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Abstract. We establish necessary and sufficient conditions for the closedness of the range of

a class of first-order differential operators associated with an involutive structure on M × Tm,

where M is a non-compact manifold satisfying suitable geometric assumptions and Tm is the m-

dimensional torus. In addition, we prove that a weaker notion of global hypoellipticity ensures

the closedness of the range for differential operators on smooth paracompact manifolds, thereby

extending to the non-compact setting a result previously obtained by G. Araújo, I. Ferra, and

L. Ragognette [J. Anal. Math. 148, No. 1, 85-118, 2022] for compact manifolds.

1. Introduction

In this work, we investigate the closedness of the range of a class of first-order linear partial

differential operators acting on the product manifold M × Tm, where M is a smooth, non-

compact, n-dimensional manifold diffeomorphic to the interior of a compact manifold with

boundary, and Tm ≃ Rm/2πZm is the m-dimensional torus. More precisely, we consider the

operators

Lq : ΛqC∞(M × Tm) −→ Λq+1C∞(M × Tm), Lqu = dtu+
m∑
k=1

ωk ∧ ∂xku, (1.1)

for q = 0, . . . , n−1, where dt denotes the exterior derivative onM , ∂xk are the partial derivatives

with respect to the periodic variables, and ω1, . . . , ωm are smooth closed 1-forms on M .

Such operators are naturally associated with involutive structures on manifolds and can be

regarded, in local coordinates, as systems of vector fields. We refer the reader to [10, 24] for a

detailed discussion.

By a standard argument (see, for instance, [24]), the transpose of Lq is given by

(−1)q+1Ln−q−1 : Λn−q−1E ′(M × Tm) −→ Λn−qE ′(M × Tm), (1.2)

and the topological dual of ΛqC∞(M×Tm) can be identified with Λn−q−1E ′(M×Tm), the space
of compactly supported (n − q − 1)-currents. We show that each space ΛqC∞(M × Tm) is a

Fréchet–Schwartz (FS) space, so its dual ΛqE ′(M ×Tm) is a dual FS (DFS) space. Within this

framework, we consider the following notions of global solvability.

Definition 1.1. We say that Lq is:

• Globally (E ′, E ′)-solvable if, for every f ∈ Λ0,q+1E ′(M × Tm) satisfying

⟨f, ϕ⟩ = 0, ∀ϕ ∈ Λ0,n−q−1C∞(M × Tm) ∩ kerLn−q−1, (1.3)
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there exists u ∈ Λ0,qE ′(M × Tm) such that Lqu = f ;

• Globally (C∞, C∞)-solvable if, for every f ∈ Λ0,q+1C∞(M × Tm) satisfying

⟨v, f⟩ = 0, ∀v ∈ Λ0,n−q−1E ′(M × Tm) ∩ kerLn−q−1, (1.4)

there exists u ∈ Λ0,qC∞(M × Tm) such that Lqu = f ;

• Globally (E ′, C∞
c )-solvable if, for every f ∈ Λ0,q+1C∞

c (M × Tm) satisfying (1.3), there

exists u ∈ Λ0,qE ′(M × Tm) such that Lqu = f .

Since the involved spaces are FS/DFS, the first two notions of solvability are equivalent to

the closedness of the range of the corresponding operators. By duality, the (C∞, C∞)-global

solvability of L0 is equivalent to the (E ′, E ′)-global solvability of Ln−1, and this, in turn, implies

the (E ′, C∞
c )-global solvability of Ln−1.

Following [3] and [5], we show that the (C∞, C∞)-global solvability of L0 is governed by a

number-theoretic property of the family ω = (ω1, . . . , ωm), which is equivalent to a Diophantine

condition on a matrix, which we denote by A(ω), determined by the first de Rham cohomology

group of M . When M is compact, this relation follows from the Hodge theorem. If M is

diffeomorphic to the interior of a compact manifold with boundary and endowed with a suitable

scattering metric, a corresponding version of the Hodge theorem still holds under additional

assumptions on the forms ωk, so the same analysis applies. In this case, dimH1
dR(M) <∞.

We prove that the (E ′, C∞
c )-global solvability of Ln−1 implies the Diophantine condition

through a Hörmander-type a priori estimate. By expanding in partial Fourier series, we de-

compose both the spaces of forms and the operator L0 into a direct sum indexed by disjoint

frequency subsets and show that each component has closed range. One component is topolog-

ically conjugate to the partial exterior derivative dt, which has closed range by the de Rham

theorem together with functorial properties of exact sequences of nuclear Fréchet spaces. For the

remaining component, denoted by L0
Γ1
, we show that the corresponding Diophantine condition

ensures global hypoellipticity, as established in [13], extending results obtained in [4] and [8] for

closed manifolds.

Recall that a differential operator P : C∞(M,E) → C∞(M,F) between smooth sections of

vector bundles over a smooth manifold M is globally hypoelliptic if

u ∈ D ′(M,E), Pu ∈ C∞(M,F) ⇒ u ∈ C∞(M,E),

and almost globally hypoelliptic if

u ∈ D ′(M,E), Pu ∈ C∞(M,F) ⇒ ∃v ∈ C∞(M,E) such that Pu = Pv.

For compact M , it was proved in [7] that almost globally hypoelliptic operators have closed

range. We extend this result to any smooth paracompact manifold M , thereby obtaining the

closedness of the range of L0
Γ1
. To do so, we show that C∞(M) can be realized as the projective

limit of local Sobolev spaces, which are nested Fréchet spaces with compact embeddings, and

apply Komatsu’s argument [15] to construct an equivalent nested sequence of Banach spaces

with compact inclusions. Then, using the abstract framework developed in [6], we establish a

general criterion linking almost global hypoellipticity and closedness of range for maps between

pairs of topological vector spaces.

Our two main results can be summarized as follows.
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Theorem 1.2. Let M be a smooth manifold diffeomorphic to the interior of a compact manifold

with boundary, and let ω = (ω1, . . . , ωm) be a family of smooth real-valued closed 1-forms on M

satisfying suitable assumptions. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) L0 is globally (C∞, C∞)-solvable;

(2) Ln−1 is globally (E ′, E ′)-solvable;

(3) Ln−1 is globally (E ′, C∞
c )-solvable;

(4) ω is not Γ1-Liouville;

(5) The matrix of periods A(ω) satisfies the Diophantine condition (DCΓ) for Γ = Γ1.

In the statement of Theorem 1.2, Γ1 ⊂ Zm is a distinguished subset of frequencies (see

(5.2) below), Γ1-Liouville families of 1-forms correspond to those satisfying a number-theoretic

approximation property (see Definition 5.5 below), and (DCΓ) is the associated Diophantine

condition for the matrix A(ω).

Theorem 1.3. Let P : C∞(M,E) → C∞(M,F) be an almost globally hypoelliptic operator

between smooth sections of vector bundles over a smooth paracompact manifold M . Then P has

closed range.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall some preliminaries and topological

properties of functional spaces on a paracompact manifold, while in Section 3 we summarize the

hypoellipticity results we obtained in [13], which we employ in the sequel. Section 4 is devoted

to proving the closedness of the range of operators on FS spaces, under certain assumptions.

Our main results are then proved in the concluding Section 5.

2. Function Spaces on Manifolds

In this section, we recall some basic facts about the topology of spaces of smooth functions

and smooth differential forms on a paracompact manifold.

Let U ⊂ Rn be an open set. The space C∞(U) of smooth, complex-valued functions on U is

a Fréchet space when endowed with the topology generated by the family of seminorms

∥f∥m,K = sup
t∈K

sup
|α|≤m

∣∣∂αt f(t)∣∣,
where K ranges over all compact subsets of U , m ∈ N0, and α ∈ Nn0 is a multi-index.

Now, let M be a smooth, n-dimensional, paracompact manifold, and let {(Ωj , χj)}j∈N be a

countable, locally finite atlas of M , with each Ωj having compact closure. The space C∞(M)

consists of all functions f :M → C such that, for every chart (Ωj , χj), the local representation

f ◦ χ−1
j : χj(Ωj) → C

is smooth in the usual sense.

