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GENERIC INJECTIVITY OF THE X-RAY TRANSFORM

MIHAJLO CEKIC AND THIBAULT LEFEUVRE

ABSTRACT. In dimensions > 3, we prove that the X-ray transform of symmetric tensors of
arbitrary degree is generically injective with respect to the metric on closed Anosov mani-
folds and on manifolds with spherical strictly convex boundary, no conjugate points and a
hyperbolic trapped set. Building on earlier work by Guillarmou, Knieper and the second au-
thor [GL19, GKL19], this solves locally the marked length spectrum rigidity conjecture in a
neighborhood of a generic Anosov metric. This is the first work going beyond the negatively-
curved assumption or dimension 2. Our method, initiated in [CL21a] and fully developed in
the present paper, is based on a perturbative argument of the 0-eigenvalue of elliptic opera-
tors via microlocal analysis which turn the analytic problem of injectivity into an algebraic
problem of representation theory. When the manifold is equipped with a Hermitian vector
bundle together with a unitary connection, we also show that the twisted X-ray transform
of symmetric tensors (with values in that bundle) is generically injective with respect to
the connection. This property turns out to be crucial when solving the holonomy inverse
problem, as studied in a subsequent article [CL21b].
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2 M. CEKIC AND T. LEFEUVRE

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M be a smooth closed n-dimensional manifold, with n > 2. Let M (resp. M¥*, with
k € Z>p) be the cone of smooth (resp. C*) metrics on M. Recall that a metric g € M is said
to be Anosov if the geodesic flow (¢¢)tcr on its unit tangent bundle

SM :={(x,v) € TM | |v|]y = 1}

is an Anosov flow (also called uniformly hyperbolic in the literature), in the sense that is there
exists a continuous flow-invariant splitting of the tangent bundle of SM as:

where X is the geodesic vector field, and such that:

YVt > 0,Vw € Es, | dp(w)] SC’e_M|w|, (1.1)
Vt < 0,Yw € By, |dps(w)] < Ce MM, ’

the constants C, A > 0 being uniform and the metric |e| arbitrary. We will denote by M anosov
(resp. MK ) the space of smooth (resp. C*) Anosov metrics on M and we will always
assume in the following that it is not empty’.

Historical examples of Anosov metrics were provided by metrics of negative sectional cur-
vature [Ano67] but there are other examples as long as the metric carries “enough” zones
of negative curvature, see [Ebe73, DP03]. As shown in [Conl0], generic metrics have a non-
trivial hyperbolic basic set, i.e. a compact invariant set, not reduced to a single periodic orbit,
where (1.1) is satisfied (but this set may not be equal to the whole manifold though). Certain
chaotic physical systems can also be described by Anosov Riemannian manifolds which are
not globally negatively-curved: for instance, the Sinai billiards which arise as a model in
physics for the Lorentz gas (a gas of electrons in a metal) can be naturally approximated by
Anosov surfaces but these surfaces have a lot of flat areas (they consist of two copies of a
flat tori connected by negatively-curved cylinders which play the role of the obstacles), see
[Koul5, Chapter 6] for instance.

1.1. Generic injectivity of the X-ray transform with respect to the metric: closed
case. We let C be the set of free homotopy classes of loops on M. If g € M anesov, it is known
[K1i74] that for all ¢ € C, there exists a unique g-geodesic v,(c) € c. We will denote by L, the
marked length spectrum of g, defined as the map:

Ly € 7(C),  Lyg(e) := Ly(ng(c)), (1.2)

where £4(y) denotes the Riemannian length of a curve v C M computed with respect to the
metric g.

INote that Manosov (82) = () (see [MP11, Corollary 9.5] for instance), that is to say not all manifolds can
carry Anosov metrics. It is also not known if manifolds carrying Anosov metrics also carry negatively-curved
metrics (the converse being obviously true).
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The closed curve v4(c) on M can be lifted to SM to a periodic orbit (v4(c),34(c)) of (¢1)ier,
the geodesic flow of g. We then define the X-ray transform as the operator:

L[ s 13)
Pe{T,v tu .

Ly(c) Jo

where (2,v) is an arbitrary point of the lift of 7,4(c). This operator (which can be defined more

generally for any Anosov flow) plays an important role in dynamical systems. In restriction

I9: CY(SM) — £2°(C), If(c) :==

to Holder-continuous functions, its kernel is given by coboundaries, namely for o € (0, 1]:
ker I9| e sy = {Xu | uw e C*(SM), Xu € C*(SM)}*.

The restriction of this operator to symmetric tensors appears in some rigidity questions in
Riemannian geometry, as we shall see. We introduce 75, : C*°(M,Q%T*M) — C*°(SM), the
natural pullback of symmetric m-tensors, defined by 7}, f(z,v) := fz(®™v). We then set

Il :=Fom,. (1.4)

Any symmetric tensor f € C*°(M,®¢T*M) admits a canonical decomposition f = Dp + h,
where D is the symmetrized covariant derivative, p € C*°(M, ®g"_1T*M), h e C®(M,%T*M)
and D*h = 0, see §2.2.2 for further details. The Dp part is called potential whereas h is called
solenoidal. Using the fundamental relation X, = 7 D, we directly see that:

{Dp | p S OOO(M, ®?_1T*M)} C ker]rgn|coo(M’®gLT*M).

If this equality holds, we say that the X-ray transform of symmetric m-tensors is s-injective
(solenoidally injective, i.e. injective in restriction to solenoidal tensors). This is known to be
true:

e for m = 0,1 on all Anosov manifolds [DS03],

e for all m € Z>( on Anosov manifolds with non-positive curvature [GK80a, CS98],

e and for all m € Zx>( on all Anosov surfaces without any assumptions on the curvature
by [Guil7a] (see also [PSU14] for the cases m =0, 1, 2).

Although the s-injectivity of I¥, is conjectured on Anosov manifolds of arbitrary dimension, it
is still a widely open question. The main theorem of this article is a first step in this direction:

Theorem 1.1. There exists an integer kg > 1 such that the following holds. Let M be a
smooth closed manifold of dimension > 3 carrying Anosov metrics. For all m € Z203, there
exists an open dense set R, C MIZOHOSOV such that for all metrics g € Ry, the X-ray transform
I3, is s-injective. In particular, the space of metrics R := Np>oRm whose X-ray transforms

are all s-injective is residual in M0 . .

Here, open and dense is understood with respect to the C*0-topology. The integer kg > 1
is chosen large enough so that the framework of microlocal analysis developed below is well-
defined (and this makes ko roughly proportional to n). One can also obtain a similar statement
for smooth metrics: if ¢ € Manosov has injective X-ray transform I, then any smooth

20f course, the geodesic vector field X depends on g. Note that when the context is clear, we try to avoid
as much as possible the notation X, in order not to burden the discussion.
3For m = 0,1, the s-injectivity is already established [DS03].
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perturbation of g (small enough in the C*-topology) will also have injective X-ray transform;
conversely, if g € Manesov 1S Dot s-injective, then for any € > 0, there is a smooth metric ¢’
that is e-close to g in the C*o-topology and such that its X-ray transform I;qr: is s-injective.

Observe that the sets R,, and R are invariant by the action (by pullback of metrics) of
the group of diffeomorphisms with regularity ko + 1 that are isotopic to the identity, which
we denote by DiffISOH(M ) (the pullback of a C*0-metric by such a diffeomorphism is indeed
C*o_regular).

As we shall see below, the generic s-injectivity of I, is equivalent to the s-injectivity of
an elliptic pseudodifferential operator II}, introduced in [Guil7a], called the generalized X-
ray transform, which enjoys very good analytic properties. This operator will also naturally
appear below when discussing the twisted case, i.e. when including a bundle £ — M in the
discussion, see §1.4. In particular, this reduction to an elliptic DO will allow us to apply our
technique of perturbation of the O-eigenvalue of elliptic operators, see §1.5 for further details
on the strategy of proof.

1.2. Generic injectivity on manifolds with boundary. We now turn to the case of a
smooth Riemannian manifold (M, g) with boundary. We define the incoming (resp. outgoing)
tail I'_ (resp. I'}) as the set of points (x,v) € SM such that ¢;(z,v) is defined for all ¢ > 0
(resp. t < 0); the trapped set is defined as K = I'_ NT';. We further assume that (M, g)
satisfies the following assumptions:

e Spherical strictly convex boundary (SSCB): the boundary components of the
manifold are diffeomorphic to spheres and the boundary is strictly convex in the sense
that the second fundamental form is strictly positive;

e No conjugate points (NCP): the metric has no conjugate points;

e Hyperbolic trapped set (HTS): there exists a continuous flow-invariant Anosov
decomposition as in (1.1) on the trapped set K.

We will use the short notation spherical SNH for such manifolds and also refer to SNH
manifolds when the boundary components are not necessarily diffeomorphic to spheres (but
satisfy all the previous assumptions). Typical and well-studied examples are provided by
simple manifolds which are diffeomorphic to balls, without conjugate points and no trapped
set; (spherical) SNH manifolds are a generalization of these, see [MP11, Guil7b] for further
references. It was proved in a recent article [CEG20] that spherical SNH can always be
isometrically embedded into closed Anosov manifolds and we shall see below that this has
strong consequences.

Given a manifold M with spherical boundary, we let Mgy (resp. M]SC(I)\IH) be the set of
all smooth (resp. C*0) metrics satisfying these properties. As in the closed case, this set is
invariant by the action of a gauge group Diffo(M) which is the set of diffeomorphisms fixing
the boundary oM.

Given x € OM, we let v(x) be the outward-pointing normal unit vector to the boundary
and

0+SM = {(z,v) € SM, © € OM,+g(v,v(x)) > 0}



GENERIC INJECTIVITY OF THE X-RAY TRANSFORM 5

be the incoming (-) and outgoing (+) boundary. The X-ray transform is defined as the
operator

+(z,0)
I9:C*(SM) — C®(0_-SM\T_), If(xz,v) := /OZ floi(z,v))dt,

where (4 (z,v) denotes the exit time of (x,v) € SM, namely the maximal positive time for
which the geodesic flow is defined. As in the closed case, the X-ray transform of symmetric
tensors is defined as I;, = I9 o w¥,; a similar decomposition f = Dp + h between potential
and solenoidal parts holds by requiring the extra condition p|gy; = 0. It is then easy to check
that such potential tensors are in the kernel of I3, and it is conjectured that this should be
the whole kernel of the X-ray transform. The s-injectivity is known to be true in a lot of cases
but not in full generality:
e On simple manifolds: s-injectivity was proved for m = 0,1 in any dimension [AR97];
further assuming non-positive sectional curvature, it was obtained for all m € Z> in
[PS87]; and for all m € Z>( on surfaces, without any curvature assumption, it was
obtained in [PSU13]; generic s-injectivity was obtained for m = 2 in [SU05, SU08] (by
proving s-injectivity for real analytic metrics);
e On SNH manifolds: in dimension n > 3, s-injectivity was proved on all SNH manifolds
for m = 0,1 and all SNH manifolds with non-positive sectional curvature for m > 2
in [Guil7b]; it was obtained on all SNH surfaces for all m € Z>g in [Lef19a],
e On manifolds admitting a global foliation by convex hypersurfaces: s-injectivity was
obtained in any dimension > 3 for all m € Z> in [UV16, SUV18, dHUZ19].

We will then derive the following:

Corollary 1.2 (of Theorem 1.1 and [CEG20]). There exists an integer ko > 1 such that
the following holds. Let M be a smooth manifold of dimension > 3 with spherical boundary
carrying SNH metrics. For all m € Zzo/l, there exists an open dense set R C Mg‘f\IH such
that for all metrics g € R.,, the X-ray transform I}}, is s-injective. In particular, the space of
metrics R' := N>Ry, whose X-ray transforms are all s-injective is residual in M’g‘f\IH

Once again, the sets R,, and R are invariant by the action of Diﬁlg°+l(M ). We believe
that the assumption that the boundary components are diffeomorphic to spheres could be
removed (for that, one would need to avoid the use of [CEG20, Theorem 1] and follow directly
the proof of Theorem 1.1 in the case of a manifold with boundary).

1.3. Application to rigidity problems. We now detail the consequences of Theorem 1.1
on three problems of rigidity.

1.3.1. The marked length spectrum rigidity conjecture. In the following, an isometry class,
denoted by g, is defined as an orbit of metrics under the action of Diffo(M ), namely

g:={¢"g | ¢ € Diff(M)}.
If M is closed, we let Maposoy := M anosov/Diffo(M) (resp. Mo ) be the moduli space of

Anosov

smooth (resp. C*) Anosov metrics modulo the action of Diff(M) (resp. Diffs* ™ (M)). The

4For m = 0,1, the s-injectivity is already established [Guil7b].



6 M. CEKIC AND T. LEFEUVRE

marked length spectrum introduced in (1.2) is invariant by the action of Diffy(A/) and thus
descends as a map

L : Manosov — £°(C), g — Ly. (1.5)
It is believed to parametrize entirely the moduli space of isometry classes.

Conjecture 1.3 (Burns-Katok [BK85]). Let M be a smooth n-dimensional closed manifold
such that Manosoy(M) # 0. Then the marked length spectrum map L in (1.5) is injective.

Originally, the conjecture was only phrased in the context of negatively-curved manifolds
but it is believed to hold in the general Anosov case. Despite some partial results [GK80a,
Kat88, CFF92, BCG95, Ham99, CS98, PSU14] and the proof of the conjecture in the two-
dimensional case for negatively-curved metrics [Cro90, Ota90a], this question is still widely
open. Recently, Guillarmou, Knieper and the second author proved that the s-injectivity of
I5® implies that the conjecture holds true locally around gy (see [GL19] and [GKL19, Theorem
1.2]). In particular, by [CS98], this solves locally the conjecture around an Anosov metric
with nonpositive curvature in any dimension (and without any assumptions on the curvature
in dimension two by [PSU14, Guil7al). A straightforward consequence of Theorem 1.1 is
therefore the following:

Corollary 1.4 (of Theorem 1.1 and [GL19, GKL19]). There exists kg > 1 such that the
following holds. Let M be a smooth n-dimensional closed manifold carrying Anosov metrics.
There is an open dense set Ry C Mionosov such that: for all go € Ra, the marked length
spectrum map L in (1.5) is locally injective near gy.

The set Ry is equal to Ro/Difff*™ (M), where Ry is given by Theorem 1.1 (and this
is well-defined since R9 is invariant by Diff]80+1(M )). By locally injective, we mean the
following: there exists k1 < kg such that for any gy € g, there exists g9 > 0 such that the
following holds: if g1, g2 € Manesov are such that there exists ¢1, ¢o € Diﬂ?ISOH(M ) such that
#7191 — gollcrr + 10592 — gollok < €0 and Ly, = Lg,, then g; and go are isometric. Except in
dimension two, this is the first result allowing to relax the negative curvature assumption.

1.3.2. Spectral rigidity. Since the celebrated paper of Kac [Kac66] “Can one hear the shape of
a drum?” | investigating the space of isospectral manifolds (i.e. manifolds with same spectrum
for the Laplacian A, on functions, counted with multiplicities) has been an important question
in spectral geometry, see [Mil64, GK80a, GK80b, Vig80, Sar90, GWW92] for instance. It is
known that there exist pairs of isospectral hyperbolic surfaces that are not isometric [Vig80].
On the other hand, by [GK80al, the s-injectivity of I§° implies that (M, go) is spectrally rigid
in the following sense: if (gs)se(—1,1) i3 @ smooth family of isospectral metrics, then they are
isometric, i.e. there exists (¢s)se(—1,1) such that go = ¢5gs. As a consequence, we obtain the
following:

Corollary 1.5 (of Theorem 1.1). There exists ko > 1 such that the following holds. Let M
be a n-dimensional closed manifold carrying Anosov metrics. Then, the open and dense set

of isometry classes Ry C M]KJHOSOV are spectrally rigid.

Once again, we conjecture that the previous corollary should actually hold for all Anosov
metrics in any dimension.
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1.3.3. Marked boundary distance function. Let (M, g) be an SNH manifold with boundary.
For each pair of points z,y € OM and each homotopy class [y]| of curves joining z to y, it
is well-known that there exists a unique geodesic in that class. We let d4(z,y,[y]) be the
length of that unique geodesic (it minimizes the length among all curves in the [y]) and call
the map d, the marked boundary distance function. When M is simple (it is diffeomorphic
to a ball), there is only a single geodesic joining x to y; we may then drop the [v] and we
call d, the boundary distance function. This function is invariant by the action of the gauge-
group Diffg(M) (it descends on the moduli space) and it is conjectured that this is the only
obstruction to recovering the metric:

Conjecture 1.6 (Michel [Mic82]). Simple manifolds are boundary distance rigid and, more
generally, SNH manifolds are marked boundary distance rigid in the sense that the marked
boundary distance function:

d: MSNH/Difo(M) BN s dg (1.6)
1S 1njective.

