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GUILLARMOU’S NORMAL OPERATOR
FOR MAGNETIC AND THERMOSTAT FLOWS

SEBASTIAN MUNOZ-THON AND SEAN RICHARDSON

ABSTRACT. Guillarmou’s normal operator over a closed Anosov manifold is
analogous to the classical normal operator of the geodesic X-ray transform over
manifolds with boundary. In this paper, we generalize this normal operator,
under some dynamical assumptions, to thermostat flows as well as to the case
of the magnetic flows. In particular, we show that these generalized normal
operators are elliptic pseudodifferential operators of order —1 in each case. As
an application, we prove a stability estimate for the magnetic X-ray transform.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a volume-preserving Anosov flow ¢;: M — M over a smooth closed manifold
M with infinitesimal generator X, Guillarmou showed the existence of a self-adjoint
bounded operator II: C*°(M) — D'(M) from smooth functions to distributions
. One of the main properties of this operator is that it generates distributions
invariant under the flow, which has been an important topic of recent research in the
case of geodesic flows ¢y : SM — SM over the unit tangent bundle mg: SM — M of
a closed, oriented Riemannian manifold M . In the case of geodesic
flows, Guillarmou defined the normal operator Ily = my.1ln§ and proved that Il
is an elliptic pseudodifferential operator of order —1. This has applications to the
X-ray transform Iy := I o m§ where for each closed geodesic v, we define I to act
on a smooth function f € C*°(SM) by

Length(vy)
If(7) = / F (i, ),

and (z,v) is a position-velocity pair of v at some time. By identifying a symmetric
covariant m-tensor h with a function on the unit tangent bundle by =} h(z,v) =
hg(v, -+ ,v), this X-ray transform generalizes to such m-tensors by I,, := [ o 7}.
With applications to this X-ray transform I,,, Guillarmou generalized the previ-
ously introduced normal operator to symmetric covariant m-tensors by considering
I1,, = mpsIln,, and proved that II,, is an elliptic pseudodifferential operator of
order —1. The operator II,, plays an analogous role to the normal operator for the
X-ray transform on manifolds with boundary as studied in . Of par-
ticular importance is the case m = 2, for I corresponds to the linearization of the
marked length spectrum, which encodes the length of all closed orbits. Indeed, by
using the normal operator Iy, Guillarmou and Lefeuvre proved the marked length
spectrum of an Anosov manifold locally determines the metric which was

refined in |[GKL22|, making progress towards the Burns—Katok conjecture [BK85].
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In this paper, we generalize the theory of Guillarmou’s normal operator from geo-
desic flows to the more general magnetic and thermostat flows. For a geodesic flow,
a trajectory ~y(t) by definition does not accelerate with respect to the covariant
derivative D; induced by the Levi-Civita connection: D;y = 0. A magnetic flow
or: SM — SM has trajectories v(t) that model charged particles accelerated by a
magnetic field, governed by Dy = Y (y(¢),5(¢)) where Y: TM — TM must be of
the form (Y (z,v),w), = Q(v,w) for a closed 2-form €2 that encodes the magnetic
field.

A thermostat flow p;: SM — SM generalizes this class of flows further and has
trajectories () governed by Dy = Y (v(t),7(t)) for any bundle map Y: SM — N
taking values in the normal bundle N(z,v) = {w € T, M : (v,w), = 0}. We will
give more preliminary details on thermostat and magnetic flows in Section [2.2

In Section [3] we define an analogous normal operator IIj for the case of an Anosov
thermostat flow. Then under certain dynamical assumptions (discussed in detail
in Section , we show this normal operator Il is an elliptic pseudodifferential
operator for thermostat flows.

Theorem 1.1. Consider a topologically transitive Anosov thermostat flow and cor-
responding normal operator Ily. If the flow has no conjugate points and the stable
and unstable bundles are each transverse to the vertical, then Iy is an elliptic pseu-
dodifferential operator of order —1.

This result has applications to the ray transform of an Anosov thermostat flow
pt : SM — SM over functions given by Iy := I o w§ for

T
(1)) = / F(pe(e,v))dt

where «y is a closed thermostat orbit of period T with position-velocity pair (z,v)
at some time. The injectivity of such ray transforms has been studied over closed
surfaces [DP07,JP09,|AZ17], but little is known for the higher dimensional case. By
the same argument giving [Lef, Theorem 16.2.6], Theorem [1.1] immediately implies
the kernel of the thermostat ray transform is finite dimensional for an Anosov
thermostat flow over a manifold of any dimension.

Furthermore, we may relax the assumptions of Theorem for magnetic flows and
thermostat flows over a surface. Indeed, it is known an Anosov flow will be free of
conjugate points and that the stable and unstable bundles will be transverse to the
vertical bundle for a magnetic flow [PP94] and in the case of a thermostat flow over
a surface by [EM25, Theorem 1.5] and [DP07, Lemma 4.1]. Furthermore, we may
remove the transitive assumption: magnetic flows are volume-preserving, so the
Anosov property implies ergodicity (for M connected), giving topological transitiv-
ity. For thermostats, Ghys proved any Anosov flow over the unit tangent bundle
of a surface is topologically orbit equivalent to a geodesic flow over a surface of
constant negative curvature |[Ghy84, Theorem A], implying topological transitivity.
Thus Theorem has the following immediate consequence.

Corollary 1.2. If p;: SM — SM is an Anosov flow over a closed connected
manifold that is either

(a) a magnetic flow,
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(b) a thermostat flow over a surface,

then the corresponding normal operator Iy is an elliptic pseudodifferential operator
of order —1.

In Section[5] we generalize Guillarmou’s normal operator in a different direction: to
correspond with the magnetic ray transform over higher order tensors. In the case
of the geodesic flow, the X-ray transform appears naturally as the linearization of
the marked length spectrum. In the magnetic case, we have a similar phenomenom.
Indeed, if Q = da (i.e., for ezact magnetic systems), we define the magnetic action
over the curve : [0,7] — M by

Y 1
A(y) = 5/ |’y(t)|gdt + §T — / o.
0 ¥

It was shown in [CIPP00, Theorem 29], that on every non-trivial free homotopy
class, there is a minimizer of A, i.e., a magnetic geodesic. In the case of Riemannian
manifolds with boundary, the magnetic action was studied in [DPSU07]. As in
[DPSU07, Lemma 3.1], it can be shown that the linearization of A in the direction
[h, 8] € C®(S?(T*M)) x C>=(S(T*M)) is given by

LWW®%+AWW%

This motivates the definition of the magnetic ray transform by I,,[p, q] == I(7},p+
75 _1q) for [p,q] € C®(S™(T*M)) x C®(S™=Y(T*M)). In similar spirit to the
normal operator considered in [DPSUO07] for manifolds with boundary, we define
the magnetic normal operator

N — T (IT+ 1@ 1)1, Tmx(II+ 1@ D)k, 4 (1.1)
T T (1@ D)7, T (MM 1@ Dk, )7

which plays the role of the normal operator to I,,. This operator further generalizes
Guillarmou’s original normal operator for the geodesic flow and enjoys many of the
same properties (which we explore in Section , including its pseudodifferential
nature:

Theorem 1.3. N, € \Ilal(M) with principal symbol

2

1€l

. . -1 *
ON,, (iC, g) = dlag Cnymﬂ—kerizn Wm*ﬁmwkerign s

1 *
n,mflﬂ'kerim—l 7Tm—1*ﬂ-m—171’1(81”1711—1 .
3 3

The expression associated with the symbol follows from a potential-solenoidal de-
composition associated to a magnetic differential operator that we study in Section
@ The super-indices over i¢ denote the order of tensors on which it acts. Here,
Tker;, is the projection onto ker ¢, where i¢ is the contraction operator. Similarly

Lzt +m)

as in the case of the geodesic flow, we have C,, ,,, = T m) -
2

As a consequence of the pseudodifferential nature and Livsic theory developed by
Gouézel and Lefeuvre, we obtain a stability estimate for I,,,.
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Theorem 1.4. Assume that I, is s-injective. There exists sg € (0,1) and C,7 >0
such that for all f € CY(M,S™(T*M) x S™~1(T*M)):

17ker D5 flz0 < CllIm f Il ) I fl G

Here s-injectivity means that the kernel of I,,, is as big as possible: it is exactly the
range of a differential operator D,, which is closely related with the generator of the
magnetic flow F. Indeed, we have that Flr} 7y, 1] = [7} 1, Tm] D, (this is the
content of Lemma [4.4). Theorem [1.4]is proved in Section [} There, we also adapt
the proof of injectivity for I, given in [DPSUQ7| for manifolds with boundary,
under the assumptions that ¢ is negatively curved and the magnetic field is small.
This shows in particular that Theorem is a non-void result.

