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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 φt : M → M over a smooth closed manifold
M with infinitesimal generatorX, Guillarmou showed the existence of a self-adjoint
bounded operator Π: C∞(M) → D′(M) from smooth functions to distributions
[Gui17]. 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 φt : SM → SM over the unit tangent bundle π0 : SM →M of
a closed, oriented Riemannian manifoldM [PSU14,PSU15]. In the case of geodesic
flows, Guillarmou defined the normal operator Π0 = π0∗Ππ

∗
0 and proved that Π0

is an elliptic pseudodifferential operator of order −1. This has applications to the
X-ray transform I0 := I ◦ π∗

0 where for each closed geodesic γ, we define I to act
on a smooth function f ∈ C∞(SM) by

If(γ) =

∫ Length(γ)

0

f(φt(x, v))dt,

and (x, v) is a position-velocity pair of γ at some time. By identifying a symmetric
covariant m-tensor h with a function on the unit tangent bundle by π∗

mh(x, v) =
hx(v, · · · , v), this X-ray transform generalizes to such m-tensors by Im := I ◦ π∗

m.
With applications to this X-ray transform Im, Guillarmou generalized the previ-
ously introduced normal operator to symmetric covariant m-tensors by considering
Πm = πm∗Ππ

∗
m, and proved that Πm is an elliptic pseudodifferential operator of

order −1. The operator Πm plays an analogous role to the normal operator for the
X-ray transform on manifolds with boundary as studied in [SU04,SSU05]. Of par-
ticular importance is the case m = 2, for I2 corresponds to the linearization of the
marked length spectrum, which encodes the length of all closed orbits. Indeed, by
using the normal operator Π2, Guillarmou and Lefeuvre proved the marked length
spectrum of an Anosov manifold locally determines the metric [GL19] which was
refined in [GKL22], making progress towards the Burns–Katok conjecture [BK85].

1

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

23
10

6v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  2
8 

D
ec

 2
02

5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.23106v1


2 SEBASTIÁN MUÑOZ-THON AND SEAN RICHARDSON

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 γ(t) by definition does not accelerate with respect to the covariant
derivative Dt induced by the Levi-Civita connection: Dtγ̇ = 0. A magnetic flow
φt : SM → SM has trajectories γ(t) that model charged particles accelerated by a
magnetic field, governed by Dtγ̇ = Y (γ(t), γ̇(t)) where Y : TM → TM must be of
the form ⟨Y (x, v), w⟩g = Ω(v, w) for a closed 2-form Ω that encodes the magnetic
field.

A thermostat flow φt : SM → SM generalizes this class of flows further and has
trajectories γ(t) governed by Dtγ̇ = Y (γ(t), γ̇(t)) for any bundle map Y : SM → N
taking values in the normal bundle N(x, v) = {w ∈ TxM : ⟨v, w⟩g = 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 Π0 for the case of an Anosov
thermostat flow. Then under certain dynamical assumptions (discussed in detail
in Section 2), we show this normal operator Π0 is an elliptic pseudodifferential
operator for thermostat flows.

Theorem 1.1. Consider a topologically transitive Anosov thermostat flow and cor-
responding normal operator Π0. If the flow has no conjugate points and the stable
and unstable bundles are each transverse to the vertical, then Π0 is an elliptic pseu-
dodifferential operator of order −1.

This result has applications to the ray transform of an Anosov thermostat flow
φt : SM → SM over functions given by I0 := I ◦ π∗

0 for

(If)(γ) =

∫ T

0

f(φt(x, v))dt

where γ is a closed thermostat orbit of period T with position-velocity pair (x, 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 1.1 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 (forM 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 1.1 has the following immediate consequence.

Corollary 1.2. If φt : 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 Π0 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 Ω = dα (i.e., for exact magnetic systems), we define the magnetic action
over the curve γ : [0, T ] →M by

A(γ) =
1

2

∫ T

0

|γ̇(t)|2gdt+
1

2
T −

∫
γ

α.

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, β] ∈ C∞(S2(T ∗M))× C∞(S1(T ∗M)) is given by∫

γ

⟨h, γ ⊗ γ⟩+
∫
γ

⟨β, γ⟩.

This motivates the definition of the magnetic ray transform by Im[p, q] := I(π∗
mp+

π∗
m−1q) for [p, q] ∈ C∞(Sm(T ∗M)) × C∞(Sm−1(T ∗M)). In similar spirit to the

normal operator considered in [DPSU07] for manifolds with boundary, we define
the magnetic normal operator

Nm =

(
πm∗(Π + 1⊗ 1)π∗

m πm∗(Π + 1⊗ 1)π∗
m−1

πm−1∗(Π + 1⊗ 1)π∗
m πm−1∗(Π + 1⊗ 1)π∗

m−1

)
, (1.1)

which plays the role of the normal operator to Im. 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 5), including its pseudodifferential
nature:

Theorem 1.3. Nm ∈ Ψ−1
cl (M) with principal symbol

σNm
(x, ξ) =

2π

|ξ|
diag

[
C−1
n,mπkerim

ξ
πm∗π

∗
mπkerim

ξ
,

C−1
n,m−1πkerim−1

ξ

πm−1∗π
∗
m−1πker

i
m−1
ξ

]
.

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

as in the case of the geodesic flow, we have Cn,m =
√
π

Γ(n−1
2 +m)

Γ(n
2 +m) .

As a consequence of the pseudodifferential nature and Livšic theory developed by
Gouëzel and Lefeuvre, we obtain a stability estimate for Im.
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Theorem 1.4. Assume that Im is s-injective. There exists s0 ∈ (0, 1) and C, τ > 0
such that for all f ∈ C1(M,Sm(T ∗M)× Sm−1(T ∗M)):

∥πkerD∗
µ
f∥Hs0 ≤ C∥Imf∥τℓ∞(C)∥f∥

1−τ
C1 .

Here s-injectivity means that the kernel of Im is as big as possible: it is exactly the
range of a differential operator Dµ which is closely related with the generator of the
magnetic flow F . Indeed, we have that F [π∗

m, π
∗
m−1] = [π∗

m+1, πm]Dµ (this is the
content of Lemma 4.4). Theorem 1.4 is proved in Section 6. There, we also adapt
the proof of injectivity for Im given in [DPSU07] for manifolds with boundary,
under the assumptions that g is negatively curved and the magnetic field is small.
This shows in particular that Theorem 1.4 is a non-void result.

Finally, let us comment that, besides the motivation of generalizing the Πm op-
erator, the “more natural” motivation (and also for what the original Πm was
created) was to study rigidity questions. As we just mentioned above, Nm is re-
lated with Im 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, α) 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 ϕ is a diffeomorphism homotopic to the iden-
tity and ψ 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,α and Aϕ∗g,ϕ∗α+dψ 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 = {(x, v) ∈ TM : |v|g = 1} and
comes with natural projection π0 : 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 φt : SM → SM given by φt(x, v) = (γx,v(t), γ̇x,v(t))
where γx,v(t) is the geodesic with initial position γx,v(0) = x and initial velocity
γ̇x,v(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 : (−ε, ε) → SM over the unit
tangent bundle take the form Z(t) = (α(t),W (t)) for a smooth curve α : (−ε, ε) →
M over the base manifold together with a smooth vector fieldW (t) along α(t). Thus
we may think of a tangent vector ξ ∈ T(x,v)SM as the velocity vector of such a curve

ξ = d
dt

∣∣
t=0

(α(t),W (t)) so that α(0) = x and W (0) = v. This expression together
with the Levi-Civita connection ∇ and corresponding covariant derivative Dt along
α(t) allows us to naturally identify ξ with (α′(0), DtW (t)|t=0), which we can write
(dπ0ξ, Kξ) using the connection map Kξ := DtW |t=0. To formalize this splitting,

consider subbundles V := ker dπ0 and H̃ := ker K, then dπ0 : H̃(x, v) → TxM and

K : V(x, v) → {v}⊥ are linear isomorphisms, which allows us to write TSM = H̃⊕V.
To represent an element ξ ∈ T(x,v)SM under this splitting, as before, we will write
ξ = (dπ0(ξ), Kξ). 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

