticity of L0 is a necessary condition for the global hypoellipticity of L and we give

an example where this is not a sufficient condition.
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First, observe that by the automorphism Ψa given in (3.3) we may assume that a(t) is a constant

function. Henceforth we will study the operator,

(3.4) L = ∂t + (a0 + ib(t))X + q,

where b is a real-valued smooth function on T1, X is a vector field on G and q ∈ C.

Consider the equation Lu = f ∈ C∞(T1 × G). Taking the partial Fourier coefficient with respect to

the second variable we obtain

f̂(t, η) = L̂u(t, η) = ∂tû(t, η) + c(t)σX(η)û(t, η) + qû(t, η), [η] ∈ Ĝ,

where the representation η satisfies (2.2). Hence, for each [η] ∈ Ĝ we obtain the following system of

equations

(3.5) f̂(t, η)rs = L̂u(t, η)rs = ∂tû(t, η)rs + i(µr(η)c(t) − iq)û(t, η)rs,

with 1 ≤ r, s ≤ dη.

Let

C(t) =

∫ t

0

c(τ)dτ − c0t, where c0 =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

c(τ)dτ.

Multiplying by eiµr(η)C(t), we obtain

∂tû(t, η)rse
iµr(η)C(t) + i(µr(η)c(t) − iq)û(t, η)rse

iµr(η)C(t) = f̂(t, η)rse
iµr(η)C(t)

Then

∂t
[
û(t, η)rse

iµr(η)C(t)
]
+i(µr(η)c0 − iq)û(t, η)rse

iµr(η)C(t) = f̂(t, η)rse
iµr(η)C(t),

that is, for each η ∈ Ĝ and 1 ≤ r, s ≤ dη, we have that û(t, η)rse
iµr(η)C(t) is a solution of

(3.6) ∂tv(t, η)rs + i(µr(η)c0 − iq)v(t, η)rs = g(t, η)rs,

where g(t, η)rs = f̂(t, η)rse
iµr(η)C(t). The solution of this differential equation on T1 is given by:

Lemma 3.3. Let λ ∈ C and consider the equation

(3.7)
d

dt
y(t) + λy(t) = h(t),

where h ∈ C∞(T1).

If λ /∈ iZ then the equation (3.7) has a unique solution that can be expressed by

(3.8) y(t) =
1

1− e−2πλ

∫ 2π

0

e−λsh(t− s) ds,

or equivalently,

(3.9) y(t) =
1

e2πλ − 1

∫ 2π

0

eλrh(t+ r) dr.

If λ ∈ iZ and
∫ 2π

0 eλsf(s) ds = 0 then we have that

(3.10) y(t) = e−λt

∫ t

0

eλsh(s) ds

is a solution of the equation (3.7).
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It follows from Lemma 3.3 that (3.6) has a unique solution given by

v(t, η)rs =
1

1− e−2πi(µr(η)c0−iq)

∫ 2π

0

e−i(µr(η)c0−iq)τg(t− τ, η)rsdτ,

whenever µr(η)c0 − iq /∈ Z, or equivalently by

v(t, η)rs =
1

e2πi(µr(η)c0−iq) − 1

∫ 2π

0

ei(µr(η)c0−iq)τg(t+ τ, η)rsdτ.

Therefore, we obtain

(3.11) û(t, η)rs =
1

1− e−2πi(µr(η)c0−iq)

∫ 2π

0

e−qτe−iµr(η)(c0τ−C(t−τ)+C(t))f̂(t− τ, η)rsdτ,

or equivalently,

(3.12) û(t, η)rs =
1

e2πi(µr(η)c0−iq) − 1

∫ 2π

0

eqτe−iµr(η)(−c0τ−C(t+τ)+C(t))f̂(t+ τ, η)rsdτ.

To study the global properties of the operator L we have to control the behavior of the numerical

sequence that precedes the integral in the expression above. Thus, we will use the following technical

lemma which proof is similar to the toroidal case studied in [3].

Lemma 3.4. Are equivalent:

1.: There exist C,M > 0 such that

|k + c0µr(η)− iq| ≥ C(|k|+ 〈η〉)−M ,

for all k ∈ Z, [η] ∈ Ĝ, 1 ≤ r ≤ dη, whenever k + c0µr(η)− iq 6= 0.