Finally, let us comment that, besides the motivation of generalizing the II,, op-
erator, the “more natural” motivation (and also for what the original II,, was
created) was to study rigidity questions. As we just mentioned above, N,, is re-
lated with I,,, which is the linearization of the magnetic action. Following the
Burns—Katok conjecture, one could ask if the marked magnetic action determines
the magnetic system (g,«) up to a proper group of transformations (or gauge).
In this case, besides the usual diffeomorphism, there is a exact one form on the
magnetic part. More explicitly, if ¢ is a diffeomorphism homotopic to the iden-
tity and ¢ and smooth function, then the marked magnetic action spectrum (i.e.,
the set of magnetic actions of magnetic geodesics on each free homotopy class) of
Ag o and Ay-g g atdyp coincide. A similar problem was studied on manifolds with
boundary in [DPSU07]. On closed surfaces, another generalization of the marked
length spectrum was recently studied in [AdSRT24]. They obtained rigidity results
by using the (Riemannian) length of magnetic geodesics.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Unit tangent bundle and geodesic flow. For any Riemannian manifold
(M, g), the unit tangent bundle is defined SM = {(z,v) € TM : |v|, = 1} and
comes with natural projection mg: SM — M. The unit tangent bundle is the phase
space for several relevant flows that we introduce in this section. As a first example,
consider the geodesic flow ¢;: SM — SM given by ¢ (z,v) = (Vo,0(t), Yz, (t))
where 7, ,(t) is the geodesic with initial position 7, ,(0) = = and initial velocity
Y2,0(0) = v. We denote the infinitesimal generator of the geodesic flow by X, a
smooth vector field on SM.
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The unit tangent bundle SM inherits natural geometric structures from the base
manifold M, which we now recall. Smooth curves Z: (—e,e) — SM over the unit
tangent bundle take the form Z(t) = (a(t), W(t)) for a smooth curve a: (—¢,¢) —
M over the base manifold together with a smooth vector field W (t) along «(t). Thus
we may think of a tangent vector § € T(, ., SM as the velocity vector of such a curve
= %|t=0 (a(t), W (t)) so that «(0) = = and W(0) = v. This expression together
with the Levi-Civita connection V and corresponding covariant derivative D, along
a(t) allows us to naturally identify ¢ with (a/(0), D;W (t)|,_,), which we can write
(dmo&,KE) using the connection map K& = DW/|,_,. To formalize this splitting,
consider subbundles V := ker dmy and H := ker K, then dmy: ﬁ(w,v) — T, M and
K: V(z,v) — {v}+ are linear isomorphisms, which allows us to write TSM = H&V.
To represent an element £ € T, ,)SM under this splitting, as before, we will write
& = (dmo(€),KE). Declaring this splitting to be orthogonal and using the metric
induced by g on each subbundle gives the Sasaki metric G on SM defined by

(&m ¢ = (dn(£), dr(n)), + (K, Kn),

for §,m € T(p)SM. The Sasaki metric induces the Liouville volume form d%
as well as volume form dS; on S;M. We use the Sasaki metric to orthogonally
decompose H = RX @ H further. In summary, we arrive at the splitting

TSM=XoHa®YV,

into the flow direction X = RX, the horizontal subbundle H, and the vertical
subbundle V. See [Pat99,[PSU23| for more details.

2.2. Magnetic and thermostat flows. Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian man-
ifold with Levi-Civita connection V. A magnetic field over M may be encoded
by a closed 2-form €2 over M, or by the resulting map Y: TM — TM given by
(Y(z,v),w), = Q(v,w), which governs the acceleration of a particle with unit mass
and charge by the Lorentz—Newton law

Dy =Y (v(t),7(1)- (2.1)

Here D; denotes the covariant derivative along ~(¢) induced by the Levi-Civita
connection. Let v, ,(t) denote the unique solution to with initial conditions
v(0) = = and 4(0) = v. These dynamics induce the magnetic flow @¢: SM —
SM on the unit tangent bundle by ¢(x,v) = (V4,0(t), Ya,0(t)) with infinitesimal
generator F(x,v) = %|t:0 (Va,0(t), Yz,0(t)). Under the splitting TSM = Heo Vv
described in Section we may identify F'(x,v) with (Y4 ,(0), D% .,(0)), which is
simply (v,Y (z,v)) by the Lorentz force law . We will often use this splitting
implicitly, for example by writing F(z,v) = (v, Y (z,v)).

In addition to magnetic flows, we will work with the more general thermostat flows
wr: SM — SM given by infinitesimal generator F'(z,v) = (v,Y (z,v)) under the
splitting TSM = H & V where the force Y: SM — N is a general bundle map
taking values in the normal bundle N(z,v) = {w € T, M : (v,w), = 0}.

Note F' has nonzero component in the direction X of the geodesic flow, so we may
write the splitting TSM =TF @ H @ V where we are denoting F := RF.
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2.3. Anosov Flows. The theory in defining Guillarmou’s operator II requires the
dynamics of the thermostat flow to be sufficiently chaotic and, in particular, we
require the Anosov property. Recall a flow ¢;: M — M over a closed smooth
manifold M with infinitesimal generator F' is called Anosowv if there is a continuous
and flow-invariant splitting of the tangent space

TM=Fa@E,oE,,

into the flow direction F := RF', the stable bundle, and the unstable bundle respec-
tively such that given an arbitrary metric | o | on M (recall that M is closed) there
exists constants C, A > 0 so that for all ¢ > 0

|dps(v)| < Ce™|v|  for v € E,
ldp_;(v)] < Ce M| for v € E,,.
For example, all Riemannian manifolds with strictly negative sectional curvature

have Anosov geodesic flow [Ano69]. When applying microlocal tools, we are often
interested in the dual splitting

T"M=E;® E; ®E;,
defined so that E}(FEs ® E,) =0, EX(E; ®F) =0, and E}(F, ®F) = 0.

2.4. Livsic theory. In dynamics, LivSic theory studies the obstructions to solve
Fu = f, where F is the generator of a certain Anosov flow ¢;: M — M. In our
context, this translates into nice properties for functions in (or near to) the kernel
of X-ray transforms. The classical result is the following.

Lemma 2.1. Let p;: M — M be a transitive Anosov flow. If f € C°(M)
integrates to zero on any closed trajectory of , then there exists u € C*° (M) such
that f = Fu.

The original theorem by Livsic himself is in Holder regularity, but we use the smooth
version from |dILMMS86]. We furthermore use some variations of the classical ver-
sion. A second result of interest for us is the non-negative Livsic Theorem [LT05],
which deals with functions whose integrals are, as the name suggests, non-negative.

Lemma 2.2. Let p;: M — M be a transitive Anosov flow. If the integral of f
over any closed orbit of the flow is non-negative, then there exists u € CP (M) such
that for any x and T we have

T
/O Four)dt > ulpr(x)) - u(z).

Another crucial result is the Approximate Liv§ic Theorem, originally proved in
[GL21] (see also |Lef, Theorem 11.1.5]). Here, one deals with functions that inte-
grate to at most €.

Lemma 2.3. Let p;: M — M be a transitive Anosov flow. There exists C, 1,3 > 0
constants such that the following holds: for any f € CY(M) with

sup |Lf(7)] <e,
YEP

there exist u,h € CP(M) such that f = Fu+ h and

IRl < C€T||f|\10_1(TM).
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Here P denoted the set of periodic orbits of ;.

2.5. Conjugate points and transversality of the vertical. An Anosov geo-
desic flow guarantees two useful properties: the absence of conjugate points and
the transversality of the vertical bundle to the stable and unstable bundles [Pat99).
Both properties are key to proving the ellipticity of Guillarmou’s II operator in
[Guil7], so we review these properties and their generalizations.

Given a flow p;: SM — SM over the unit tangent bundle of a smooth manifold,
we call two points (z,v) and ¢¢(x,v) conjugate if the vertical intersects itself non-
trivially under the flow: doy(V(x,v)) N V(dei(z,v)) # {0}. For a geodesic flow
over a Riemannian manifold, this is equivalent to the usual definition of conjugate
points with Jacobi fields.