This conjecture is known in a certain number of cases but it still open in full generality.
We refer to [Muk77, Muk81, MR78, Cro91, Mic82, Gro83, Ota90b, PU05, BI10, SUV18] for
further details. Similarly to the closed case, it was shown in [SU05] that the local boundary
distance rigidity of a metric g can be derived from the s-injectivity of its X-ray transform .

This was extended to SNH manifolds (not necessarily spherical) in [Lef20]. As a consequence,
we obtain:

Corollary 1.7 (of Corollary 1.2 and [Lef20]). There exists ko > 1 such that the following
holds. Let M be a smooth n-dimensional manifold with spherical boundary carrying SNH
metrics. There is an open dense set R} C Mg‘f\IH such that: for all go € RS, the marked
boundary distance function d in (1.6) is locally injective near gg.

Here R, = R} /Difffo™ (M), where RY, is given by Corollary 1.2.

1.4. Generic injectivity of the X-ray transform with respect to the connection. We
now consider a smooth closed Anosov Riemannian manifold (M, g) and a smooth Hermitian
vector bundle & — M. We let Ag (resp. AL) be the space of smooth (resp. CF) unitary
connections on the bundle £. Contrary to the untwisted case (i.e. £ = C x M), (1.3) might
not define a canonical notion of integration of sections along closed geodesics’. It is therefore
more convenient to define a similar notion via microlocal analysis.

If V€ € Ag and @ : SM — M denotes the projection, we can consider the pullback
bundle 7* & equipped with the pullback connection 7*V¢ and define the operator X :=
(7*VE)x acting on C®(SM,7*E). We then consider the meromorphic extension of the
resolvent operators Ry (z) = (FX — 2)7! : C®(SM,7*E) — D'(SM,7* &) to the whole
complex plane C (here D’ denotes the space of distributions), see §2.3 for further details on
the Pollicott-Ruelle theory. It is known that there is an open and dense set of connections

5Actually, (1.3) defines an interesting notion if the bundle 7* & — SM is transparent, i.e. the holonomy
with respect to the connection 7*V¢ along closed geodesics is trivial, see [CT.21b, Section 7.2]) for a discussion.
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without resonances at 0 (see [CL21a]). When this is the case, we can define the generalized
X-ray transform as:
szg = T (R4+(0) + R_(0)) 7,

- (1.7)
acting on sections of ®YT*M ® & — M, see §2.3.3 for further details. This operator turns
out to be pseudodifferential of order —1 (see [CL21b, Section 7]) and has some very good
analytic properties (such as ellipticity), as we shall see.

Symmetric tensors with values in the bundle £ (also called twisted symmetric tensors in
the following) also admit a canonical decomposition into a potential part and a solenoidal
part, see §2.2.3. The twisted potential tensors are always contained in the kernel of HXLS and

we say that the operator is s-injective if this is an equality. We will prove the following:

Theorem 1.8. Let (M, g) be a smooth Anosov manifold of dimension > 3 and let 7g : € — M
be a smooth Hermitian vector bundle. There exists kg > 1 such that the following holds.
For all m € Z>q, there exists an open dense set Sy, C A?O of unitary connections with s-
injective twisted gemeralized X-ray transform Hrzg. In particular, the space of connections
S = Nim>0Sm whose twisted generalized X-ray transforms are all s-injective is residual in

ko
Ag .

We also point out here that a similar result holds for the induced connection on the endo-
morphism bundle, see Theorem 5.10. This plays a crucial role in the study of the holonomy
inverse problem which consists in reconstructing a connection (up to gauge) from the knowl-
edge of the trace of its holonomy along closed geodesics, see [CL21b] for further details.
We believe that a similar result should hold in the boundary case and this is left for future
investigation.

As we shall see, any section f € C*°(SM,7* &) can be decomposed into spherical harmonics

F=> fm (1.8)
m>0

where f,,, € C>*°(SM,Q,, ® £) and Q,,, — M is the bundle of spherical harmonics of degree
m € Z>o. In particular, there is a well-defined notion of degree for smooth sections of
7 & — SM, which corresponds to the highest degree in the expansion (1.8) (note that this
degree might be infinite). Sections of degree 0 are independent of the velocity variable v (also
called spherical variable) and thus define sections of the bundle £ over the base manifold M.
The operator X := (7*V¢)x has the remarkable property that it acts almost diagonally

on this decomposition since

X:C®M,Qp,RE) = C°(M, Q1 @E)DCC (M, Qi1 @E),

that is it splits into X = X_ + X, where X corresponds to the projection onto the factor
Qn+1®E. An important class of transport equations appearing in dynamical systems is that of
cohomological equations which are equations of the form Xu = f, where u, f € C®°(SM,n* )
(they can also be chosen in the space of distributions) and u and/or f have some prescribed
properties. In particular, when both u and f are smooth, understanding how the degree
of f controls that of u is an important question. It appears for instance when studying
transparent bundles (see [Pat09, Pat12, Pat13, MP11, GPSU16, CL21b] for further details),



GENERIC INJECTIVITY OF THE X-RAY TRANSFORM 9

i.e. vector bundles with trivial holonomy along closed geodesics, or transparent manifolds (see
[CL]) which is a particular case of the previous problem with & = T'M (this is a real bundle
though) and V¢ := V©| the Levi-Civita connection. We prove the following result:

Corollary 1.9 (of Theorem 1.8). Let (M, g) be a smooth Anosov manifold of dimension > 3
and let me : £ — M be a smooth Hermitian vector bundle. There exists kg > 1 and a residual
set S C Ag‘) such that if V€ € S, the following holds: let f,u € C®(SM,7* &) such that
Xu = f and deg(f) < oo; then deg(u) < max(deg(f)— 1,0).

The set S is the same as in Theorem 1.8.

1.5. Strategy of proof, organization of the paper. The strategy of both Theorems
1.1 and 1.8 is the same, although the metric case (Theorem 1.1) is more involved due to
complicated computations. The idea is also reminiscent of our previous work [CL21a], where
a notion of operators of uniform divergence type was introduced. Let us discuss the metric
case. If the X-ray transform I;0 is not s-injective for some m € Z>o and gop € Manosov (Or
M Anosov) then, equivalently, the generalized X-ray transform operator Il is not s-injective.
This operator is non-negative, pseudodifferential of order —1 and elliptic on ker D (see
§2.3.2): as a consequence, it has a well-defined spectrum when acting on the Hilbert space

H = L*(M,®3T*M) Nker Dj |

which lies in R>¢ and accumulates to z = 0. The fact that this operator is not s-injective
is equivalent to the existence of an eigenvalue at z = 0. The accumulation of the spectrum
at 0 (due to the compactness of the operator) is a slight difficulty and we first need to
multiply II7 by a certain invertible Laplace-type operator A of order k > 1/2 to obtain
Py, = Tier Dy, AT ATy, Dy, which is a pseudodifferential operator of positive order (hence
the spectrum accumulates to +o00) with same kernel as 199, The idea is to show that we can
produce arbitrarily small perturbations g of the metric go so that P, has no eigenvalue at 0.

If «v denotes a small circle near 0 in C (such that the interior of v only contains the 0
eigenvalue of Py ) and ), is the sum of the eigenvalues of P, inside v, then by elementary
spectral theory, we know that C* 3 g Ay is at least C® near gy when ko > 1 is large
enough. Moreover, due to the non-negativity of the operators P,, we have dA|,—4, = 0.
We then compute the second variation and show, using an elementary abstract perturbative
Lemma 5.2, that for all f € C®°(M,®%T*M):

ISH

@ Ngmgn (£ 1) = D7 (@ Plymgo (£, i ) 1 = 2Py d Plygy (£tsyd Plygo (F)ui) 12 ),

=1

(1.9)
where d is the dimension of ker Py, and (uy,...,uq) is an L?-orthonormal basis of ker Py, .
Writing the perturbation of the metric as g = go + tf, we have \,, = t d? Ag=g0o ([, f) +
t3(9(HfH3éko) and it thus suffices to find f € C®(M,®%T*M) such that d? \g—g,(f, f) > 0.
This means that one of the 0-eigenvalues was ejected for a small perturbation of gg, and

iterating this process, one obtains a metric g close to gg such that F; is injective.
For that, we assume that the contrary holds, namely that the second variation is al-
ways zero. We then consider the maps in (1.9), f <d2P|g:go(f, fug,ui)r2 and f +—
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<Pg_ol d Plg—go (f)ui,d Plg—g, (f)us) 2. We show that these quantities can all be put in the
form (Af, f)2, for some pseudodifferential operator A. The important point here is to eval-
uate the order of A and to compute exactly its principal symbol.

As a consequence, (1.9) can be put in the form (Bf, f);2 = 0 for some ¥YDO denoted by
B € U*(M,®%3T*M — ®%T*M)°. Taking (real-valued) Gaussian states for the perturbations
f, we then obtain by an elementary lemma that for all (z¢,&) € T*M \ {0} and for all
fe®iTy M:

(oB(0,%0)f, f>®2ST;OM =0,

where o5(z0,&) € End(®3T, »oM) denotes the principal symbol of B. In order to conclude,
it is therefore sufficient to contradict the previous equality. This problem turns out to be
of purely algebraic nature and relies on the representation theory of SO(n) via spherical
harmonics, which is treated in the preliminary section §3. We also point out that the operator
B is a priori not elliptic (see Remark 5.8), which prevents us from proving that, at least
locally, there is only a finite-dimensional submanifold of isometry classes with non-injective
X-ray transform.

The main technical ingredients are recalled in §2 but we assume that the reader is familiar
with the basics of microlocal analysis. The proof of the genericity in the connection case is
developed in §5 and the metric case is handled in §6.

To conclude, let us mention that the approach initiated in [CL21a] and developed in the
present paper to study generic properties of elliptic pseudodifferential operators seems new.
It is at least very different from the historical approach of Uhlenbeck [Uhl76] and others.

Acknowledgement: M.C. has received funding from the European Research Council (ERC)
under the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (grant agree-
ment No. 725967). The authors are grateful to Colin Guillarmou and Gabriel Paternain for
their encouragement.

2. TECHNICAL PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Elementary Riemannian geometry. We refer to [Pat99] for further details on the
content of this paragraph. Let (M, g) be a smooth Riemannian manifold. We denote by

SM = {(z,v) € TM | g;(v,v) =1} C TM,

its unit tangent bundle. Let (¢;)ter be the geodesic flow generated by the vector field X. If 7 :
SM — M denotes the projection, we define V := ker d 7 to be the vertical subspace. Recall the
definition of the connection map K : T(SM) — TM: consider (z,v) € SM,w € T(, ,)(SM)
and a curve (—e,e) 3 t — 2(t) € SM such that z(0) = (z,v),2(0) = w; write z(t) =
(z(t),v(t)); then K. (w) = Viuv(t)|i=0, where V denotes the Levi-Civita connection of
(M, g). The Sasaki metric ggas on SM is defined as follows:

gsas(w, w') = g(dr(w),dr(w")) + g(K(w), C(w")).

brf E,F — M are two vector bundles over M, we denote by ¥*(M,E — F) the standard space of pseudo-
differential operators (of all orders) obtained by quantizing symbols in the Kohn-Nirenberg class p = 1,§ = 0,
see [Shu01] for further details.
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Write H := ker KN (R - X )L for the horizontal subspace and Hiy := RX @ H for the total
horizontal space. Then we have the following splitting:

T(SM)=R-X &t VaelH, (2.1)

and we will denote by 7, 7, , mv the orthogonal projections onto the respective spaces
H, Hio, V. We denote by V58 the gradient of the Sasaki metric. The splitting (2.1) gives
rise to a decomposition of the gradient

VS (f) = Xf- X + Vuf + Vvf,

where f € C*°(SM), and Vg f € C*(SM,H),Vyf € C*(SM,V).
The geodesic vector field X is a contact vector field with contact 1-form « such that
a(X) =1,i1xdo = 0 and « has the expression:

Q(z0) (f) = gx(d(xm) 7'('(6),’[)), f S T(LU)SM. (2.2)

We have ker « = H®'V and da is non-degenerate on ker « (it is a symplectic form). Moreover
dolgxm = dalyxy = 0. The space ker « is equipped with a canonical almost complex structure
J defined in the following way: if Z € C*°(SM, ker «v), we write Z = (Zy, Zv) to denote its
horizontal Zy = dn(Z) and vertical Zy = K(Z) parts; then JZ = (—Zy, Zn), see [Pat99,
Section 1.3.2]. For such Z, the following relation between the contact form and the Sasaki
metric holds (see [Pat99, Proposition 1.24]):

Lzda(e) = —ggas(JZ, ). (2.3)

We will denote by div®® := (V52)* the divergence operator with respect to the Sasaki metric.
When clear from context, we will drop the Sasaki superscript. Then we have:

VZ € C®(SM,T(SM)),Yf € C®(SM), div(fZ) = fdiv(Z) — Zf. (2.4)

Equivalently, the divergence operator is defined by div(Z)dvoly,. = — Lz(dvoly, ), where
Lz is the Lie derivative along Z and dvoly _ is the volume form of the Sasaki metric. With
our conventions, the following formal adjoint formula holds:

VZ € C(SM,T(SM)), Z*=-Z+div(Z). (2.5)
The Sasaki volume form satisfies the property that (see [Pat99, Exercise 1.33])
1 e
dVOIQSas = mﬂf A\ (dOé) 1. (26)
When the metric ¢ € Manosov s Anosov, the following crucial property is known [K1i74]:
E,NnV={0}, E,NV={0}. (2.7)

As we shall see, this property is essential in proving the pseudodifferential nature of certain
operators, see §4. This also implies that the manifold has no conjugate points, namely:

Vt£0, VNde(V)={0}. (2.8)

2.2. Symmetric tensors. This material is standard but it might be hard to locate a com-
plete reference in the literature. Further details can be found in [DS10, GL21, Lef19b, CL21a].
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2.2.1. Symmetric tensors in Euclidean space. Let (E, gg) be a n-dimensional Euclidean space
and (eq,...,e,) be an orthonormal basis. Let e := gg(e;, ) be the covector given by the
musical isomorphism. We denote by @™ E*, the space of m-tensors and ®¢'E* the space of
symmetric m-tensors, namely f € ®¢E* if and only if

Y1, ...,um € E, Yo € G,,, f(Ul, ...,Um) = f(’L)U(l), ...,Uo(m)).

Here &,, denotes the permutation group of {1,... ,m}. Given K = (kq,...,kn), we write
ey = e, ®..®e; . The metric gp induces a natural inner product on ®™E* given by:

* * o
<eK,eK,>®mE* = 5k1k£5kmk!’n

The symmetrization operator S : " E* — @ E* defined by:

1
S ® ... & ny) = p— Z No(1) @ - & No(m)
O'EGm
is the orthogonal projection onto ®¢'E*. We introduce the trace operator 7 : @TE* —
®?_2E*:

n
Tf=> fleieis,..e)

i=1
and this is formally taken to be equal to 0 for m = 0,1. We say that a symmetric tensor is
trace-free if its trace vanishes and denote by @@ E*|o_1; this subspace. We let J : @ E* —
@ T2E* be defined by J(f) := S(gp®f) which is the adjoint of the trace map 7 (with respect
to the standard inner product previously defined on symmetric tensors). The operator 7 o J
is a scalar multiple of the identity on ®§ E*|o_1:. Moreover, the total space of symmetric
tensors of degree m breaks up as the orthogonal sum:

RTE* = BrsoT <®Tsn_2kE*‘0—Tr> :

We define P,,,(E) to be the set of homogeneous polynomials of degree m; H,,(E), the subset
of harmonic homogeneous polynomials of degree m. There is a natural identification A\, :
REE* — Py, (FE) given by the evaluation map A, f(v) := f(v,...,v) (where v € E). Moreover,
Am : @TE*o—1e = Hy, (E) is an isomorphism and

/\m : ®?E* = ®k20j2k (@?_2kE*|O—Tr) — @k20|v|2ka—2k(E)7 (29)

is a graded isomorphism (it maps each summand to each summand isomorphically). We let
S"~1 = {v € E | gg(v,v) = 1} be the unit sphere in F and r : C*(E) — C>®(S"~1) be the
operator of restriction. Define 7}, := r o A\, T, its adjoint, and denote by Q,,(E) the
spherical harmonics of degree m, namely

O (E) = ker(Agn-1 + m(m +n — 2)),

where Agn-1 denotes the induced Laplacian on the sphere, and S,,(E) 1= @g>0Qm—2k(E),
where Q(E) = {0} for k < 0. It is well-known that

is a graded isomorphism.
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2.2.2. Symmetric tensors on Riemannian manifolds. We now consider a Riemannian manifold
(M, g). Given f € C®°(M,R%T*M), we define its symmetric derivative

Df:=8oVfeC®M,ET* M),

where V is the Levi-Civita connection. The operator D is an elliptic differential operator of
degree 1 and is of gradient type, i.e. its principal symbol is injective (see [CL21a, Section
3] for instance). When the geodesic flow is ergodic, its kernel is given by ker(D) = {0} for
m odd, and ker(D) = R -S% (g) for m even. Its adjoint is denoted by D*f = —Tr(Vf) €
C>(M, ®?_1T*M) and is of divergence type.