2.: There exist C,M > 0 such that

(3.13)
∣∣∣1− e±2πi(c0µr(η)−iq)

∣∣∣ ≥ C〈η〉−M
,

for all [η] ∈ Ĝ, 1 ≤ r ≤ dη, whenever c0µr(η)− iq /∈ Z.

4. Necessary Conditions

In this section, we will prove the necessary conditions stated in Theorem 1.1 about the global hypoel-

lipticity of the operator L (3.4). First, let us prove that the global hypoellipticity of the corresponding

constant coefficient operator L0 is a necessary condition.

Proposition 4.1. If L is globally hypoelliptic, then L0 is globally hypoelliptic.

Proof. Assume that L0 is not globally hypoelliptic. By Theorem 3.1 we have two cases to consider:

(i) The set

N = {(k, [η]) ∈ Z× Ĝ; k + c0µr(η)− iq = 0, for some 1 ≤ r ≤ dη}

has infinitely many elements or;

(ii) for all M > 0, there exists kM ∈ Z and [ηM ] ∈ Ĝ satisfying

0 < |kM + c0µr(ηM )− iq| ≤ (|k|+ 〈ηM 〉)−M ,

for some 1 ≤ r ≤ dηM
.
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Case (i): Assume that there exists a sequence [ηk] ∈ Ĝ such that c0µr(ηk)−iq ∈ Z, for some 1 ≤ r ≤ dηk
.

for all k ∈ N. We may assume without loss of generality that r = 1 for all [ηk] ∈ Ĝ. For each k ∈ N, let

tk ∈ [0, 2π] such that

mk := max
t∈[0,2π]

∫ t

0

(Re q − µ1(ηk)b(s)) ds =

∫ tk

0

(Re q − µ1(ηk)b(s)) ds.

Set

û(t, η)rs =





emk exp
{
−
∫ t

0
(iµ1(ηk)c(s) + q) ds

}
, if [η] = [ηk] and r = s = 1,

0, otherwise.

Since c0µ1(ηk)− iq ∈ Z, for all k ∈ N, the sequence of functions {û(t, η)rs} is well-defined on T
1. Notice

that

|û(t, ηk)11| =

∣∣∣∣emk exp

{
−

∫ t

0

(Re q − µ1(ηk)b(s)) ds

}∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1,

by the definition of mk. By Theorem 2.2, we have that u ∈ D′(T1 ×G). Moreover, we have

|û(tk, ηk)11| = 1,

for all k ∈ N. By Theorem 2.1 we conclude u /∈ C∞(T1 × G). Since each element of the sequence

{û(t, η)rs} satisfies

∂t{û(t, η)rs}+ i(µr(η)c(t) − iq){û(t, η)rs} = 0,

for all [η] ∈ Ĝ, 1 ≤ r, s ≤ dη, we conclude that Lu = 0, which implies that L is not globally hypoelliptic.

Case (ii): By the equivalence given in Lemma 3.4, we can construct a sequence [ηk] satisfying for all

k ∈ N

(4.1) 0 < |1− e−2πi(c0µr(ηk)−iq)| < 〈ηk〉
−k
,

for some 1 ≤ r ≤ dηk
. We may assume r = 1 for convenience of notation and c0µ1(ηk) − iq /∈ Z for all

k ∈ Z, because N is finite.

For each k ∈ N, choose tk ∈ [0, 2π] such that

max
t∈[0,2π]

∫ t

0

(µ1(ηk)b(s)− Re q) ds =

∫ tk

0

(µ1(ηk)b(s)− Re q) ds.

Notice that with this choice we have

(4.2)

∫ t

tk

(µ1(ηk)b(s)− Re q) ds ≤ 0, for all t ∈ [0, 2π].

By the compactness of the torus, we may assume, by passing to a subsequence, that there exists t0 ∈

[0, 2π] such that tk → t0, as k → ∞.

Let ϕ ∈ C∞(T1) be a real-valued smooth function satisfying supp(ϕ) ⊆ I, 0 ≤ ϕ(t) ≤ 1, and
∫ 2π

0 ϕ(s) ds > 0, where I is a closed interval in (0, 2π) such that t0 /∈ I.