⟨ξ, η⟩G := ⟨dπ(ξ), dπ(η)⟩g + ⟨Kξ, Kη⟩g

for ξ, η ∈ T(x,v)SM . The Sasaki metric induces the Liouville volume form dΣ
as well as volume form dSx on SxM . We use the Sasaki metric to orthogonally

decompose H̃ = RX ⊕H further. In summary, we arrive at the splitting

TSM = X⊕H⊕ V,

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 ∇. A magnetic field over M may be encoded
by a closed 2-form Ω over M , or by the resulting map Y : TM → TM given by
⟨Y (x, v), w⟩g = Ω(v, w), which governs the acceleration of a particle with unit mass
and charge by the Lorentz–Newton law

Dtγ̇ = Y (γ(t), γ̇(t)). (2.1)

Here Dt denotes the covariant derivative along γ(t) induced by the Levi-Civita
connection. Let γx,v(t) denote the unique solution to (2.1) with initial conditions
γ(0) = x and γ̇(0) = v. These dynamics induce the magnetic flow φt : SM →
SM on the unit tangent bundle by φt(x, v) = (γx,v(t), γ̇x,v(t)) with infinitesimal

generator F (x, v) = d
dt

∣∣
t=0

(γx,v(t), γ̇x,v(t)). Under the splitting TSM = H̃ ⊕ V
described in Section 2.1, we may identify F (x, v) with (γ̇x,v(0), Dtγ̇x,v(0)), which is
simply (v, Y (x, v)) by the Lorentz force law (2.1). We will often use this splitting
implicitly, for example by writing F (x, v) = (v, Y (x, v)).

In addition to magnetic flows, we will work with the more general thermostat flows
φt : SM → SM given by infinitesimal generator F (x, v) = (v, Y (x, v)) under the

splitting TSM = H̃ ⊕ V where the force Y : SM → N is a general bundle map
taking values in the normal bundle N(x, v) = {w ∈ TxM : ⟨v, w⟩g = 0}.

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

TM = F⊕ Es ⊕ Eu,

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

|dφt(v)| ≤ Ce−λt|v| for v ∈ Es,

|dφ−t(v)| ≤ Ce−λt|v| for v ∈ Eu.

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∗
0 ⊕ E∗

s ⊕ E∗
u,

defined so that E∗
0 (Es ⊕ Eu) = 0, E∗

s (Es ⊕ F) = 0, and E∗
u(Eu ⊕ F) = 0.

2.4. Livšic theory. In dynamics, Livšic theory studies the obstructions to solve
Fu = f , where F is the generator of a certain Anosov flow φt : 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 φt : M → M be a transitive Anosov flow. If f ∈ C∞(M)
integrates to zero on any closed trajectory of φ, then there exists u ∈ C∞(M) such
that f = Fu.

The original theorem by Livšic himself is in Hölder regularity, but we use the smooth
version from [dlLMM86]. We furthermore use some variations of the classical ver-
sion. A second result of interest for us is the non-negative Livšic Theorem [LT05],
which deals with functions whose integrals are, as the name suggests, non-negative.

Lemma 2.2. Let φt : 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 ∈ Cβ(M) such
that for any x and T we have∫ T

0

f(φtx)dt ≥ u(φT (x))− u(x).

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

Lemma 2.3. Let φt : M → M be a transitive Anosov flow. There exists C, τ, β > 0
constants such that the following holds: for any f ∈ C1(M) with

sup
γ∈P

|If(γ)| < ε,

there exist u, h ∈ Cβ(M) such that f = Fu+ h and

∥h∥Cβ(M) ≤ Cετ∥f∥1−τC1(M).
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Here P denoted the set of periodic orbits of φt.

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 Π operator in
[Gui17], so we review these properties and their generalizations.

Given a flow φt : SM → SM over the unit tangent bundle of a smooth manifold,
we call two points (x, v) and φt(x, v) conjugate if the vertical intersects itself non-
trivially under the flow: dφt(V(x, v)) ∩ V(dφt(x, 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 = F⊕H⊕V described in Section 2.2, we have an equivalent
dual description of conjugate points for thermostat flows. We say that the points
(x, v) and φt(x, v) are conjugate exactly when there exists t such that

dφ⊤
t (F∗ ⊕H∗(x, v)) ∩ F∗ ⊕H∗(φt(x, v)) ̸= {0}.

Let Φ: T ∗SM → T ∗SM denote the Hamiltonian lift Φt(x, ξ) = (φt(x), dφ
⊤
t ξ),

which allows us to once again rephrase the characterization of conjugate points:
the point (x, ξ) ∈ T ∗SM is conjugate to Φt(x, ξ) if and only if (x, ξ) ∈ F∗ ⊕ H∗

implies Φt(x, ξ) /∈ F∗ ⊕H∗.

Next, we recall that for a geodesic Anosov flow, we have Es ∩ V = {0} = Eu ∩ V
where Es and Eu denote the stable and unstable bundles respectively and V denotes
the vertical bundle [Kli74,Mañ87].

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–Sjöstrand [FS11], we also refer to
[Lef, Chapter 9].

Let φt : M → M be an Anosov flow with generator F . Let H be the Hamiltonian
vector field on T ∗M induced by the Hamiltonian σP (x, ξ) := ⟨ξ, F (x)⟩, the principal
symbol of P := 1

iF , and let (Φt)t∈R 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
ξ-variable for |ξ| large enough, such that m ≡ 1 in a conic neighborhood of E∗

s , and
m ≡ −1 in a conic neighborhood of E∗

u. Consider the associated escape function
Gm(x, ξ) := m(x, ξ) log |ξ|g. Then:

i) HGm(x, ξ) ≤ 0 for |ξ|g ≥ R;



8 SEBASTIÁN MUÑOZ-THON AND SEAN RICHARDSON

ii) HGm(x, ξ) ≤ −C < 0 for all (x, ξ) in a conic neighborhood of E∗
s ∪E∗

u and
such that |ξ|g ≥ R, for some constant C > 0.

We now define As := Op(esGm). Next, we define the anisotropic Sobolev spaces by

Hs
+(M) := A−1

s (L2(M)), Hs
−(M) := As(L

2(M))

We have that C∞(M) ⊂ Hs
h,±(M) ⊂ D′(M). Furthermore:

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

Hs(M) ⊂ Hs
±(M) ⊂ H−s(M)

The moral of these spaces is the following: the space Hs
+ (resp. Hs

−) is defined
microlocally to have Sobolev regularity Hs (resp. H−s) in a conic neighborhood of
E∗
s and regularity H−s (resp. Hs) in a conic neighborhood of E∗

u.

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

R±(z) = (∓F − z)−1 := −
∫ ∞

0

e∓tF e−tzdt.

are well defined bounded operators on L2(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 φt : M → M an Anosov flow.
Then,

R±(z) = (∓F − z)−1 : Hs
±(M) → Hs

±(M)

is a meromorphic family of bounded on {Re(z) > −cs + µ}, where c, µ > 0 are
constants depending on the flow, and s > 0. Furthermore, the poles do no depend
on the choices made on the construction of Hs

±(M).

Thus around any pole z0 ∈ C, the resolvents admit a Laurent expansion

R±(z) = Rhol
± (z)−

N(z0)∑
k=1

(∓F − z)k−1Π±
z0

(z − z0)k
.

where the operators Π±
z0 are the spectral projections.

The normal operator we consider in this paper is built from the holomorphic part
Rhol

± (z) of each resolvent and we will need the following characterization of its
wavefront set.

Lemma 2.6 ([DZ16]).