Any symmetric tensor f € C°(M,®¢T*M) can be uniquely decomposed as

f=Dp+h,

where h € O (M, ®%T*M) Nker D* is the solenoidal part and p € C®(M,®% 'T*M) (and
Dp is the potential part). We denote by .., p the L2-orthogonal projection onto the first
factor and by Tger p+ = 1 — Tyan p the L2-orthogonal projection onto the second factor. Both
are pseudodifferential operators of order 0, namely in W°(M, RYT*M — QFT*M). The
latter is given by the expression:

Teer o+ = 1 — D(D*D)~' D*. (2.10)

More precisely, the principal symbol of D is given by op(x,§) = ije where je = iS({ ® o),
whereas that of D* is given by op+(x,&) = —itgs, where 1, is the contraction by w. The space
®¢Ty M breaks up as the orthogonal sum:

RETEM = ran(je) ©F ker lgt.

The principal symbol of me p« is then given by the orthogonal projection onto the second
summand, namely

Ot (€)= Ther gy - (2.11)

We have the important relation:
Xy, =71 D. (2.12)
The spherical harmonics introduced previously in §2.2.1 allow to decompose smooth functions

f e C®(SM) as f = 3,50 fm, where f,, € C°°(M,Qy,) is the projection onto spherical
harmonics of degree m and

Qo () := ker (Ay(x) + m(m +n — 2)),

where Ay(z) : C®(S, M) — C*°(S;M) denotes the vertical Laplacian acting on functions
on SyM (i.e. the round Laplacian on the sphere). We call degree of f (denoted by deg(f))
the highest non-zero spherical harmonic in this expansion (which can take value 4+00) and
say that f has finite Fourier content if its degree is finite. We will say that a function is
even (resp. odd) if it contains only even (resp. odd) spherical harmonics in its expansion, i.e.
for+1 = 0 for all k € Z>¢ (resp. for, = 0 for all k € Z>(). The operator X acts on spherical
harmonics as:

X : C®(M, Q) = C°(M, Q1) & C(M, Qppt1),
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and therefore splits into X = X_ 4+ X, where X1 denotes the projection onto the €11
factor. The operator X is of gradient type and thus, for each m € N, ker X |ceo(pr,0,,) 18
finite-dimensional, and we call elements in this kernel Conformal Killing Tensors (CKTs).

Eventually, we will also use another lift of symmetric tensors to the unit tangent bundle
via the following map, which we call the Sasaki lift:

mSas : CF(M, QT M) — C*(SM,®gT*(SM)),
w:n,Sasf(gh 7£m) = f(dﬂ-(gl)v 7d77(5m))

2.2.3. Twisted symmetric tensors. The previous discussion can be generalized in order to
include a twist by a vector bundle &€ — M, see [CL2la, Section 2.3] for further details.
We let (eq,...,e;) be a local orthonormal frame of £ (defined around a fixed point zy €
M). The smooth sections of the pullback bundle 7*& — SM can also be decomposed
into spherical harmonics, namely f € C°(SM,7*E) can be written as f ="~ fm, where
fm € C°(M,Q,, ®E) and a similar notion of degree is defined, as well as the evenness /oddness

" (2.13)

of a section.

If V¢ is a unitary connection on & given in a local patch of coordinates U 3 xg by V€ = d+T,
where I' is a connection 1-form with values in skew-Hermitian endomorphisms, (I'(0y,))ke =
ng, and we consider a twisted symmetric tensor f € C®(M,®@FT*M ® &), which we write
locally as f = >} _; up®eg with u, € C°(U, @ET*U), we can define its symmetric derivative

D¢ <Z U Q €k> = Z (Duk + Z ZF?ZS(UZ & d:EZ)) X eg. (2.14)
k=1

k=1 (=1 i=1

As in §2.2.2, twisted symmetric tensors can be uniquely decomposed as f = Dgp + h, where
p € C®(M,@%'T*M ® £) and h € C®°(M,®3T*M ® £) is solenoidal, i.e. in ker(Dg)*.
The pullback operators extend as maps

Tt O (M, QT M ® E) = Bp>0C (M, Qyp_o @ E).

The bundle 7* £ — SM is naturally equipped with the pullback connection 7*V¢ and we set
X := (7*V¢)x which is a differential operator of order 1 acting on C>°(SM,7*&). We still
have the relation:

Xy, = m, 1 De, (2.15)
and X decomposes as:

X 1 C®(M, Q@ E) = C°(M, Qg @ E) & C°(M, Qi1 ® E), (2.16)

that is X splits as X = X_ +X, where X is of gradient type. Elements in ker X are called
twisted Conformal Killing Tensors. Non-existence of twisted CKTs is a generic property of
connections as proved in [CL21a].

2.3. Pollicott-Ruelle theory. The theory of Pollicott-Ruelle resonances which is briefly
recalled below has been widely studied in the literature, see [Liv04, GL06, BL07, FRS08,
FS11, FT13, DZ16]. We also refer to [Guil7a, CL21a, Lefl9b] for further details on these
paragraphs.
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2.3.1. Meromorphic extension of the resolvents. Let £& — M be a Hermitian bundle over
M equipped with a unitary connection V€. We consider the pullback bundle 7* & — SM
equipped with the pullback connection 7*V¢ and set X := (W*Vg )x. Defining the domain

D(X) = {u e L*(SM,7* ) | Xu € L*(SM,7* &)} 7,

the differential operator X (of order 1) is skew-adjoint as an unbounded operator with dense
domain D(X) and has absolutely continuous spectrum on iR (with possibly embedded eigen-
values).

We introduce the positive (resp. negative) R (z) (resp. R_(2)) resolvents, defined for for
R(z) > 0 by:

+o00
Ri(2) = (FX - 2)7 == [ e
0

Note that given z € SM and f € E(,_,(2)), we have that e X f(2) € Ex(z) is the parallel
transport of f along the flowline (¢s(2))se[—t,0) With respect to the connection T*VE.

These resolvents initially defined on {R(z) > 0} can be meromorphically extended to C
by making X act on anisotropic Sobolev spaces. More precisely, there exists scale of Hilbert
spaces H% (where s > 0) and a constant ¢ > 0 such that

{R(z) > —cs} 5 z— Ru(z) € Hi,
are meromorphic families of operators with poles of finite rank. These spaces are defined so
that f € H% (resp. H?) if and only if f is microlocally in H® near E (resp. H® near E)
and microlocally H™® near E (resp. H™® near E}). The poles are called the Pollicott-Ruelle
resonances: they are intrinsic to the operators X and do not depend on any choices made in

the construction of the spaces. Moreover, these operators are holomorphic in {(z) > 0} and
thus all the resonances are contained in {(z) < 0}.

2.3.2. Generalized X-ray transform. When & = C x M, X = X is nothing but the vector field
and we use the notations R4 (z) for the resolvents. In this case, there is a single resonance on
1R located at z = 0. It is a pole of order 1 and the resolvents have the expansion near z = 0:

II
Ri(z) = —7i — R:I:,O — Ri,lz + 0(22),

for some operators Ry 1, Ry : HE — HE, bounded for any s > 0. Moreover, the spectral
projection at 0 (i.e. the residue at z = 0) is
H+ =1 = <.7M>17 (217)
where p is the normalized Liouville measure i.e. so that (1, u) = 1, see [Guil7a] for instance.
We record a few useful relations involving I+ and Ry o:
XR+,0 = R+70X - ]]. - H+, XR_’O = R_7()X = —]]_ + H_, ik,’_’o = R_7(),
XRy1=Ry1 X=-R,og, XR_;1=R_1X=R_y

We introduce the operator

(2.18)

I .= R+70 + R_70 + H+ (219)

"The scalar product on L? is given by (f, f') 2 := fSM h(f(z,v), f’(:mv))gz d p(z,v), where h denotes the

Hermitian metric on £ and p is the Liouville measure on SM.
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and define the generalized X-ray transform by:
I, := T Zm),, (2.20)

which is an operator acting on sections of the bundle ®'¢T*M — M of symmetric tensors.
We say that I, is s-injective if II,, is injective when restricted to ker D*. The following
provides a relation with the X-ray transform I,:

Lemma 2.1. Let u € C*(M,¢T*M). Then Il,,u = 0 if and only if there exists v €
C>®(SM) such that 7}u = X v. Moreover, I, is s-injective if and only if I1,, is s-injective.

Proof. The first part follows from [Guil7a, Theorem 1]; the second one is then the consequence
of the smooth Livsic theorem (see eg. [Lef19b, Lemma 2.5.4]). O

By the preceding Lemma, the study of I,,, is reduced to the study of II,,, and as we shall see
in §4, 1I,,, enjoys very good analytic properties. In other words, in order to prove our main
Theorem 1.1, it suffices to show that II¥, is generically s-injective with respect to the metric.

2.3.3. Twisted generalized X-ray transform. We now go back to the case of a Hermitian vector
bundle & — M. For the sake of simplicity, we assume that ker X = {0} but the discussion
could be generalized, see the footnote at the beginning of §5. We introduce:

Ivé‘ = R+ + R_,
where Ry := —Ry (2 =0) and R_ := —R_(z = 0), and define the twisted generalized X-ray
transform by:

Y = rpToern, (2.21)

Similarly to the first part of Lemma 2.1, the following was shown in [CL21a, Lemma 5.1]:

Lemma 2.2. Let u € C®(M,Q%T*M ® £). Then IV u = 0 if and only if there exists
v e C®(SM,n*E) such that w)u = Xv.

2.4. Properties of the resolvent under perturbations. The generalized X-ray trans-
form operators II3, (we now add the index g to insist on the metric-dependence) and Hzg
introduced in the previous paragraphs depend on a choice of metric g and/or connection
V€. In the following, we will consider perturbations of these operators with respect to these
geometric data. For £, F — M, two smooth Hermitian vector bundles over M, and s € R,
the spaces of pseudodifferential operators W*(M,E — F) are Fréchet spaces (see [GKL19,
Section 2.1] for instance) where the seminorms are defined thanks to local coordinates by
taking the seminorms of the full local symbol in the charts. Let us also mention that it is also
possible to consider pseudodifferential operators obtained by quantizing symbols with limited
regularity (see [Tay91]): actually, all the standard arguments of microlocal analysis (such as
boundedness on Sobolev spaces for instance) involve only a finite number of derivatives of the
full symbol, and this number depends linearly on the dimension. As a consequence, for k > n
(where n is the dimension of M), we can consider the space \Pfk)(M ,€& — F) of pseudodif-
ferential operators obtained by quantizing C*-symbols (satisfying the usual symbolic rules
of derivation). The remainder terms in this calculus are then operators with C?®*)-regular
kernels (instead of smooth), where p(k) € Z>o.
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Lemma 2.3. The following maps are smooth:
Manosoy 29— 2, € U1 M, @ET*M — QTT* M),
C*(M,T*M ® Endg(€)) 5VE =TIV € U1 (M, @2T*M ® £ — @GT*M ® £).

Equivalently, for every k € Z>, there are k', k" > max(n, k) such that the following maps
are CF:
MIZHOSOV Bg H H?ﬂ G qI(_k}/) (M7 ®gnT*M _> ®TSnT*M)7
’ % £ _ * *
C¥(M,T*M ® Endy(€)) V¢ = 1Ly € Wi, (M, @T"M © € = @§T* M © ).

Lemma 2.3 will be used in §5 and §6 in order to perturb the generalized X-ray transforms
with respect to the connection/metric. For k = 0, Lemma 2.3 is precisely the content of
[GKL19, Proposition 4.1]. Inspecting the proof, one can see that it also works for higher
order derivatives. The heart of the proof is based on understanding the differentiability of
the resolvent map

C>®(SM,T(SM)) x C 3> (Y,z) = (FY — 2)7' € L(H),

where H5 is the scale of anisotropic Sobolev spaces (which can be made independent of the
vector field by [Bon20]), and Y is a vector field close to X. This perturbation theory is now
standard and we refer to [Bon20, DGRS20, CDKP20] for further details.

3. ON SPHERICAL HARMONICS

We record here some facts about spherical harmonics. We keep the notation (E, gg) for a
Euclidean vector space of dimension n.

3.1. The restriction operator. In the following, we will need to understand how the degree
of a function is changed when restricting to a hypersphere. For ¢ € E*\ {0}, define 7i(§) := %
If S~ denotes the unit sphere in E, we introduce 82_2 = {veS" | (,v) =0}. Any
vector v € S*71\ {£7(¢)} can be uniquely decomposed as v = cos(¢)ii(£) + sin(p)u, where
v e (0,m),u € 82_2 (the diffeomorphism is singular at the extremal points ¢ =0 and p =7
but since they form a set of measure 0, this is harmless in what follows). The round measure

d S(v) on S ! is then given in these new coordinates by

d S(v) = sin" " ?(p) d p d Se(u), (3.1)
where d S¢(u) denotes the canonical round measure on the (n — 2)-dimensional sphere S?_z.
3.1.1. Standard restriction. We start with the following:

Lemma 3.1. Assumen > 2. Let w € C®(S"™!). Then w has degree < m if and only if the
restriction w |S?72 to any hypersphere 82_2 has degree < m.

Proof. We start with the easy direction. If w € €2,,(S*!) is a spherical harmonic of degree
m, then:

W |8272 S @kZOQm_Qk(Sg_2).
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This fact follows from the following observation: if w € €,,(S"~1), then w is the restriction of
a harmonic homogeneous polynomial P € H,,(F) defined on E. Let H = ker¢, then P|y is
still a homogeneous polynomial of degree m (but it may not be harmonic, though) and thus
its restriction to S?—z is a sum of spherical harmonics of degree < m (and with same parity
as m).

We now show the converse. The case m = 0 is obvious so we can always assume that
m > 1. Note first that we may split w into odd and even terms, w = wWogqq + Weven- We have
(w ‘ngz)odd = Wodd ’ngz and (w \ngz)even = Weven ‘ngz, and so for every &, both Weyen ’ngz

and Wodq |gn—2 are of degree < m. Thus, we may assume w is either pure odd or pure even, and
¢

that moreover this is the parity of m (if m and w have distinct parities, then the hypothesis
of the Lemma is true for m — 1).

The conclusion is now implied by the following claim : let w € C*°(E \ {0}) be an m-
homogeneous function (since m > 0 it is at least continuous at z = 0) such that the restriction
w | to any hyperplane H C FE is a homogeneous polynomial of degree m. Then w is a
homogeneous polynomial of degree m.

First of all, we start by proving that w is smooth at x = 0. Let (ey, ..., €,) be an orthonormal
basis of E and write z = > | x;e;. We claim that 8;:&1 w=0on E. Indeed, fixi € {1,...,n},
fix z € E and consider a hyperplane H containing both x and e; (which forces the condition
n > 2). Then f|y is a polynomial of degree m. In particular, it is smooth and satisfies:

o wiz) = O wla + te))i—o = O,

since it is polynomial. Actually, E?f(fi w =0 aslong as £k > m+ 1. In particular, Pw =0 on FE,
where P =" | 83:” As P is elliptic and w continuous, this gives that w is smooth on E.
We now write by Taylor’s theorem:

w(z) = Z iazo‘ -0y w(0) + R(z),

laj<m

1
where R(z) = O(|z|™*!) as |z| — 0 and define S(z) = > lal<m Jaza <09 w(0). Taking any

xT

hyperplane H, we obtain:
wn () = Slu(x) = O(l«|™ 1),

The left-hand side is a polynomial of degree < m so it implies that it is equal to 0. This
gives that R|y = 0. Since this holds for every hyperplane H, this implies R = 0 and w is a
polynomial of degree < m. Using m-homogeneity of w, it is homogeneous of degree m. O

Remark 3.2. We observe that the proof actually gives a stronger statement which is: assume
w € C*(E\{0}) is m-homogeneous and a polynomial of degree m in restriction to any plane
(and not hyperplane), then it is a polynomial of degree m on E.