Consider

f̂(t, η)rs =





(1 − e−2πi(c0µ1(ηk)−iq)) exp
{
−i
∫ t

tk
(µ1(ηk)c(w) − iq) dw

}
ϕ(t), if [η] = [ηk], r = s = 1,

0, otherwise,
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for t ∈ [0, 2π]. Since supp(ϕ) ⊆ I, the sequence {f̂(t, η)rs} is well-defined on T1. Let us show that

{f̂(t, η)rs} defines a smooth function on T1 ×G. For α ∈ N we have

∣∣∣∂α
t f̂(t, ηk)11

∣∣∣=
∣∣∣1− e

−2πi(c0µ1(ηk)−iq)
∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

β≤α

(
α

β

)
∂
β
t exp

{
−i

∫ t

tk

(µ1(ηk)c(w)− iq) dw

}
∂
α−β

ϕ(t)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
.

By Faà di Bruno’s formula we have

∂βt exp

{
−i

∫ t

tk

(µ1(ηk)c(w) − iq) dw

}
=

∑

γ∈∆(β)

β!

γ!
exp

{
−i

∫ t

tk

(µ1(ηk)c(w)− iq) dw

}

×

β∏

j=1

(
−i∂jt

∫ t

tk
(µ1(ηk)c(w) − iq) dw

j!

)γj

,

where ∆(β) =

{
γ ∈ N

β
0 ;

β∑
j=1

jγj = β

}
.

Since for all k ∈ N we have |µ1(ηk)| ≤ 〈ηk〉 and
∫ t

tk
(Re q − µ1(ηk)b(w)) dw ≤ 0, for all t ∈ [0, 2π], we

obtain

∂βt exp

{
−i

∫ t

tk

(µ1(ηk)c(w) − iq) dw

}
≤ Cβ〈ηk〉

β ,

for some Cβ > 0. By (4.1) we obtain

∣∣∣∂αt f̂(t, ηk)11
∣∣∣ ≤ Cα〈ηk〉

α−k
,

for some Cα > 0. By Theorem 2.1 we conclude that f ∈ C∞(T1 ×G).

Let us construct now a distribution u ∈ D′(T1 ×G) \ C∞(T1 ×G) satisfying Lu = f . By (3.11), set

û(t, ηk)11 =
1

1− e−2πi(c0µ1(ηk)−iq)

∫ 2π

0

exp

{
−i

∫ t

t−τ

(c(w)µ1(ηk)− iq) dw

}
f̂(t− τ, ηk)11 dτ

and û(t, η)rs = 0 for all the other cases. Notice that for t − τ < 0 we need to use the 2π–periodic

extension of f on de definition of û(t, ηk)11. Hence,

û(t, ηk)11 =
1

1− e−2πi(c0µ1(ηk)−iq)

∫ 2π

0

exp

{
−i

∫ t

t−τ

(c(w)µ1(ηk)− iq) dw

}
f̂(t− τ, ηk)11 dτ

=

∫ t

0

exp

{
−i

∫ t

t−τ

(c(w)µ1(ηk)− iq) dw − i

∫ t−τ

tk

(µ1(ηk)c(w) − iq) dw

}
ϕ(t− τ) dτ

+

∫ 2π

t

exp

{
−i

∫ t

t−τ

(c(w)µ1(ηk)− iq) dw − i

∫ t−τ+2π

tk

(µ1(ηk)c(w) − iq) dw

}
ϕ(t− τ + 2π) dτ

=

∫ t

0

exp

{
−i

∫ t

tk

(c(w)µ1(ηk)− iq) dw

}
ϕ(t− τ) dτ(4.3)

+

∫ 2π

t

exp

{
−i

∫ t

tk

(c(w)µ1(ηk)− iq) dw − i2π(µ1(ηk)c0 − iq)

}
ϕ(t− τ + 2π) dτ
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We have 0 ≤ ϕ(t) ≤ 1, so by (4.2) we obtain

|û(t, ηk)11| =

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

exp

{
−i

∫ t

tk

(c(w)µ1(ηk)− iq) dw

}
ϕ(t− τ) dτ

+

∫ 2π

t

exp

{
−i

∫ t

tk

(c(w)µ1(ηk)− iq) dw − i2π(µ1(ηk)c0 − iq)

}
ϕ(t− τ + 2π) dτ

∣∣∣∣

≤

∫ t

0

exp

{∫ t

tk

(µ1(ηk)b(s)− Re q)

}
|ϕ(t− τ)| dτ

+

∫ 2π

t

exp

{∫ t

tk

(µ1(ηk)b(s) + Re q)− 2π(Re q − b0µ1(ηk))

}
|ϕ(t− τ + 2π)| dτ

≤ t+ (2π − t) exp {2π(Re q − b0µ1(ηk))} ≤ 4π

for sufficiently large k, where the last inequality comes from the fact that by the relation (4.1) we have

|e−2πi(c0µ1(ηk)−iq)| → 1, when k → ∞. By Theorem 2.2, we have u ∈ D′(T1 ×G).