The canonical locally convex topology on C∞(M) is defined by the family of seminorms

∥ · ∥ℓ,K , where ℓ ∈ N0 and K ⊂ M is compact. For any such compact K, there exists a finite

subset of indices JK ⊂ N such that {Ωj}j∈JK covers K. We then set

∥f∥ℓ,K =
∑
j∈JK

∥f ◦ χ−1
j ∥ℓ,χj(K∩Ωj), f ∈ C∞(M). (2.1)

This topology does not depend on the particular choice of finite covering of K nor on the

initial atlas of M .
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2.1. Partial Fourier Expansion on M × Tm.
Let U ⊂ Rn be an open set, and consider the m-dimensional torus Tm = Rm/2πZm. Given a

function f ∈ C∞(U × Tm) and ξ ∈ Zm, we define its partial Fourier coefficient as the function

f̂ξ ∈ C∞(U) given by

f̂ξ(t) =
1

(2π)m

∫
Tm

e−iξ·x f(t, x) dx, t ∈ U.

In the case where u ∈ D ′(U × Tm), for each ξ ∈ Zm, its partial Fourier coefficient is the

distribution ûξ ∈ D ′(U) defined by

⟨ûξ, ϕ⟩ = ⟨u(t, x), ϕ(t)⊗ e−iξ·x⟩, ϕ ∈ C∞
c (U).

We now recall a characterization of smoothness in terms of Fourier coefficients.

Proposition 2.1. A distribution u ∈ D ′(U × Tm) belongs to C∞(U × Tm) if and only if:

(1) ûξ ∈ C∞(U) for all ξ ∈ Zm;
(2) For every compact set K ⊂ U , every multi-index α ∈ Nn0 , and every N ∈ N0, there

exists a constant C > 0 such that

sup
t∈K

|∂αt ûξ(t)| ≤ C (1 + |ξ|)−N , ξ ∈ Zm.

Under these conditions, u admits the Fourier expansion

u(t, x) =
∑
ξ∈Zm

ûξ(t) e
iξ·x,

with uniform convergence on compact subsets of U × Tm. Moreover, u = 0 in D ′(U × Tm) if

and only if ûξ ≡ 0 for all ξ ∈ Zm.

In the general case of M × Tm, the partial Fourier coefficients are defined locally via charts.

This local definition is consistent with the global smooth structure of M and the standard

Fourier analysis on Tm.

2.2. Differential forms on M × Tm.
We now consider differential forms on M × Tm that involve only differentials coming from

the manifold M . We denote the space of such forms of degree q by Λ0,qC∞(M × Tm), where
the bigrading (0, q) indicates degree 0 in the torus variables x and degree q in the manifold

variables t. In a local coordinate chart (U, t1, . . . , tn) of M , a form f ∈ Λ0,qC∞(M × Tm) can

be written as

f |U×Tm =
∑
|J |=q

fJ(t, x) dtJ ,

where J = (j1, . . . , jq) denotes an ordered multi-index of length q, with 1 ≤ j1 < · · · < jq ≤ n,

and dtJ = dtj1 ∧ · · · ∧ dtjq .

For ξ ∈ Zm, the Fourier coefficient of f in local coordinates is given by

f̂ξ(t) =
∑
|J |=q

(f̂J)ξ(t) dtJ ∈ ΛqC∞(U),

yielding the expansion

f =
∑
ξ∈Zm

∑
|J |=q

(f̂J)ξ(t) e
iξ·x dtJ ,
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with uniform convergence on compact subsets. The smoothness of f is characterized by the

same decay condition on (f̂J)ξ as in the scalar case.

The local definition of partial Fourier coefficients is invariant under coordinate changes (see,

e.g., [4, Section 5]). Therefore, f̂ξ ∈ Λ0,qC∞(M) is globally well defined, and

f =
∑
ξ∈Zm

f̂ξ e
iξ·x

holds with uniform convergence on compact subsets.

This construction provides the natural framework for defining differential operators acting

on Λ0,qC∞(M × Tm) through their action on the coefficients (f̂J)ξ.

Proposition 2.2. For each ξ ∈ Zm, the map

f ∈ Λ0,qC∞(M × Tm) 7−→ f̂ξ ∈ ΛqC∞(M)

is continuous.

Proof. To prove continuity, we must show that for any seminorm ∥ · ∥ℓ,K defining the topology

of ΛqC∞(M), there exist a seminorm ∥ · ∥ℓ′,K′ on Λ0,qC∞(M × Tm) and a constant C > 0 such

that

∥f̂ξ∥ℓ,K ≤ C ∥f∥ℓ′,K′ .

Let ∥ · ∥ℓ,K be a seminorm on ΛqC∞(M). In local coordinates, the coefficients of f̂ξ are given

by

(f̂J)ξ(t) =
1

(2π)m

∫
Tm

e−iξ·x fJ(t, x) dx.

Differentiating with respect to t gives

∂αt (f̂J)ξ(t) =
1

(2π)m

∫
Tm

e−iξ·x (∂αt fJ)(t, x) dx.

Taking the supremum over t ∈ K0, where K0 is a compact set in the chart domain, we obtain

sup
t∈K0

|∂αt (f̂J)ξ(t)| ≤ sup
t∈K0

1

(2π)m

∫
Tm

|(∂αt fJ)(t, x)|dx

≤ 1

(2π)m

∫
Tm

sup
t∈K0

|(∂αt fJ)(t, x)|dx

≤ sup
(t,x)∈K0×Tm

|(∂αt fJ)(t, x)|.

This shows that the seminorms for the coefficients of f̂ξ onM are bounded by the corresponding

seminorms for the coefficients of f on M ×Tm. Summing over a finite atlas covering a compact

set K ⊂M , we conclude that ∥f̂ξ∥ℓ,K is bounded by a corresponding seminorm for f onM×Tm

(specifically, one defined on K ×Tm). This establishes that the map f 7→ f̂ξ is continuous from

Λ0,qC∞(M × Tm) to ΛqC∞(M). □

2.3. Projective Limits of Locally Convex Spaces.

Let {Ek}k∈N0 be a sequence of locally convex topological vector spaces equipped with linear

maps ϕj,k : Ek → Ej for j ≥ k, such that each ϕj,k is compact and satisfies the compatibility

condition ϕj,k ◦ϕk,ℓ = ϕj,ℓ. The projective limit of this system is the subspace E of the product∏
k∈N0

Ek defined by

E = {(xk)k∈N0 : xk = ϕk,j(xj), j ≥ k},
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endowed with the coarsest locally convex topology for which each projection

pj : E → Ej , pj(x) = xj , j ∈ N0,

is continuous. In this case we write E = proj limEk.

If each ϕj,k is injective, then so is every projection pj . In particular, for j ≥ k we may identify

Ej as a vector subspace of Ek, and E as a subspace of all Ek. In this setting, E can also be

viewed as the intersection
⋂
k∈N0

Ek, endowed with the coarsest locally convex topology that

makes each inclusion E ↪→ Ek continuous.

H. Komatsu proved in [15] that a topological vector space is a Fréchet–Schwartz (FS) space if

and only if it is the projective limit of a compact sequence of locally convex spaces. Furthermore,

by [15, Lemma 2], any compact sequence of locally convex spaces is equivalent to a compact

sequence of Banach spaces. Indeed, let ϕ : X → Y be a compact map and let V ⊂ X be an

absolutely convex neighbourhood of 0 such that ϕ(V ) = A ⊂ Y is a precompact, absolutely

convex subset of Y . Since V is a neighbourhood of 0, it generates X, and therefore ran(ϕ) ⊂
YA := span(A). If ϕ̃ denotes the restriction of ϕ with codomain YA, we can factor ϕ as

X
ϕ̃−→ YA

ι−→ Y,

where ι : YA → Y is the inclusion map. By [11, Chap. III, p. 8], the space YA is Banach when

endowed with the Minkowski functional pA of A,

pA(y) = inf{r ≥ 0 : y ∈ rA}.