3.1.2. Differentiated restriction. The following lemma will be used for the generic s-injectivity
with respect to the metric. We will denote by V the gradient with respect to the spherical
metric on S*71.
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Lemma 3.3. Assumen >3 and let m € Z>o and w € C°°(S"™1) such that deg(w) > m + 1.
Then, there exists & € E*\ {0} such that ({,V w(e))|sn—2 has degree > m (seen as a function
¢

on 82_2).

This Lemma will be applied later in each fibre £ = T, M and V will be the vertical gradient
Vy; we will take &€ € T M. If m = 0, degree > 0 also implies non-zero.

Proof. We assume the degree of (€, VW(O)>|SE72 is always < m (for all £ # 0) and show that
this forces w to be of degree < m. In fact, we may assume without loss of generality that w
is either pure odd or pure even, and of the same parity as m + 1. Let us deal with the m > 2
case first.

First of all, we extend the smooth function w to an (m — 1)-homogeneous function on F
(which we still denote by w). In particular, this extension is smooth on £\ {0}. We now claim
that for every &, dw(gﬂ) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree < m — 2 on ker¢. Indeed,
consider a point v € ker¢ \ {0}. The total gradient on FE is

VOUf =300, f(0).0s, =V +d f(ii).7,

i=1
where 77 := ﬁ, V denotes the gradient of f in restriction to the spheres and (z;); are the
coordinates induced by an orthonormal basis (e;)_; of E. Hence, for v € ker £, we have:

(VW) =D &0p, wv) — dw(id).(€,7) = dw(&h). (32)
=1

Therefore, (£, V w(v))|ker¢ is a homogeneous function of degree m — 2 whose restriction to the
sphere Sg_2 is of same parity as m, and thus has degree < m — 2. As a consequence, it is a
homogeneous polynomial of degree m — 2 on ker &.

We now fix an arbitrary vgp € E'\ {0} and consider the Taylor-expansion of w at this point:

wv) = > (v—u)*a!) 19 f(vo) +R(v), (3-3)

|| <m—1

P(v):=

where R(v) = O(|v — vp|™). We consider v; € E \ {0}, w € Span(vg,v1)*. If we differentiate
(3.3) in the w-direction and then restrict to the hyperplane w™, then we know by the previous
discussion that d w(w)|,,. is a polynomial of degree < m — 2, and so is d P(w)|,, .. Moreover,
from Taylor’s theorem d R(w) = O(|v — vp|™ 1). As a consequence: d(w—P)(w)|,. =
d R(w)|,+ is a polynomial of degree < m — 2 which vanishes to order m — 1 at vg; it is
therefore constant equal to 0. Evaluating at vy, this shows that d R(w) = 0 at vy.

We now introduce G,, C SO(n), the isotropy subgroup of vy, i.e. the subgroup of rotations
fixing the vy axis. By the previous discussion, R satisfies the following (see Figure 1): given
a sphere S"1(r) := {jv] =7}, Y*R = R for all v € G,,.

We restrict this equality to the unit sphere S*~! and observe that (3.3) implies W |gn-1 =
Qvo + Svy, Where gy € Q<1 = Pp>0m—1- is a sum of spherical harmonics of degree

lw

< m —1 and §,, is invariant by the action of G,,. Note that vy is arbitrary and taking
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Vo

U1

FI1GURE 1. The function R is constant along the red orbits which correspond to the rotation
around the vg-axis.

some other vy, we see that S, — Sy, € Q<;m—1. As each j is a representation of SO(n)
by pullback, in particular it is invariant by G,,. This gives that for all v € G,,, one has:
Y Sy, — Y Svy = Svy — V' Sy € Q<m—1. Hence, for all v € Gy, 7" Sy, — Suy € Q<m—1. Taking
v € G,, for some other arbitrary vy, we see that (7/)*v*Sy, — (7)* Sy, € Q<m—1 and since we
also have (7/)*Sy, — Sy, € Q<im—1, this gives that (7")*v*Sy,, — Sy, € Q<m—1. By induction,
for any =1, ... ,7¢ belonging to isotropy subgroups of SO(n), we have:

Y - Svo — Sup € Q<m—1.

As products of isotropy subgroups generate SO(n), we deduce that for all v € SO(n),v*S,, —
Svo € Q<m—1. Decomposing Syy = > ;~0(Sw, )k into spherical harmonics, we then see that
Y*(Suy)k = (Suy )i for all k > m and v € SO(n). As Qy is irreducible [Hel00, Theorem 3.1],
this implies that (S,,)r = 0. Hence S,, is of degree < m — 1 and w |gn—1 = gy, + Sy, is also
of degree < m — 1. This completes the proof of the m > 2 case.

Finally, if m = 0,1, then (3.2) implies that d w(&*)|kere = 0. Then taking R(v) := w(v) in
(3.3), it is straightforward that d R(w) = 0 at v; where w,v; are as before. The remainder
of the proof works the same to show that w|gn-1 is invariant under the isotropy subgroups,
hence constant, contradicting that deg(w) > 0. O

3.2. The extension operator. In this paragraph, we study an operator of extension from
a hypersphere 82_2 to the whole sphere S"~!. First of all, for m € Z>;, we introduce the

constant: ( )
T T(m

C’m::/ sin™ (p)do =7 2

o =y

where I" is the usual Gamma function. Given a smooth function f € C"X’(Sg_2) or more

(3.4)

generally, one can take a section [ € C“(Sg_2, 7* &), where 7 : S"~1 — {0} is the projection,
we define its extension of degree k € N to the whole sphere S*~! by the formula:

ng e LA(S" L, n*€), ng(cos(gp)ﬁ(ﬁ) + sin(p)u) = sin® (@) f(u). (3.5)
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Note that Eg extends to L2(Sg_2, 7% &) by continuity since by definition and (3.1)
kg2 2
1BE7 I ag0n s 05y = Coben s e (36)
Morever, we have (cf. [Lef19b, Lemma B.1.1]):

Lemma 3.4. For any [ € COO(S?_2,7T* E) and [ € ®7S”/E* ® €&, and all m € Z>p, we have:
ot it /S )T () ASe() = (i, Tt L), e (BT
3
Proof. The left hand side of (3.7) equals, after using (3.4):

/ ) /7r <sinm(g0)f(u),ﬂ;1,7rkem , " (cos(). () + sin(gp).u)> .sin™"2(¢p).de.dSe (u)
Sg 2 Jo 3 £

N /Sn1<E£”f, T Mher 3 f) €05 = <7Tk0r1§ﬁ T B (1) ) g B

where in the first line we used that (£, u) = 0 on Sg_2 by definition and in the second equality
we used the Jacobian formula (3.1). This concludes the proof. O

We have the following result on the degree:

Lemma 3.5. For all £ € E*\ {0}, the following holds. Let f € C’OO(S?_2) such that deg(f) >
m+ 1. Then, deg(E¢*(f)) = m + 1.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. We assume that Eg (w) has degree < m. In particular, it is
smooth. Moreover, observe that its (m —1)-th jet vanishes at the North pole N := {¢ =0} =
ii(€). We can therefore compute its differential of degree m. Let 0 # Z € TNS" ™!, Z = rZ’,
where |Z’| = 1. Note that in the (¢, u)-coordinates, Z’ corresponds to d, at (¢ = 0,u) where
u=2¢€ 82_2. Then:

d™ ES(w)N(Z, .y Z) = 7O (B (w)) (0, w)

= P S () W g () = X g ) (3:8)

There is a natural identification between TnS"~! and ker¢ = 7i(€)+, and with this iden-
tification d™ Ef"(w)n defines a symmetric m-tensor on ker¢. Then (3.8) says W‘ngz =

L (dm Eg*(w)n) has degree < m, which is a contradiction. O

3.3. Multiplication of spherical harmonics. We end this section with standard results
on multiplication of spherical harmonics:

Lemma 3.6. Let m,k € Z>¢ and assume without loss of generality that m > k. If f €
QO (E), [ € Qr(E), then:

fx f € ®f_oQnir—20(E).
Proof. First of all, extending f and f’ by m- and k-homogeneity to E, respectively, we directly
see that f x f’ is a homogeneous polynomial of degree m + k and so by (2.9):

fxfe @(20|U|2€Hm+k‘—2€(E)‘
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The only non-trivial part is to show that the projection onto @52k+1|’0|2€Hm+k_25(E) is zero.
For that it suffices to show that A(f x f’) =0 as long as £ > k + 1. Observe that:

A(fx )= (AF) X [ 4+2VF -V + fx (Af) =2 0y, f x Ou, f,

i=1
and thus by iteration:
Afxfy=2)" a0 f xagf,
|ar|=¢
which clearly vanishes for £ > k + 1 as f’ is a polynomial of degree k. O

In the particular case where k = 1, the previous lemma shows that f € Q;(F) gives rise
to two operators fi defined in the following way: if w € Q,,(E), then f xw = f_w+fiw
with frw € Qp41(F). Moreover, by extending f and w as 1- and m-homogeneous harmonic
polynomials denoted by the same letter, we get (V denotes the total gradient of E)

Fow= m(w-vm@l. (3.9)
In fact, for non-zero f the map f_ : Q,,(F) — Q,—1(E) is surjective, implying also that
fr: Qn(E) = Qi1 (E) is injective (see [CL21a, Lemma 2.3]).

Lemma 3.7. Assumen > 2 and let m,k € Z>o. Consider w € C®(S"™1) such that deg(w) >
m. Then, there exists f € Si(E) such that deg(f.w) > m + k.

Equivalently, there exists f € ®%E* such that deg(r} f.w) > m + k.

Proof. We first prove the case k = 1; the cases m = 0 or £ = 0 are trivial so we assume
m > 1 from now on. We write w = Z(;io wj, where w; € €);, and denote by the same letter
the harmonic extension of w; (as a j-homogeneous polynomial) to R". Take £ > m such that
we # 0, and assume for any i = 1,...,n that (v;)4+ ws+(v;)— wero = 0, which by (3.9) is
equivalent to:
(n + 200+ 1)1y, W v we —[v[2(n + 2(¢ — 1)) 10y, we = 0.
Multiplying by v; and summing over ¢, we obtain using Euler’s formula (i.e. homogeneity)
{42 o on+l-=2
Tnr2l+ D) T 2 —1)
Applying A, this contradicts the fact that w, # 0.
For general k € Z>1, by iteratively applying the case kK = 1 above, there exist f1,..., fr €

Q1 (E) such that deg(fg---fiw) > m+ k. Since f := fr--- f1 € Sg(E), this completes the
proof. O

o> w .

Note that there is a straightforward extension to the bundle case (just by applying the
previous lemma coordinate-wise), that is, when considering sections of a trivial bundle 7* & —
S"=1, where 7 : S*~! — {0} is the constant map. We record it here and leave the proof as an
exercise for the reader:

Lemma 3.8. Let m,k € Z>q. Consider w € C®°(S"~L, 7% &) such that deg(w) > m. Then,
there exists f € Si(FE) ® Endg(E) such that deg(f.w) > m + k.
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4. PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL NATURE OF PERTURBED GENERALIZED X-RAY TRANSFORMS

Under a weaker form, the results of this section can be found in [Guil7a, GL21] and in
[Lef19b, Chapter 2] where the principal symbol of the generalized X-ray transform is computed
in details. We here need a more general result where we “sandwich” (pseudo)differential
operators:

Proposition 4.1. Let Pr, Py, : C®°(SM,7* &) — C®°(SM,n* &) be differential operators of
degree mp,my, > 0 and fix m1,ms € Ng. Then the operator

*
mo?

Ap, p, = Tm, PrLye PR
is a classical® pseudodifferential operator of order m == mpg +mr — 1 in
Appp, € VM, @PT" M@ E = QT M ®E).
Moreover, its principal symbol satisfies, for any f € QE*TiM @ E, and f' € @G TiM @ Ey:

<O-APR7PL (‘T7 §)f7 f/>®gL1T*Mx®€x

27 . )
=1 | <O'PR((33,U)75H(ZE,U))(7Tm2 (), ops (2, u), Gz, w)) (s, /(u))>g 4.5 (u),
é x

(4.1)
where &z, u) = & (dyu 7(e)). More explicitly, the principal symbol of Ap, p, is given by the
formula, for any m € Ny:

2 4

OApp. Py (xaf)f - mcml—i-m—i-n—lﬂkorlgn Wml*Egn |:UPLPR (‘Tvuvflﬂl(x?u)) (ﬂ':nzﬂkcrbgnf) : (4’2)

This was originally proved with P;, = Pr = 1 in [GuilT7a], see also [Lef19b]. Note that one
could actually take Pg, Pr, to be pseudodifferential of arbitrary order (that only makes the
proof slightly longer but the idea is the same).

In the following, we will refer to this result as the sandwich Proposition 4.1. In the case
where & = C x M, the formula reads (using that ops =7p,):

<O'APR,pL (z,8)f, f/>®’S"1T*Mz®Ez

= % - opy ((z,u), &u(z,w))op, (z,u), &z, u)) .k, f(u).mk, fw)dSe(u).
¢

We will only prove Proposition 4.1 in the case of the trivial line bundle with trivial connection
in order to simplify the discussion; the generalization to the twisted case is straightforward
modulo some tedious notations. We also make the following important remark:

Remark 4.2. Proposition 4.1 can also be generalized by considering differential operators
Pr: C*(SM,@*T*(SM)) — C*(SM), Pr:C®(SM)— C*(SM,'T*(SM)),
(of degree mp,myp > 0) and looking at the operator:

APR,PL = wml,SaS*PLIPRﬂ-m%Sasa

8See below (4.5) for a definition.
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where w* denotes the Sasaki lift introduced in (2.13). The same proof shows that this

ma,Sas
operator is pseudodifferential of order mpr + myp — 1 with principal symbol satisfying:

(Oappp, (T [gmp-y,

- |257T| 2 opg (2, u), &u (@, w)) (T, gasf (w)).0p; ((2,w), Eu(z, u)) (75, susf'(w) d Se(u),
3
(4.3)

where & (z,u) =& (dg (o). We leave this claim as an exercise for the reader.

First of all, for some € > 0 we set (here X = ¢f):

+e
I.:= / e X dt.
—€

Lemma 4.3. The following property holds:
Wml*PLIPRﬂ':nQ — ﬂ-ml*PLI&‘PRﬂ-;zz € \I’_OO(M, ®TSn2T*M — ®TSn1T*M).

Proof. Recall that 7 = Ry o+ R_ o+IL; and the term I will only contribute to a smoothing
operator. Observe that:
Wml*PL(R—l—,O + R_,())I‘)RTF:”2 — Wml*PLzepRW:nQ

= Wml*PL(e_EXR+70 + GEXR_,())PRﬂ':nz - 26.71‘m1*PLH_i_PRﬂ';kn2 .

cv-oo
We want to prove that the first operator on the right hand side is smoothing. We deal with

— —eX
K = ﬂ'ml*PLe N R+,0PR7T;12,

while the other term is dealt with similarly. It is sufficient to prove that if f € D'(M,®¢*T*M),
one has Kf € C®(M,®¢'T*M). For that, we will use the wavefront set calculus of
Hormander [Hor03, Chapter 8].

Using the notation of §2.1, define the subbundles H*, V* € T*(SM) such that H*(H® R -
X) =0,V*(V) = 0. Observe that since ;'

m2

is a pullback operator, we have WF (7, f) C V*
(see also [Lef19a, Lemma 2.1] for a detailed proof). Since P is a differential operator, we have
WEF (Prm;,, f) C V*. We then use the characterization of the wavefront set of the resolvent
R, o in [DZ16, Proposition 3.3], namely”:

WF' (R4 o) CA(T*(SM))U Q4 UE! x EX, (4.4)
where A(T*(SM)) is the diagonal in T*(SM) x T*(SM), and

(
Qp o= {(®4(2,6),(2,6) [ £ >0, (§,X(2)) =0}
is the positive flow-out and ®; : T*(SM) — T*(SM) is the symplectic lift of the geodesic
flow (¢¢)ier, given by ®,(z,€) = (pi(2),dp; " (€)', From (4.4) we obtain using [Hor03,
Theorem 8.2.13]:
WF(R.;.,()PR?T;LZ]C) C E;: Ut>0 <I>t(V* N ker Zx).