WF(Rhol
+ (z)) ⊂ ∆(T ∗M) ∪ Ω+ ∪ (E∗

u × E∗
s ),

where ∆(T ∗M) is the diagonal, and

Ω+ = {(Φt(x, ξ), x, ξ) : t ≥ 0 and ξ(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 × Y )
is defined to be the wavefront of the Schwartz kernel KA ∈ D′(X × Y ) of A.
Importantly, if u ∈ D′(Y ) then

WF(Au) ⊂ WF′(A) ◦WF(u) ∪WF′
X(A),

where we are using the notations

WF′
X(A) = {(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗X ∖ 0 : ∃y ∈ Y s.t. (x, ξ, y, 0) ∈ WF′(A)},

WF′(A) ◦WF(u) = {(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗X ∖ 0 : ∃(y, η) ∈ WF(u) s.t. (x, ξ, y, η) ∈ WF′(A)},
and in the above

WF′(A) := {(x, ξ, y,−η) : (x, ξ, y, η) ∈ WF(A)}.
Then the expression for WF(Rhol

± ) given in Lemma 2.6 bounds WF(R+(z)u) by

Corollary 2.7. Take u ∈ D′(M), then

WF(Rhol
+ (z)u)

⊂ {(x,−ξ) : (x, ξ) ∈ WF(u)}
∪ {(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗M∖ 0 : ∃(y,−η) ∈ WF(u) s.t. η(F (x)) = 0, (x, ξ) = Φt(y, η)}
∪ {(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗M∖ 0 : ∃(y,−η) ∈ WF(u) s.t. (x, ξ, y,−η) ∈ E∗

u × E∗
s}.

Mixing Anosov flows preserving a smooth volume form have a simple pole at 0
[Gui17, Lemma 2.5] and so in this case

R±(z) = Rhol
± (z)− Π±

0

z
. (2.2)

For a topologically transitive Anosov flow on a 3-manifold (e.g. SM where M is a
surface), then (2.2) also holds by [CP25, Lemma 3.1]. In fact, the same argument
by Ceckić and Paternain holds verbatim for arbitrary dimension, so (2.2) 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 Π := −(Rhol

+ (0) +Rhol
− (0)).

Next, suppose the Anosov flow φt : SM → SM is over the unit tangent bun-
dle of a Riemannian manifold M . Recall a symmetric covariant m-tensor h ∈
C∞(Sm(T ∗M)) can be naturally identified with a function over SM by the map
π∗
m : C∞(Sm(T ∗M)) → C∞(SM) defined by (π∗h)(x, v) = hx(v, . . . , v). This iden-

tification map has natural adjoint

πm∗ : D′(SM) → D′(Sm(T ∗M)), ⟨πm∗f, h⟩Sm(T∗M) := ⟨f, π∗
mh⟩SM

given by the natural pairing with a smooth symmetric covariant m-tensor h ∈
C∞(Sm(T ∗M)) induced by the metric on M . We also recall ([Lef, Lemma 14.1.6])
that

(π∗
mh)(v1, . . . , vm) =

∫
SxM

h(v)g(v, v1) · · · g(v, vm)dv. (2.3)

Considering these three operators together gives the normal operator Πm := πm∗(Π+
1⊗ 1)π∗

m. We also recall some properties that will be useful throughout this work.
They were originally proved in [Gui17], see also [Lef, Lemma 9.2.9].
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Lemma 2.8. Let φt : SM → SM be an topologically transitive Anosov flow with
generator given by F . Then:

(i) ΠF = 0.

If in addition the flow preserves a volume form, then:

(ii) Π is formally self-adjoint.
(iii) ⟨Πf, f⟩L2 ≥ 0. Moreover, the equality is equivalent to Πf = 0, and this is

furthermore equivalent to the existence of v ∈ kerF 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 φt : SM →
SM as defined above (Section 2.2) and let R±(z) = (∓X − z)−1 denote the mero-
morphic extension of the resolvents defined in Section 2.7. Then we may define
the operator Π := −(Rhol

+ (0) + Rhol
− (0)) in exactly the same way, which allows us

to define the normal operator Πm := πm∗(Π + 1⊗ 1)π∗
m. In this section, we prove

Theorem 1.1. To begin with it, we write the holomorphic parts as follows:

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

Rhol
± (0) =

∫ ∞

0

χ(t)φ∗
∓tdt+Rhol

± (0)

∫ ∞

0

χ′(t)φ∗
∓tdt−

∫ ∞

0

χ′(t)dtΠ±
0 (3.1)

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

Proof. We give the computation for Rhol
+ (0) following [Gui17,Lef] with the case of

Rhol
− (0) being similar. To begin, take any smooth bump function χ(t) so that χ ≡ 1

on [0, ε/2] and χ ≡ 0 on [ε,∞), then for Re(z) > 0 decompose the resolvent as
follows.

R+(z) =

∫ ∞

0

e−tzφ∗
−tdt

=

∫ ∞

0

χ(t)e−tzφ∗
−tdt+

∫ ∞

0

(1− χ(t))e−tzφ∗
−tdt

=

∫ ∞

0

χ(t)e−tzφ∗
−tdt+R+(z)

∫ ∞

0

χ′(t)e−tzφ∗
−tdt.

Now we are equipped to compute Rhol
+ (0) = limz→0R

hol
+ (z). Taking the limit of

the holomorphic part of the above and using e−tz = 1− tz +O((tz)2) yields

Rhol
+ (0) = lim

z→0
Rhol

+ (z)

=

∫ ∞

0

χ(t)φ∗
−tdt+Rhol

+ (0)

∫ ∞

0

χ′(t)φ∗
−tdt−

∫ ∞

0

χ′(t)dtΠ+
0 .



GUILLARMOU’S NORMAL OPERATOR 11

Note the last term in the above expression follows by the integration by parts and
the following computation

Π+
0

∫ ∞

0

χ′te−tF dt = Π+
0

(
χte−tF |∞0 −

∫ ∞

0

χe−tF dt−
∫ ∞

0

χtFe−tF dt

)
= −

∫ ∞

0

χΠ+
0 e

−tF dt−
∫ ∞

0

χt(Π+
0 F )e

−tF dt = −
∫ ∞

0

χdtΠ+
0 ,

where in the last equality we used that for the first integral that Π+
0 e

−Ft = Π+
0

since the Π+
0 is the projection onto the set of invariant functions, and for the second

one we used the fact Π+
0 F = 0.

□

The decomposition for the resolvents provided in Lemma 3.1 yields a decomposition
for the normal operator Πm = πm∗Ππ

∗
m by composing with the pullback operator

π∗
m and the pushforward operator πm∗. After applying these operators, we will

follow [Gui17] to show the middle term of (3.1) is smoothing. First, however, we
must recall the wavefront set of the operators π∗

m and πm∗. Indeed, recall the
wavefront of the pullback operator is constrained as follows.

Lemma 3.2 ([Lef]).

WF(π∗
mh) ⊂ {(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗M : ∃(y, η) ∈ WF(h) s.t. y = π0(x), ξ = dπ⊤

0 η}. (3.2)

Next, note the wavefront of π∗
m selects only the wavefront in X⊕H as follows.

Lemma 3.3 ([Lef]).

WF(πm∗u) ⊂ {(x, ξ) : ∃v ∈ SxM s.t. ((x, v), dπ⊤ξ) ∈ 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 φt : M → M with symplectic lift
Φ: T ∗M → T ∗M and let χ ∈ C∞

c (R) be a cutoff function. Then,

WF

(∫ ∞

−∞
χ(t)φ∗

t dtu

)
⊂ {(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗M : ξ(F (x)) = 0 and ∃t ∈ supp(χ) s.t. Φt(x, ξ) ∈ WF(u)}.

The preceding descriptions of the wavefront set allow us to conclude

Lemma 3.5. Let φt : SM → SM be a flow such that

(i) the flow φt is topologically transitive,
(ii) the stable (resp. unstable) bundle of the flow is transverse to the vertical

bundle,
(iii) the flow φt has no conjugate points.

Then letting R := Rhol
+ (0) (resp. R := Rhol

− (0)), the following operator is smoothing:

πm∗R

∫ ∞

0

χ′(t)φ∗
−tπ

∗
m. (3.4)
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Proof. We successfully apply each of the composed operators in (3.4) while keep-
ing track of the wavefront set as done in [Gui17] for geodesic flows. To begin,
let u ∈ D′(M,SmT ∗M) be a symmetric m-tensor distribution, and apply the left-
most operator π∗

m : D′(M,SmT ∗M) → D′(SM), recalling the wavefront set of the
resulting distribution π∗

mu ∈ C∞(SM) is controlled by (3.2).