Moreover, ϕ̃ is injective whenever ϕ is injective.

Applying this construction to the sequence {Ek}, and assuming that each ϕj,k is injective,

we obtain

· · · −→ E2
ϕ̃1,2−→ Ẽ1

ι−→ E1
ϕ̃0,1−→ Ẽ0

ι−→ E0,

where each Ẽk is a Banach space, the maps ϕ̃j,j+1 are injective, and the inclusions ι are compact.

Setting ψj,j+1 = ι◦ ϕ̃j,j+1 yields a compact sequence of Banach spaces equivalent to the original

sequence. In particular, if the ϕj,j+1 are injective, then so are the ψj,j+1, and we may identify

the projective limit E as a subspace of each Ek.

We now recall a fundamental result, due to G. Araújo [2], which characterizes the closedness

of the range for continuous linear maps between FS or DFS spaces.

Lemma 2.3. Let L : X → Y be a linear operator between FS or DFS spaces. The following

conditions are equivalent:

(1) ran(L) is closed in Y ;

(2) ran(tL) is closed in X ′;

(3) ran(L) is sequentially closed in Y ;

(4) ran(tL) is sequentially closed in X ′;

(5) ran(L) = ker(tL)⊥;

(6) ran(tL) = ker(L)⊥.

Proof. See [2, Lemma 2.2]. □

In the next subsection, we show that C∞(M) is the projective limit of a compact sequence

of nested Fréchet spaces, and therefore is an FS space.
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2.4. Local Sobolev Spaces.

Let U ⊂ Rn be an open set. For k ∈ N0, we denote by H k(U) the standard Sobolev space

H k(U) =
{
u ∈ D ′(U) : ∂αu ∈ L2(U) for all α ∈ Nn0 , |α| ≤ k

}
,

where derivatives are understood in the sense of distributions.

Let H k
0 (U) denote the closure of C∞

c (U) in H k(U). For every φ ∈ C∞
c (U), the multiplication

operator u 7→ φu acts continuously from H k(U) into H k
0 (U).

The local Sobolev space of order k ∈ N0 is defined by

H k
loc(U) =

{
u ∈ D ′(U) : φu ∈ H k(U) for every φ ∈ C∞

c (U)
}
.

Remark 2.4. For the purposes of this work, it will be convenient to use the equivalent charac-

terizations of local Sobolev spaces described by N. Antonić and K. Burazin in [1]. According to

their results, the definition of H k
loc(U) can be restricted to a family of test functions Φ ⊂ C∞

c (U)

satisfying the following property: for every x ∈ U , there exists φ ∈ Φ such that ℜ(φ)(x) > 0.

By [1, Lemma 3], this new definition of H k
loc(U) is independent of the choice of such a family Φ.

We endow each H k
loc(U) with the locally convex topology generated by the seminorms

∥u∥k,φ := ∥φu∥H k(U), φ ∈ Φ.

These seminorms make H k
loc(U) a Fréchet space [1, Theorem 1]. Moreover, the canonical em-

beddings C∞(U) ↪→ H k
loc(U), k ∈ N0, are continuous (see [22, Lemma 5.5]).

Given a compact subset K ⋐ U , we also define

H k
K(U) =

{
u ∈ H k(U) : supp(u) ⊂ K

}
,

which is a Banach subspace of H k(U). Then we set

H k
c (U) =

⋃
K⋐U

H k
K(U),

endowed with the usual inductive limit topology. This makes H k
c (U) a locally convex (non-

metrizable) topological vector space. Moreover, the embeddings

C∞
c (U) ↪→ H k

c (U) ↪→ H k(U)

are continuous (see again [22, Lemma 5.2]).

Theorem 2.5. For each k ∈ N0, the embedding H k+1
loc (U) ↪→ H k

loc(U) is compact.

Proof. See [1, Theorem 10]. □

Remark 2.6. It is clear that C∞(U) ⊂
⋂
k∈N0

H k
loc(U). In fact, equality holds. Indeed, let

u ∈
⋂
k∈N0

H k
loc(U). Then, for every bounded open subset V ⊂ U , we have u ∈ H k(V ) for

all k ∈ N0, which implies u ∈ C∞(V ). Since smoothness is a local property, it follows that

u ∈ C∞(U).

By Theorem 2.5, if we endow C∞(U) with the projective limit topology induced by the

sequence of compact embeddings H k+1
loc (U) ↪→ H k

loc(U), then C∞(U) becomes an FS space.

This topology is equivalent to the usual Fréchet topology of C∞(U).
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Proposition 2.7. Consider C∞(U) endowed with its usual Fréchet topology, and let E be the

Fréchet space obtained by endowing the vector space C∞(U) with the projective limit topol-

ogy induced by the spaces H k
loc(U). Then the identity map I : C∞(U) → E is a topological

isomorphism.

Proof. Let I : C∞(U) → E be the identity map. For each k ∈ N0, the canonical inclusion

C∞(U) ↪→ H k
loc(U)

is continuous (see, as above, [22, Lemma 5.5]). Since the projective topology of E is the

coarsest locally convex topology making all these inclusions continuous, it follows that I itself

is continuous.

The map I is bijective by definition. Moreover, both C∞(U) and E are Fréchet spaces. By

the Open Mapping Theorem, a bijective continuous linear map between Fréchet spaces has a

continuous inverse. Hence I−1 is continuous, and therefore I is a topological isomorphism. □

Remark 2.8. This result shows that the projective limit construction of C∞(U) via local Sobolev

spaces does not modify its topology. It only provides an alternative characterization of the

Fréchet–Schwartz structure of C∞(U) in terms of the compact sequence H k+1
loc (U) ↪→ H k

loc(U).

Now, let M be an n-dimensional smooth paracompact manifold, and let A = {(Ωj , χj)}j∈N
be a countable, locally finite atlas of M such that each Ωj is precompact. Let Φ = {φj}j∈N ⊂
C∞
c (M) be a partition of unity subordinate to the cover {Ωj}j∈N.
Following [17], we define, for each k ∈ N0,

H k
loc(M) :=

{
u ∈ D ′(M) : (φju) ◦ χ−1

j ∈ H k(Ω̃j), ∀j ∈ N
}
,

where Ω̃j := χj(Ωj) ⊂ Rn is assumed to be bounded.

Clearly, the family Φ = {φj}j∈N ⊂ C∞
c (M) satisfies the property that, for every x ∈ M ,

there exists φj ∈ Φ such that ℜ(φj)(x) > 0. In this setting, each H k
loc(M) becomes a locally

convex topological vector space when endowed with the family of seminorms

∥u∥k,j := ∥(φju) ◦ χ−1
j ∥H k(Ω̃j)

, j ∈ N.

This topology does not depend on the particular choice of the atlas A or of the subordi-

nate partition of unity Φ, and it makes H k
loc(M) a Fréchet space. Furthermore, the canonical

embeddings

C∞(M) ↪→ H k
loc(M), k ∈ N0,

are continuous.

Proposition 2.9. For each k ∈ N0, the space H k
loc(M) is a Fréchet space.

Proof. The topology of H k
loc(M) is defined by the countable family of seminorms

∥u∥k,j = ∥(φju) ◦ χ−1
j ∥H k(Ω̃j)

, j ∈ N,

hence it is metrizable. For instance, one may consider the metric

dk(u, v) =
∑
j∈N

1

2j
∥u− v∥k,j

1 + ∥u− v∥k,j
.

We now show that (H k
loc(M), dk) is complete.
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Let {un}n∈N be a Cauchy sequence in H k
loc(M). Then, for each fixed j ∈ N, the sequence

{(φjun) ◦ χ−1
j }n∈N

is Cauchy in the Hilbert space H k(Ω̃j). Since H k(Ω̃j) is complete, there exists ũj ∈ H k(Ω̃j)

such that

(φjun) ◦ χ−1
j −→ ũj in H k(Ω̃j), n→ ∞.