9We use the standard conventions, namely if B : C>°(M) — D'(M) is a linear operator with kernel
Kp € D'(M x M), we define WF'(B) = {(z,,y,7) € T°M x T*M | (z,&,y, ~1) € WF(Kp)}.
10We use ~ T to denote the inverse transpose.
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By the behaviour of the wavefront set under pullbacks (see [Hor03, Theorem 8.2.4]):
WEF(Pre "Ry oPrr,, f) C WF(e ** Ry ¢Prrii, f) C Ejf Upse ©4(V* Nkeray).
Next, as 7, , is a pushforward, we obtain (see [Mel03, Proposition 4.12]):
WFE(K f) € {(2,6) € T"M | Jv € Su M, £(d(y) 7(®)) € B Upse ¢(V* Nkerix)},

where we note that £(d(, ) 7(e)) € V*(z,v). As a consequence, the lemma is proved if we
can show that V* N (E} Upse @:(V* Nkerux)) = {0}. But this follows from (2.7) and (2.8),
completing the proof. O

We now turn to the sandwich Proposition 4.1. For that, it is convenient to use the historical
characterization of pseudodifferential operators [Hor65, Definition 2.1] which we now recall:
P is a pseudodifferential operator of order m € R if P : C*°(M) — C°°(M) is continuous,
and there exists a sequence sp = 0 < s1 < ... of real numbers converging to +oo such that for
all f € C°(M), S € C°(M) such that d.S # 0 on supp(f), there is an asymptotic expansion:

“+oo
RP(fe) ~ T YT Py(f. )R, (4.5)
j=0
By this, we mean that for every integer N > 0, for every compact set 'K of real-valued
functions S € C°°(M) with d S # 0 on supp(f), for every 0 < h < 1, the following holds: the
error term

N-1
posvim | =ik p ( fei%) —h™ S Py(f, 5)ht (4.6)
j=0

belongs to a bounded set in C°°(M) with bound independent of h. In particular, P is
differential if and only if the sum (4.5) ranges over a finite number of j’s and P is classical if
the s;’s take integer values.

Proof of Proposition j.1. We first note that the formula (4.2) is an immediate consequence
of (4.1) and Lemma 3.4; henceforth we focus on (4.1). We divide the proof in two steps.

1. Principal symbol computation. For the moment, let us assume that the operator is
pseudodifferential and compute its principal symbol. By Lemma 4.3, we can replace Z by
Z. in the definition of the operator, that is, it suffices to compute the principal symbol of
Wml*PLIEPRW:nQ-

Take a Lagrangian state fj := e’%f, where S € C°(M) is a real-valued, smooth phase
such that S(zg) = 0, dS(zo) = &, f € C°(M,@%*T*M) and f(z) == f € ®¢*Ty M, and
further assume that d .S does not vanish on the support of f As Pg is a differential operator,
we have:

S ~ TS ~
Pgr,, frn = Pr <el%w;;12 f> = bR (apR (o, Sti(e)). 75, f(®) + ocw(h)> :

HA set A € C*°(M) is bounded if there exists a sequence (Ak)kezs, such that for all f € A, || fllor ary < Ak

It is known that A is compact if and only if it is closed and bounded.
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where Sy (z,v) 1= d; S od(,,) 7. Hence:
+e .
I Ppp,, fa(z,v) = hmmrenSrie(.e))
—€
% (0rn (prl@,0), Sa(er(@,v)mh, Flprlw,0) + Oc (1)) dt,
and thus:
PLLPRW,’;th(x,v) = /

—&

+e
p-(mrtmy) L8 (w(got(:v,v)))<0PR(4pt(x,’u),SH((,Ot(x,U)))

X op, ((a;, v), Sg) (x, 1)))71,’212 N(gpt(a;, v)) + Oceo (h)) dt,

where Sg) (z,v) :==dy Sodg, mod,y) ¢t (and S]é?) = Sg). This gives for m = mpr+mp —1
and any f' € @' T M:

o

<0APR,PL (w0,&0)f, f! >®?1T;OM = }111_% hm<(APR7Pth)(330)v f,>®g”T;OM

— lim A" / (PLT.Prrcty, f1) (@0, 0) T P (0, 0) d Sy (0)
h—0 SacOM

+e
o -1 +8(m(pt(zo,v)) % 7
ot L T

% (o (r(@o, v). Su(pi(w0,v))-0, (30, v), Sif (w0, v)) 5, F (21 0,0)) + O (h) ) A d Sy (0),
(4.7)

where d Sy, stands for the round measure on the sphere Sy, M. As we shall see, the term h~!
comes from the fact that we will perform a stationary phase over a two-dimensional space.
We define the (real) phase ® : (—e,e) X SzoM — R by ®(t,v) := S(w(pi(xo,v))). We
recall (see §3.1) the diffeomorphism, singular at the poles, 820_2 X (0,7) 3 (u,p) = v(u,p) =
cos(p)ii(&) + sin(e)u € Sy M. Observe that for fixed u € 8?0_2, the phase ®, : (—¢,¢) X
(0,7) — R defined by ®,(t, ) := ®(t,v(u,y)) has a critical point at t = 0, = 7 and the
determinant of the Hessian at this point is equal to —|d S(zg)|?> = —|&|? (see the proof of
[GL21, Theorem 4.4] or [Lef19b, Theorem 2.5.1] for further details). Hence by the stationary

phase lemma [Zwo12, Theorem 3.16], for any u € S?O_z, writing v = v(u, ¢):

g™ [ AT 0 (om0
+op, (cpt(xo, v), Sm (e (o, v))).apL ((a;o, v), SH(E) (xo, v)) T N(gpt(azo, v))) sin"2(p)dtd e

\5 ‘O'PR ((330,u),SH(ZE(],u)).UpL(($0,u),SH($0,U)).7T:12 (u).mk f ().

(4.8)

Using that this limit is uniform in « and integrating over 820_2, inserting into (4.7), as well as
recalling the Jacobian formula (3.1), completes the proof.
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2. Pseudodifferential nature. By the characterization (4.5) of YDOs via the asymptotic
expansion, the proof is very similar to the first point except that one needs to go to arbitrary
order in the expansions. For the sake of simplicity, we assume that m; = mg = 0 (this does
not change the nature of the proof). Consider an arbitrary f € C°°(M) and a compact set
K C C®°(M) of (real) phases S such that dS # 0 on supp(f). By compactness there is an
e > 0 such that for S € K, dS # 0 on the 2e-neighbourhood of supp(f). By Lemma 4.3, it
suffices to show that my,PrZ. Prm( is a pseudodifferential operator of order m. In fact, for
d(z,supp(f)) > € by the definition of Z. we have that my, PrZ. Prm ( f ei%> = 0. Therefore,

in what follows we will consider only z € N, := {x € M | d(z,supp(f)) < e}.
Since Pg is differential, we can write

. .75 S MR . . TS
Py (') = b=t Y PR (mp f,my )R = By,
=0

=:fn
where P}(%j)(ﬂgf, m55)(x,v) depends on the jet of order < j of f at x (and on the (mp — j)-th
jet of the phase S). Then:

5 T i S(ea))
Z.Prm; (felh> (z,v) = h_mR/ eh M0 WHEY)) fy (o (x,v)) d t,

—&

which gives:

. +e 1, % QL
PLIEPRWS (fez%) (z,0) = h—(mR-i-mL)/ eh oS (e (x,v)) thpl(,k) (etth,etXﬂ'bk ) (x,v) dt,
—€ k=0

and thus:
7o+ PLZ: PR, (fei%> ()

+e mL
=) [ [ kst S0P (X gy, X iS) (@.0) d .
aM J—e k=0

By introducing & := d S(z) # 0, and using the coordinates (u, ) € Sg_z x (0,7) on S, M as
in the previous step, as well as the formula (3.1), writing v = v(u, ¢) we obtain:

WO*PLI&:PRWS (fel%> (gj) — h_(mR+mL)

T pte mr,
X / , / / ermoS (@) Z hkPék) (etth, e X5 S) (z,v)sin™2(p) dtdp d Se(u)
S¢J0 Je =

::F(x7u7<ﬁvt)

™ +e
_ h—(mR—l—mL)/ 2 (/ / BRI CICRITR D) T gp,t)dtdgp) d Se(u).
S’g* 0 J—e
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Asin (4.8), for fixed x € M, u € 82_2, we apply the stationary phase lemma [Zwo12, Theorem
3.16] at t = 0, ¢ = 5, which gives:

o« PLZc PR, (fei%> (x)

N-1
= p=lmrtmL=l) /S"2 % <Z ht Agy(x,u, Dy, Dy) F (az,u, g, 0) + hNRk(x,u)) d Se(u)
€ /=0

N—-1

= - (matmy—1) i % (Z hz/ , Age(x,u, Dy, D) F <a;,u, g, 0) d Se(u) + hNRN(x)> .
=0 IS¢

(4.9)

Here, for any ¢ € N, Ay(x,u, Dy, Dy) is a differential operator of degree < 2¢ depending
smoothly on z and w and R/ satisfies the bound

||R§VH00(NEX§2*2) < CNHFHCQN+3(SNE)7

where SU denotes the unit tangent bundle of U (where F' is defined). The order 2N + 3 =
2N + 2+ 1 comes from the remainder term in [Zwol2, Theorem 3.16]. After integration in
the variable u, i.e. setting Ry (x) = [gn-2 Riy(x,u)d S¢(u), this gives:

¢

BN llcon.) < ONIIFlcen+s(sn.ys (4.10)

and one can control higher order derivatives of Ry in the same fashion (up to increasing the
order of the norm on the right-hand side of (4.10)).
Next, observe that by definition:

mr, MR ) ‘
Fz,u,p.t) =sin" 2(p) Y. P [ XN P (mp f, w5 S0, eXmsS | (a, v(u, 0))hF,
k=0 7=0

which implies that the C¥-norms of F are controlled by the C*¥'-norms of f and S (for some
k' > k), that is the remainder Ry is indeed negligible in the sense of (4.6). Also note
that Ag(z,u, Dy, D) F(x,u, 5,0) depends only on a finite number K (£) of derivatives of the
function f and the phase S at z. Hence (4.9) shows that the operator is pseudodifferential. [

5. GENERIC INJECTIVITY WITH RESPECT TO THE CONNECTION

We now prove Theorem 1.8 in this section. This case is much less technical than the metric
case but still provides a good insight on the argument. In what follows, differentiation will
be mostly carried out without recalling that the objects depend smoothly on the parameter
and we refer the reader to §2.4, Lemma 2.3 for further details.

5.1. Preliminary remarks. Consider an Anosov Riemannian manifold (M, g) with a Her-
mitian vector bundle & — M, equipped with a unitary connection V¢. Consider a linear
perturbation V¢ + 7T for some skew-Hermitian T' € C>°(M, T* M @ Endg(£)) and 7 € R, and
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the operator X, := 7*(V¢ +7T) x, where we recall that 7 : SM — M is the footpoint projec-
tion. We set X := Xg. For the sake of simplicity, let us assume that ker X|ceo(gps,6) = {0}12
which is generically true by [CL21a]. We will consider the operator

. T
Pr = Tier D AolLy, AoTier D

where II7, = . (RT. +R7 )7, A is an elliptic, formally self-adjoint, positive, pseudodiffer-
ential operator with diagonal principal symbol of order k£ > 1/2 that induces an isomorphism
on Sobolev spaces H® for any s and D, denotes the twisted (with respect to V€ 4 7T") sym-
metric derivative on tensors, as in §2.2.3. Here R, := —R7 (2 = 0) is the (opposite of)
resolvent at zero of X, as defined in §2.3.3. It is important to note that

Tker D;‘_H:n, = H:nﬂ-ker Dx = H:m
and that by continuity we have:

Lemma 5.1. For |7| small enough, the map T+ Tyer p= € VO(M,@TT*MKE) is continuous.
Moreover, for all s € R, there exists € = €(s) > 0 and C = C(s) > 0 such that for |7| < e:

Vfe H MM, @3T*M @), ||Ter prDomker D= f || 1 > Cl|ier D2 f|| o (5.1)

Hence for any s € R, for all |T| < €, where e = £(s) > 0 is small enough, the following maps
are isomorphisms:

Tker Dx A0Tker Dy + ker D N H**k — ker D N H*,
Tker Dy DoTier Dz © ker D N H*F — ker Dy N H*.
Proof. The first claim is obvious from the formula (see (2.10)):
Tker 0z = 1 — D (D:D;) "' DE.

Here it is important that ker D;|gs = {0} for any s € R which follows from the fact that

D, is elliptic and the following observation: if Dyf = 0, then X7 f = 0 by (2.15) and this

implies f = 0 by our assumptions, so the map (D}D,)~! is continuous with respect to T3,

Next, since A is an isomorphism on Sobolev spaces H®, we have that || Ao f||zs > Csl| fl| s+
for some Cs > 0. Using the identity

Tker D* A(]7I-ker Dx = [Wker Dx — Tker D¥ A0]77-ker Dx + [Wker Dg o A0]7"-ker D + A07"-ker D*,
T T T 0 T 0 T T

as well as that [myer Dg — Tker D Ag] = ogr-1(1), we obtain the estimate
||7TkerD.’;fHHS+k < CSHAOT‘-kerDifHHS < C/(||7TkerDiA07TkerDifHHs + ||7TkerDifHHS+k*1) (5.2)

127pe following arguments can be generalized to the case where ker X consists of stable elements of degree
0 (equivalently, we will say that ker X is stably non-empty): by stable, we mean that any perturbation of the
operator will still have the same resonant space at 0 and that this space only contains elements of degree 0.
This is the case for the operator X acting on functions as it always has C-1 (the constant sections) as resonant
space at z = 0; this is also the case for (W*VE“d(g))X as it always contains C - 1¢ and is generically equal to
C- 1g by [CL21a] (where V*4(€) is the induced connection on End(€)). Instead of taking the resolvent at 0,
one needs to work with the holomorphic part of the resolvent. This is done in the metric case, see §6. For the
sake of simplicity, we assume in this section that ker X is trivial.

I31f ker X is not empty but stably non-empty, this also works.
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for some constant C' = C’(s) > 0 independent of 7. To show (5.1), we argue by contradiction
and assume there is a sequence f,, € ker Dy with || fy[|gs+r = 1 and |75, p Ao fullas — 0.
We assume 7, — 0 (but the same argument works if 7,, — 7 for some 7 # 0). B?y compactness,
we may assume f, converges in H°T*~1 In fact, we have:

1fn = follgs+r < Imier Dz, (fn = fon) [ sr + [ (Tker Dz, — Tier D2, ) fin | rs+s
< C'mger Dz, DoTker Dz, fmllms + C' || Mier Dz (fr = fn) | grssn—1 4 o(1)
< lmker D2, Ao fmllms + [[(Tker Dz, — Tker D2, ) D0 fin || 15

: Vmllas +o0(1) = o(1).

+ [ Tker Dz, Ao (Tker Dz, — Ther Dz,
as m,n — oo. In the second line, we used that Txer px —Tker px = ogo(1) and || fon || rs+x = 1,
(5.2), and the fact that |75, p Aofallrs = o(1). In the last line, we also used the assumption
that f,, converges in H5t~! Therefore, (fn)nen is a Cauchy sequence in H5F and it
converges to some f € H*tF with ||f||ga+x = 1, Dif = 0 and Ter Dz Ao f = 0. Using that
[Tker DS,AO] f = —Apf and the fact that [mye, DS,AO] e UF~1 implies by elliptic regularity
that f € H5tF+1, Bootstrapping we get f € C* and so

0= <7rkerDSA0fa A0f>L2 = <A0f’ f>L2’

which means that f = 0 as Ay was chosen to be positive. This contradicts that ||f||gs+x =1
and proves (5.1).

Finally, by the first point we have ||Tyer Dz — Tker Dz || s ms = 05(1) as 7 — 0, so by (5.1)
for small |7| depending on s we get

[mer D= AoTker Dg f s = |1 Tker D AoTker Dy fll s — [[(Ther Dy — Tieer D2 ) AoTker D 1| 115

C(s (5.3)
), e g o

>

-2

Similarly, using (5.1) for |7| small enough we obtain:

C(s)
2

Estimates (5.3) and (5.4) show that the operators Tyer p; AoTker Dz Tker Dr AoTker Dy are in-

| Tker D2 AoTker D fl| s > [ 7mker D f | s+ (5.4)

jective and have a closed range for |7| small enough, and then the surjectivity follows since
their L2-adjoints are injective. This completes the proof. O
Next, using Proposition 4.1, the fact that Ay acts diagonally to principal order and the
equation (2.11), we obtain that for £ € TxM \ {0}:
27 2 *
O-(PT)(x7 g) = m 2m+n—1O-(A0) (337 g)ﬂ—l{erl‘Eﬁ 71-rnﬁkﬂ-m,ﬂ-l(erl‘Eﬁ ® ]]‘6:1;'

Therefore, the symbol of P; at (x,§) is invertible on ker, , and by standard microlocal analysis
for each 7 there exist pseudodifferential operators ), and R, of respective orders 1 — 2k and
—oo (cf. [Lefl9b, Lemma 2.5.3]) , such that

QTPT = 7TkerD6 + R;.