In particular, since ker(dπ0) = V, we have dπ⊤
0 η ∈ F∗ ⊕H∗. So

WF(π∗
mu) ⊂ 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(χ′) ⊂ [ε/2, ε] and (3.5) yields

WF

(∫ ∞

0

χ′(t)φ∗
−tdtπ

∗
mh

)
⊂ {(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗SM : ξ(F (x)) = 0 and ∃t ∈ supp(χ′) s.t. Φ−t(x, ξ) ∈ WF(π∗

mu)}
⊂ {Φt(x, ξ) : t ∈ [ε/2, ε], (x, ξ) ∈ H∗}.

where Φt is the Hamiltonian lift of the flow and in the final step we used that
(x, ξ) ∈ F∗ ⊕ H∗ and ξ(F (x)) = 0 implies (x, ξ) ∈ H∗. Next we will apply the
holomorphic part of the resolvent Rhol

+ (0) with the case of Rhol
− (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 Rhol

+ (0)v by the wavefront of the distribution v. In
particular, Corollary 2.7 promises

WF
(
Rhol

+ (0)v
)
⊂ {(x,−ξ) : (x, ξ) ∈ WF(v)}

∪ {(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗SM ∖ {0} : ∃(y,−η) ∈ WF(v) s.t. η(F (x)) = 0, (x, ξ) = Φt(y, η)}
∪ {(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗SM ∖ {0} : ∃(y,−η) ∈ WF(v) s.t. (x, ξ, y,−η) ∈ E∗

u × E∗
s}.

We would like to apply this for v =
∫∞
0
χ′(t)φ∗

−tdtπ
∗
mu with WF(v) ⊂ {Φt(x, ξ) : t ∈

[ε/2, ε], (x, ξ) ∈ H∗}. Consequently, all (x, ξ) ∈ WF(v) can be written as Φt(x, η)
for η(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) ∩ V = {0}, implying E∗

s ∩ H∗ = {0}. But then by invariance of
E∗
s , we find that for (x, ξ) ∈ H∗, we have Φt(x, ξ) /∈ E∗

s 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) ⊂ {Φt(x, ξ) : t ∈ [ε/2, ε], (x, ξ) ∈ H∗} as found earlier, we find

WF

(
Rhol

+ (0)

∫ ∞

0

χ′(t)φ∗
−tdtπ

∗
mu

)
⊂ {(x, ξ) ∈ T ∗SM ∖ 0 : Φt(x, ξ) : t ≥ ε/2, (x, ξ) ∈ H∗}.

Finally, we aim to show

WF

(
πm∗R

hol
+ (0)

∫ ∞

0

χ′(t)φ∗
−tdtπ

∗
mu

)
= ∅.

By (3.3), it suffices to have Φt(x, ξ) /∈ F∗ ⊕ H∗ for t ≥ ε/2 if (x, ξ) ∈ H∗, which is
exactly the condition that the flow φt has no conjugate points. □
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Lemma 3.6. For a thermostat flow φt, the operator

N :=

∫
SxM

∫ ε

−ε
φ∗
tπ

∗
0dtdSx

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 [FSU08]. Indeed, denote γx,v(t) := π0 ◦φt(x, v) the curve generated
by the flow with initial position x and initial velocity v and consider the change of
variables (t, v) 7→ γx,v(t). Next, use the flow to obtain exponential chart TxM →M ,
which we denote ξ 7→ expx(ξ), i.e., expx(ξ) is just the projection onto the manifold
of the flow. In these exponential coordinates, using the metric g to define the norm
on TxM , we can convert to spherical coordinates (r, ω). This process gives the
change of variables (t, v) 7→ (r, ω) and we denote the Jacobian by

J = det
∂(r, ω)

∂(t, v)

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

Nf =

∫
Sn

∫ R(ω)

0

J−1(x, r, ω)f(x+ rω)drdω. (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

a0(x, ξ) = 2π

∫
SxU

J−1(x, 0, ω)δ(ω · ξ)dσx(ω),

where U is an open set. Finally, a direct computation gives J(x, 0, ω) = 1, confirm-
ing that N is an elliptic pseudodifferential operator.

□

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let φt : SM → SM denote the thermostat flow over the
unit tangent bundle of a manifold M . We then must compute the normal operator
Π0 = −π0∗(Rhol

+ (0) +Rhol
− (0) + 1⊗ 1)π∗

0 . By Lemma 3.1 we have

Rhol
± (0) =

∫ ∞

0

χ(t)φ∗
∓tdt+Rhol

± (0)

∫ ∞

0

χ′(t)φ∗
∓tdt+ smoothing. (3.7)

Indeed, the last term given in (3.1) is smoothing because the spectral projections Π±
0

simply integrate over the SRB measures. In addition, by Lemma 3.5, the operator

πm∗R
hol
± (0)

∫ ∞

0

χ′(t)φ∗
∓tdtπ

∗
m

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

m and πm∗ respectively. Therefore we may write the normal
operator Π0 as follows:

Π0 = π∗
0(R

hol
+ (0) +Rhol

− (0))π∗
0 + smoothing

= π∗
0

(∫ ∞

0

χ(t)φ∗
−tdt+

∫ ∞

0

χ(t)φ∗
t dt

)
π0∗ + smoothing
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= π0∗

∫ ∞

−∞
χ(t)φ∗

tπ
∗
0dt+ smoothing.

We hope to show Π0 is a pseudodifferential operator of order −1, so have to study
the singularities of the Schwartz kernelK of Π0. Indeed, the Schwartz kernelK(x, ·)
for some fixed x ∈ M is reflected in the operator operator f 7→ Π0f(x) for some
x ∈M which, up to smoothing, is simply∫

SxM

∫ ε

−ε
φ∗
tπ

∗
0dtdSx.

That is, by taking ε small enough, the analysis of the singularities of the Schwartz
kernel of Π0 at each x ∈M is equivalent to the analysis of the corresponding normal
operator ∫

SxM ′

∫
φ∗
tπ

∗
0dtdSx : C∞(SM ′) → C∞(SM ′)

over M ′ := {γx,v(t) : t ∈ [−ε, ε], v ∈ SxM}. By Lemma 3.6, this operator is an
elliptic pseudodifferential operator of order −1. □

4. Magnetic Potential-Solenoidal Decomposition

In this section we work with magnetic flows, introduced in Section 2.2. 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 )x(v1, . . . , vm) =
1

m
(Tx(Y (v1), v2, . . . , vm) + · · ·+ Tx(v1, . . . , Y (vm))), (4.1)

where T ∈ C∞(Sm(T ∗M)), v1, . . . , vm ∈ TxM , and Y f = f for any f ∈ C∞(M).
Following [DPSU07,OPS25], we define the magnetic potential by

Dµ : C
∞(Sm(T ∗M))× C∞(Sm−1(T ∗M)) → C∞(Sm+1(T ∗M))× C∞(Sm(T ∗M)),

[ξ, η] 7→ [Dξ + (m− 1)Y (η)⊗ g,Dη +mY (ξ)],

where D is the symmetrized covariant derivative given by

D := S ◦ ∇ : C∞(M,Sm(T ∗M)) → C∞(M,Sm+1(T ∗M)).

Here, as usual, ∇ 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 Dµ as the following matrix valued differential operator:

Dµ =

(
D (m− 1)Y (•)⊗ g
mY D

)
.

For [p, q], [r, s] ∈ C∞(Sm(T ∗M))× C∞(Sm−1(T ∗M)), we define its L2 product by

⟨[p, q], [r, s]⟩L2 = ⟨p, r⟩L2(M,T∗M⊗m,Volg) + ⟨q, s⟩L2(M,T∗M⊗(m−1),Volg).

We recall that the space L2(M,T ∗M⊗m,Volg) is endowed with the usual L2 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 L2-norm. In a similar
fashion, we will write Hs to denote the space of pairs of symmetric tensors with
finite Hs-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 Dµ. As we will show later, this will
be useful to understand the kernel of Im, and the structure of pairs of symmetric
tensors.

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

D∗
µ : C

∞(Sm(T ∗M))×C∞(Sm−1(T ∗M)) → C∞(Sm−1(T ∗M))×C∞(Sm−2(T ∗M)),

given by

D∗
µ =

(
− tr(∇•) −(m− 1)Y
−m trY − tr(∇•)

)
.