We claim that there exists u ∈ H k
loc(M) satisfying (φju)◦χ−1

j = ũj for all j. To define u, note

that for every x ∈M there exists at least one j such that φj(x) ̸= 0. On the set {x : φj(x) ̸= 0},
we may define

u(x) :=
(ũj ◦ χj)(x)

φj(x)
.

We must check that this definition is independent of j. If φi(x) ̸= 0 and φj(x) ̸= 0, then on the

overlap Ωi ∩ Ωj we have, for any n,

φi(φjun) = φj(φiun).

Passing to the limit in H k(Ω̃i ∩ Ω̃j) yields φi(ũj ◦χj) = φj(Ui ◦χi), which guarantees that the

function u above is well defined, independently of the chart chosen.

By construction, (φju) ◦ χ−1
j = ũj ∈ H k(Ω̃j) for all j, so u ∈ H k

loc(M). Finally,

∥un − u∥k,j = ∥(φj(un − u)) ◦ χ−1
j ∥H k(Ω̃j)

= ∥(φjun) ◦ χ−1
j − ũj∥H k(Ω̃j)

−→ 0,

as n→ ∞ for each j ∈ N. Hence un → u in H k
loc(M), showing that the space is complete. □

Proposition 2.10. For each k ∈ N0, the embedding C∞(M) ↪→ H k
loc(M) is continuous.

Proof. Let Φ = {φj}j∈N ⊂ C∞
c (M) be the partition of unity and A = {(Ωj , χj)} the atlas

defining the seminorms

∥u∥k,j = ∥(φju) ◦ χ−1
j ∥H k(Ω̃j)

.

For each fixed j, the operator u 7→ φju is continuous from C∞(M) to C∞
c (Ωj), and the inclu-

sions C∞
c (Ω̃j) ↪→ H k(Ω̃j), as well as the compositions with χ−1

j , are continuous. Hence, each

seminorm ∥ · ∥k,j is continuous on C∞(M), which proves the continuity of the embedding. □

Theorem 2.11. For each k ∈ N0, the embedding H k+1
loc (M) ↪→ H k

loc(M) is compact.

Proof. Let {un} be a bounded sequence in H k+1
loc (M). We show that it admits a convergent

subsequence in H k
loc(M).

Fix j ∈ N. By the continuity of multiplication by φj and of composition with χ−1
j , the

sequence {(φjun) ◦ χ−1
j } is bounded in H k+1

0 (Ω̃j). By the Rellich–Kondrachov theorem (see,

e.g., [25, Theorem 7.1]), the inclusion H k+1
0 (Ω̃j) ↪→ H k

0 (Ω̃j) is compact. Hence, there exists a

subsequence, denoted again by {un}, such that

(φjun) ◦ χ−1
j → ũj in H k(Ω̃j),

for some ũj ∈ H k(Ω̃j).

As in the proof of Proposition 2.10, the family {ũj} defines a well-defined u ∈ H k
loc(M), by

the local relation (φju) ◦ χ−1
j = ũj . Finally,

∥un − u∥k,j = ∥(φjun) ◦ χ−1
j − ũj∥H k(Ω̃j)

−→ 0 for all j,

so un → u in H k
loc(M). Therefore, the embedding is compact. □
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Theorem 2.12. We have

C∞(M) =
⋂
k∈N0

H k
loc(M),

and the usual Fréchet topology on C∞(M) is equivalent to the projective limit topology induced

by the sequence {H k
loc(M)}k∈N0.

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Proposition 2.7, using Proposition 2.10, Theorem 2.11,

and the Open Mapping Theorem. □

Hence, C∞(M) can be regarded as the projective limit of a nested sequence of Fréchet spaces

with compact and injective inclusions. In particular, C∞(M) is a Fréchet–Schwartz (FS) space,

and consequently its strong dual E ′(M) is a DFS space.

Furthermore, by the construction discussed at the end of the previous subsection, we can ob-

tain a nested sequence of Banach spaces with compact and injective inclusions whose projective

limit is topologically isomorphic to C∞(M). The same argument applies to spaces of smooth

sections of vector bundles over a smooth paracompact manifold M .

In particular, if Tm = Rm/2πZm is the m-dimensional torus, then, for each q = 0, 1, . . . , n,

ΛqC∞(M) and ΛqC∞(M × Tm) are FS spaces.

3. Global regularity and matrices of cycles

In this section, we briefly recall some results from [13] concerning the global hypoellipticity

of the operator

L0 : C∞(M × Tm) −→ Λ0,1C∞(M × Tm),

defined by

L0u = dtu+
m∑
k=1

ωk ∧ ∂xku, (3.1)

where dt denotes the partial exterior derivative on M , and ω1, . . . , ωm are real-valued, closed

1-forms on M . Recall that L0 is said to be globally hypoelliptic if

u ∈ D ′(M × Tm), L0u ∈ Λ0,1C∞(M × Tm) =⇒ u ∈ C∞(M × Tm).

Let M be a smooth compact manifold with boundary, and denote by M its interior. A scat-

tering metric on M is a Riemannian metric g which, in a collar neighborhood of the boundary,

takes the form

g =
dϱ2

ϱ4
+
g′

ϱ2
,

where ϱ :M → [0,+∞) is a boundary defining function and g′ is a smooth symmetric 2-tensor

that restricts to a Riemannian metric on ∂M . In this case, we say that (M, g) is a scattering

manifold. This class is quite broad: every manifold that is the interior of a compact manifold

with boundary admits such metrics. An important subclass of scattering manifolds consists of

manifolds with cylindrical ends (see the Appendix of [12]). For further details on the theory of

scattering manifolds, we refer to [18–20].

Throughout this section, we assume that M is a connected, orientable, n-dimensional man-

ifold which is the interior of a scattering manifold. Let H1
dR(M,∂M) denote the first relative
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de Rham cohomology group of compactly supported smooth forms on M , and define H1
∂M (M)

as the image of the map

H1
dR(M,∂M) −→ H1

dR(M), [ω] 7→ [ω].

We may regard H1
∂M (M) as a subspace of H1

dR(M): indeed, since H1
dR(M) is the de Rham co-

homology of forms smooth up to the boundary, its elements are determined by their restrictions

to the interior M , so that H1
dR(M) ⊂ H1

dR(M) naturally.

We denote by Λ1C∞
∂M (M) the space of smooth closed 1-forms ω on M whose cohomology

class satisfies [ω] ∈ H1
∂M (M).

Definition 3.1. Let ω ∈ Λ1C∞(M) be a closed 1-form on M . We say that ω is integral if

1

2π

∫
σ
ω ∈ Z for every smooth 1-cycle σ in M.

Proposition 3.2. Let Π : M̂ → M be the universal covering of M , and let ω be a real-valued

closed 1-form on M . Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) ω is integral;

(ii) For every ψ ∈ C∞(M̂) satisfying dψ = Π∗ω, we have

P,Q ∈ M̂, Π(P ) = Π(Q) =⇒ ψ(P )− ψ(Q) ∈ 2πZ.

Proof. See [13, Proposition 3.4]. □

Definition 3.3. Let ω1, . . . , ωm ∈ Λ1C∞
∂M (M) be a family of real-valued closed 1-forms on M .

We say that the family ω = (ω1, . . . , ωm) is:

(1) rational if there exists ξ ∈ Zm \ {0} such that

ξ · ω :=

m∑
k=1

ξkωk

is an integral 1-form;

(2) Liouville if ω is not rational and there exist a sequence of closed integral 1-forms {ωj}
and a sequence {ξ(j)} ⊂ Zm with |ξ(j)| → ∞, such that the family{

|ξ(j)|j (ξ(j) · ω − ωj)
}

is bounded in Λ1C∞(M).

Let [ϑ1], . . . , [ϑd] be a basis of H1
∂M (M), and let σ1, . . . , σd be smooth loops whose homology

classes form a basis of a subspace of H1(M ;R) dual to H1
∂M (M) in the sense that∫

σℓ

ϑk = δℓk, k, ℓ = 1, . . . , d.