Notice that if t0 > sup I, then tk > sup I, for k sufficiently large, which implies that tk ≥ τ , for every

τ ∈ supp(ϕ). By (4.3) we obtain

|û(tk, ηk)11| =

∫ 2π

0

ϕ(tk − τ) dτ = ‖ϕ‖L1(T1) > 0.

On the other hand, if t0 < inf I, we have for k sufficiently large. that tk < τ , for every τ ∈ supp(ϕ). By

(4.3) we have

|û(tk, ηk)11| = exp {2π(Re q − b0µ1(ηk))}

∫ 2π

0

ϕ(tk − τ + 2π) dτ > 1
2‖ϕ‖L1(T1) > 0.

By Theorem 2.1 we conclude that u /∈ C∞(T1 ×G). Therefore L is not globally hypoelliptic. �

Theorem 4.2. Assume that b 6≡ 0. If L = ∂t + (a0 + ib(t))X + q is globally hypoelliptic then b does not

change sign.

Proof. Suppose that b change sign and b0 > 0. Consider

G(t, τ) =

∫ t+τ

t

(a0 + ib(w)) dw = a0τ + i

∫ t+τ

t

b(w)dw, t, τ ∈ [0, 2π]

and define

B = min
0≤t,τ≤2π

ImG(t, τ) = ImG(t0, τ0) =

∫ t0+τ0

t0

b(w) dw.

Since b change sign, we have B < 0. Moreover, we can consider t0, τ0 ∈ (0, 2π) and b(0) 6= 0. It can be

shown that b(t0 + τ0) = 0, which implies that t0 + τ0 ∈ (0, 2π).

Let ϕ ∈ C∞(T1) such that supp(ϕ) ⊂ [t0 + τ0 − δ, t0 + τ0 + δ] ⊂ (0, t0) with ϕ(t) ≡ 1 for t ∈

[t0 + τ0 − δ/2, t0 + τ0 + δ/2] and 0 ≤ ϕ(t) ≤ 1.

Let us construct a distribution u ∈ D′(T1 ×G)\C∞(T1 ×G) such that Lu = f ∈ C∞(T1 ×G). From

(2.4), there exist C > 0 and a sequence {[ηj ]}j∈N in Ĝ such that

(4.4) C〈ηj〉
1

2 ≤ µdηj
(ηj),

for all j ∈ N. By Proposition 4.1 we have that L0 is globally hypoelliptic. In particular, the set

N = {[η] ∈ Ĝ;µr(η)c0 − iq ∈ Z, for some 1 ≤ r ≤ dη}
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is finite and we may assume that [ηj ] /∈ Z, for all j ∈ N. Define

f̂(t, η)rs=





c̃ke
Bµr(ηj)ϕ(t)e−iµr(ηj)a0(t−t0), if [η] = [ηj ], for some j ∈ N, and r = s = dηj

,

0, otherwise ,

where c̃k := e2πi(µr(ηj)c0−iq)−1. In order to prove that the sequence {f̂(t, η)rs} defines a smooth function

in T1 ×G, it is enough to consider the representations [ηj ] and the components r = s = dηj
.

Notice that

|∂αt f̂(t, ηj)dηj
dηj

|=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(e

2πi(µdηj
(ηj)c0−iq)

− 1)e
Bµdηj

(ηj)
∑

β≤α

(
α

β

)
∂βt e

−iµdηj
(ηj)a0(t−t0)∂α−β

t ϕ(t)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣e2πi(µdηj

(ηj)c0−iq)
− 1
∣∣∣ eBµdηj

(ηj)
∑

β≤α

(
α

β

) ∣∣∣∂βt e
−iµdηj

(ηj)a0(t−t0)
∣∣∣
∣∣∣∂α−β

t ϕ(t)
∣∣∣.