We call D∗
µ the magnetic divergence.

Proof. Let [p, q], [r, s] ∈ C∞(Sm(T ∗M))×C∞(Sm−1(T ∗M)), where [r, s] = Dµ[ξ, η]
⊤.

Then,

⟨[p, q], [r, s]⟩L2 =

∫
M

{(p,Dξ) + (m− 2)(p, Y (η)⊗ g) + (q,Dη) + (m− 1)(q, Y (ξ))}

=

∫
M

{(D∗p, ξ) + (m− 2)(p, Y (η)⊗ g) + (D∗q, η) + (m− 1)(q, Y (ξ))},

where we used the adjoint of D is D∗ := − tr(∇•), see for instance [Lef, Lemma
14.1.8]. To deal with the other terms, let {ej}nj=1 be an orthonormal frame on TM .
Then, using (4.1)

Y (ξ)j1...jm−1
= Y (ξ)(ej1 , . . . , ejm−1

)

=
1

m− 1
(ξx(Y (ej1), ej2 , . . . , ejm−1

) + · · ·+ ξx(ej1 , . . . , Y (ejm−1
)))

=
1

m− 1

m−1∑
ℓ=1

Y kjℓξj1...k...jm−1
.

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

gi1j1 · · · gim−1jm−1qi1...im−1Y
k
j1ξkj2...jm−1

= −
∫
M

gi1j1 · · · gim−1jm−1Y ki1qk...im−1
ξj1j2...jm−1

.

Thus, ∫
M

(q, Y (ξ)) =

∫
M

gi1j1 · · · gim−1jm−1qi1...im−1Y (ξ)j1...jm−1

=
1

m− 1

∫
M

gi1j1 · · · gim−1jm−1qi1...im−1
×

m−1∑
ℓ=1

Y kjℓξj1...k...jm−1

=

∫
M

gi1j1 · · · gim−1jm−1(−Y (q))i1...im−1
ξj1...jm−1
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=

∫
M

(−Y (q), ξ).

From this follows that the adjoint of Y (acting on (m− 1)-tensors) is −Y . Finally,
note that if m = 2, we have that (m − 2)Y (η) ⊗ g = 0, while if m ̸= 2 using
Y ∗ = −Y and the fact that (m − 2)Y (η) ⊗ g = mY (η ⊗ g) (which follows from
[OPS25, Equation (3.18)] with k = 1 and n = 0), we see that∫

M

(m− 2)(p, Y (η)⊗ g) =

∫
M

(mp, Y (n⊗ g))

=

∫
M

(−mY (p), η ⊗ g)

=

∫
M

(−m trY (p), η).

Therefore,

⟨[p, q], [r, s]⟩L2 =

∫
M

{(D∗p+ (1−m)Y (q), ξ) + (D∗q −m trY (p), η)}dVol,

which proves the claim. □

Remark 4.2. In the particular case where D∗
µ acts on pairs [p, q] where p is a

2-tensor and q a 1-form, from the proof we conclude that

D∗
µ =

(
− tr(∇•) −Y

0 − tr(∇•)

)
,

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∞(Sm(T ∗M))×C∞(Sm−1(T ∗M)) is called po-
tential if [p, q] = Dµ[ξ, η]

⊤ for some [ξ, η] ∈ C∞(Sm−1(T ∗M))×C∞(Sm−2(T ∗M)).

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

Lemma 4.4. F [π∗
m, π

∗
m−1] = [π∗

m+1, π
∗
m]Dµ. In particular, ranDµ ⊂ ker Im.

We recall that from the introduction Im[p, q] = I(π∗
mp + π∗

m−1q). The proof is
essentially the same as in [OPS25, Lemma 5.1], so we omit it. The case of equality
on Lemma 4.4 is of particular interest.

Definition 4.5. We say that Im is solenoidal injective (abbreviated as s-injective)
if ranDµ = ker Im.

Being s-injective means that the whole kernel of the ray transform are the ones
given by Lemma 4.4, i.e., pairs of tensors that can be written as potentials. The
name solenoidal will have more sense (and is explained) after Theorem 4.7.

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

J : Sj(T ∗M) → Sj+2(T ∗M),

u 7→ S(g ⊗ u).
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Lemma 4.6. The operator

Dµ : C
∞(M,Sm(T ∗M))× C∞(M,Sm−1(T ∗M))

→ C∞(M,Sm+1(T ∗M))× C∞(M,Sm(T ∗M)),

is elliptic. Furthermore, for [p, q] ∈ kerDµ, we have

• if m is odd, then p = 0 and q = J (m−1)/2a where a is constant;
• if m is even, then q = 0 and p = Jm/2a, where a is constant.

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

σDµ(x, ξ) =

(
σD 0
0 σD

)
=

(
ijmξ 0

0 ijm−1
ξ

)
,

where jkξ = S(ξ ⊗ •) is the symmetric multiplication by ξ over tensors of order k.
Since D is elliptic, we conclude that Dµ is elliptic as well.

Now, let us study the kernel of Dµ. By elliptic regularity, if [p, q] ∈ kerDµ, then
[p, q] is smooth. Using Lemma 4.4, we see that F (π∗

mp + π∗
m−1q) = 0. Since the

magnetic flow is transitive, there exists a constant c so that

π∗
mp(x, v) + π∗

m−1q(x, v) = c. (4.2)

First, let us assume that m is odd. Then, evaluating (4.2) at −v gives

−π∗
mp(x, v) + π∗

m−1q(x, v) = c. (4.3)

It then follows from (4.2) and (4.3) that π∗
mp = 0, and hence p = 0. Then,

π∗
m−1q = c. It is known [Lef, Section 14.1.1.3] that π∗

m−1 is an isomorphism

between J (m−1)/2(S0T ∗M) and the constants. Therefore, we conclude that q =
J (m−1)/2(a), for some a ∈ C∞(M). Since we are working on SM , from Fπ∗

m−1q = 0
we conclude Fπ∗

0a = 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 ∈ Hs(M,Sm(T ∗M)) × Hs(M,Sm−1(T ∗M)).
Then, there exists a unique pair of pairs of tensors

P ∈ Hs+1(M,Sm−1(T ∗M))×Hs+1(M,Sm−2(T ∗M)),

H ∈ Hs(M,Sm+1(T ∗M))×Hs(M,Sm(T ∗M)),

such that f = DµP +H, and D∗
µH = 0.

Proof. Define

Km =

{
J (m−1)/2(1) if m is odd,

Jm/2(1) if m is even,

and

ΠKm
=

{
⟨•, [0,Km]⟩[0,Km] if m is odd,

⟨•, [Km, 0]⟩[Km, 0] if m is even,
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be the orthogonal projection onto kerDµ. Finally, set ∆m = D∗
µDµ + ΠKm

. By
the properties of Dµ and D∗

µ (Lemma 4.6), ∆m is is an elliptic differential operator

of order 2. Therefore, its inverse ∆−1
m is a pseudodifferential operator of order −2.

This allow us to define

πkerD∗
µ
:= Id−Dµ∆

−1
m D∗

µ. (4.4)

We set H = πkerD∗
µ
f and P = ∆−1

m D∗
µf . It is immediate that H and P defined in

this way satisfy the required properties. □

In the literature, the decomposition from Theorem 4.7 is called potential-solenoidal
decomposition. Elements in ranDµ are called potential tensors, while the elements
in kerD∗

µ are called solenoidal tensors.

We conclude this section with an observation that will be useful later. Since σDµ

is injective for ξ ̸= 0, we have the following decomposition

Sm(T ∗
xM)× Sm−1(T ∗

xM) =ran(iσDµ
|Sm−1(T∗

xM)×Sm−2(T∗
xM

))

⊕ ker(iσD∗
µ
|Sm(T∗

xM)×Sm−1(T∗
xM))

=ran

((
jm−1
ξ 0

0 jm−2
ξ

) ∣∣∣∣
Sm−1(T∗

xM)×Sm−2(T∗
xM)

)

⊕ ker

((
ιmξ♯ 0

0 ιm−1
ξ♯

)∣∣∣∣
Sm(T∗

xM)×Sm−1(T∗
xM)

)
,

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.