Using the splitting TSM = FOH®V described in Section[2.2] we have an equivalent
dual description of conjugate points for thermostat flows. We say that the points
(z,v) and @;(x,v) are conjugate exactly when there exists ¢ such that

dof (F* @ H' (z,v)) NF* © H* (¢ (,v)) # {0}

Let ®: T*SM — T*SM denote the Hamiltonian lift ®;(z,&) = (¢i(x),de, £),
which allows us to once again rephrase the characterization of conjugate points:
the point (z,£) € T*SM is conjugate to ®.(x,&) if and only if (z,§) € F* @ H*
implies ®y(z, &) ¢ F* ¢ H*.

Next, we recall that for a geodesic Anosov flow, we have Es NV = {0} = E, NV
where FEs and F,, denote the stable and unstable bundles respectively and V denotes
the vertical bundle [K1i74][Man87].

For a general thermostat flow, it is unknown if the Anosov property guarantees
the absence of conjugate points or if the vertical bundle is transverse to the stable
and unstable bundles. Therefore, we will take these properties as an assumption
when necessary. However, the absence of conjugate points and this transversality
property is known to hold in both the case of magnetic flows [PP94] and in the
case of thermostats over a surface [EM25|] and therefore both assumptions may be
removed for these particular cases.

2.6. Anisotropic Sobolev Spaces. In this subsection we recall the construction
and the main properties of certain Hilbert spaces that will be useful to our purposes.
The results presented here are due to Faure-Sjostrand [FS11|, we also refer to
[Lef, Chapter 9].

Let ¢;: M — M be an Anosov flow with generator F. Let H be the Hamiltonian
vector field on T* M induced by the Hamiltonian o p(z, £) := (£, F(z)), the principal
symbol of P := %F, and let (®;);cr be the symplectic flow generated by H. Fix an
order function m € C°(T*M,[—1,1]), i.e., m is such that is 0-homogeneous in the
&-variable for |¢| large enough, such that m = 1 in a conic neighborhood of EZ%, and
m = —1 in a conic neighborhood of E;. Consider the associated escape function
G (2,8) :=m(x,&)log||y. Then:

i) HG(,6) < 0 for ¢, > R;



8 SEBASTIAN MUNOZ-THON AND SEAN RICHARDSON

i) HGp(z,§) < —C < 0 for all (z,&) in a conic neighborhood of E* U E} and
such that |£], > R, for some constant C' > 0.

We now define A, := Op(e*“m). Next, we define the anisotropic Sobolev spaces by
Hi (M) == ATHLA(M)),  HZ(M) = A(L*(M))

We have that C*°(M) C Hj, (M) C D'(M). Furthermore:

Lemma 2.4. For any s > 0, the following inclusions are continuous:

H*(M) C HL(M) C H5(M)

The moral of these spaces is the following: the space H3 (resp. H?) is defined
microlocally to have Sobolev regularity H® (resp. H*) in a conic neighborhood of
E? and regularity H~*® (resp. H®) in a conic neighborhood of E;.

2.7. Meromorphic extension of resolvents. Let ¢;: M — M a volume pre-
serving Anosov flow, and let F' be its generator. Then ¢F' is an unbounded self-
adjoint operator in L?(M), with L2?-spectrum contained in R and the resolvents

o
Ri(2)=(FF —2)" ' = —/ eTtHe 4L,
0

are well defined bounded operators on L?(M) for Re(z) > 0 big enough. However,
we can extend it when we consider it as an operator between anisotropic Sobolev
spaces.

Lemma 2.5 (|FS11], |[Lef, Theorem 9.1.6]). Let pi: M — M an Anosov flow.
Then,

Ri(2) = (FF — 2)71: HE(M) = HL(M)
is a meromorphic family of bounded on {Re(z) > —cs + u}, where ¢c,u > 0 are

constants depending on the flow, and s > 0. Furthermore, the poles do no depend
on the choices made on the construction of H5:(M).

Thus around any pole 2y € C, the resolvents admit a Laurent expansion

N(Z())

Ri(z) = RY'(2) = )

k=1

(FF —2)F g
(z—20)F
where the operators H;—LO are the spectral projections.

The normal operator we consider in this paper is built from the holomorphic part
RI°Y(2) of each resolvent and we will need the following characterization of its
wavefront set.

Lemma 2.6 ([DZ16]).
WF(RY(2)) C A(T*M)UQy U (E; x EY),
where A(T* M) is the diagonal, and
Qp = {(Pu(,€),7,8) : £ = 0 and {(F(x)) = 0},

is the positive flow-out.
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Recall for an operator A: C*(Y) — C*°(X) the wavefront WF(A) € T*(X xY)
is defined to be the wavefront of the Schwartz kernel K4 € D'(X x Y) of A.
Importantly, if u € D'(Y) then
WF(Au) C WF'(A) o WF(u) U WFy (4),
where we are using the notations
WF (A) = {(2,8) e T*X N 0:Jy € Y s.t. (2,€,y,0) € WF'(A)},
WEF'(A) o WF(u) = {(z,€) € T*X \0: 3(y,n) € WF(u) s.t. (2,6,9,m) € WF'(A)},

and in the above

WE'(4) = {(2,&y,—n) : (z,&,y,m) € WF(A)}.
Then the expression for WF(R}°!) given in Lemma [2.6{ bounds WF (R, (z)u) by
Corollary 2.7. Take u € D'(M), then
WE(RY(2)u)
C {(l‘, _E) : (l‘,g) € WF(U’)}
U{(2,§) e "M~ 0:3(y, —n) € WF(u) s.t. n(F(x)) =0, (z,) = Pe(y,n)}
U{(z,8) e T*"M N 0:3(y,—n) € WF(u) s.t. (z,&,y,—n) € E x EX}.

Mixing Anosov flows preserving a smooth volume form have a simple pole at 0
[Guil7, Lemma 2.5] and so in this case
H:l:
Ri(z) = R¥(2) — =2 (2.2)
For a topologically transitive Anosov flow on a 3-manifold (e.g. SM where M is a
surface), then also holds by |[CP25, Lemma 3.1]. In fact, the same argument
by Ceckié¢ and Paternain holds verbatim for arbitrary dimension, so holds for
a general topologically transitive Anosov flow.

2.8. The Normal Operator. For a topologically transitive Anosov flow, we con-
sider Guillarmou’s operator 11 := —(R%1(0) + R"!(0)).

Next, suppose the Anosov flow ¢;: SM — SM is over the unit tangent bun-
dle of a Riemannian manifold M. Recall a symmetric covariant m-tensor h €
C>(S™(T*M)) can be naturally identified with a function over SM by the map
s C°(S™(T*M)) — C*°(SM) defined by (7*h)(x,v) = hy(v,...,v). This iden-
tification map has natural adjoint

Ton: D(SM) = D' (S™(T*M)), (T fy W) son peny = (o i) 521

given by the natural pairing with a smooth symmetric covariant m-tensor h €
C>(S™(T*M)) induced by the metric on M. We also recall (|[Lef, Lemma 14.1.6])
that

(TR (01, o) = /S  (0)g(0,00) g0, 0, ) (2.3)

Considering these three operators together gives the normal operator 11, == . (IT+
1® 1)m,. We also recall some properties that will be useful throughout this work.
They were originally proved in [Guil7], see also |Lef, Lemma 9.2.9].
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Lemma 2.8. Let p;: SM — SM be an topologically transitive Anosov flow with
generator given by F'. Then:

(i) IF = 0.
If in addition the flow preserves a volume form, then:

(i) I is formally self-adjoint.

(iii) (ILf, fir= > 0. Moreover, the equality is equivalent to IIf = 0, and this is
furthermore equivalent to the existence of v € ker F' and u € C*°(SM) so
that f = Fu+ v.

3. NORMAL OPERATOR FOR THERMOSTAT FLOWS

We may directly extend the definition of the normal operator from geodesic flows
to thermostat flows. Indeed, consider a general Anosov thermostat flow ¢;: SM —
SM as defined above (Section and let Ry(2) = (FX — 2)~! denote the mero-
morphic extension of the resolvents defined in Section 2.7} Then we may define
the operator I := —(R1°!(0) + R"!(0)) in exactly the same way, which allows us
to define the normal operator II,, = mp« (Il + 1 ® 1)7},. In this section, we prove
Theorem To begin with it, we write the holomorphic parts as follows:

Lemma 3.1. Suppose the resolvent R (z) of an Anosov flow pi: M — M has a
simple pole at 0. Then we have

oo

R (0) = / (Bt + RE(0) / X (D)t — / Y (BdmE  (3.1)

where x(t) is any compactly supported smooth bump function that is 1 near 0.