Observe that

∣∣∣e2πi(µdηj
(ηj)c0−iq)

− 1
∣∣∣ ≤

∣∣∣e2πi(µdηj
(ηj)c0−iq)

∣∣∣+ 1 ≤ e
2π(−µdηj

(ηj)b0+Re q)
+ 1 ≤ C,

for some C > 0, because b0 ≥ 0 and µdηj
(ηj) → ∞. Notice that

∣∣∣∂βt e
−iµdηj

(ηj)a0(t−t0)
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣(−iµdηj
(ηj)a0)

βe
−iµdηj

(ηj)a0(t−t0)
∣∣∣ ≤ Cβ〈ηj〉

β
.

Moreover, since B < 0, we obtain from (4.4)

e
Bµdηj

(ηj) ≤ eCB〈ηj〉
1

2 .

Hence,

|∂αt f̂(t, ηj)dηj
dηj

| ≤ Cαe
CB〈ηj〉

1

2 〈ηj〉
α
.

Since B < 0, for any N > 0 there exists CαN such that

|∂αt f̂(t, η)dηdη
| ≤ CαN 〈η〉−N

.

By Theorem 2.1, we conclude that f ∈ C∞(T1 ×G). If Lu = f , then

(4.5) f̂(t, η)rs = L̂u(t, η)rs = ∂tû(t, η)rs + iµr(η)(a0 + ib(t)− iq)û(t, η)rs,

for 1 ≤ r, s,≤ dη. Since µdηj
(ηj)c0 − iq /∈ Z, by (3.12) we obtain

û(t, ηj)dηj
dηj

=
1

e
2πi(µdηj

(ηj)c0−iq)
− 1

∫ 2π

0

eqτe
iµdηj

(ηj)G(t,τ)
f̂(t+ τ, ηj)rs dτ

= e
−iµdηj

(ηj)a0(t−t0)
∫ 2π

0

eqτe
µdηj

(ηj)(B−ImG(t,τ))
ϕ(t+ τ) dτ.

In all the other cases set û(t, η)rs = 0. First, let us show that the sequence {û(t, η)rs} defines a

distribution u ∈ D′(T1 ×G), where

u =
∑

[η]∈Ĝ

dη

dη∑

r,s=1

û(t, η)rsηsr.

In order to apply the Theorem 2.2, it is enough to consider the case where [η] = [ηj ] for some j ∈ N

and r = s = dηj
because the other cases are well-controlled.
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Let ψ ∈ C∞(T1), then

|(û(t, ηj)rs, ψ)| =

∣∣∣∣
∫ 2π

0

e
−iµdηj

(ηj)a0(t−t0)
∫ 2π

0

eqτe
µdηj

(ηj)(B−ImG(t,τ))
ϕ(t+ τ) dτ ψ(t) dt

∣∣∣∣

≤

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

eRe qτe
µdηj

(ηj)(B−ImG(t,τ))
|ϕ(t + τ)| |ψ(t)| dτdt

≤ (2π)2‖ϕ‖∞‖ψ‖∞

≤ Kp1(ψ)〈ηj〉.

Notice that here we have used the fact that µdηj
(ηj)(B − ImG(t, τ)) ≤ 1. Therefore u ∈ D′(T1 × G).

Consider the function

θ(τ) = B − ImG(t0, τ) = B −

∫ t0+τ

t0

b(w) dw.

We may consider δ small enough in the properties of ϕ such that either cos(Im q) or sin(Im q) does not

change sign on (τ0 + δ, τ0 + δ). Assume without loss of generality that sin(Im q) ≥ 0 on (τ0 + δ, τ0 + δ).

Thus

|û(t0, ηj)dηj
dηj

| =

∣∣∣∣
∫ 2π

0

eqτe
µdηj

(ηj)θ(τ)ϕ(t0 + τ) dτ

∣∣∣∣

≥

∫ τ0+δ

τ0−δ

eRe qτ sin(Im qτ)e
µdηj

(ηj)θ(τ)ϕ(t0 + τ) dτ

≥

∫ τ0+δ/2

τ0−δ/2

eRe qτ sin(Im qτ)e
µdηj

(ηj)θ(τ) dτ

≥ K

∫ τ0+δ/2

τ0−δ/2

e〈ηj〉θ(τ) dτ,

where we use the fact that θ(τ) ≤ 0, for all τ ∈ [0, 2π], µdηj
(ηj) ≤ 〈ηj〉 for all [ηj ] ∈ Ĝ, and there exists

K > 0 such that eRe qτ sin(Im qτ) ≥ K on [τ0 − δ/2, τ0 + δ/2].