Let πkeriξ denote the projection onto the right space on the right-hand side. Observe

that σπkerD∗
µ
= πkeriξ .

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 (1.1). One should think of Nm 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 4, the super-indices over iξ denote the order of tensors where it acts.

Similarly as in the case of the geodesic flow, we have Cn,m =
√
π

Γ(n−1
2 +m)

Γ(n
2 +m) .

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We will follow [SSU05, DPSU07, Lef]. Using Lemmas 3.1
and 3.5, is enough to show that

πm∗ ◦
∫ ε

−ε
etF dt ◦ π∗

m (5.1)
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is a classical pseudodifferential operator of order −1. We take ε > 0 smaller than
the magnetic injectivity radius, so that the magnetic exponential map in a ball of
radius ε is a diffeomorphism. Let us fix a local chart (U,ψ). Let χ be a cutoff
with support in ψ(U) such that etF (supp(χ)) ⊂ ψ(U) for all t ∈ (−ε, ε), then for
f ∈ C∞

comp(φ(U)):((
χπm∗

∫ ε

−ε
etXdtπ∗

mχ

)
f

)
j1...jm

(x)

=

∫
SxM

χ(x)vj1 · · · vjm
∫ ε

−ε
π∗
m(χf)(φt(x, v))dtdv

=

∫
SxM

χ(x)vj1 · · · vjm
∫ ε

−ε
χ(π(φt(x, v)))f(π(φt(x, v)))i1...im γ̇

i1 · · · γ̇imdtdv

=

∫
SxM

∫ ε

−ε
χ(x)vj1 · · · vjmχ(γ(t))fi1...im(γ(t))γ̇i1 · · · γ̇imdtdv,

where we used (2.3). Here, π : TM → M is the base point projection, γ is such
that φt(x, v) = (γ(t), γ̇(t)), and vi = (v♭)i = gijv

j . Since the magnetic exponential
map is just a C1 diffeomorphism, it is better to use the change of variables as in
[DPSU07]: set

γ(t)− x = tm(t, v;x), m(0, v;x) = v,

and introduce the variables (r, ω) ∈ R× SxM via

r = t|m(t, v;x)|g, ω =
m(t, v;x)

|m(t, v;x)|g
.

We obtain((
χπm∗

∫ ε

−ε
etF dtπ∗

mχ

)
f

)
i1...im

(x)

=

∫
SxM

∫ ε

−ε
χ(x)vi1(r, ω;x) · · · vim(r, ω;x)χ(x+ rω)fi1...im(x+ rω)×

× w(r, ω;x)i1 · · ·w(r, ω;x)imJ−1(r, ω;x)drdω,

where w(r, ω;x) = γ̇(t) and J is the determinant of the change of variables, i.e.,
J = det ∂(r, ω)/∂(t, v). Since our computations are local, [DPSU07, Lemma B.1]
gives that (5.1) is a classical ΨDO of order −1 and with principal symbol given by

2π

∫
SxM

ωj1 · · ·ωjmωi1 · · ·ωimδ(ω · ξ)dω =
2π

|ξ|
πm∗π

∗
mδ(• · ξ̂),

where we used the homogeneity of the Dirac delta distribution. Of course, the same
works with πm−1∗Ππ

∗
m−1. For πm−1∗Ππ

∗
m and πm∗Ππ

∗
m−1 the analysis is the same,

but we obtain that their principal symbols are

2π

∫
SxM

ωj1 · · ·ωjm−1
ωi1 · · ·ωimδ(ω · ξ)dω = 0,

2π

∫
SxM

ωj1 · · ·ωjmωi1 · · ·ωim−1δ(ω · ξ)dω = 0,

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 π∗

mjξ = ⟨ξ, •⟩π∗
m−1 on {⟨ξ, v⟩ = 0}.
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When we integrate this against δ(ω·ξ), this term vanishes. Now, using the potential-
solenoidal decomposition from Theorem 4.7, we have for k = 1, 2

Tk =

(
jm−1
ξ ak1
jm−2
ξ ak2

)
+Bk, Bk =

(
bk1
bk2

)
∈ ker

(
ιmξ♯ 0

0 ιm−1
ξ♯

)
. (5.2)

Therefore, the only part of the tensors that survives after the integration if the one
in the kernel of diag(iξ♯ , iξ♯). In a more explicit way, so far we have, for T1, T2 as
in (5.2),

⟨σNm(x, ξ)T1, T2⟩ =
2π

|ξ|

[ ∫
⟨ξ,v⟩=0

π∗
mb

1
1(v)π

∗
mb

2
1dSξ(v),∫

⟨ξ,v⟩=0

π∗
m−1b

1
2(v)π

∗
m−1b

2
2dSξ(v)

]
.

Hence, it is enough to show that

Cn,m

∫
⟨ξ,v⟩=0

π∗
mf1(v)π

∗
mf2(v)dSξ(v) =

∫
SxM∩{⟨ξ,v⟩=0}

π∗
mf1(v)π

∗
mf2(v)dS(v),

for any f1, f2 ∈ ker iξ♯ , which is part of the proof of Theorem 16.2.1 [Lef]. This
shows that that the principal symbol of πm∗Ππ

∗
m is given by

2π

Cn,m

1

|ξ|
πkeriξπm∗π

∗
mπkeriξ ,

finishing the proof. □

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

Lemma 5.1. Nm is elliptic on solenoidal tensors. More precisely, there exist
Q ∈ Ψ1(M), R ∈ Ψ−∞(M) such that

QNm = πkerD∗
µ
+R.

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

Lemma 5.2. Im is s-injective if and only if Nm is injective on solenoidal tensors,
that is, in Hs

sol = kerD∗
µ|Hs(Sm(T∗M))×Hs(Sm(T∗M)) for all s ∈ R.

Proof. First assume thatNm is injective. Let us consider f = [p, q] ∈ C∞(Sm(T ∗M))×
C∞(Sm−1(T ∗M)) with 0 = Imf = I(π∗

mp + π∗
m−1q). Since we are assuming that

the flow is Anosov, by Livšic theorem (Lemma 2.1), there exists u ∈ C∞(SM) with
π∗
mp+ π∗

m−1q = Fu. Now,

Nmf =

(
πm∗Π(π∗

mp+ π∗
m−1q)

πm−1∗Π(π∗
mp+ π∗

m−1q)

)
=

(
πm∗ΠFu
πm−1∗ΠFu

)
= 0,

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 2.8 (i).
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To prove the converse, fix s ∈ R and let f = [p, q] ∈ Hs
sol. By Lemma 5.1, f is

smooth. The non-negativity of Π (Lemma 2.8) allows us to write
√
Π. Then,

0 =⟨Nmf, f⟩L2

=

〈(
Π(π∗

mp+ π∗
m−1q)

Π(π∗
mp+ π∗

m−1q)

)
,

(
π∗
mp

π∗
m−1q

)〉
L2

+

〈(
(1⊗ 1)(π∗

mp+ π∗
m−1q)

(1⊗ 1)(π∗
mp+ π∗

m−1q)

)
,

(
π∗
mp

π∗
m−1q

)〉
L2

=

∫
SM

(
√
Ππ∗

mp+
√
Ππ∗

m−1q)
2 +

∫
SM

(π∗
mp+ πm−1q)

2

It follows that both terms on the right-hand side of the last equality are zero. Thus,
Π(π∗

mp + π∗
m−1q) = 0. An application of Lemma 2.8 (iii) implies that there exists

u ∈ C∞(SM) and v ∈ kerF so that v + Fu = π∗
mp + π∗

m−1q. However, v is
constant since F preserves the Liouville form. Hence, using Stokes’ theorem and
that F preserves the Liouville form, we obtain

0 =

∫
SM

(π∗
mp+ πm−1q) =

∫
SM

v

which shows that v = 0. We conclude that Fu = π∗
mp+ π∗

m−1q, which shows that
f = [p, q] ∈ ker Im. Since f is solenoidal, s-injectivity of Im implies that f ≡ 0. □

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

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

We also have the following

Lemma 5.4. If Im is s-injective, then there exists Q′ ∈ Ψ1(M)such that: Q′Nm =
πkerD∗

µ
.