Proof. We give the computation for Rt°!(0) following |Guil7,/Lef] with the case of
R"(0) being similar. To begin, take any smooth bump function x(t) so that x = 1
on [0,e/2] and x = 0 on [g,00), then for Re(z) > 0 decompose the resolvent as
follows.

o0
Ro(z) = / e dt
- / x(B)e " ydt + / (1 x(t)e " it

=[xt R [ X0
0 0

Now we are equipped to compute R%°'(0) = lim._,o R%°!(2). Taking the limit of
the holomorphic part of the above and using e~* = 1 — tz + O((¢2)?) yields

R?(0) = lim RY'(2)

_ /0 g dt + RE(0) /0

oo

Vet~ [y oy,
0
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Note the last term in the above expression follows by the integration by parts and
the following computation

o0 o0 o0
Hg/ Y'te tdt = Har <XtetF|8° —/ e Fdt —/ XtFetht>
0 0 0

oo oo o0
=— / e at — / xt(IO§ Fle dt = — / XTI,
0 0 0

where in the last equality we used that for the first integral that HJ et = Hg
since the Hg is the projection onto the set of invariant functions, and for the second
one we used the fact IIJ F = 0.

O

The decomposition for the resolvents provided in Lemma[3.1]yields a decomposition
for the normal operator Il,, = mp,.II7}, by composing with the pullback operator
m, and the pushforward operator m,,.. After applying these operators, we will
follow [Guil7] to show the middle term of is smoothing. First, however, we
must recall the wavefront set of the operators =7, and 7. Indeed, recall the
wavefront of the pullback operator is constrained as follows.

Lemma 3.2 (|Lef]).
WF(r!,h) C {(z,€) € T*M : I(y,n) € WF(h) s.t. y = mo(z),£ =drgn}.  (3.2)

Next, note the wavefront of 7}, selects only the wavefront in X @ H as follows.
Lemma 3.3 (|Lef]).

WEF(Tpmstt) C {(x,€) : Jv € Su M s.t. ((z,v),dr"€) € WF(u)}. (3.3)
Additionally, the following result will allow us to further restrict the wavefront of
terms in (3.1).

Lemma 3.4 ([Lef]). Let F generate the flow pi: M — M with symplectic lift
O: T*M — T*M and let x € CX(R) be a cutoff function. Then,

WF ( [ O; X(t)@dtu)

C{(x,&) € T*M : £(F(x)) = 0 and 3t € supp(x) s.t. ®(x,&) € WF(u)}.

The preceding descriptions of the wavefront set allow us to conclude
Lemma 3.5. Let p;: SM — SM be a flow such that

(i) the flow ¢ is topologically transitive,
(ii) the stable (resp. unstable) bundle of the flow is transverse to the vertical
bundle,
(iii) the flow p; has no conjugate points.

Then letting R == R (0) (resp. R := R™(0)), the following operator is smoothing:

" / N (3.4)
0
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Proof. We successfully apply each of the composed operators in while keep-
ing track of the wavefront set as done in [Guil7| for geodesic flows. To begin,
let uw € D'(M,S™T*M) be a symmetric m-tensor distribution, and apply the left-
most operator 7, : D'(M,S™T*M) — D'(SM), recalling the wavefront set of the
resulting distribution 7,u € C°°(SM) is controlled by (3.2).

In particular, since ker(dmg) = V, we have dry n € F* @ H*. So
WF(r,u) C F* & H". (3.5)

Next apply the integral component of the operator, using [Lef, Excercise 6.2.9].
Indeed, applying Lemma [3.4] together with supp(x’) C [/2,¢] and (3.5)) yields

WF (/Ooo X’(t)«p*tdtw;;h)
C{(z,&) e T*SM : £(F(z)) = 0 and 3t € supp(x’) s.t. P_,(z,&) € WF(m u)}

CH{®u(x,8) -t € [e/2,¢], (2, &) € H'}.
where ®; is the Hamiltonian lift of the flow and in the final step we used that
(2,€) € F* @ H* and &(F(z)) = 0 implies (z,£) € H*. Next we will apply the
holomorphic part of the resolvent R%°'(0) with the case of R"!(0) being similar.
Importantly, it is a result of Dyatlov and Zworski [DZ16, Prop 3.3] that allows us

to control the wavefront set of RE_OI(O)’U by the wavefront of the distribution v. In
particular, Corollary [2.7] promises

WEF (REY(0)v) € {(z, =€) : (z,€) € WF(v)}
U{(z,&) e T*SM ~ {0} : I(y, —n) € WF(v)
U{(z,§) € T"SM ~ {0} : I(y, —n) € WF(v)

s.t. (F(x)) = 0, (2, ) = :(y, )}
st (2,&,y,—n) € B, x E}.

v

v

We would like to apply this for v = [° X' ()¢ dtn),u with WF(v) C {®y(2,€) : t €
[e/2,¢],(z,&) € H*}. Consequently, all (z,£) € WF(v) can be written as ®,(z,7)
for n(F(x)) = 0 and therefore the first set in the above union can be absorbed into
the second set in the above union. Furthermore, by the transversality assumption
we have (Es @ F) NV = {0}, implying E* N H* = {0}. But then by invariance of
E%, we find that for (z,&) € H*, we have ®,(z,€) ¢ E? for all t € R and therefore
the last set in the above union is empty. Therefore, evaluating the second set in the
union with WF(v) C {®:(x,&) : t € [e/2,¢], (z,£) € H*} as found earlier, we find

WF (Ri‘)l(())/ x/(t)goftdtﬁfnu>
0
C{(z,8) eT*SM \0: Dy(x,€) : t >¢e/2,(x,&) € H*}.
Finally, we aim to show

oo
WF <7rm*Rf;°1(0) / X ()" tdm;u> =o.
0

By (3.3)), it suffices to have ®,(z,¢) ¢ F* & H* for ¢t > ¢/2 if (x,£) € H*, which is
exactly the condition that the flow ¢; has no conjugate points. ([
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Lemma 3.6. For a thermostat flow py, the operator

€
N::/ / oy modtdS,
SeM J—e

is an elliptic pseudodifferential operator of order —1.

Proof. This follows from a change of coordinates together with [DPSU07, Lemma
B.1] as done in [FSUO§|. Indeed, denote vy, (t) == mp 0 ¢ (z, v) the curve generated
by the flow with initial position x and initial velocity v and consider the change of
variables (t,v) — 7,.,(t). Next, use the flow to obtain exponential chart T, M — M,
which we denote £ — exp,(£), i.e., exp,(§) is just the projection onto the manifold
of the flow. In these exponential coordinates, using the metric g to define the norm
on T, M, we can convert to spherical coordinates (r,w). This process gives the
change of variables (t,v) — (r,w) and we denote the Jacobian by

a(r,w)

a(t,v)

After identifying f with its pullback under this coordinate change then extending
f by 0, our operator becomes

J = det

R(w)
Nf= //0 J N, r,w) flx + rw)drdw. (3.6)

Therefore, by [DPSU07, Lemma B.1] the normal operator (3.6]) is a classical pseudo-
differential operator of order —1 with principal symbol

ao(z,§) = 2m I (2,0,w)d(w - §)dos(w),
S,U
where U is an open set. Finally, a direct computation gives J(z,0,w) = 1, confirm-

ing that N is an elliptic pseudodifferential operator.

O

Proof of Theorem[I.1. Let ¢i: SM — SM denote the thermostat flow over the
unit tangent bundle of a manifold M. We then must compute the normal operator
Iy = —mo« (RE1(0) + R™'(0) + 1 ® 1)m§. By Lemma 3.1| we have

oo

RIY(0) = /0 X(8) @k dt + R}fl(O)/O X' (t)p%dt + smoothing. (3.7

Indeed, the last term given in (3.1)) is smoothing because the spectral projections HS—L
simply integrate over the SRB measures. In addition, by Lemma the operator

T BP0 [ W)t

is smoothing, which is precisely the second term of (3.7) after pre-composing and

post-composing by 7 and 7,,. respectively. Therefore we may write the normal

operator Il as follows:

Iy = 75 (R4 (0) + R (0))m; + smoothing

= </ x(t)* dt +/ x(t)g&fdt) o« + smoothing
0 0
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= o« / X ()i i dt + smoothing.