Given a family ω = (ω1, . . . , ωm), we associate to it the matrix of cycles A(ω) ∈ Md×m(R),
whose entries are defined by

A(ω)ℓk =
1

2π

∫
σℓ

ωk.

Then, for every ξ ∈ Zm,

A(ω) ξ =
1

2π

(∫
σ1

ξ ·ω, . . . ,
∫
σd

ξ ·ω
)⊤

.
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Notice that the definition of A(ω) depends only on the cohomology classes [ω1], . . . , [ωm] ∈
H1
∂M (M). Hence, we obtain a well-defined linear map

A : H1
∂M (M)m −→Md×m(R), ω 7−→ A(ω).

Definition 3.4. A matrix A ∈ Md×m(R) is said to satisfy the Diophantine condition (DC) if

there exist constants C, ρ > 0 such that

|η +Aξ| ≥ C (|η|+ |ξ|)−ρ, (DC)

for all (ξ, η) ∈ Zm × Zd \ {(0, 0)}.

Lemma 3.5. If a matrix A ∈ Md×m(R) satisfies (DC), then there exist constants C > 0 and

N ∈ N such that

max
1≤ℓ≤d

∣∣ 1− e2πi ξ·aℓ
∣∣ ≥ C (1 + |ξ|)−N , ∀ ξ ∈ Zm \ {0},

where aℓ ∈ Rm denotes the ℓ-th row of A.

Proof. See [13, Lemma 3.7]. □

Proposition 3.6. Let ω = (ω1, . . . , ωm) be a family of closed 1-forms as above. Then:

(i) ω is rational if and only if

A(ω)(Zm \ {0}) ∩ Zd ̸= ∅;

(ii) ω is Liouville if and only if it is not rational and A(ω) does not satisfy (DC).

Proof. See [13, Proposition 3.8]. □

Hence, the global regularity of L0 can be characterized as in the subsequent Theorem 3.7.

Theorem 3.7. Let ω1, . . . , ωm ∈ Λ1C∞
∂M (M) be a family of real-valued closed 1-forms on M .

Then the operator

L0 = dt +
m∑
k=1

ωk ∧ ∂xk

is globally hypoelliptic if and only if the family ω = (ω1, . . . , ωm) is neither rational nor Liouville.

Proof. See [13, Theorem 3.3]. □

4. Regularity and closedness of the range in an abstract setting

In this section, we obtain conditions for the closedness of the range of operators on FS spaces

under suitable assumptions. This characterization is based on an abstract notion of global

hypoellipticity on pairs of topological vector spaces, introduced in [6]. As a consequence, we

show that a weaker notion of global regularity implies the closedness of the range of differential

operators acting on smooth sections of vector bundles over a general smooth paracompact

manifold.

First, we recall some basic notions and results. A pair of topological vector spaces is a 2-tuple

(E♯, E) where E is a linear subspace of E♯, endowed with a topology finer than the one induced

by E♯.
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Definition 4.1. Given two pairs (E♯, E), (F ♯, F ) of topological vector spaces, we say that P :

(E♯, E) → (F ♯, F ) is a map of pairs if P : E♯ → F ♯ is continuous, P (E) ⊂ F and the induced

map P : E → F is continuous. In this case, we say that:

• P satisfies property (H) if u ∈ E♯, Pu ∈ F ⇒ u ∈ E;

• P satisfies property (H′) if u ∈ E♯, Pu ∈ F ⇒ ∃v ∈ E such that Pu = Pv.

Note that, if P : (E♯, E) → (F ♯, F ) is a map of pairs, then (E♯/ kerP, E/(E ∩ kerP )) is

again a pair of topological vector spaces, and P descends to a quotient map of pairs

P ′ : (E♯/ kerP, E/(E ∩ kerP )) −→ (F ♯, F ).

Proposition 4.2. Let P : (E♯, E) → (F ♯, F ) be a map of pairs with F ♯ Hausdorff. If P satisfies

property (H), then the graph of P : E → F is closed in E♯ × F , that is, the map

γP : E −→ E♯ × F, u 7→ (u, Pu),

has closed range.

Proof. See [6, Lemma 5.2]. □

Lemma 4.3. A bounded linear map P : E → F between Fréchet spaces has closed range if

and only if the following holds: whenever {uℓ} ⊂ E satisfies Puℓ → 0, there exists a sequence

{vℓ} ⊂ E such that Puℓ = Pvℓ for all ℓ ∈ N and vℓ → 0.

Proof. See [16, p. 18]. □

Inspired by the proof of [7, Theorem 3.5], we obtain the following main result of this section.

Theorem 4.4. Let E,F be FS spaces represented as projective limits of nested compact se-

quences of Banach spaces,

E = proj limEk, F = proj limFk.

Let P : (E0, E) → (F ♯, F ) be a map of pairs, with F ♯ Hausdorff. If P satisfies property (H′),

then the range of P : E → F is closed.

Proof. Firstly, we observe that for any map of pairs P : (E♯, E) → (F ♯, F ), the quotient

(E♯/ kerP, E/(E ∩ kerP )) is again a pair of topological vector spaces, and P descends to a

quotient map of pairs

P ′ : (E♯/ kerP, E/(E ∩ kerP )) −→ (F ♯, F ).

Since P satisfies the hypotheses of Proposition 4.2, we apply this to our setting with K0 = kerP

and K = K0 ∩ E, so that P ′ satisfies property (H).

By Proposition 4.2, the associated graph map

γP ′ : E/K −→ (E0/K0)× F, u+K 7−→ (u+K0, Pu),

has closed range.

Notice that Y = ran(γP ′) is a closed subspace of the Fréchet space (E0/K0) × F , hence Y

is Fréchet. Since E/K is FS, the Open Mapping Theorem implies that γ−1
P ′ : Y → E/K is

continuous. Consequently, for each k ∈ N there exist j ∈ N0 and C > 0 such that

∥u+K∥Ek/K ≤ C
(
∥u+K0∥E0/K0

+ ∥Pu∥Fj

)
, u ∈ E.
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We claim that there exists C ′ > 0 satisfying

∥u+K∥Ek/K ≤ C ′∥Pu∥Fj , u ∈ E. (4.1)

Assume, by contradiction, that (4.1) fails. Then for each ℓ ∈ N there exists uℓ ∈ E such that

∥uℓ + K∥Ek/K > ℓ ∥Puℓ∥Fj . By rescaling, we may assume ∥uℓ + K∥Ek/K = 1. The quotient

norm is given by

∥u+K∥Ek/K = inf
{
∥v∥Ek

: v ∈ Ek, u− v ∈ K
}
.

Thus, for each ℓ we can find vℓ ∈ Ek with uℓ − vℓ ∈ K and ∥vℓ∥Ek
≤ 2. The sequence {vℓ} is

bounded in Ek, and the compact inclusion Ek ↪→ E0 implies that a subsequence {vℓ′} converges

in E0 to some v ∈ E0.

Since Pvℓ′ → 0, continuity gives v ∈ K0. Therefore, uℓ′ +K0 = vℓ′ +K0 → v+K0 = 0+K0,

and hence

1 = ∥uℓ′ +K∥Ek/K ≤ C
(
∥uℓ′ +K0∥E0/K0

+ ∥Puℓ′∥Fj

)
→ 0,

a contradiction. We conclude that (4.1) holds true. By Lemma 4.3, the range of the quotient

map u+K 7→ Pu is closed, and so is the range of P : E → F . □

Definition 4.5. Let E and F be smooth complex (or real) vector bundles over a smooth para-

compact manifold M . A differential operator

P : C∞(M,E) −→ C∞(M,F)

is said to be almost globally hypoelliptic if

u ∈ D ′(M,E), Pu ∈ C∞(M,F) ⇒ ∃ v ∈ C∞(M,E) such that Pu = Pv.

Corollary 4.6. Let E and F be smooth vector bundles over a paracompact manifold M . If

a differential operator P : C∞(M,E) → C∞(M,F) is almost globally hypoelliptic, then P has

closed range.