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

Proof. As before,

Nm : (Hs(Sm(T ∗M))×Hs(Sm(T ∗M)))sol

→ (Hs+1(Sm(T ∗M))×Hs+1(Sm(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 Im, Lemma 5.2 gives injectivity of
Nm. Therefore, Nm is invertible. Let Q and R be as in Lemma 5.1, and write
Q′ := πkerD∗

µ
N−1
m πkerD∗

µ
. Then, for Nm between these spaces, we have

Q′ +RQ′ = (πkerD∗
µ
+R)Q′ = QNmQ

′ = QπkerD∗
µ
,

where in the first step we used that π2
kerD∗

µ
= πkerD∗

µ
, and last step we used that

NmπkerD∗
µ

= Nm. Then, Q = QπkerD∗
µ
+ Ψ−∞. Since Q ∈ Ψ1 and πkerD∗

µ
∈

Ψ0 (which follows from (4.4)), we obtain that Q ∈ Ψ1. Finally, since Nm maps
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solenoidal tensors into solenoidal tensors, πkerD∗
µ
Nm = Nm, and it follows that

Q′Nm = πkerD∗
µ
. □

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
1.4 in Section 6.

Proposition 5.5. If Im is s-injective, then for any s ∈ R, there exists a constant
C := C(s) > 0 such that: for all solenoidal tensors f ∈ Hs(M,Sm(T ∗M)) ×
Hs(M,Sm−1(T ∗M))

∥f∥Hs ≤ C∥Nmf∥Hs+1 .

To understand when Nm is surjective, we make the following observation. Since Nm
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. Im is s-injective if and only if

τm : D′
inv(SM) → (C∞(M,Sm(T ∗M))× C∞(M,Sm−1(T ∗M)))sol,

h 7→ [πm∗h, πm−1∗h]
⊤,

is surjective.

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

netic flow, that is,

D′
inv(SM) = {u ∈ D′(SM) : Fu = 0}.

Proof. In first place, observe that the map is well defined, since〈
D∗
µτm(h),

[
r
s

]〉
L2

=

〈
τm(h), Dµ

[
r
s

]〉
L2

=

〈
h, [π∗

m, π
∗
m−1]Dµ

[
r
s

]〉
L2

=

〈
h, F [π∗

m−1, π
∗
m−2]

[
r
s

]〉
L2

= −
〈
Fh, [π∗

m−1, π
∗
m−2]

[
r
s

]〉
L2

= 0,

where the third equality follows from Lemma 4.4.

Now we show the statement. Let us assume first that τm is surjective. So, given
f = [p, q] ∈ ker Im, there exists an invariant distribution h such that τmh = f . On
the other hand, since f ∈ ker Im, by Livšic theorem (Lemma 2.1), [π∗

m, π
∗
m−1]f =

Fu. Then,

0 = ⟨Fh, u⟩L2 = −⟨h, Fu⟩L2 = −⟨h, [π∗
m, π

∗
m−1]f⟩L2 = −⟨τmh, f⟩L2 = −∥f∥2L2 .

Conversely, if Im is s-injective, then by Lemma 5.2 Nm is injective on solenoidal
tensors. As we mentioned before, this is equivalent to the surjectivity of Nm on
solenoidal tensors. So, given f1 solenoidal, there exists a solenoidal f2 so that
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f1 = Nmf2 = τm((Π + 1⊗ 1)[π∗
m, π

∗
m−1]f2). The fact that (Π+ 1⊗ 1)[π∗

m, π
∗
m−1]f2

is invariant follows from Lemma 2.8 (i). □

Proposition 5.7. The operator

Π[π∗
m, π

∗
m−1] : H

−s(M,Sm(T ∗M))×H−s(M,Sm−1(T ∗M)) → H−s(SM),

is bounded for all s > 0. Equivalently,

τmΠ: Hs(SM) → Hs(M,Sm(T ∗M))×Hs(M,Sm−1(T ∗M)),

is bounded for all s > 0.

Proof. We will prove the second statement. For this, take h ∈ Hs(SM). By
Lemma 2.4, we have that h ∈ Hs

+. By the mapping properties of the resolvent
(Lemma 2.5), we have R+(0)h ∈ Hs

+. Here we take the order function m equal
to −1 in a small conic neighborhood of E∗

u, and equal to 1 outside a bigger but
still small neighborhood. In particular, is 1 in H∗ ⊕ E∗

0 . Recall by (3.5) that
WF(π∗

m•) ⊂ F∗ ⊕ H∗. So, π∗
mR+(0)h has the same regularity as R+(0)h, which

is microlocally Hs. A similar argument shows that π∗
mR−(0)h ∈ Hs

+. Indeed,
just as before we have R−(0)h ∈ Hs

−. Now take an order function been 1 in a
small neighborhood of E∗

s , and −1 outside a bigger neighborhood of E∗
s . Hence

m|H∗⊕E∗
0
= −1 and as before, π∗

mR−(0)f ∈ Hs, since R−(0)f is microlocally in
Hs. This shows the mapping property for π∗

mΠ, and the property for τmΠ follows
directly. □

5.3. Coercivity. In this section we prove a coercivity result for Nm. 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 Im is s-injective, then there exists a constant C > 0 such that
for any f ∈ H−1/2(M,Sm(T ∗M)× Sm−1(T ∗M))

⟨Nmf, f⟩L2 ≥ C∥πkerD∗
µ
f∥2H−1/2 . (5.3)

Proof. Let Sm(x) : SmT ∗
xM → SmT ∗

xM the square root of πm∗π
∗
m : SmT ∗

xM →
SmT ∗

xM . For each m, define b ∈ S−1/2(T ∗M,End(SmT ∗M)) by

bm(x, ξ) :=

(
2π

Cn,m

)1/2

χ(x, ξ)|ξ|−1/2Sm(x),

where χ ∈ C∞(T ∗M) vanishes near the zero section in T ∗M and is equal to 1 for
|ξ| > 1. Define B := diag(Op(bm),Op(bm−1)), where Op is the left quantization on
M . Then,

Nm = πkerD∗
µ
B∗BπkerD∗

µ
+R,

where R ∈ Ψ−2. Hence, for f ∈ H−1/2(M,Sm(T ∗M)× Sm−1(T ∗M)) we have:

⟨Nmf, f⟩L2 = ∥BπkerD∗
µ
f∥2L2 + ⟨Rf, f⟩L2 . (5.4)

Since B is elliptic, there exist Q ∈ Ψ1/2 and R′ ∈ Ψ−∞ such that QBπkerD∗
µ
=

πkerD∗
µ
+R′. By the mapping properties of pseudodifferential operators, we conclude

that

∥πkerD∗
µ
f∥2H−1/2 ≤ 2(∥QBπkerD∗

µ
f∥2H−1/2 + ∥R′f∥2H−1/2)
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≤ C(∥BπkerD∗
µ
f∥2L2 + ∥R′f∥2H−1/2),

for any f ∈ C∞(M,Sm(T ∗M)× Sm−1(T ∗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., πkerD∗

µ
f = f .

Hence, using the previous inequality together with (5.4), we find

∥f∥2H−1/2 ≤ C(⟨Nmf, f⟩L2 − ⟨Rf, f⟩L2 + ∥R′f∥2H−1/2).

This implies

∥f∥2H−1/2 ≤ C(⟨Nmf, f⟩L2 + ∥Rf∥H1/2∥f∥H−1/2 + ∥R′f∥2H−1/2). (5.5)

Now we argue by contradiction, that is, we assume that (5.3) does not hold. Hence,
there exist a sequence fn ∈ C∞(M,Sm(T ∗M)×Sm−1(T ∗M)) of solenoidal tensors
such that ∥fn∥H−1/2 = 1 and satisfying

∥
√
Πmfn∥2L2 ≤ ∥fn∥2H−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 Rfn → v1 in H1/2 and R′fn →
v2 in H−1/2. This together with (5.5) imply that (fn)n is a Cauchy sequence
in H−1/2. Thus, it converges to some unitary solenoidal element v3 ∈ H−1/2.
By continuity of Nm ∈ Ψ−1 and the mapping properties of pseudodifferentials
operators, we find out that Nmfn → Nmv3 in H1/2. Using this in (5.6) gives
⟨Nmv3, v3⟩L2 = 0. Since v3 is soleniodal, this equivalent to

√
Nmv3 = 0, and

therefore Nmv3 = 0. Now, s-injectivity of the ray transform together with Lemma
5.2 gives v3 = 0, contradicting the fact that v3 is unitary. □

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 6.3. The proof is based on
the methods of [DPSU07] together with [DP08].