— 00
We hope to show Il is a pseudodifferential operator of order —1, so have to study
the singularities of the Schwartz kernel K of IIy. Indeed, the Schwartz kernel K (x, -)
for some fixed © € M is reflected in the operator operator f — Ilyf(x) for some
x € M which, up to smoothing, is simply

€
/ / pimodtdS,.
SeM J—¢

That is, by taking € small enough, the analysis of the singularities of the Schwartz
kernel of 1y at each = € M is equivalent to the analysis of the corresponding normal
operator

/ / prmidtdS, : C®(SM') — C™(SM')
Sa M’

over M := {7,,,(t) : t € [~&,¢],v € S;M}. By Lemma [3.6 this operator is an
elliptic pseudodifferential operator of order —1. O

4. MAGNETIC POTENTIAL-SOLENOIDAL DECOMPOSITION

In this section we work with magnetic flows, introduced in Section In order
to help us to understand the magnetic ray transform and the magnetic normal
operator, we are interested in generalizing the potential-solenoidal decomposition
available in the Riemannian setting. To this end, first following [OPS25], one can
extend the Lorentz force to tensors as follows:

Y(T),(vi,...,0m) = %(Tx(Y(’Ul),U27 cey U)o+ T(vg, ., Y (o)), (4.1)
where T € C®°(S™(T*M)), v1,...,vm € TuM, and Y f = f for any f € C°(M).
Following [DPSUOQT7,OPS25], we define the magnetic potential by
D,: C®(S™(T*M)) x C®(S™ HT*M)) — C®(S™HT*M)) x C=(S™(T*M)),

[§;m) = [DE + (m —1)Y (1) @ g, Dy + mY (§)],
where D is the symmetrized covariant derivative given by
D:=80V:C®(M,S™(T*M)) — C(M, S™(T*M)).
Here, as usual, V denotes the Levi-Civita connection, and S the symmetrization.

In this way, D maps symmetric tensors of order m to symmetric tensors of order
m + 1. We also write D, as the following matrix valued differential operator:

D, - (fy (m =17 9 ®g) |

For [p, q],[r,s] € C°(S™(T*M)) x C>(S™~1(T*M)), we define its L? product by
<[ ,Q], [7“, 8]>L2 = <p7 7”>L2(M,T*M®m,vmg) + <q78>L2(M,T*M®<m—1>,\/01g)-

We recall that the space L?(M, T* M®™, Vol,) is endowed with the usual L? product

on tensors induced by the Riemannian metric, see [Lef, Section 14.1]. We denote

by L2 the space of pairs of symmetric tensors with finite L?-norm. In a similar

fashion, we will write H® to denote the space of pairs of symmetric tensors with
finite H%-norm, where the norm is defined in the obvious way. We omit the order
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of the pair in order to simplify the notation, but we mention it when it is necessary
to avoid confusions.

Our first task will be the study of the operator D,,. As we will show later, this will
be useful to understand the kernel of I,,,, and the structure of pairs of symmetric
tensors.

Lemma 4.1. The formal adjoint of D, with respect to the L2 product is

* o0 m * e’e) m—1 * (e’e) m—1 * o0 m—2 *
Dy:C (S™(T*M))xC>(S (T*M)) = C>(S (T*M))xC>(S (T*M)),
given by

—mtrY  —tr(Ve)

We call Dy, the magnetic divergence.

D: — (— tr(Ve) —(m — 1)Y> .

Proof. Let [p,ql, [r,s] € C®(S™(T*M))xC>(S™~YT*M)), where [r,s] = D, [£,n]".
Then,

([p;dl, [r, sl = /M{(I% DE) +(m = 2)(p, Y (n) @ 9) + (¢, Dn) + (m = 1)(¢, Y(£))}

= /M{(D*Z% §) + (m=2)(p,Y(n) @9) + (D*¢,n) + (m = 1)(¢, Y(£))},

where we used the adjoint of D is D* := —tr(Ve), see for instance |Lef, Lemma
14.1.8]. To deal with the other terms, let {e/}7_, be an orthonormal frame on T'M.

Then, using (4.1
Y(ﬁ)jl---jm—l = Y(E)(ejl7 sy 6jm,—1)

1
= (Ea(Y(€),),€hns - rej )+ 4 Eules, . Y (e, 1))

1 m—1

k

= m Z lefjl...k...jm,y
=1

On the other hand, since Y is antisymmetric, we have

i1J1 Im—1Jm—1,. . ke o0
/ g ceeg T q21..vlm71lefk]2~-Jm71
M

_ i1 im—1im-1yk ) S
- _/ gt gmotm lnlqk'~~zm—1§]lj2~~]m—l'
M
Thus,

i1J1 Im—1Jm—1,. L
g g i q11-~'7ﬂrn71Y(§).71-<~]7nfl

=

| @y -

1

i1J im—1Jm—
g 1J1 ceeg 1] 1Qi1...im,1x
m—1 M

k
Y58 ikeodm

giljl T 'gimiljmil (_Y(q))il~~‘imfl£jl‘“jmfl

m—1
£=1
~/M
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- [ .o

From this follows that the adjoint of ¥ (acting on (m — 1)-tensors) is —Y . Finally,
note that if m = 2, we have that (m — 2)Y(n) ® g = 0, while if m # 2 using
Y* = =Y and the fact that (m —2)Y(n) ® g = mY (n ® g) (which follows from
[OPS25, Equation (3.18)] with £ =1 and n = 0), we see that

/ (m—2)(p.Y (1) ® g) = / (mp, Y (n® g))
M

M

:/ (=mY(p),n®g)

M

:/ (=mtrY(p),n).
M

Therefore,
<[pv Q]v [T’ 8]>L2 = {(D*p + (1 - m)Y(q)v 5) + (D*q - mtrY(p), U)}dVOL
M
which proves the claim. O

Remark 4.2. In the particular case where D}, acts on pairs [p, q] where p is a
2-tensor and ¢ a 1-form, from the proof we conclude that
D — —tr(Ve) -Y
me 0 —tr(Ve) )’
which coincides up to a factor on the top-right entry with the adjoint operator from

[DPSU07, Equation (3.23)]. The factor that appears there is added since was useful
to obtain some bounds in that previous work.

Definition 4.3. The pair [p, q] € C°(S™(T*M)) x C>°(8™~Y(T*M)) is called po-
tential if [p,q] = D,[¢,n]" for some [¢,7] € C°(S™~HT*M)) x C°(S™=2(T*M)).

Next, we obtain an identity that helps us to relate I’ with D,,. In this way, we are
able relate potential tensors with the kernel of the ray transform.

*

Lemma 4.4. F[r},, 7} _4

. | =mp i1, mn] Dy In particular, ranD,, C ker I, .

We recall that from the introduction I,,[p,q] = I(n},p + 7},_1q). The proof is
essentially the same as in [OPS25, Lemma 5.1], so we omit it. The case of equality
on Lemma [£4] is of particular interest.

Definition 4.5. We say that I,,, is solenoidal injective (abbreviated as s-injective)
if ranD,, = ker I,,.

Being s-injective means that the whole kernel of the ray transform are the ones
given by Lemma [£.4] i.e., pairs of tensors that can be written as potentials. The
name solenoidal will have more sense (and is explained) after Theorem

Now we show that D, is an elliptic matrix valued operator, and characterize its
kernel. We recall a map that will be useful for this purpose:

T SHT*M) — STT2(T* M),
u> S(g @ u).
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Lemma 4.6. The operator
D, : C=(M,S™(T*M)) x C>(M, S™ HT*M))
— C®(M, S™HT*M)) x C=(M, S™(T*M)),
is elliptic. Furthermore, for [p,q] € ker D,,, we have

e if m is odd, then p =0 and ¢ = J"V/2q where a is constant;
o if m is even, then ¢ =0 and p = J™/?a, where a is constant.

Proof. The ellipticity is straight forward. Indeed, the principal symbol of D,, is

_(op O\ _(ug 0
O'D“(ZL',f) - < 0 O.D> - ( 0 Zjénl> )

where jg = S(£ ® o) is the symmetric multiplication by & over tensors of order k.
Since D is elliptic, we conclude that D, is elliptic as well.

Now, let us study the kernel of D,. By elliptic regularity, if [p,q] € ker D,,, then
[p, q] is smooth. Using Lemma M we see that F(m)p+ 75 _1q) = 0. Since the
magnetic flow is transitive, there exists a constant ¢ so that

7, (2, 0) + Ty, v) = c. (42)
First, let us assume that m is odd. Then, evaluating (4.2)) at —v gives

—mrp(x,v) + 7 _1q(z,v) =c. (4.3)
It then follows from (4.2) and (4.3) that 7),p = 0, and hence p = 0. Then,
mr_19 = c. It is known [Lef, Section 14.1.1.3] that n}, _; is an isomorphism

between 7 ~1/2(SOT*M) and the constants. Therefore, we conclude that ¢ =
Jm=1/2(q), for some a € C>(M). Since we are working on SM, from Fr’, 1 =0
we conclude F'rja = 0. This implies that a is a constant function (for example, this
follows from ergodicity, since the magnetic flow preserves the Liouville measure).
The case with m even is similar and we omit it. ]

Finally, we have all the ingredients in order to state and prove the main result of
this section.