Proof. By the results in Sections 2.3 and 2.4, the spaces C∞(M,E) and C∞(M,F) are FS

spaces, each realized as a projective limit of a nested sequence of Banach spaces with compact

inclusions, {Ek}k∈N0 and {Fk}k∈N0 , respectively. In particular, we may view C∞(M,E) ⊂ E0

and C∞(M,F) ⊂ F0.

Now, the almost global hypoellipticity of P means precisely that the map

P : (E0, C
∞(M,E)) −→ (D ′(M,F), C∞(M,F))

is a map of pairs satisfying property (H′), and D ′(M,F) is Hausdorff. Hence, all the hypotheses
of Theorem 4.4 are satisfied, and the closedness of the range of P follows. □

Remark 4.7. In particular, [7, Theorem 3.5] (see also [5, Theorem 2.2]) remains valid in

the non-compact setting considered here. The converse, however, does not hold in general:

see [7, Example 3.6] for a vector field on the circle whose range is closed but which is not almost

globally hypoelliptic. Fortunately, the converse is true for the class of operators that will concern

us, as shown in the subsequent Theorem 4.8.
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Theorem 4.8. The operator L0 : C∞(M × Tm) −→ Λ0,1C∞(M × Tm), defined by

L0u = dtu+

m∑
k=1

ωk ∧ ∂xku, (4.2)

has closed range if and only if it is almost globally hypoelliptic.

Proof. If L0 is almost globally hypoelliptic, then it has closed range, by Corollary 4.6.

Conversely, suppose that L0 has closed range, and let u ∈ D ′(M ×Tm) be a distribution that

satisfies

L0u = f ∈ Λ0,1C∞(M × Tm).

Taking the partial Fourier expansion in the torus variables, we obtain, for each ξ ∈ Zm,

f̂ξ(t) = L0
ξ ûξ(t) = dtûξ(t) + i(ξ ·ω) ûξ(t).

By [13, Corollary 2.4], each Fourier coefficient ûξ belongs to C∞(M). Hence, we can recon-

struct f as

f = lim
ℓ→∞

∑
|ξ|≤ℓ

eiξ·x L0
ξ ûξ(t) = lim

ℓ→∞
L0

∑
|ξ|≤ℓ

eiξ·xûξ(t)

 ,

with convergence in Λ0,1C∞(M × Tm).
Therefore, f lies in the closure of ran(L0). Since the range of L0 is closed, there exists

v ∈ C∞(M × Tm) such that L0v = f . This proves that L0 is almost globally hypoelliptic. □

5. Global solvability

In this section, we establish necessary and sufficient conditions for the closedness of the range

of

L0 : C∞(M × Tm) −→ Λ0,1C∞(M × Tm),

where M is assumed to be the interior of a scattering manifold.

We begin by recalling that a smooth form f ∈ Λ0,qC∞(M×Tm) acts on a compactly supported

smooth form φ ∈ Λ0,n−qC∞
0 (M × Tm) by

⟨f, φ⟩ =
∫
M×Tm

f ∧ φ ∧ dx,

where dx = dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxm.

Thus, we can identify Λ0,qE ′(M × Tm) with the topological dual of Λ0,n−qC∞(M × Tm), so
that each Λ0,qE ′(M × Tm) is a DFS space.

As shown in [3], Stokes’ theorem implies that for forms f ∈ Λ0,qC∞(M × Tm) and φ ∈
Λ0,n−q−1C∞(M × Tm), one of which has compact support, we have∫

M×Tm

(Lqf) ∧ φ ∧ dx = (−1)q+1

∫
M×Tm

f ∧ (Ln−q−1φ) ∧ dx.

Consequently,

Lq : Λ0,qE ′(M × Tm) −→ Λ0,q+1E ′(M × Tm)

is the transpose of

(−1)q+1Ln−q−1 : Λ0,n−q−1C∞(M × Tm) −→ Λ0,n−qC∞(M × Tm),

and conversely.
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In this section we establish a complete characterization of the global solvability of the oper-

ator L0 and of its adjoint Ln−1.

Theorem 5.1. Let ω1, . . . , ωm ∈ Λ1C∞
∂M (M) be a family of real-valued closed 1-forms on M .

The following statements are equivalent:

(1) L0 is globally (C∞, C∞)-solvable;

(2) Ln−1 is globally (E ′, E ′)-solvable;

(3) Ln−1 is globally (E ′, C∞
c )-solvable;

(4) the family ω = (ω1, . . . , ωm) is not Γ1-Liouville;

(5) the matrix of periods A(ω) satisfies the Diophantine condition (DCΓ) with Γ = Γ1.

The notions of Γ-Liouville 1-forms and of the Diophantine condition (DCΓ) are milder variants

of the classical definitions of Liouville 1-forms and of condition (DC). They will be introduced

below in Definitions 5.5 and 5.6. The proof of Theorem 5.1 is developed through the results

that follow.

As is standard, the global (E ′, C∞
c )-solvability of Ln−1 yields a Hörmander-type estimate.

Proposition 5.2. Suppose that Ln−1 is globally (E ′, C∞
c )-solvable. Then, for every compact set

K ⊂M , there exist C > 0 and seminorms ∥ · ∥k, ∥ · ∥ℓ (depending on K) such that∣∣∣∣∫
M×Tm

ϕ(t, x) f(t, x) ∧ dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C ∥f∥k ∥L0ϕ∥ℓ,

for all f ∈ Λ0,nC∞
c (K×Tm) satisfying the compatibility condition (1.3) and every ϕ ∈ C∞(M×

Tm).

Proof. The argument follows the lines of [14, Lemma 6.1.2] and [24, Lemma VIII.1.1].

Let E denote the subspace of Λ0,nC∞
c (K×Tm) consisting of all f satisfying the compatibility

condition (1.3). Since E is a closed subspace of Λ0,nC∞
c (K×Tm), it is a Fréchet space with the

induced topology.

Next, set

F0 = C∞(M × Tm) ∩ kerL0, F = C∞(M × Tm)/F0,

and equip F with the family of seminorms ∥ϕ + F0∥ℓ := ∥L0ϕ∥ℓ, where ∥ · ∥ℓ are the standard

seminorms on C∞(M × Tm). This topology is well defined and makes F a Fréchet space.

Define a bilinear form B : E× F → R by

B(f, ϕ+ F0) =

∫
M×Tm

ϕ(t, x) f(t, x) ∧ dx.

The map B is well defined. Indeed, if ϕ1 − ϕ2 ∈ kerL0, then ⟨f, ϕ1 − ϕ2⟩ = 0 by (1.3), and

hence B(f, ϕ1 + F0) = B(f, ϕ2 + F0).

By [23, Theorem 34.1], a bilinear map between locally convex spaces is continuous whenever

it is separately continuous. Thus, it suffices to check that B is continuous in each argument.

For fixed ϕ ∈ C∞(M × Tm), the map f 7→ B(f, ϕ+ F0) is clearly continuous on E.

Now fix f ∈ E. Since Ln−1 is globally (E ′, C∞
c )-solvable, there exists u ∈ Λ0,n−1E ′(M × Tm)

such that Ln−1u = f . Then, for all ϕ ∈ C∞(M × Tm),

|B(f, ϕ+ F0)| =
∣∣∣ ∫

M×Tm

ϕ(t, x) (Ln−1u) ∧ dx
∣∣∣ = |⟨u,L0ϕ⟩| ≤ C ∥L0ϕ∥ℓ,
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for some constants C > 0 and ℓ ∈ N independent of ϕ, since u defines a continuous linear

functional on Λ0,1C∞(M × Tm). Thus B is separately continuous, and the desired estimate

follows. □

Lemma 5.3. If the family ω is not rational, then kerL0 consists only of constant functions.

Proof. The argument we employ is inspired by the approach in [9, Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2]. We

split it into two steps.

i) We begin with an auxiliary claim concerning the kernel of a simpler operator. Let α ∈
Λ1C∞(M) be a real-valued closed 1-form, and define the first-order operator

D : C∞(M) → Λ1C∞(M), Du = dtu+ i α u,

where we write αu instead of α∧ u since u is scalar-valued. Assume that α is not integral. We

show that kerD = {0}.