Let us analyze the behavior of the function

J(ηj) =

∫ τ0+δ/2

τ0−δ/2

e〈ηj〉θ(τ) dτ

when 〈ηj〉 → ∞. We have

θ(τ0) = B −

∫ t0+τ0

t0

b(w) dw = B −B = 0

and

θ′(τ0) = −b(t0 + τ0) = 0.

Thus by Taylor’s formula, we have

θ(τ0 + h) = θ(τ0) + θ′(τ0)h+
1

2
θ′′(τ0 + θ(h))h2 =

1

2
θ′′(τ0 + θ(h))h2,

for h ∈ (τ0 − δ/2, τ0 + δ/2) and θ(h) ∈ [τ0 − δ/2, τ0 + δ/2]. Let

M := sup
τ0−δ≤y≤τ0+δ

∣∣∣∣
θ′′(y)

2

∣∣∣∣ .

If M = 0 then θ ≡ 0 in [τ0 − δ/2, τ0 + δ/2]. Thus

∫ τ0+δ/2

τ0−δ/2

e〈ηj〉θ(τ) dτ =

∫ τ0+δ/2

τ0−δ/2

e0 dτ = δ ≥
C1√
〈ηj〉

,

for some C1 > 0.
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If M > 0, then

−θ(τ0 + h) = −
1

2
θ′′(τ0 + θ(h))h2 ≤Mh2.

So

〈ηj〉θ(τ0 + h) ≥ −M〈ηj〉h
2.

Thereby ∫ τ0+δ/2

τ0−δ/2

e〈ηj〉θ(τ) dτ =

∫ δ/2

−δ/2

e〈ηj〉θ(τ0+h) dh ≥

∫ δ/2

−δ/2

e−M〈ηj〉h
2

dh ≥
C2√
〈ηj〉

,

for some C2 > 0. Considering C = max{KC1,KC2}, we have

|û(t0, ηj)dηj
dηj

| ≥
C√
〈ηj〉

,

for all [ηj ] ∈ Ĝ. Therefore u /∈ C∞(T1 ×G).

The case where b0 < 0 is analogous to the previous one, but needs some adaptions. Here we take

B̃ := max
0≤t,τ≤2π

ImH(t, τ) = ImH(t1, τ1) =

∫ t1

t1−τ1

b(w) dw.

Since b change sign, then B̃ > 0. For r = s = dηj
, define

f̂(t, ηj)rs = (1− e−2πi(µr(ηj)c0−iq))e−B̃µr(ηj)ϕ̃(t)e−iµr(ηj)a0(t−t1),

where ϕ̃ ∈ C∞(T1) satisfies similar properties of ϕ. One can shows that f ∈ C∞(T1 × G) and there

exists u ∈ D′(T1 ×G)\C∞(T1 ×G) such that Lu = f . For this, define for r = s = dηj

û(t, ηj)rs = e−iµr(ηj)a0(t−t1)

∫ 2π

0

eµr(ηj)(ImH(t,τ)−B̃)ϕ̃(t− τ) dτ.

The proof that u ∈ D′(T1 ×G)\C∞(T1 ×G) is similar to the previous case and it will be omitted. �

5. Sufficient Conditions

In this section, we will prove the sufficient conditions on Theorem 1.1 regarding the global hypoel-

lipticity of L. Because of Proposition 4.1, from now we will assume that L0 is global hypoelliptic. By

Theorem 3.1, this assumption implies that the set

(5.1) N = {(k, [η]) ∈ Z× Ĝ; k + c0µr(η)− iq = 0, for some 1 ≤ r ≤ dη}

is finite and there exist C,M > 0 such that

(5.2) |k + c0µr(η)− iq| ≥ C(|k|+ 〈η〉)−M ,

for all k ∈ Z, [η] ∈ Ĝ, 1 ≤ r ≤ dη, whenever k + c0µr(η)− iq 6= 0.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that L0 is globally hypoelliptic and b 6≡ 0. If b does not change sign then L is

globally hypoelliptic.
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Proof. Assume that b(t) ≥ 0 for all t ∈ T1. By hypothesis, b0 6= 0, where c0 = a0 + ib0. Notice that

the global hypoellipticity of L0 implies that µr(η)c0 − iq ∈ Z for only finitely many representations. So

there is no loss of generality to assume that µr(η)c0 − iq /∈ Z. Let f ∈ C∞(T1 ×G) such that Lu = f ,

for some u ∈ D′(T1 ×G). Let us show that u ∈ C∞(T1 ×G).