Theorem 4.7. Let s € R and f € H*(M,S™(T*M)) x H*(M,S™ 1 (T*M)).
Then, there exists a unique pair of pairs of tensors

P e HY (M, S™ Y (T*M)) x H*TY (M, S™2(T*M)),

H e H¥(M,S™ N (T*M)) x H*(M,S™(T*M)),
such that f = D,P+ H, and D, H = 0.

Proof. Define
Ko o— {J(m_l)/Q(l) if m is odd,
B VA6 if m is even,
and
Mo — {<-, [0, K, )0, K] if m is odd,
" (o, [Km, 0]) [, 0] if m is even,
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be the orthogonal projection onto ker D,,. Finally, set A, = D; D, +1lk, . By
the properties of D, and D}, (Lemma 4.6), Ay, is is an elliptic differential operator
of order 2. Therefore, its inverse A, ! is a pseudodifferential operator of order —2.
This allow us to define

Tker Dy, 1= 1d — DAL Dy (4.4)
We set H = Tyer D, fand P = A;LlDZ f. Tt is immediate that H and P defined in
this way satisfy the required properties. ([l

In the literature, the decomposition from Theorem [4.7]is called potential-solenoidal
decomposition. Elements in ranD,, are called potential tensors, while the elements
in ker D}, are called solenoidal tensors.

We conclude this section with an observation that will be useful later. Since op,
is injective for £ # 0, we have the following decomposition

SnL(T;M) X Sm_l(T;M> :I'an(’L'O'DM|Sm—1(T;M)><Sm—2(T;M))

@ ker(iop:

Sm (T M)x Sm=1 (T M))

=ran jgnil 0 2
0 ji
o 0
@ ker (( (g)u Lm_l)
3

where as in the proof of Lemma [4.6] the super-index is used to denote the order of
the tensors where the operators act.

Sm—l(T;M)xS’"—2(T;M)>

)

S”‘(T;M)XS*””(T;M)

Let Tker;, denote the projection onto the right space on the right-hand side. Observe
that o, by = Mker;, -

5. THE MAGNETIC NORMAL OPERATOR

In this section we generalize the normal operator to magnetic flows. We study its
analytic structure and obtain some properties that follow by its psuedodifferential
behavior.

5.1. Ellipticity. Recall that the magnetic normal operator was defined in the In-
troduction by . One should think of N, as the analog of the normal operator
for the tensorial X-ray transform, but in the context of closed manifolds. As ex-
pected, it has a pseudoddiferential nature.

As in Section E|, the super-indices over i¢ denote the order of tensors where it acts.

n—1
Similarly as in the case of the geodesic flow, we have C,, ,,, = ﬁ%
2

Proof of Theorem[I.3 We will follow [SSU05,[DPSU07,Lef]. Using Lemmas
and is enough to show that

T 0/ eFdtorn?, (5.1)

—E
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is a classical pseudodifferential operator of order —1. We take € > 0 smaller than
the magnetic injectivity radius, so that the magnetic exponential map in a ball of
radius ¢ is a diffeomorphism. Let us fix a local chart (U ). Let x be a cutoff
with support in ¢(U) such that e!*(supp(x)) C ¥(U) for all t € (—¢,¢), then for
f € Caomple(U)):

((Xnm* K Z ethm;;X> f)‘ (z)

J1---Jm

- PR JRT

:/ x(@)vj, -+ vy, /5 X(m (e (@, 0)) f (7 (e (2, 0)))iy iy ¥ -+ 5 dibdv
S,

M —e
= [ @ 0 O i GO 5,
SeM J—¢

where we used (2.3). Here, 7: TM — M is the base point projection, v is such
that ¢ (z,v) = (v(t),7(t)), and v; = (v"); = g;;07. Since the magnetic exponential
map is just a C' diffeomorphism, it is better to use the change of variables as in
[DPSUOQ7]: set

V(t) —x = tm(t,v;x), m(0,v;x) =,
and introduce the variables (r,w) € R x S; M via

m(t,v;x)
r=tm(t,viz)ly, w= Im(t,v;2)],

y Uy g
We obtain

<<x7rm* /j ethtWqu) f)i (@)

€ 1---tm
1>
:/ / x(@)vg, (ryw; ) - v, (ryw;z)x(z +rw) fiy. i, (@ + Tw) X
S M J—¢e
x w(r,w; ) - w(rw; )™ T (r, w; r)drdw,

where w(r,w;z) = §(¢t) and J is the determinant of the change of variables, i.e.,
J = detd(r,w)/0(t,v). Since our computations are local, [DPSUQ7, Lemma B.1]
gives that (|b.1) is a classical ¥DO of order —1 and with principal symbol given by
, . 2 ~
27T/ wj, - wy,wt e w'mo(w - €)dw = —Wﬂm*wfné(o <€),
S, M 4

where we used the homogeneity of the Dirac delta distribution. Of course, the same
works with mp,_1.II7}, ;. For m,,_1. 107}, and 7,7}, _; the analysis is the same,
but we obtain that their principal symbols are

277/ wjy wj, Wt w'™m e (w - €)dw = 0,
SuM

271'/ wjy Wi, W w18 (w - €)dw = 0,
SeM

respectively, since the integrals are over odd functions. To finish the proof, we recall
from the proof of Theorem 16.2.1 in |Lef] that %, jc = (£, )7),_; on {({,v) = 0}.
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When we integrate this against §(w-£), this term vanishes. Now, using the potential-
solenoidal decomposition from Theorem we have for k = 1,2

-m—1 Lk k m O
_ ]5 ay _ b1 Lgﬂ
Tk = (Jgn2a]2€> + Bk;7 Bk = <b§> € ker ( 0 Lm]') . (52)

Therefore, the only part of the tensors that survives after the integration if the one
in the kernel of diag(ig:,i¢:). In a more explicit way, so far we have, for 71,75 as
in (52),

27

(o (@, )1, ) = |s|[ /@ o hase().
v)=0

[ modm, s
<§,’U>:O
Hence, it is enough to show that
Com [ mhilo)m fa(0)dSe(e) = [ T 1 (0) T3 Fo(0)AS(2),
(€,0)=0 S MN{(¢,v)=0}
for any f1, f2 € kerig:, which is part of the proof of Theorem 16.2.1 [Lef]. This
shows that that the principal symbol of m,.Il7}, is given by
2t 1

m m 7Tkeri& Tmx 7T;kn7"'ker,-E )

finishing the proof. ]

Ellipticity implies that we can construct approximate inverses for this operator.
Indeed, the usual construction of parametrices for elliptic ¥DOs gives:

Lemma 5.1. N, is elliptic on solenoidal tensors. More precisely, there exist
Q€ VY (M), Re ¥=°(M) such that

QNp, = 7Tker,:,ﬁ + R.

5.2. Injectivity and Surjectivity. In this subsection we explore the injectivity
and surjectivity of IV,,, and how is related with the one of I,,,. We begin with the
next result.

Lemma 5.2. I, is s-injective if and only if N,, is injective on solenoidal tensors,
that is, in HS | = ker DZ|Hs(SnL(T*M))XHS(S%L(T*M)) for all s € R.

Proof. First assume that N, is injective. Let us consider f = [p, q] € C°(S™(T*M))x
C>(S™=YT*M)) with 0 = I,,,f = I(n},p+ 7},_1q). Since we are assuming that
the flow is Anosov, by Livsic theorem (Lemma[2.1]), there exists u € C°°(SM) with
mhp+ 719 = Fu. Now,

N f = TmsIl(mip+ 7 _10) \ [ 7mIIFu —0
T \ T (7 p+ 75 1q) ) \ T lFu) — 7

where in the second equality we used that Fu integrates to 0 in SM (since F
preserves the Liouville form and M has no boundary), and in the last step we used

Lemma (1).
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To prove the converse, fix s € R and let f = [p,q] € HE). By Lemma [5.1]} f is
smooth. The non-negativity of II (Lemma allows us to write v/II. Then,
0=(Npf, firLe

(e ) (7).
(G0 ) (2),
-/

Ly, p + VIm, _1q)” ‘*‘/SM(WTWP‘FWm—lCIf
It follows that both terms on the right-hand side of the last equality are zero. Thus,
(7}, p + 75 _1¢) = 0. An application of Lemma (iii) implies that there exists
u € C®(SM) and v € ker F so that v + Fu = 7w)p + 7n},_1q. However, v is
constant since F' preserves the Liouville form. Hence, using Stokes’ theorem and
that F' preserves the Liouville form, we obtain

o=/ (wrnp+7rm_1q):/ v
SM SM

which shows that v = 0. We conclude that F'u = 7, p + 7, _;q, which shows that
f=1p,q] € kerI,,,. Since f is solenoidal, s-injectivity of I,,, implies that f =0. O

Since s-injectivity of I, is equivalent to that of IV,,, and this last operator is elliptic
on solenoidal tensors (Lemma [5.2), and hence Fredholm, we conclude:

Lemma 5.3. The kernel of I, on the space of smooth solenoidal tensors is finite
dimensional.