Using that II7, > 0 we get P; > 0 and it follows that (P, + 1)_1 . L2 Nker Dy — L2 Nker Dy
is compact and thus the spectrum of P, is well-defined. It is discrete, non-negative and
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accumulates at infinity, and the eigenfunctions of P, are smooth. Moreover, by Lemma 5.1
and again using that II7 > 0, for small |7| we have that

Ter Dx DoTker D+ ket Pr|coenier pgy — ker I17, [coorker D

is an isomorphism. Therefore we see that for each 7, 0 is an eigenvalue of II7 if and only if
0 is an eigenvalue of P;.

5.2. Variations of the ground state. We assume that ker Py|coenker D is d-dimensional,
for some d > 1, and spanned by uy, ..., uq € C®(M,RET*M®E)Nker D with (u;, u;) 2 = ;.
Let II, be the L?-orthogonal spectral projector

2w

1
I, =— ¢ (z— P,) " tdz, 5.5
$.e-P (55)

where 7/ is a small circle centred around 0 and not containing any other eigenvalue of Py in
its interior. In particular, we have Il—y = E?Zl(o, u;)r2u; and by ellipticity of Py on ker D
we have the meromorphic expansion close to zero, valid on S := L? N ker Dyg

1I
(z— Py = 70 — P 4 zH 4 O(22), (5.6)

for some maps Po_l, H, :S — S. These maps satisfy the relations (cf. (2.18)):
PPyt =Py 'Py=1d-My, PyHy=-P;"', ToPy' =Py T=0. (5.7)
We introduce A\, as the sum of the eigenvalues of P, inside 7'
Ar = Tr(PI1,). (5.8)

Note that both 7 + I, € £(L?) and 7 + A\, € C are smooth by standard elliptic theory
(see [CL21a, Section 4]). Observe that A\;—9 = 0 and as P, > 0, we have A; > 0. Our goal
is to produce a small perturbation V¢ 4 7T (where T is skew-Hermitian) such that A, > 0
for 7 # 0. This will say that at least one of the eigenvalues was ejected from 0 and that
ker P; is at most (d — 1)-dimensional (for 7 # 0). Iterating the process, we will then obtain
a perturbation of V¢ with injective (twisted) X-ray transform.

We make the easy observation that the first variation is zero, as Ar—¢ = 0 is a local minimum
of the smooth function 7+ A;:

Ar—o = 0. (5.9)

Next, we note that since Pru; = 0 and II7, > 0, we have II7, Agu; = 0. Therefore, by Lemma
2.2, there exists v; € C*°(SM, E) such that

mr Aou; = Xvg, IIpv; =0. (5.10)

By the mapping properties of X (see (2.16)), we have that if m is even then v; may be chosen
odd and vice versa, if m is odd then v; may be chosen even.
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5.2.1. Second order variations. We now compute XAat 7 = 0. We start with an abstract
lemma, valid in a more general setting (this will also get used in the metric case, see Lemma
6.9 below):

Lemma 5.2. The following variational formula holds:
5\ = TI‘(P()H()) — 2Tr(H0POPO_1P()HO).

Proof. We compute:

. 1 . . 5
Mo=o— ¢ (- Py) 'Py(z — Py)"tdz = — (HOPOPO‘1 + Po‘lPoHo) ;
,Yl
. 1 . . 1 -
My=2x — ¢ (2 — Py) ' Py(z — Py) ' Py(z — Py) 'dz + — }{ (z = Po) "' Po(z — Po)~'d.
2711 9 2m1 ~

We expand the second formula using (5.6) to get:

iy = 2 Ty PyTlo Py Hy + To Py Py Py Py + Tl Py Hy Tl + Py Pyl Py Py
+ Py PPy Bl + H1P0HOP0H0] - (HOPOP()‘l n P0‘1P0H0> . (5.11)
Therefore, we compute using (5.7):
Polly = 2(1d —11o) By (HOPOP()_l + PO—1P0H0> — 2P L PyITo Pyl — (Id — ) BoTly,  (5.12)
which implies that, using the cyclicity of the trace and (5.7):
Tr <P0ﬁ0> — 2Ty (POHOPOP(]‘1> — 2Ty (HOPOP(;lz'DOHO) .
Finally, we obtain using once more the cyclicity of the trace:
A= (BTl + 2RTTo + Rofly ) = Tr (Bllo) — 2T (Mo APy Ryl )
]

Next, we compute Py, Py and apply the formula (5.14). Before doing that, note that by
Lemma 5.1, on ker Dj we have

Pyt = (Mier s AoTker ;)™ 1 (Micer g AoTker 03) ™ (5.13)

1

where —II.-! stands for the holomorphic part of the resolvent at zero, i.e. if (z — II,,)"! =

m
H’Z’O + R, (2), where II,,, o is the orthogonal projection onto ker I, |ker p; zero and R(2)

holomorphic close to z = 0 then —II,,;} := R, (0).

Lemma 5.3. We have:

d

A= 22 ((Zye (mT.vi), mT.v ) o — (I s Tge (7T Vi), s Te (mMTvi)) ;). (5.14)
=1
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Proof. We start with the first term in (5.14). For the variation of the resolvent, recalling that
R_ = —X!and Ry = X! and the notation of §2.3.3 (v is a small loop around zero), we
have:

.. 1 1
R, = 83|T:02—m. 7{ ;(Z +X,) Mz = 92| =X = 2Ry M TRy mT Ry,
¥

.. .. 1 1
R_ = (Ry)* = r—0=— 7{ “(z—=X,) 2z = %,—0(-X,) "' =2R_mTR_7{TR_.

2mi ), 2
(5.15)
Therefore
Py = 27jer Dy Do ms (RymiTRym TRy +R_mTR_7mTR_) ), AgTger D;
and we obtain, using that X v; = 7 Agu; (see (5.10)):
d
Tr(Pll) =2 ((RemTRym TRy +R_mTR_mTR_)Xv;, Xv; ),
"j (5.16)
=2 Z (Zge(miT.v;), miT.v; >L2’
i=1
using (2.18) in the second line, as well as that I" is skew-Hermitian.
For the second term of (5.14), we first observe that similarly to (5.15)
R, =0:;,—0X;'=—R,m TR, R_=0|,—o(-X,;) '=R_7{T’R_.
Therefore it holds that
Py = Ter g Do (— Ry miT Ry + R T RO) ), AgTrier 1 (5.17)
and we finally obtain that, using (Py)* = Py:
. . d . .
Tr <H0P0P0_1P0H0> = Z <P0_1P0ui, P()ui>L2
i=1
d
= Z <P0_17Tker Dy A(]Ivg (771‘1“ Vi) s Tker Dy A(]Ivg (7TTF Vi)>L2 (518)
i=1

d
= 3 (U i Tge (T 1), M T (T )

i=1

Here in the second line we used (5.17) and (5.10); in the final line we used (5.13). This proves

the announced result.
O
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5.2.2. Properties of the operators involved in the second variation. First of all we note that by
Proposition 4.1, II,,, and hence H;blwker Dy, are pseudodifferential operators of orders —1 and
1, respectively (recall IT,;! was defined just below (5.13)). It follows that, for (x,&) € T*M\0
(cf. [Lef19b, Lemma 2.5.3]):

2
oT1l,, (‘Ta 5) C 11+2m ‘6’ 7"'kerzgﬁ 7Tm*7T Tker 2 ¢t ® ]]-Sxy

€l

J— * —1
O-H;L%rkcr Dy (ZE, 5) = On—1+2m%(7rker Let 7"'m*7"'m7"'kerz‘gﬁ) 7Tkerz‘gﬁ ®1leg,.

(5.19)

We now fix v € C®°(SM,n* ) and introduce the multiplication map
M, : C*(SM,n"End(£)) —» C°(SM,n* &), M,A:=A.v.

Its adjoint is given by M} w = (e, v)e ® w, for any w € C>°(SM,7* E). Next, we show that
the terms appearing in the formula for \ in Lemma 5.3 have pseudodifferential nature:

Lemma 5.4. For allv e C®(SM,n* &), the operator

Qv := TTge My} € U1 (M, T*M @ End(&) — QUT*M ® E) (5.20)
is pseudodifferential of order —1 with principal symbol for (x,§) € T*M \ {0}

oQ, (z,&) € Hom(T; M ® End(£,), QT M ® E,),

given by, for B € TxM ® End(€,):

7008 = Oy o i e T 2 (7 (e ) (,9))
Proof. This follows directly from Proposition 4.1. O
Lemma 5.5. For any v € C*°(SM,n* E), the operator

Ly = 1. M Tge M,m} € WM, T*M ® End(§) — T*M @ End(€)) (5.21)
is pseudodifferential of order —1 with principal symbol for (x,&) € T*M \ {0}
or,(z,§) € End(Ty M ® End(&,))

given by:

— 27 * * *
ULV(‘Taf) = n_ll_,_gmmﬂ'korz&uﬂ'l*Mv (Egn) E?Mvﬂ'lﬂ'korzéu-

Proof. Once more, this follows from Proposition 4.1 and the formula, for B € T M @ End(€):

(1. (2,€)B, B)y — |2;| . (71 B(u).v(x, u), 7} B(u). v(z,u)). d Se(u)

27T *
=, 11+2m‘§’< ¢ (i B.v), E¢"(m 1B’V)>L2(S"*1,7r*5x)

_ o 2T

n— 1+2m‘§’<7r1*M*(E£ ) E?M ﬂ-IB B>

In the second line we used the Jacobian formula (3.1). O
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5.3. Assuming the second variation is zero. If A\ = 0 for all linear variations V¢ + 7T as
in §5.2, where I' is skew-Hermitian, by Lemma 5.3 and using the notation of (5.20), (5.21),
this implies:
d d
VI € C%°(M,T*M ® Endg (€ Z LoD\ D)2 = > (L 'QuT, Qv,T) e (5.22)
i=1 i=1
The idea is to apply the equality (5.22) (which is of analytic nature) to Gaussian states in
order to derive an algebraic equality. Let ep (o, &) be a Gaussian state centered at (zg,&y) €
T*M \ {0}, that is, a function which has the form in some local coordinates around zo*

1
en(zo,&0)(x) = )

We will use the following standard technical lemma:;:

|z —xq[?

e o (@=a0)= Tt (5.23)

Lemma 5.6. Let P € "' (M,E — F) be a pseudodifferential operator of order m € R acting
on two Hermitian vector bundles E,F — M. Let e € C*°(M,E) and f € C*°(M,F). Then:

Jim <hmp<§}f(eh(ﬂ?0,§0))-€> ; §R(eh(%o,&)))-f> = %(013(350,50)6(350)7 f($0)>on

L2(M,F)
1

+ §<UP(51707 —&o)e(zo), f($0)>on-

We cannot directly apply (5.22) to ep(xqg,&p).I' where I' € C°°(M, T* M ®@Endg,(£)) because

en(xo,&).I' is not skew-Hermitian. However, applying (5.22) to R(ep(z0,&p)).I" and using

Lemma 5.6, as well as the principal symbol formulas in (5.19), Lemmas 5.4 and 5.5 (and that

in particular these symbols are invariant under the antipodal map (z,§) — (z, —¢)), taking

h — 0 we obtain:
d

<Eg(77>1T Vi)7 Eg(WTF Vi)>L2(S"*177r* 89”0)
1

.
Il

U

_1 * *
g g mTker ﬁ 7Tkerz ﬁ 7rm*77 Tker 2 Ii] Tker et Wm*Egg(ﬂ'lr- Vi)7 Egg (er- Vi)>L2(Sn*1,7r* Exg)
=1 0

(5.24)
Since (7%, Tker e )* = Tker e Tms in the L? sense, we have the orthogonal decomposition:
LSV 1 Eyy) = 7T;kn( ®¢ ker et ® Ex ) &+ ker (Wke”&g 7Tm*|L2(Sn71)). (5.25)
In particular, if we define w; := Eg’g((ﬂff VZ-)|82072), then we can write
w; =m0 T; + hy, (5.26)
where T; € ®{ ker et ® Ex, and h; € ker(myer et Fm*‘Lz(Sn—l)). We also define

U * -1 . 72/(gn—1 __* 2/qn—1 __*
P, = 7'('7717"'kerz'5ﬁ [7Tkor et 7"'m*7Tm7"'kerzgﬁ] 7"'kerzgﬁ T * L (S y T 5:(:0) — L (S ) T 5:(:0)7
0 0 0 0

14A1ternatively, a Gaussian state is an h-dependent function whose semiclassical defect measure is a point
(z0,&) € T*M, see [Zwol2].



36 M. CEKIC AND T. LEFEUVRE

and observe that P2 = P,,, P¥ = P,,, so P, is the orthogonal projection onto the first factor
of (5.25). In particular 7}, T; = P,, w; and (5.24) reads:

d d
Z; | wi H%2(S"*1,7r* Exp) Z; | P wi ||%2(§n71’ﬂ* Eag)” (5.27)
1= 1=

As a consequence, in order to obtain a contradiction in (5.27), it is sufficient to exhibit a T’
such that hy # 0 (where hy is given in (5.26)). Since h; € ker(wkem)Eﬁ Tms) and ker(7mp,,) C
ker (Tyer » Tms ), it is sufficient to show that the orthogonal projection of wq onto ker(7m,,,|r2)
is not zero, that is, it is sufficient to show that wy = Eg (77T v1) has degree > m + 1:

Lemma 5.7. There exists xg € M, §o € Ty M\ {0} and I' € T;; M ® Endg(E4,) such that
deg(EZ (mil.v1)) = m + 1.

Proof. For that, we will need the following claim:
V1<i<d, wehave deg(v;)>m+1.

Indeed, assuming the contrary, since v; has opposite parity as m this would force deg(v;) <
m — 1, that is, v; = 7} _,v; for some v; € C>(M, ®?_1T*M). Recalling 7 Agu; = Xv;
by (5.10) and using the relation (2.12), this implies Agu; = Dgv,;. Hence Tker Dz Aoty = 0,
implying u; = 0 which is a contradiction.

Now we select xg according to vy, that is, we take xg such that at this point, the degree of v
in the fibre over xo is > m-+1. This also implies that 7{I". vi has degree > m+1 (actually, the
degree is at least m + 2 but we do not need this) for some choice of I' € T;; M ® Endg(E4,)
by Lemma 3.8 applied with & = 1. Then, by Lemma 3.1, we know that there exists a
§o € Ty M \ {0} such that deg(miT.vy |S2072) > m + 1 and then it suffices to apply the

extension Lemma 3.5 to get that
deg (Egg(ﬁf Vi |SZ02)> >m+1,
concluding the proof when n > 3. O
This completes the proof of Theorem 1.8.

Remark 5.8. As mentioned in the introduction, Lemma 5.3 and (5.22) show that the sec-
ond order derivative d? \(I',T") is of the form (BT,T)2, where B is some pseudodifferential
operator (and the same will occur in the metric case). However, this operator is a priori not
elliptic. More precisely, the proof only shows that there exists a point zg € M (where v; has
degree m + 1) where the principal symbol of B is non-zero. Had we been able to show the
ellipticity of B, we would have obtained that locally the space of connections (up to gauge)
with non-injective X-ray transform is finite-dimensional (and its tangent space would have
been equal to the kernel of B).

Remark 5.9. Our proof does not give generic injectivity when n = 2. More precisely, Lemma
5.7 does not work in that case, since Eg)”(ﬂff. v1) always has degree equal to m. Therefore,
the equality (5.27) always holds and our proof shows that the pseudodifferential operator
Ly, — ;H;}Qvi appearing in (5.22) is in fact of order —2, as opposed to the case n > 3
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where we show that this operator is strictly of order —1. However, we believe that in the
former case the second variation should also be non-zero, and that this should be provable
using the method in §4 directly.