Define

H(τ, t) = c0τ − C(t− τ) + C(t).

For µr(η) < 0, consider the solution (3.11):

(5.3) û(t, η)rs =
1

1− e−2πi(µr(η)c0−iq)

∫ 2π

0

e−qτe−iµr(η)H(τ,t)f̂(t− τ, η)rsdτ

and for µr(η) ≥ 0, consider the solution (3.12):

(5.4) û(t, η)rs =
1

e2πi(µr(η)c0−iq) − 1

∫ 2π

0

eqτe−iµr(η)H(−τ,t)f̂(t+ τ, η)rsdτ.

Notice that

H(τ, t) = c0τ − C(t− τ) + C(t)

= c0τ −

∫ t−τ

0

c(w)dw + (t− τ)c0 +

∫ t

0

c(w)dw − tc0

=

∫ t

t−τ

c(w)dw

So, using the fact that b(t) ≥ 0, for all t ∈ T1, we obtain

(5.5) ImH(τ, t) = Im

∫ t

t−τ

c(w)dw =

∫ t

t−τ

b(w)dw ≥ 0.

(5.6) ImH(−τ, t) = Im

∫ t

t+τ

c(w)dw =

∫ t

t+τ

b(w)dw ≤ 0.

Notice that there exist K > 0 such that

∣∣e±qτ
∣∣ ≤ K,

because 0 ≤ τ ≤ 2π. Let α ∈ N0 and µr(η)c0 − iq /∈ Z. If µr(η) < 0, by (5.3) we have

∣∣∂α
t û(t, η)rs

∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣

1

1− e−2πi(µr(η)c0−iq)

∫ 2π

0

∂
α
t

[
e
−qτ

e
−iµr(η)H(τ,t)

f̂(t− τ, η)rs
]
dτ

∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣
1

1− e−2πi(µr(η)c0−iq)

∣∣∣∣

∫ 2π

0

|e−qτ |

α∑

β=0

(
α

β

) ∣∣∣∂β
t e

−iµr(η)H(τ,t)
∣∣∣
∣∣∣∂α−β

t f̂(t− τ, η)rs

∣∣∣dτ.

By the assumption of the global hypoellipticity of L0, we obtain from Lemma 3.4 constants C,M > 0

satisfying

(5.7) |1− e−2πi(µr(η)c0−iq)|−1 ≤ C〈η〉M ,

for all [η] ∈ Ĝ, 1 ≤ r ≤ dη, whenever c0µr(η)− iq /∈ Z. By Faà di Bruno’s Formula, we have

∂βt e
−iµr(η)H(t,t) =

∑

γ∈∆(β)

β!

γ!
(−iµr(η))

|γ|e−iµr(η)H(τ,t)

β∏

j=1

(
∂jtH(τ, t)

j!

)γj

,
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where ∆(β) =

{
γ ∈ N

β
0 ;

β∑
j=1

jγj = β

}
. Hence,

∣∣∣∂βt e−iµr(η)H(t,t)
∣∣∣ ≤

∑

γ∈∆(β)

β!

γ!
|µr(η)|

|γ|eµr(η) ImH(τ,t)

β∏

j=1

∣∣∣∣∣
∂jtH(τ, t)

j!

∣∣∣∣∣

γj

.

Notice that by (2.3) we have

|µr(η)|
|γ| ≤ 〈η〉|γ| ≤ 〈η〉β ,

for all [η] ∈ Ĝ, 1 ≤ r ≤ dη, and γ ∈ ∆(β). Moreover, by (5.5) we have

eµr(η) ImH(τ,t) ≤ 1.

Thus,
∣∣∣∂βt e−iµr(η)H(t,t)

∣∣∣ ≤ 〈η〉β
∑

γ∈∆(β)

β!