We also have the following

Lemma 5.4. If I,,, is s-injective, then there exists Q' € W(M)such that: Q'N,
Tker D; .

The proof is a verbatim of the proof of [Lef, Theorem 16.2.7], but we write it for
completeness.

Proof. As before,
Ny (H*(S™(T"M)) x H*(S™(T" M)))sol
— (H¥TH(S™(T*M)) x HTH(S™(T*M)))sol,
is a Fredholm operator for all s € R. It is (formally) self-adjoint, which implies
that its index is zero. By the hypothesis on I,,, Lemma [5.2] gives injectivity of

Np,. Therefore, N,, is invertible. Let @ and R be as in Lemma and write
Q' = Tyer D N er D - Then, for N, between these spaces, we have

Q/ + RQ/ = (ﬂ-ker Dy + R)Q, = QNTYLQ/ = Qﬂ—ker Dy
where in the first step we used that Wﬁcr D+ = Tker D% and last step we used that
W

Nmﬂ'kerpz = N,,. Then, Q = Qﬂ'kerpz + U=, Since Q € ¥! and Tker D% €
UY (which follows from (4.4)), we obtain that Q € W'. Finally, since N,, maps
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solenoidal tensors into solenoidal tensors, e, D;Nm = N,,, and it follows that
Q'Npy, = Tier Dy - O

As a consequence, using the mapping properties of pseudodifferential operators, we
have the following stability estimate that will be useful for the proof of Theorem
[[4]in Section

Proposition 5.5. If I,,, is s-injective, then for any s € R, there exists a constant
C = C(s) > 0 such that: for all solenoidal tensors f € H*(M,S™(T*M)) x
H$(M,S™ Y(T*M))

[flles < Cl[Ni fllgz=sr-

To understand when N, is surjective, we make the following observation. Since N,,
is formally a self-adjoint, elliptic on solenoidal tensors, it is a Fredholm operator
of order 0, thus it is injective if and only if it is surjective (on solenoidal tensors).
Furthermore, we have:

Lemma 5.6. I, is s-injective if and only if
m Diy (SM) — (C%(M, S™(T*M)) x C%(M,S" (T M)))sol,
b= [Tmsh, Tom—14h] T,

18 surjective.

Here, D! ,(SM) denotes the set of distributions that are invariant under the mag-

mv

netic flow, that is,

D) (SM)={ueD'(SM): Fu=0}.

Proof. In first place, observe that the map is well defined, since

(Dira.[[]) = (a0, [I])
- <h, (7> T 11Dy [Z] >L2
_ <h,F[7r;‘n_1,7r2‘n—2] m >L2
= <Fh, [T —1: T 2] m >L2 "

where the third equality follows from Lemma [4.4]

Now we show the statement. Let us assume first that 7, is surjective. So, given
f =Ip,q] € ker I,,,, there exists an invariant distribution A such that 7,,h = f. On
the other hand, since f € ker I,,, by Livsic theorem (Lemma {2.1)), [7;,, 7 _]f =
Fu. Then,

0= (Fh,u)r2 = —(h,Fu)r2 = —(h, [7,, 70 1] f 2 = —(Tmh, flre = =1 f]1 -

Conversely, if I,, is s-injective, then by Lemma N,, is injective on solenoidal
tensors. As we mentioned before, this is equivalent to the surjectivity of N,, on
solenoidal tensors. So, given f; solenoidal, there exists a solenoidal fy; so that
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fi=Nnfo=7mn(I+1®1)[r}, 7k _1]f2). The fact that (II+1® 1)k, 75 _1]f2
is invariant follows from Lemma (1). O

Proposition 5.7. The operator
Ork,, wk y]: H (M, S™(T*M)) x H=*(M,S™ Y (T*M)) — H~*(SM),

m> Tm—1
is bounded for all s > 0. Equivalently,
T Il: HS(SM) — H*(M,S™(T*M)) x H*(M,S™ Y (T*M)),
is bounded for all s > 0.

Proof. We will prove the second statement. For this, take h € H®*(SM). By
Lemma We have that h € H35. By the mapping properties of the resolvent
(Lemma [2.5)), we have R (0)h € H7 . Here we take the order function m equal
to —1 in a small conic neighborhood of E, and equal to 1 outside a bigger but
still small neighborhood. In particular, is 1 in H* & E§. Recall by (3.5) that
WF(r}e) C F* @ H*. So, 7, R+ (0)h has the same regularity as Ry (0)h, which
is microlocally H®. A similar argument shows that 7 R_(0)h € H5. Indeed,
just as before we have R_(0)h € H®. Now take an order function been 1 in a
small neighborhood of E%, and —1 outside a bigger neighborhood of E¥. Hence

m|g-gE: = —1 and as before, 7, R_(0)f € H®, since R_(0)f is microlocally in
H?. This shows the mapping property for 7 II, and the property for 7,,II follows
directly. O

5.3. Coercivity. In this section we prove a coercivity result for N,,. In the case
of the geodesic flow, this can be used to prove the local rigidity result from |[GL19],
see |[GKL22[Lef]. The proof, as usual in this kind of estimates, is by contradiction.

Proposition 5.8. If I,,, is s-injective, then there exists a constant C > 0 such that
for any f € H=Y2(M,S™(T*M) x S™~Y(T*M))

<Nmfa f>L2 > C”WkerD;fH%_I—l/m (53)
Proof. Let Sp,(x) : S™TiM — S™TM the square root of mp.m),: S™TaM —
S™T*M. For each m, define b € S™Y/2(T* M, End(S™T*M)) by

o 1/2
bl €)i= (o) @IS0

where x € C°°(T* M) vanishes near the zero section in T*M and is equal to 1 for
|€] > 1. Define B := diag(Op(by), Op(bm—1)), where Op is the left quantization on
M. Then,

Ny, = 7TkerD;j’B*Bﬂ-kerD;‘L + Rv
where R € U2, Hence, for f € H-Y2(M,S™(T*M) x S Y(T*M)) we have:
<Nmfa f>L2 = ||B7rkeerLin2 +<Rfa f>L2' (54)

Since B is elliptic, there exist @ € ¥'/2 and R’ € U~ such that QBmyer Dy =
Tker D7, +R’. By the mapping properties of pseudodifferential operators, we conclude
that

[ 7ker D3 f 7172 < 201QBmer D I -1r2 + |1 R FlIfz-1/2)
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< C(IBmer p; flI22 + IR fll35-1/2),
for any f € C°(M,S™(T*M) x S™~YT*M)).

Now, observe that the result is trivial when f is potential, since the right-hand side
of ((5.3)) is zero in this case. So, we can assume that f is solenoidal, i.e., Tyer Dﬁf = f.
Hence, using the previous inequality together with ([5.4]), we find

1172 < CUNm S, Frz — (RS, flre + 1R fllf-1/2)-
This implies

£ lf-12 < CUNm S, flrz + IR f llsz | -1 + IR fllgg-1/2)-  (5.5)

Now we argue by contradiction, that is, we assume that (5.3)) does not hold. Hence,
there exist a sequence f,, € C°°(M,S™(T*M) x S™~1(T*M)) of solenoidal tensors
such that || fp|lz-1/2 = 1 and satisfying

IVILn fullfe < [ fallfg=1/2/n=1/n— 0. (5.6)

Since R, R’ are pseudodifferentials of negative order, they are compact. Therefore,
up to passing to a subsequence, we can assume that Rf,, — vy in H'/2 and R'f,, —
vy in H~'/2. This together with imply that (f,), is a Cauchy sequence
in H~'/2. Thus, it converges to some unitary solenoidal element v3 € H~1/2.
By continuity of N,, € ¥~! and the mapping properties of pseudodifferentials
operators, we find out that N,,f, — Npvs in HY/2. Using this in gives
(Nyv3,v3)p2 = 0. Since vs is soleniodal, this equivalent to /N,v3 = 0, and
therefore N,,vs = 0. Now, s-injectivity of the ray transform together with Lemma
[6-2) gives v3 = 0, contradicting the fact that vz is unitary. O

6. INJECTIVITY AND STABILITY OF THE MAGNETIC X-RAY TRANSFORM

6.1. Injectivity of the magnetic ray transform. We devote this subsection
to show injectivity of the magnetic ray transform action on pairs of 2-tensors and
1-forms, under some geometric conditions, see Theorem The proof is based on
the methods of [DPSUOQT7] together with [DP0S].