To this aim, let u ∈ C∞(M) satisfy Du = 0. Let Π : M̂ →M be the universal covering, and

let χ ∈ C∞(M̂) be such that dχ = Π∗α. Then

dt(Π
∗u) = Π∗(dtu) = − iΠ∗(αu) = − i (dχ)Π∗u,

so that

dt(e
iχΠ∗u) = 0.

Hence, Π∗u = c e−iχ for some constant c ∈ C. If p ∈M and A,B ∈ M̂ satisfy Π(A) = Π(B) = p,

then

u(p) = c e−iχ(A) = c e−iχ(B).

If c ̸= 0, we would obtain ei(χ(A)−χ(B)) = 1 for all such points, which by Proposition 3.2 means

that α is integral, a contradiction. Therefore c = 0, and the claim follows.

ii) Now, let h ∈ C∞(M ×Tm) satisfy L0h = 0. For each ξ ∈ Zm, the Fourier coefficients satisfy

L0
ξ ĥξ = dtĥξ + i(ξ · ω) ĥξ = 0.

If ω is not rational, then ξ · ω is not integral for any ξ ∈ Zm \ {0}. By the previous step i), it

follows ĥξ = 0 for all such ξ.

When ξ = 0, the operator L0
0 reduces to the exterior derivative dt onM . SinceM is connected,

any ĥ0 satisfying dtĥ0 = 0 must be constant. Therefore, h is constant, as claimed. □

5.1. Global solvability and regularity in subsets of frequencies.

Motivated by the results of [3, Section 4], we investigate the action of Lq on subspaces of

smooth differential forms whose Fourier series are supported on prescribed subsets of frequencies.

Let Γ ⊂ Zm be a subset. For each q = 0, . . . , n, we define

Λ0,qC∞
Γ (M × Tm) =

{
f ∈ Λ0,qC∞(M × Tm) : f̂ξ(t) ≡ 0 for all ξ /∈ Γ

}
.

By Proposition 2.2, this is a closed subspace of Λ0,qC∞(M × Tm). Hence, it is an FS space,

and carries the natural projection

f 7−→ fΓ =
∑
ξ∈Γ

f̂ξ(t) e
iξ·x.

Moreover, we have the topological direct sum decomposition

Λ0,qC∞(M × Tm) = Λ0,qC∞
Γ (M × Tm)⊕ Λ0,qC∞

Zm\Γ(M × Tm).
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Analogously, we define the spaces of distributions Λ0,qD ′
Γ(M × Tm). The operator Lq then

induces continuous linear maps

LqΓ : Λ0,qC∞
Γ (M × Tm) → Λ0,q+1C∞

Γ (M × Tm)

and

LqΓ : Λ0,qD ′
Γ(M × Tm) → Λ0,q+1D ′

Γ(M × Tm),

for q = 0, . . . , n− 1.

Proposition 5.4. The operator

Lq : Λ0,qC∞(M × Tm) −→ Λ0,q+1C∞(M × Tm)

has closed range if and only if both the restricted operators

LqΓ : Λ0,qC∞
Γ (M × Tm) → Λ0,q+1C∞

Γ (M × Tm)

and

LqZm\Γ : Λ0,qC∞
Zm\Γ(M × Tm) → Λ0,q+1C∞

Zm\Γ(M × Tm)

have closed range.

Proof. By Proposition 2.2, the map f 7→ f̂ξ is continuous for all ξ ∈ Zm. Hence, the subspaces

Λ0,qC∞
Γ (M × Tm) and Λ0,qC∞

Zm\Γ(M × Tm) are closed, and we have the topological direct sum

decomposition

Λ0,qC∞ = Λ0,qC∞
Γ ⊕ Λ0,qC∞

Zm\Γ.

Since Lq acts diagonally with respect to this decomposition, we obtain

ran(Lq) = ran(LqΓ)⊕ ran(LqZm\Γ),

and the statement follows. □

Definition 5.5. Let ω = (ω1, . . . , ωm) be a family of real-valued closed 1-forms on M . We say

that:

(1) ω is Γ-rational if there exists ξ ∈ Γ such that ξ · ω is an integral 1-form;

(2) ω is Γ-Liouville if it is not Γ-rational and there exist a sequence of closed integral 1-

forms {ωj} and a sequence {ξ(j)} ⊂ Γ with |ξ(j)| → ∞ such that { |ξ(j)|j(ξ(j) ·ω − ωj) }
is bounded in Λ1C∞(M).

Clearly, Γ must be infinite for a system ω to be Γ-Liouville.

Definition 5.6. A matrix A ∈ Md×m(R) satisfies the Diophantine condition (DCΓ) if there

exist constants C, ρ > 0 such that

|η +Aξ| ≥ C(|η|+ |ξ|)−ρ, (DCΓ)

for all (ξ, η) ∈ Γ× Zd \ {(0, 0)}.

By adapting the argument of [13, Lemma 3.7] to the present setting, we obtain the following

characterization.
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Lemma 5.7. If a matrix A ∈Md×m(R) satisfies the Diophantine condition (DCΓ), then there

exist constants C > 0 and N ∈ N such that

max
1≤ℓ≤d

|1− e2πiξ·aℓ | ≥ C(1 + |ξ|)−N , ξ ∈ Γ \ {0},

where aℓ ∈ Rm is the ℓ-th row of A.

Proposition 5.8. The family ω satisfies:

(i) ω is Γ-rational if and only if A(ω)(Γ \ {0}) ∩ Zd ̸= ∅;

(ii) ω is Γ-Liouville if and only if it is not Γ-rational and A(ω) does not satisfy (DCΓ).

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of [13, Proposition 3.8]. □

Definition 5.9. We say that the operator L0 is Γ-globally hypoelliptic if

u ∈ DΓ(M × Tm), L0u ∈ Λ0,1C∞(M × Tm) ⇒ u ∈ C∞(M × Tm).

Proposition 5.10. If ω is neither Γ-rational nor Γ-Liouville, then L0
Γ is Γ-globally hypoelliptic.

In particular, if ω is not Γ-Liouville, then L0
Γ has closed range.

Proof. The first assertion follows from the same arguments as in [13, Theorem 3.3]. The second

one is then a direct consequence of Theorem 4.8. □

Theorem 5.11. Suppose that the family ω is Γ-Liouville for some subset Γ ⊂ Zm. Then the

operator Ln−1 is not globally (E ′, C∞
c )-solvable.

Proof. Assume that ω is Γ-Liouville. Then there exist a sequence of closed integral 1-forms

{θj}j∈N and a sequence {ξ(j)}j∈N ⊂ Γ such that |ξ(j)| → ∞ and the family {|ξ(j)|j(ξ(j) ·ω−θj)}
is bounded in Λ1C∞(M).

For each j ∈ N, let ψj ∈ C∞(M̂) satisfy dψj = Π∗θj . Let Ω ∈ ΛnC∞(M) be a nonvanishing

n-form, which exists since M is assumed to be orientable. Fix φ ∈ C∞
c (M) with φ ≥ 0 and

φ > 0 on the interior of its compact support K ⊂M .

Since eiψj ∈ C∞(M) by Proposition 3.2, define

fj(t, x) = e−i(ξ
(j)·x−ψj(t)) φ(t) Ω(t) ∈ Λ0,nC∞

c (K × Tm),

and

gj(t, x) = ei(ξ
(j)·x−ψj(t)) ∈ C∞(M × Tm).

By construction, each fj belongs to Λ0,nC∞
c (K ×Tm). Moreover, from Lemma 5.3, we know

that kerL0 ∩ C∞(M × Tm) consists only of constant functions. Hence,∫
M×Tm

fj ∧ dx =

(∫
M
eiψjφΩ

)(∫
Tm

eiξ
(j)·xdx

)
= 0,

which shows that fj ∈ E (as defined in the proof of Proposition 5.2).