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. I1 is
s-injective for any Anosov thermostat (λ-)flow on closed surfaces [DP07], and for
any Anosov magnetic flow in closed manifolds by [DP08]. In the context of com-
pact manifolds with boundary, the work [DPSU07] 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 I1 is
s-injective and that I2 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 Im s-injective
for any analytic magnetic system. On closed surfaces, the results in [JP09] show
that I2 is s-injective for negatively curved (in the sense of Riemannian manifolds)
Gaussian thermostat flows. Furthermore, in [Ain15] it is proven that I2 is s-injective
for Anosov magnetic systems over surfaces. Finally, in [AZ17], the authors shown
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that Im 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 π : TM ∖ {0} → M be the base-point
projection, and let Br

SM := π∗T r
SM denote the bundle of semibasic tensors of

degree (r, s), where T r
s M is the bundle of tensors of degree (r, s) over M . Sections

of the bundles Br
sM are called semibasic tensor fields, and we denote the space of

smooth sections by C∞(Br
sM) (in particular, C∞(B0

0M) = C∞(TM ∖ {0})).

For a semibasic tensor field (T i1...irj1...js
)(x, v), we define its (covariant) horizontal,

vertical, and modified horizontal derivatives

h

∇= ∇| : C
∞(Br

sM) → C∞(Br
s+1M),

v

∇= ∇· : C
∞(Br

sM) → C∞(Br
s+1M),

m

∇= ∇: : C
∞(Br

sM) → C∞(Br
s+1M),

by

(∇|T )
i1...ir
j1...jsk

= ∇|kT
i1...ir
j1...js

= T i1...irj1...js|k =
∂

∂xk
T i1...irj1...js

− Γpkqv
q ∂

∂vp
T i1...irj1...js

+

r∑
m=1

ΓimkpT
i1...im−1pim+1...ir
j1...js

−
r∑

m=1

ΓpkjmT
i1...ir
j1...jm−1pjm+1...js

,

(∇·T )
i1...ir
j1...jsk

= ∇·kT
i1...ir
j1...js

= T i1...irj1...js·k =
∂

∂vk
T i1...irj1...js

,

(∇:T )
i1...ir
j1...jsk

= ∇:kT
i1...ir
j1...js

= T i1...irj1...js:k
=T i1...irj1...js|k + |v|Y jk T

i1...ir
j1...js·j ,

respectively. We also define

∇|i = gij∇|j , ∇·i = gij∇·j , ∇:i = gij∇:j .

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(x, v) = viu:i = vi(u|i + |v|Y ji u·j).
Observe that F restricted to the unit tangent bundle is the generator of the magnetic
flow F .

6.1.2. Index. Let Λ be the R-vector space of smooth vector fields Z along γ with
Z(0) = Z(T ) = 0. Define the index operator I : Λ → R by

I(Z,Z) =
∫ T

0

{|Ż|2 − (C(Z), Z)− (Y (γ̇), Z)2}dt,

where

C(Z) = R(γ̇, Z)γ̇ − Y (Ż)− (∇ZY )(γ̇).
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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 γ̇, 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, α) and (x, v) ∈ SM , put

kµ(x, v) = sup
w

{2K(x, σv,η) + (Y (w), v)2 + (n+ 3)|Y (w)|2 − 2((∇wY )(v), w)},

where the supremum is taken over all unit vectors w ∈ TxM orthogonal to v, and
K(x, σv,w) is the sectional curvature of the 2-plane σv,w spanned by v and w. Define

k+µ (x, v) = max{0, k(x, v)},
and

k(M, g, α) = sup
γ
Tγ

∫ Tγ

0

k+µ (γ(t), γ̇(t))dt,

where the supremum is taken over all closed magnetic geodesics γ : [0, Tγ ] → M .
We will need the following result.

Lemma 6.2 ([DPSU07, Lemma 5.6]). Assume that kµ ≤ 4. Let γ : [0, T ] → M
be a unit speed magnetic geodesic. Then for every smooth vector field Z along γ
vanishing at the endpoints of γ and orthogonal to γ̇ we have∫ T

0

{|Ż|2 − 2(C(Z), Z)− (Y (Z), γ̇)2 − (n+ 2)|Y (Z)|2}dt ≥ 0,

with equality if and only if Z = 0.

Theorem 6.3. I2 is s-injective on Anosov magnetic systems satisfying kµ ≤ 4.

Proof. Take H = [p, q] be a solenoidal tensor in the kernel of I2. We need to show
that p and q are zero. By the standard argument, we obtain u with Fu = π∗

2p+π
∗
1q.

In first place, we have the following inequality∫
SM

{|Fu|2−2(C(
h

∇ u),
h

∇ u)− (Y (
h

∇ u), v)2− (n+2)|Y (
h

∇ u)|2}dΣ2n−1 ≤ 0. (6.1)

Here dΣ2n−1 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 [DP08]. On the other hand, Lemma 6.2 implies that
over any closed magnetic geodesic γ : [0, T ] →M :∫ T

0

{|Fu|2 − 2(C(
h

∇ u),
h

∇ u)− (Y (
h

∇ u), v)2 − (n+ 2)|Y (
h

∇ u)|2}dt ≥ 0, (6.2)

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

0

{|Fu|2−2(C(
h

∇ u),
h

∇ u)−(Y (
h

∇ u), v)2−(n+2)|Y (
h

∇ u)|2}dt−U(φsx)−U(x) ≥ 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 6.1) now
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gives that
h

∇ u = 0. Hence, since u is independent of v, we can write u = f ◦π where
f is a smooth function on the base manifold M . Using the fact that dπ(F ) = v,
the chain rule implies that Fu = (π∗

1df)(v). This shows that p = 0 and q = df . To
prove that q = 0, we use that the pair is solenoidal: Lemma 4.1 (see also Remark
4.2) implies that ∆f = 0. Since M is closed, this gives that f is constant, and
therefore q = 0. □

Remark 6.4. We point out that the hypothesis about kµ holds when (M, g) is
negatively curved and the C2 norm of α 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 1.4. 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 Livšic
Theorem (Lemma 2.3), we can write

π∗
mp+ π∗

m−1q = Fu+ h (6.4)

where

∥h∥Cβ ≤ C∥Imf∥τℓ∞(C)∥π
∗
mp+ π∗

m−1q∥1−τC1 , (6.5)

for some β,C, τ > 0. Then, for s < β:

∥f∥Hs−1 ≲ ∥Nmf∥Hs

=

∥∥∥∥( πm∗(Π + 1⊗ 1)(π∗
mp+ π∗

m−1q)
πm−1∗(Π + 1⊗ 1)(π∗

mp+ π∗
m−1q)

)∥∥∥∥
Hs

=

∥∥∥∥( πm∗(Π + 1⊗ 1)(Fu+ h)
πm−1∗(Π + 1⊗ 1)(Fu+ h)

)∥∥∥∥
Hs

=

∥∥∥∥( πm∗(Π + 1⊗ 1)h
πm−1∗(Π + 1⊗ 1)h

)∥∥∥∥
Hs

≲ ∥h∥Hs

≲ ∥h∥Cβ

≲ ∥Imf∥τℓ∞(C)∥π
∗
mp+ π∗

m−1q∥1−τC1

≲ ∥Imf∥τℓ∞(C)∥f∥
1−τ
C1 ,

where in the first step we used Proposition 5.5, in the third step we used (6.4), in
the fourth we used that ΠF = 0 (Lemma 2.8 (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 5.7, and
in the seventh we used (6.5). □
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