Before going into some preliminarily results, let us recall the cases where injectiv-
ity is known for the X-ray transform for magnetic and thermostats flows. Iy is
s-injective for any Anosov thermostat (A-)flow on closed surfaces [DPO07], and for
any Anosov magnetic flow in closed manifolds by [DPO08|. In the context of com-
pact manifolds with boundary, the work [DPSUO7| has several results. For simple
magnetic flows (i.e., for manifold such that the boundary is strictly convex with
respect to magnetic geodesics, and such that the magnetic exponential map, defined
using the magnetic flow, is a diffeomorphism at each point), they prove that I is
s-injective and that I is s-injective assuming a geometric condition involving the
curvature of the metric and a smallness condition on the Lorentz force (we explain
this below). Their results on boundary action rigidity also show that I,,, s-injective
for any analytic magnetic system. On closed surfaces, the results in [JP09] show
that Iy is s-injective for negatively curved (in the sense of Riemannian manifolds)
Gaussian thermostat flows. Furthermore, in [Ainl5] it is proven that I5 is s-injective
for Anosov magnetic systems over surfaces. Finally, in [AZ17], the authors shown
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that I,,, is injective for any m for any negatively curved Gaussian thermostat flow
on closed surfaces.

6.1.1. Semibasic tensors. Here we recall basic facts about semibasic tensors. We
will follow [DPSU07|. To define them, let 7: TM ~ {0} — M be the base-point
projection, and let BgM = 7*T&M denote the bundle of semibasic tensors of
degree (r,s), where T M is the bundle of tensors of degree (r, s) over M. Sections
of the bundles Z. M are called semibasic tensor fields, and we denote the space of
smooth sections by C°°(%"M) (in particular, C®°(BIM) = C=(TM ~ {0})).

For a semibasic tensor field (T;l1 0 ™) (z,v), we define its (covariant) horizontal,

vertical, and modified horizontal derivatives
V=V, CF(BIM) — O™ (B, M),
V= V.: O%(BTM) — C%(B" ., M),
V= V.: O%(BTM) — C%(B",, M),

by
(v T)le, _V Til...i-,- _Til'“iT a Tll Fp Uq 8 Tll Z-,
= gnegsk = VIES g1 T Shigelk T ggk i jﬁ Gop 1+
Gy LT —1Dbm4-1 - U
+ Z FkPTJl Js

— 1.
ZFkJmTyl ]m 1PIm41---Js”

T A R A SR AU i1 i
(V)3 e = VT =T Tguk
1. 010 _ il __i1. J i
(V. T)]l Jsk = VT 750 = T]l ik le Gue T o]V Th degd

respectively. We also define
V=gV, Vi=g"V,; Vi=g7v,;
The moral of these operators is that the horizontal derivative only takes in count

the horizontal directions, while the vertical only the vertical ones, and the modified
twist the horizontal one with the Lorentz force.

Given u € C*°(TM ~ {0}), we define
Fu(z,v) = v'u; = v'(u; + [V ).
Observe that F restricted to the unit tangent bundle is the generator of the magnetic

flow F.

6.1.2. Indez. Let A be the R-vector space of smooth vector fields Z along v with
Z(0) = Z(T) = 0. Define the indezx operator I: A — R by

T .
I(2,2) = /0 {1217 = (€(2),Z) = (Y (}), 2)*}dt,

where
C(Z) = R(%, 2)4 =Y (Z) = (V2Y)(%).
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One can see that C appears naturally on the equation for Jacobi fields of magnetic
geodesics, see for instance |[DP08, Section 4].

Lemma 6.1 ([DP08, Lemma 4.10]). If Z is orthogonal to %, then I(Z, Z) > 0, with
equality if and only if Z = 0.

6.1.3. The magnetic ray transform on 2-tensors and 1-forms. For a magnetic sys-
tem (M, g,a) and (z,v) € SM, put

ku (@, 0) = sup{2K (2, 0,,,) + (Y (w),0)? + (n + 3)[Y (0)[* = 2((VWY)(v), w)},
where the supremum is taken over all unit vectors w € T, M orthogonal to v, and
K(z,0,,) is the sectional curvature of the 2-plane o, ,, spanned by v and w. Define

+ _
ki (z,v) = max{0, k(z,v)},
and

T’Y
(M. g.0) = sup, / K (4(8),4() .

where the supremum is taken over all closed magnetic geodesics v: [0,T,] — M.
We will need the following result.

Lemma 6.2 ([DPSU07, Lemma 5.6]). Assume that k, < 4. Let v:[0,T] — M
be a unit speed magnetic geodesic. Then for every smooth vector field Z along ~y
vanishing at the endpoints of v and orthogonal to % we have

/0 (2P —2C(2), 2) — (Y(2).4)? — (n+ 2)Y(2)}dt > 0,

with equality if and only if Z = 0.

Theorem 6.3. I, is s-injective on Anosov magnetic systems satisfying k,, < 4.

Proof. Take H = [p, q] be a solenoidal tensor in the kernel of I5. We need to show
that p and ¢ are zero. By the standard argument, we obtain v with F'u = m3p+mjq.
In first place, we have the following inequality

/SM{|Fu|2 2OV W), Y w) — (Y(V ), 0)2 — (n+ 2|V (¥ w)[2}d=2"~1 < 0. (6.1)

Here d¥?"~! denotes the Liouville measure in SM. This is just [DPSU07, Equa-
tion (5.23)], which follows by algebraic manipulations by the integration of certain
Pestov identities obtained in [DP0§|. On the other hand, Lemma [6.2] implies that
over any closed magnetic geodesic v: [0,T] — M:

T h h h h
/O ([Ful = 2(C(V ),V w) — (Y(V u),0)% — (n+2)[Y(V w)[2}dt > 0,  (6.2)

on any unit speed magnetic geodesic. By the non-negative Livsic theorem (Lemma
2.2)), there exists U Holder so that for any x and any s we have

s h h h h

/ {[Fu>=2(C(V u), V u)=(Y(V u),v)* = (n+2)|Y(V w) | }dt—U(ps2)=U(z) > 0.
0

(6.3)

It follows from (6.1) and that the Liouville measure is invariant under the magnetic

flow that the integral over SM of (6.3)) is zero. Hence, we obtain equality in (6.3]),

and taking s = T, we find equality in (6.2). The Index Lemma (Lemma now
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gives that % u = 0. Hence, since u is independent of v, we can write u = fom where
f is a smooth function on the base manifold M. Using the fact that dr(F) = v,
the chain rule implies that Fu = (7idf)(v). This shows that p =0 and ¢ = df. To
prove that ¢ = 0, we use that the pair is solenoidal: Lemma (see also Remark
implies that Af = 0. Since M is closed, this gives that f is constant, and
therefore ¢ = 0. O

Remark 6.4. We point out that the hypothesis about k, holds when (M, g) is
negatively curved and the C? norm of « is small enough.

6.2. Stability. Our last task is to prove the stability of the magnetic X-ray trans-
form that we promised in the introduction.

Proof of Theorem[I]] In first place, observe that we can assume, without loss of
generality, that f is solenoidal. As usual, let f = [p,q|. By the Approximate Livsic
Theorem (Lemma [2.3]), we can write
D+ T _1q=Fu+h (6.4)
where
1hllos < CllLm fllzoe ey 1T + T 1all a7 (6.5)
for some B, C,7 > 0. Then, for s < f:

[f b= S (1N f e

eI+ 1@ DA
o Tm— 1*(H+1® )
S Al ae

S [1lles

S Mo fllzee () llmmp + T 1dllen”
S M f Iz ey T

where in the first step we used Proposition in the third step we used (6.4]), in
the fourth we used that IIF = 0 (Lemma (i) and the fact that the integral of

Fh vanishes (which follows from Stokes’ theorem, the fact that M is closed and
that F' preservs the Liouville form), in the fifth step we used Proposition and
in the seventh we used (6.5]). d

_ (wm*(H+1® 1) (w5, p + 7 _14) )H
Tm—1x(IL+ 1@ )(75,p + 75 14) ) || .
- (é’"’li?nil 1® e; )1()J(?lgu++hh )HH
)
1
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