Furthermore, ∣∣∣∣∫
M×Tm

gj fj ∧ dx

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣∫
M×Tm

φΩ ∧ dx

∣∣∣∣ > 0. (5.1)

On the other hand, we have

L0gj = − i
m∑
k=1

(ξj,kωk − θj) e
i(ξ(j)·x−ψj(t)) ∈ Λ0,1C∞(M × Tm).
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Arguing as in the proof of [13, Theorem 3.3], there exists C > 0 such that for each ℓ ∈ N,

∥L0gj∥K,ℓ ≤ C |ξ(j)|−j .

Similarly, differentiating eiξ
(j)·x with respect to x gives

∥fj∥K,ℓ ≤ C |ξ(j)|ℓ.

Hence, for every fixed ℓ ∈ N,

∥fj∥K,ℓ ∥L0gj∥K,ℓ −→ 0, j → ∞.

Combining this estimate with (5.1) contradicts the inequality obtained in Lemma 5.2. There-

fore, Ln−1 cannot be globally (E ′, C∞
c )-solvable. □

5.2. Normal form on integral frequencies.

In the sequel we consider the subsets of frequencies

Γ0 = {ξ ∈ Zm : ξ · ω is integral} and Γ1 = Zm \ Γ0. (5.2)

For each ξ ∈ Γ0, let ψξ ∈ C∞(M̂) be such that

dψξ = Π∗(ξ · ω).

Then,

ψξ =
m∑
k=1

ξkψk,

where each ψk ∈ C∞(M̂) satisfies dψk = Π∗(ωk) for k = 1, . . . ,m.

Since ξ ·ω is integral by the definition of Γ0, it follows from Proposition 3.2 that eiψξ descends

to a smooth function on M .

Theorem 5.12. The operator

T : Λ0,qC∞
Γ0
(M × Tm) −→ Λ0,qC∞

Γ0
(M × Tm),

given by

T (u)(t, x) =
1

(2π)m

∑
ξ∈Γ0

ûξ(t) e
−iψξ(t)eiξ·x,

is well defined and is a topological isomorphism. Moreover,

LqΓ0
◦ T = T ◦ dt.

Proof. The argument follows the approach of the proof of [5, Proposition 5.1], with suitable

adaptations to the present setting.

Let

u(t, x) =
∑
ξ∈Γ0

ûξ(t)e
iξ·x ∈ Λ0,qC∞

Γ0
(M × Tm),

and note that, by continuity of the pullback,

Π∗u(t̂, x) =
∑
ξ∈Γ0

Π∗ûξ(t̂)e
iξ·x ∈ Λ0,qC∞(M̂ × Tm).

Define the smooth diffeomorphism Ψ : M̂ × Tm → M̂ × Tm by

Ψ(t̂, x1, . . . , xm) = (t̂, x1 − ψ1(t̂), . . . , xm − ψm(t̂)),
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whose inverse is

Ψ−1(t̂, x1, . . . , xm) = (t̂, x1 + ψ1(t̂), . . . , xm + ψm(t̂)).

Then,

Ψ∗Π∗u(t̂, x) =
∑
ξ∈Γ0

Π∗ûξ(t̂)e
i(ξ·x−ψξ(t̂)). (5.3)

Let us show that the right-hand side of (5.3) descends to M ×Tm as the form T u. For each

ℓ ∈ N, define the truncated sums

uℓ(t, x) =
∑

|ξ|≤ℓ, ξ∈Γ0

ûξ(t)e
iξ·x, wℓ(t, x) =

∑
|ξ|≤ℓ, ξ∈Γ0

ûξ(t)e
i(ξ·x−ψξ(t)).

Since uℓ → u in Λ0,qC∞(M × Tm), we also have

Ψ∗Π∗uℓ → Ψ∗Π∗u in Λ0,qC∞(M̂ × Tm),

and, by construction, Π∗wℓ = Ψ∗Π∗uℓ for all ℓ.

Fix t0 ∈ M and choose a neighborhood U ⊂ M such that Π : Û → U is a diffeomorphism

for some Û ⊂ M̂ . Then, the convergence of Π∗wℓ in Û × Tm implies the convergence of

wℓ in U × Tm. By estimating in compact subsets, these local limits glue to a global limit in

C∞(M×Tm), showing that T is well defined. The same argument for the inverse transformation

u(t, x) 7→ (2π)−m
∑

ξ∈Γ0
ûξ(t)e

iψξ(t)eiξ·x proves that T is a topological isomorphism.

Finally, let us verify the intertwining relation. For any u ∈ Λ0,qC∞
Γ0
, using that dt(e

−iψξ) =

−i(ξ · ω)e−iψξ , we compute:

(LqΓ0
◦ T )u =

(
dt +

m∑
k=1

ωk ∧ ∂xk
)( ∑

ξ∈Γ0

ei(ξ·x−ψξ(t))ûξ(t)
)

=
∑
ξ∈Γ0

ei(ξ·x−ψξ(t))dtûξ(t) = (T ◦ dt)u.

This completes the proof. □

Although the following result is well-known, we are not aware of a reference containing an

explicit proof. For the sake of completeness, we include here a simple argument, based on

Stokes’ theorem and de Rham’s theorem.

Lemma 5.13. Let M be a smooth manifold of dimension n. For every q = 0, . . . , n − 1, the

exterior derivative

d : ΛqC∞(M) −→ Λq+1C∞(M)

has closed range.

Proof. Let f belong to the closure of ran(d). Then there exists a sequence {un} ⊂ ΛqC∞(M)

such that dun → f in Λq+1C∞(M), where the topology is that of uniform convergence of all

derivatives on compact subsets.

By continuity of the exterior derivative,

df = lim
n→∞

d(dun) = 0,

so f is closed. Moreover, for any smooth (q + 1)-cycle γ (which is compact), we can pass the

limit under the integral sign. Then,∫
γ
f = lim

n→∞

∫
γ
dun = lim

n→∞

∫
∂γ
un = 0,
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where the last equality follows from Stokes’ theorem. Hence, f is a closed (q + 1)-form whose

periods vanish over all cycles.

By the de Rham theorem, a closed form with zero periods is exact, thus f ∈ ran(d). Therefore,

ran(d) is closed in Λq+1C∞(M). □

Proposition 5.14. Let M be a smooth paracompact manifold. Then the partial exterior deriv-

ative

dt : Λ
0,qC∞(M × Tm) −→ Λ0,q+1C∞(M × Tm)

has closed range for every q = 0, . . . , n− 1.

Proof. This statement is a particular case of [21, Proposition 1.3.1]. Indeed, by Lemma 5.13,

the exterior derivative d : ΛqC∞(M) → Λq+1C∞(M) has closed range for all q.

Moreover, both ΛqC∞(M) and C∞(Tm) are Fréchet–nuclear spaces, and we have the natural

topological isomorphism

Λ0,qC∞(M × Tm) ≃ ΛqC∞(M) ⊗̂C∞(Tm).

Under these conditions, [21, Proposition 1.3.1] ensures that the operator d⊗I on the completed

projective tensor product has closed range, which is precisely dt. □

Proposition 5.15. The operator

L0
Γ0

: C∞
Γ0
(M × Tm) −→ Λ0,1C∞

Γ0
(M × Tm)

has closed range.

Proof. This follows directly from Theorem 5.12 and Proposition 5.14. □

It remains to obtain conditions for the closedness of the range of L0
Γ1
, where Γ1 = Zm \ Γ0.

Proposition 5.16. If the family ω is not Γ1-Liouville, then L0
Γ1

has closed range.

Proof. This is a particular case of Proposition 5.10. □

Finally, combining all previous results in this section, we conclude the proof of Theorem 5.1.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. The equivalence (1) ⇔ (2) follows from Lemma 2.3, and the implication

(2) ⇒ (3) is immediate. The equivalence (4) ⇔ (5) is given by Proposition 5.8. The implication

(3) ⇒ (4) follows from Theorem 5.11. Finally, Propositions 5.15 and 5.16 yield (4) ⇒ (1). This

completes the proof. □
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Alberto 10, 10123 Torino, Italia

Email address: sandro.coriasco@unito.it
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