5.4. Endomorphism case. We conclude this section with a discussion of the endomorphism
case. More precisely, if £ — M is a Hermitian vector bundle, we let End(£) — M be the
vector bundle of endomorphisms. If V¢ is a unitary connection on &, it induces a canonical
connection VF*(€) on End(£) defined so that it satisfies the Leibniz rule:

PO f = V() u(VE D),

for all f € C°(M,E), u € C*°(M,End(£)). Similarly to §2.3.3, one can define a twisted
End(&)

X-ray transform Il with values in the endomorphism bundle End(€). More precisely,
the operator W*Vind(g) always contains C-1¢ in its kernel and its kernel is generically reduced

to C.1¢ (see [CL21a], such a connection is also said to be opaque). We then set:
mEnd@) = 7 (Ry + R + e, ),

where Ilc 1, denotes the L?-orthogonal projection onto C.1g and R is (the opposite of) the
holomorphic part of the resolvents of W*Vind(g) at z = 0.

For m = 1, the solenoidal injectivity of the operator H}f appears to be crucial when
studying the holonomy inverse problem on Anosov manifolds, namely: to what extent does the
trace of the holonomy of a connection along closed geodesics determine the connection? We
proved in a companion paper [CL21b] that this problem is locally injective near a connection
VEn(E) guch that its induced operator H?nd(s) is s-injective. Similarly to Theorem 1.8, this
turns out to be a generic property:

nd (&)

Theorem 5.10. There exists kg > 1 such that the following holds. Let (M,g) be a smooth
Anosov manifold of dimension n > 3, g : € — M be a smooth Hermitian vector bundle
and let m € Z>g. Moreover, assume that the X-ray transform I, with respect to (M, g) is
s-injective. Then, there exists an open and dense set S,, C Ago of unitary connections with
s-injective twisted generalized X-ray transform HXLEnd(g) on the endomorphism bundle.

Note that the main difference with Theorem 1.8 is that we need to assume that I,, is
s-injective; this is known for m = 0,1 on all Anosov manifolds [DS03] and this is a generic
condition with respect to the metric by our Theorem 1.1.

Proof. We just point out the main differences with the proof of Theorem 1.8. If V¢ is a fixed
unitary connection and V& + T (for T € C®(M,T*M ® Endg(£))) is a perturbation, the
induced connection on the endomorphism bundle is VE2d(E) 4 [[", o]. Then, in the computations
of §5.2, each time that a term 7{I. v, appears, it has to be replaced by [7{T,v;] and the v;’s
are now elements of C*°(SM, 7*End(€)), where v; satisfy a version of (5.10) for X := 7*Vind,

Now, each v; can be (uniquely) decomposed as v; = f;.1¢ + VZ-L, where f; € C*°(SM) and
vir € C°°(SM,7*End(€)) is a (pointwise) trace-free endomorphism-valued section. One still
has that X v; is of degree m and v; is of degree > m + 1. In fact, we claim that VZ-l is of
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degree > m + 1. Indeed, assume that this is not the case, that is deg(vil) < m; then f; has
to be of degree > m + 1 and
Xv; = (Xf).1e +Xvi

is of degree m. As (Xf;).1¢ and Xv;j are pointwise orthogonal as elements of 7*End(€)
(since X vi- is trace-free), this forces each of them to be of degree < m and thus X f; is of
degree < m, and deg(f;) > m + 1. But then the assumption that I, is s-injective rules out
this possibility.

Lemma 5.7 is then modified in the obvious way: one chooses a point xg such that deg(v;-) >
m + 1 and it suffices to find a I' € T;, M ® Endg(£4,) such that

[miT,vi] = [xiT, vi]

has degree > m + 1. For that, we choose an orthonormal basis (ey, ..., ;) of £, and write in
that basis VZ-L = (mje)1<je<r- By assumption, there is an element mj, with degree > m + 1.
Without loss of generality, we can assume it is in the first column ¢ = 1. If it is obtained for
some jo # 1, then taking a real-valued o € Qq such that c.mj,; has degree > m+ 1 (which is
possible by Lemma 3.7), and setting I' := ia x e; ® e}, we get easily that [T, vi] has degree
>m+ 1.

If it is obtained for jo = 1, then we write

1 mi1 bT
Vi_(c d>’

where my; € C*°(SM) has degree > m + 1, b,c are vectors of length » — 1 and d €
C>®(Sy, M, End(C"1)). Note that Tr(vi) = 0 = mq; + Tr(d). Moreover, writing d =
(mje)a<je<r, there is an element my,;, on the diagonal of d such that, if f>,,41 denotes the
projection of a function f onto Fourier modes of degree > m + 1, one has (mjj,)>m+1 #
(m11)>m+1 (indeed, if not, this would contradict Tr(v;) = 0). Without loss of generality, we
can assume that jo = 2. Then, taking

-
=(5 %),
—v 0
where 7 is a vector of length 7 — 1 and v = (0, ...,0) and a € € is real-valued, we obtain:
mirovt] = (

By assumption, mos —mq1 has degree > m+1 and it thus suffices to choose a real a € £ such
that (maog —mq1).« has degree > m + 1. The existence of such an « is once again guaranteed
by Lemma 3.7. This completes the proof. O

* ’de — mll.’yT

. . ) , ’de — mll.’yT = ((ma2 — m11).t, %, .., %) .

6. GENERIC INJECTIVITY WITH RESPECT TO THE METRIC

We now prove Theorem 1.1. As we shall see, the computations follow from the same
strategy as in the connection case, except that they are more involved.

6.1. Preliminary computations. A first point to address is that the unit tangent bundle
now varies if we perturb the metric.
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6.1.1. Scaling the geodesic vector fields on SM. The metric g := gg is fixed and we consider
a smooth variation (gr);¢(1,1) of the metric. Each 7 € (—1,1) defines a unit tangent bundle

SM; :={(z,v) € TM | g-(v,v) =1} C TM,

and we write SM := SMjy. Each metric g, induces a geodesic vector field H, defined on the
whole tangent bundle TM (which is tangent to SM,, for every 7 € (—1,1)). We let

O, : SM — SM;, (z,v) — (m, ﬁ) , (6.1)
gr

be the natural projection onto SM,. We consider the family X, := ®*H, € C*°(SM,T(SM)),
which depends smoothly on 7 and is defined so that X,.—y = X is the geodesic vector field
of the metric go. Note that (X;);c(—1,1) is @ smooth family of Anosov vector fields on SM.
In what follows, we will drop the sub-index zero when referring to quantities at 7 = 0. We
will use § : T*(SM) — T(SM) to denote the musical isomorphism with respect to the Sasaki
metric.

Lemma 6.1. We have:
. 1 .. 1 % s X -
X = 572 X + §J[VV(7T29) + Vi (739)]
as,__* . i % .
—J ((Vi’ 7T2,Sasg)(X7 7T-H(.))) + 7T2,Sasg(X7 7TH(.))ﬁ

Proof. Write S, (x,v)(§) = (v, dn(x,v)€)g, (z) for the contact 1-form on SM.. Writing o, :=
®76; and a := [y, and using 7 o ®; = 7, we obtain for any £ € T{, ) SM:

ar(z,0)(§) = |U|;Tlg7_(’u, dn(z,v)(£)).

Differentiating, we obtain the relation:

(6.2)

G —%w;g o+ (v, d ez, v)(s)). (6.3)

The pullback vector field X is uniquely determined by the relations: ¢tx o, =1 and tx,da; =
0. Differentiating, we get ¢y a4 txd& = 0 and thus using (6.3), a(X) = —$m5g. Since we can
decompose X = a(X)X 4 Y for some Y orthogonal to X this gives the first term in (6.2). It
remains to compute Y.

For that, we introduce the 1-form, defined for (z,v) € SM as

A(z,v)(e) := g(v, dm(z,v)(0)) = T3 5,59(X @),
using the Sasaki lift introduced in (2.13). The first step is to compute txdA and we claim:
ixdA = —d(m3g) + (VT3 509) (X, T (9)) — 75 8059 (X, Ty (9)) (6.4)

Recall here that Hi,t = H & R - X denotes the total horizontal space, as explained in §2.1,
and 7y, , is the orthogonal projection onto this space (with respect to the Sasaki metric).

Note that A defines a 1-form on T'M and we will first compute txdA on T'M. Then txdA
on SM is just the restriction. For W, Z € C*°(TM,T(TM)), we have the formula:

dA(VV’ Z) =W- (FS,Sasg(X’ Z)) —Z- (ﬂ-;,Sasg(Xv W)) - Trz,Sasg(Xv [I/Vv Z]) (65)
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We now fix a point p € M and take a geodesic orthonormal frame (Eq, ..., E,,) around p, i.e.
such that Vg, E;(p) = 0. Let X; be the horizontal lift of F;. We have that v%ng is vertical
(see [Pat99, Lemma 1.25]) and V585X, is also vertical at p (as 7 is a Riemannian submersion).
Hence by (6.5), at the point p:
LXdA(XZ) = ( §?S7T;,Sasg) (X7 XZ) + 71-;,Sasg(VSXaS‘XV’ XZ) + ﬂ-;,Sasg(X7 v%(aSXZ)
- X F;g - F;,Sasg(Xa [Xa XZ] )
——
:VXXi—VXl.X
= (V3 50s) (X, Xi) — X, - 739,
Introducing Y; := JX;, it can also be checked that [X,Y;] = JY; = — X, at the point p (this

is an immediate consequence of the fact that [X;,Y;] = 0 at p, see [Pat99, Exercise 1.26]).
Thus by (6.5), at p:

LXdA(}/Z) =X Trz,Sasg(X7 YYZ) -Y- (Tr;,Sasg(Xv X)) - Trz,Sasg(Xv [Xv Y;])
=-Y- ﬂ-;g - 7132’(,82159()(7 JY;)

(6.6)

(6.7)

Combining (6.6) and (6.7) immediately yields (6.4) and proves the claim.
Hence, combining (6.4) with (6.3), we get

. 1 % - 1 * as,_x . * .
Lxda = —§X(7T29)-04 - §d(7T29) + (V35 5050) (X, Ty, (0)) — T3 805 9(X, Ty (@),

Using txdd + i da = 1xdé + vyda = 0 together with (2.3), we get:
. 1 * . % . as_x . * .
Y = —J(xda) = 37 (Vumsg + Vamsg) =] (V75 509) (X, 750(0)) 7 (75 509 (X, Ty (#))F

Note here that we used (V5&7*g)(X, (o)) = (V%Sw;,Sasg)(X, TH,o (@) — X (759).x, valid
since X (m5g) = (V%?Sﬂ;sasg)(X, X). The last term can be simplified as 73 5, 9(X, mr(e))E.
g

The last two terms of (6.2) vanish for a conformal perturbation. We introduce the differ-
ential operator A ¢ Diff!(SM,C — T (SM)) of order one

AM() o= 2 (~FX + T[Vuf + Vuf). (63)
We also introduce A € Diff'(SM, ®4T*(SM) — Tc(SM)) of order one by:
A (f) i= — (V3 1)(X, ma(9))" + F(X, (o)) (6.9)

By construction X = A% (73 f) + Aaniso(ﬂz’sas f). In order to manipulate compact notations,

we will write X := A(75 f), although there is some abuse of notations here as there are two
distinct lifts of f to SM.

We now compute the symbols of AcnHaniso  They will be useful in the perturbation argu-
ments in the following sections.

Lemma 6.2. For any (xz,v,§) € T(SM), we have:

(A (2, v, &) = %J(:c,v)(msjj +myéh) = %J(rc,v)(ftt —&(X(2,0) X (x,v)).



GENERIC INJECTIVITY OF THE X-RAY TRANSFORM 41

Proof. Consider the Lagrangian state ei%f, where S(z,v) =0,dS(z,v) =¢§ and f(z,v) = 1.
By (6.8), we compute

Aot (iR f) = _%ei% [ X — % fI(VuS + VyS) — J(Viuf + Vv f )]- (6.10)

We may directly read off the principal symbol from this expression:
o (A (z,0,€) = }1}3}) hA(ei%f)(x,v) = %J(VHS + VyS)(z,v) = %J(az,v)(7rH§jj + myéh).
O
We have:
Lemma 6.3. For any (x,v,§) € T(SM) and f € ®%T(’;’U)(SM), we have:

(A™5) (2,0, €) f = —il€, X (2,0)).J (2, 0) (F(X (2, v), 7m ()

Proof. We see that it suffices to compute the principal symbol of the first term in (6.9) as the

second term is of lower order. We take a Lagrangian state eiTS»f with S(z,v) = 0,d S(z,v) =&
and f € C°(SM,®%T*(SM)), f(z) =: fo. We have:

T8 )@, v, o = Jim R (R f)(@,0)
h—0

= lim —hJ(z,v) <%XS. [F(X, m(e)))F + eth (VS £)(X, WH(O))]ﬁ> (z,v)

= (&, X (2,0)).d (2, 0) ( fo( X (z, v), ma(e)))".

O
Eventually, we compute the divergence of X in a geometric way. We prove:
Lemma 6.4. The following formula holds:
div(X) = X<7T5 Try, () — gwgg). (6.11)

In local coordinates (z;)1<i<n, Where go and ¢ are identified with n x n symmetric matrices,
we have Tr,, (9) = Tr(gp ' 9).

Proof. Write €); := dvolg,s 4, for the Sasaki volume form of g, in SM; and Q := . Write
Jr for the Jacobian of ®,, i.e. ®XQ, = 7). Observe that

—div(X,)Q=Lx, Q=3 (Ly (T o ®1.0,) = 7. X, (T 1) .Q.
It follows that div(X,) = JT_l.XTjT and differentiating at 7 = 0 and using Jp = 1:
div(X) = XJ. (6.12)

In what follows we compute 7. We will use that dvoly, gas(x,v) = m*dvoly (x,v) Advols, r,
(up to sign). We need the following auxiliary lemma:
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Lemma 6.5. Let Ay and A1 be two symmetric, positive definite matrices, and denote by
Szl__l ={z e R" | (Ajx,z) = 1} C R™ the unit sphere with respect to the metric induced by
. . n—1 _ x . .
A;; denote by dvoly, the induced volume form on SAi . If R(x) T 1s the scaling

map between the two spheres, then for x € Szgl:

[det A n
R*dvolg, (x) = ( SZEA;.(Alx,@_?)dvolAO(x). (6.13)

Proof. We first show the claim for Ay = Id. Denote A; = A and write R*dvoly = j.dvolgn—1
for some function j on S"~1. Observe that dvol(z) = v/det Ay ge,lda] for z € S%!, where
we write |dz| = dzq A ... A dx,, e; for the standard basis vectors of R™ identified with 0;;
>; Tie; = x is the outer unit normal to Sz_l at z. It is straightforward to compute:

Vi=1,...,n—1, d., R(e;)) =0;R(e,) = \/Tnn (el - en.Ann> .

This shows the claim at x = ¢,:

R*(dvoly)(en)(e1,... ,en—1) = Vdet Au p dxy A ... Ndzy, <, <e,~ —ep. > ,)

n

= (—1)" "Vdet A.(Aep, e,) 2.

For general z € S*~!, consider a B € SO(n) such that B(e,) = x. Using that B : S%}ZB —
Sz_l is an isometry and the previous computation, the formula (6.13) for Ay = Id follows.
For general Ag, simply consider a linear coordinate change given by B with BT AgB = Id

and apply the previous result to A = BT A;B. The completes the proof. O

Using Lemma 6.5, we see that in local coordinates:

Q7 (m*dvoly, Advolg, ) = m*dvoly AP (dvolg, . )

deth * —n
= \/det g;|dz| A Tot gO.(ngT) 2dvolg, pr

~ det g,

= Jet g (m59,)” 2. dvolg, Advolg, ar .