γ!

β∏

j=1

∣∣∣∣∣
∂jtH(τ, t)

j!

∣∣∣∣∣

γj

.

By the continuity of the function H and the compactness of T1, for all β ∈ N0 there exists Cβ > 0 such

that
∑

γ∈∆(β)

β!

γ!

β∏

j=1

∣∣∣∣∣
∂jtH(τ, t)

j!

∣∣∣∣∣

γj

≤ Cβ ,

for all 0 ≤ t, τ ≤ 2π.

Let N > 0. Since f ∈ C∞(T1 ×G), by Theorem 2.1 for every β ≤ α there exists CβN > 0 such that

|∂α−β
t f̂(t, η)rs| ≤ CβN 〈η〉−(N+β+M),

for all t ∈ T1, with M as in (5.7). Therefore,

∣∣∂α
t û(t, η)rs

∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣

1

1− e−2πi(µr(η)c0−iq)

∣∣∣∣

∫ 2π

0

|e−qτ |
α∑

β=0

(
α

β

) ∣∣∣∂β
t e

−iµr(η)H(τ,t)
∣∣∣
∣∣∣∂α−β

t f̂(t− τ, η)rs
∣∣∣dτ.

≤ KC〈η〉M
∫ 2π

0

α∑

β=0

(
α

β

)

Cβ〈η〉
β
CβN〈η〉−(N+β+M) dτ

≤ CαN〈η〉−N
.

We can obtain the same type of estimate when µr(η) ≥ 0. In this case, it is enough to consider the

expression (5.4) to take the derivatives. We can adjust CαN , if necessary, to obtain

∣∣∂αt û(t, η)rs
∣∣ ≤ CαN 〈η〉−N ,

for every [η] ∈ Ĝ, 1 ≤ r, s ≤ dη. By Theorem 2.1 we conclude that u ∈ C∞(T1 ×G). The case b(t) ≤ 0,

for all t ∈ T1, is totally analogue, just use (5.3) for µr(η) ≥ 0 and (5.4) for µr(η) < 0. �

Example 5.2. Let G be a compact Lie group and q ∈ i(R \ Z). The operator

L := ∂t + (eit + i)X + q

is globally hypoelliptic. Indeed, we have Im eit + i = sin(t) + 1 6≡ 0 and the operator L0 = ∂t + iX + q is

globally hypoelliptic by Theorem 3.1 because in this case we have

N = {[η] ∈ Ĝ; iµr(η)− iq ∈ Z} = ∅,
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and

|k + iµr(η)− iq| ≥ |k − iq| ≥ C,

for some C > 0, for all k ∈ Z, [η] ∈ Ĝ, 1 ≤ r ≤ dη. Since Im eit + i = sin(t) + 1 does not change sign,

by Theorem 5.1 we conclude that L is globally hypoelliptic. On the other hand, the operator

L := ∂t + (2eit + i)X + q.

is not globally hypoelliptic. Indeed, notice that Im 2eit + i = 2 sin(t) + 1 6≡ 0 and the operator L0 =

∂t + iX + q = L0 is globally hypoelliptic and since Im 2eit + i = 2 sin(t) + 1 changes sign, we conclude by

Theorem 4.2 that L is not globally hypoelliptic.

Finally, let us see that b does not change sign is insufficient for the global hypoellipticity of L. Consider

G = S3 and X = i∂0 (see [9] and [12] for the precise Fourier analysis on S3) . We may identify Ŝ3 ∼ 1
2N

and in this case we have that σX(ℓ)rs = irδrs, for all ℓ ∈ 1
2N, r − ℓ, s− ℓ ∈ Z. The operator

L = ∂t + (eit + i)X + in,

where n ∈ Z, is not globally hypoelliptic. Indeed, we have the corresponding constant coefficient operator

L0 is given by L0 = ∂t + iX + in and

N =

{
ℓ ∈

1

2
N;−r + n ∈ Z

}
= N,

which fails the condition 1. of Theorem 3.1 for the global hypoellipticity of L0. Hence, by Proposition 4.1

we conclude that L is not globally hypoelliptic. We point out that this phenomenon occurs because when

G is not a torus, the fact that b does not change sign does not imply the global hypoellipticity of L0.
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