This shows that J, = gzzgg.(ﬂ'; g+)"2, so taking the derivative at 7 = 0 and using (6.12)

completes the proof and shows (6.11). O
In what follows, we will frequently use the operators, defined for a distribution v € D'(SM):
Vu e C®(SM), Myu:=v.u, VZeC®SM,T(SM)), N, Z:=2Zv. (6.14)

Sometimes u or Z will also be singular, in which case we will have to justify the extension of
the corresponding operator to such functions.
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6.1.2. Metric-dependent generalized X-ray transform. For each 7 € (—¢,¢) small enough,
we can consider the positive resolvent C > z +— (=X, — 2z)~! and the negative resolvent
C 3z (X, —2)7L Since we have X, = (®,)*H,, the resolvents satisfy on C°°(SM) that
(£X, — 2)7' = (®,)"(£H, — 2)"1(®,), and therefore also

Ry = (®:) R (0., 17 = (@) T (@1)s, (6.15)

where the superscript denotes the vector field with respect to which the resolvent is taken,

% o s its holomorphic part at zero and II%. is the orthogonal projection to the resonant space
at zero. From now on we drop the ¢ = X superscript and simply write 7 instead. By (2.17)
we have

b= (e, 7)1, (6.16)
where 1 is the constant function and w. is the pullback by ®, of the normalised Liouville

measure on SM; such that (1, p,) = 1.
Let (m;)* : C°(M,@%T*M) — C°°(SM;) be the canonical pullback operator; we write

7k = (me)*. We may then compute, for a symmetric m-tensor f:
(@) ()" Fla,0) = (we) f (@ ) = fa (oo o ) = ol
|v]g [v]g, [v]g, "

We denote x,(z,v) = |v| ", so that by the previous equality:

XrT = (®7)7(m57)%, (T )wXr = (757)(Pr ), (6.17)

where the lower star denotes the pushforward, that is the L? adjoint of the pullback operator.
We are in position to introduce the generalised X-ray transform with respect to H, and study
its properties under re-scaling by (6.15) and (6.17):

I, = (wg;)*(Rfjo + Rfjjo + T ) (79)* = Tnaxr (R o + BT o + T ) X, (6.18)

I7:=

Moreover, the family
(—g,e) 27100, € VY (M, @FT*M — QTT*M)

depends smoothly on 7 as stated in Lemma 2.3.
We keep the same strategy as in §5 and define

PT = Tker D§ A01_[:;1A07Tker Dg» (619)

where Ag is an elliptic, formally self-adjoint, positive, pseudodifferential operator of order
k > 1/2 with diagonal principal symbol that induces an isomorphism on Sobolev spaces. As
in Lemma 5.1, the maps:

Tker D2 DoTer p; © ker D N H* (M, ®3T*M) — ker DF N H* (M, @§T* M),
Ter D AoTker s ker DE N H* (M, @4 T*M) — ker Dj N H* *(M, @ T*M),

are isomorphisms for 7 small enough depending on s € R. In particular, as before, II7, is
solenoidal injective (i.e. injective on symmetric tensors in ker DY) if and only if P is solenoidal
injective. In what follows we assume that (u;)%, is an L2-orthonormal basis of eigenstates
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of Py at 0. As in (5.8), we let A\ be the sum of the eigenvalues of P; inside a small contour
near 0.

6.2. Variations of the ground state. We now compute the variations with respect to 7.

6.2.1. First order variations. As in the connection case, the first order variation of A, at
7 =01is Ao = 0 and the second order variation is given by Lemma 5.2. We thus need to
compute each term involved in the second derivative 5\0, namely Py and Py. More precisely,
the goal of this section is to compute Zle(PO_ L Pyus, Poui) pe.
We assume that g, = g + 7f, where f € C®(M,®%T*M) is a perturbation such that
g = f. We write
HT
(X, —2) =+ X))l = 7+ +RT o+ 2R | + 2°R] 5, + O(2%), 620,

T

II
—(XT — Z)_l = (Z — Xq—)_l = 7_ + RZ,O + zRi,l + Z2RZ’2 + 0(23),

for the meromorphic expansion of the resolvents at zero. First of all, we compute the deriva-
tives of x, at 7 = 0:

Krmo(@,v) = —Fi(v,0) = — T3 f(av),
mm (6.21)
Xr=o(z,v) = B (5 + 1) (73 f12 (2, v).

In the following we recall that IT7. = II” (see (6.16)). We now turn to the first order variation
of the resolvent:

Lemma 6.6. We have f[i = —HiXRJr,O and:
Rig=-— <R+,0XR+,0 + H+XR+,1> . Roo=+ (R—,OXR—,O + H_XR_,1) :

Proof. Let us deal with the second equality (the third one is similar). By (6.20), we have
(recall that the contour v around zero was defined in §2.4):

1
= X,
+,0 2m,7{(z+ )

and differentiating with respect to 7, we get:

—1%, (6.22)

_ydz

. 1 . . . .
Reo=—5— 7{(73 + X)X (2 + X) = - <R+,0XR+,0 +1L . XR 1 + R+,1XH+> -
Y

z

To conclude, it suffices to observe that XII, = 0 as X is a vector field and the range of IT
is always the constant functions C - 1.
As far as the derivative of the spectral projection is concerned, one starts with the equality

1
| — X )t 2
" 2m,f{(z+ ) ldz, (6.23)

and then differentiates with respect to 7 similarly as above; we omit the details. O
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Therefore, recalling (6.18), by (6.21) and Lemma 6.6 we obtain at 7 = 0:

I = T, (—% (m3 .1+ Irsf) + 1‘) s
m * % . .
- wm*( — 5 (M f.T+TImsf) - <R+,0XR+70 + H+XR+71) (6.24)

+(RoXR g +TLXR_ ) ~TLXR o),

Next, we observe that for m odd, 7,1 = 0 and also m,.(7 f) = 0 and as a consequence,
the terms in (6.24) involving II1 disappear; when m is even, this simplification no longer
occurs. Recalling the definition (6.19) of Py, we obtain from (6.24) the general expression
(valid for m odd or even):

. m, *
Py = Tier D3 DoTms ( — 5 (W3 f(Rio + Reg) + (Rig + R 0)m3f)
—R+70XR+,0 + R_,OXR—,0> 7T;knA07Tker D§

+ €(m)7Tker Dg A()Tfm* —571'2]0.1_[4_ —5H+7T2f — H+XR+,1 + H_XR_,l — H+XR+’0

S(r3f):=
7"-;«kn,AOﬂ-ker Dg»

where e(m) = 0 for m odd and ¢(m) = 1 for m even. This last term is isolated on purpose
because as we shall see, it only contributes to a smoothing remainder in the following argument
and will therefore disappear in the principal symbol computations.

We let u; € C°(M,FT*M) N ker D§ be one of the elements in the kernel of Fy. Note
that the operator 11, being real, we can always assume that the u;’s are real-valued. This
implies using Lemma 2.1 that (as in §5)

T AoTker pxwi = X vi,  for some  v; € C*°(SM) with Il v; =0, (6.25)

which can also be chosen real-valued (since X is real). Hence, using (2.18) and the fact that
(Ryo+ R_0)X =0, XII} =114 X = XII; =0, we obtain:

. m « %
Pou; = = Tker Dy Do (T3 f-(Ri 0 + R-o) + (R0 + R-0)75 f) X vi

2
+ Tker D A()Trm*( — R+,0X R.;,_,()X Vi —I-R_,()X R_70X Vi)
—— ——
=1-TI4 =—1+4I1_

m 6.26
+ E(m)ﬂ'korDa‘AOﬂ'm* (_Eﬂ—;f.n—i_ + S(ﬂ';f)) XVZ' ( )
m * *
= —Tker D5 A0Tm«(R4.0 + R o) [Eﬂzf-X vi +A(m3 f) Vz}
+ E(m)ﬂ'kor Dg AQTI’m*S(T{';f)X Vi .

Let us introduce shorthand notation for the operators arising in (6.26), for any v € C*°(SM)
and any symmetric 2-tensor h € C*°(M,@%T*M):

Byh =1y, S(mah) X vi,  Qvh i=mp(Ry o+ R_p) [%ﬂ';h.XV—FA(?T; )V . (6.27)
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By using the facts that PO_1 = (Tker D A0Tker Da«)_ll'[,_nl(wker D AoTer D;;)_l on ker D and

the equalities D§my.(Ry 0+ R— o) = Dimm.S(m5 f) = 0, we obtain from (6.26) (similarly to

(5.18)):

<P0_1P0ui7 Poui>L2 = <H;11Qvif7 QV@f>L2 + E(m) <H;7,1Bvif7 BV¢f>L2 - 2E(m)§R ((Qvl.ﬁ BVif>L2) .
(6.28)

We now prove that the operator B, introduced in (6.27) is in fact smoothing:
Lemma 6.7. By, € U"°(M,®@%T*M — QUT*M) is a smoothing operator.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.3, it suffices to show that By, maps
D'(M,@%T*M) — C™°(M, Q5T M)
boundedly. For that, let h € D'(M, ®%T*M). By [Lef19a, Lemma 2.1] we have WF(75h) C V*

and WF(73¢,.h) C V* (as in the proof of Lemma 4.3). By resolvent identities (2.18) and
using XTI, = 0, we have:

S(m5h)X v; = —%m(w;hx vi) + T A(m3h) (R + R_o)vi —TL A(m3h) vi.  (6.29)

By (2.17), the first term in (6.29) ie. - (m5h.Xv;) = —F(m3h. X v;, u)1 is clearly
smooth. Similarly, the last term —IIL A(73h)v; is also obviously smooth.

We now deal with the remaining term. Define v}* := (R4 ¢ + R_ o) v;. Since v; is smooth,
this has wavefront set in E} by the characterization of the wavefront set of the resolvent, see
(4.4). Hence, the one-form dv} has also wavefront set in E; and thus by the multiplication
rule of distributions (see [Hor03, Theorem 8.2.10] for instance), the inner product A(w3h) v}’ =
Ay Vi s allowed (since V* N Ey = {0} by the absence of conjugate points, see (2.8)). As
a consequence

I A(m3h)(Rio + R—0) Vi = (ta(rzn) A Vi, )1

is smooth, which proves the lemma. ]
We have an analogous statement to Lemma 5.4:

Lemma 6.8. For allve C®(SM),
Qv € VUM, Q4T M — QET*M),

is a pseudodifferential operator of order 0 with principal symbol for (z,§) € T*M \ {0},
00, (z,£) € Hom(®%T; M, @FTM), given by:

— (& m * *
0Qy (l‘, f)h = On—11+2m|?7rkerl§u 7Tm*E£ (<£V’ Vy V>'7T2h) , he ®%Tx M,
where &y (x,v) € H*(x,v) is defined by Ey(x,v)(e) := (K (o).

Observe that the main difference with Lemma 5.4 is that the operator is now of order 0
instead of —1: this is due to the fact that the operator A is of degree 1 (it costs derivatives of
order 1in f). Also note that the principal symbol of @ now satisfies oq, (, —§) = —oq, (z,¢);
this will not be a problem as @, will always appear twice in the brackets (hence the two minus
signs will eventually give a plus).
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Proof. We may re-write the operator (Jy in a sandwich form as follows:
m .

Qv = Zma(R o + R 0)Mx 5 + (R0 + B 0) Ny (A5 + A0 o), (6.30)
where we use the notation of (6.14). By the sandwich Proposition 4.1 (and Remark 4.2 below),
it follows that @), is pseudodifferential of order 0 and the first term of (6.30) is of order —1.
By Lemma 6.2, the principal symbol of N,A®™ is given by, on co-vectors &g = & o Ay o

i

U(NVACOHf)(m,U,SH(m,U)) = §dx,vv (J(m,v) <(§]HI(33,1)))jj — X(x,v).<§,11>>>

7

= 5 {(Tuv(e,0), 0.6 —ve0))) = 3 (€l 0), Vo v(a,).

2
(6.31)
Similarly, by Lemma 6.3, we have:
o (NeA™) (2, v, &z, v))h = ~ilg, X (@,0)).doo v (T (R(X, ma(#)))*) o

= i€ V). v (I (X, 7 (o))

It then suffices to apply Proposition 4.1 and Remark 4.2 to conclude the proof. Note that
the principal symbol of N,A*"° does not appear as the expression in Remark 4.2 involves

integration over the sphere {({,v) =0} = 82_2. O
To summarise the content of this section, we obtain from (6.28) using Lemmas 6.7 and 6.8:
d ) ) d
> Py Pyui, Pug)pe =Y (Q1 1, Qu f, D eeouerrenny + (Ou— (V) f, F)r2nezrmy-
i=1 i=1

(6.33)

6.2.2. Second order variations. We now turn to the second variation of the resolvents which
will allow us to compute Z?:1<P0ui, u;)r2. Similarly to Lemma 6.6, we have:

Lemma 6.9. We have ]j:t = 2HiXRi70XRi,0 F HiXRi,o and:
R:I:,O =2 <H:|:XR:|:,0XR:|:71 + HiXRiJXRi,o + Ri,oXRi,oXRio)
F <H:|:XR:|:71 + R:I:,OXR:I:,O) . (6.34)

Proof. We prove the claims for the (X, + z)~! resolvent, the other claim follows analogously.

Differentiating the expression (6.22) twice at 7 = 0, we obtain the formula:

a1
27

Rio= %?{(X +2)7 I X (X 4+ 2) 71X (X +2) _1%.
o

jq{(X b2 LR (X 4 2)
.

The equation (6.34) now follows by the residue theorem and the expansion (6.20), using the
relations X1I; = XTI, = 0 to cancel the extra terms.

For the derivative of the spectral projector, by differentiating the formula (6.23) twice:
. 1 ) ) 1 .
M, = — (X +2)'X(X +2)7'X(X +2)lde — — jl{(X +2) 71X (X + 2) 7z,
v

i J, 211

and the final result again follows from the expansion (6.20). O
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Next, differentiating (6.18) and inserting (6.21), we obtain at 7 = 0:

L, = (% (% n 1) [(75£)2.T + T(3f)?]

o L (6.35)
—m [w; FI+Ins f} + 1+ omf Im f> o~

We can already make some simplifications in the term (Pu,,u,> 12, where u; is one of the
eigenstates at 0 of Py. Recalling (6.25) and using ZX = XZ = 0, from (6.35) we get at 7 = 0:

(Poug, ui) g2 = <7TkorD6‘AOHmAO7TkerD6‘Ui7Uz’>
L2(M,@7T* M)

. . . 2
- < <—m [w;f.z + Iw;f] I %wé‘f.lﬁf) Xvi, X vi> . (6.36)
L2(SM)

Similarly to §6.2.1, some terms will disappear when m is odd while in the case where m is even,
they will only contribute up to a smoothing remainder. First of all, let us assume that m is
odd. We make the simple observation that (heyven, hodd) 2 = 0 for any heyven, hodqa € C°(SM)
with even and odd Fourier content, respectively. Therefore, the terms involving Iy in (6.36)
obtained after using Lemmas 6.6 and 6.9 to expand Z,Z vanish, and we get:

<P0ui7ui>L2
=—-m < |:7T§f <R_70XR_70 — R+70XR+,0> + (R_QXR_,O - R+,0XR+,0> F;f] X vy, AXVZ'>L2

+((2(ReoX Ry 0X Ry + R oXR_0XR_o) = Ry oX Ry g+ R oXR_o) Xvi, X vi>L2

2
m * *
+ 5 <(R+,0 + R—,O)(W2f-X Vz’),sz-X Vz’>L2 .

Using the resolvent relations (2.18), the terms involving X cancel each other:

<<—R+,0XR+,0 + R_,oXR_,o) X vy, XVi>L2(SM) =0



GENERIC INJECTIVITY OF THE X-RAY TRANSFORM 49

Therefore, we get using again (2.18), the fact that involved quantities are real and (2.5):

(Pyui, u;) 2

= —m <— <772f.(R+,0 +R_ )X vi, XVi>L2(SM) + <X(R+7o +R_p)(my f. X V,-),Vi>L2(SM)>
. . m2 % %
-2 <X(R+7(] + R_70)X Vi’Vi>L2(SM) + 7< (R+70 + R_70) (7T2f.X Vi), T f. X Vi >L2(SM)

=2m <772* (X Vi (Ryo+ R_,O)X V,-) ,f>L2 -m <7T2* (X Vi (Ryo+ R_)p) (diV(X). VZ)> ,f>

L2

=:(I)
+2 <(R+,o + R_70)X Vi, XV,->L2 -2 <(R+,o + R_,O)X Vi, diV(X). Vi>

L2

=:(1I) =:(III)
m2
+ 7<7T2*(X Vi ‘(R‘F,O + R—,O)(Tr;f'X Vi))7f>L2 .

=:(IV)

(6.37)

In the general case (where m is either even or odd), the previous equality still holds by adding
on the right-hand side the extra term (V) which is equal to:

(V) i= e(m) (=m (m3 /T X (Ry o+ R = 1) vi, X vi )

2

+m7 (o fII(m5 f. X Vi),XVi>L2> .

Here again we used (6.36) along with Lemmas 6.6 and 6.9 to expand the terms containing
IT; we also used (2.18) and XTI} = XH+ = 0 to simplify the expression.

As before, we will see that each term in the previous equality can be written in the form
(Af, Fr M,@%T* M)> for some pseudodifferential operator A. In order to shorten the compu-
tations, it is important to understand the order of these operators: when taking Gaussian
states, only the terms of highest order will remain. Also observe that (6.33) involves an op-
erator of order 1: we therefore expect to find operators of order at most 1. First of all, we
deal with the term (V) (appearing only when m is even):

L2

(6.38)

Lemma 6.10. There exists B}, € W~°(M,®%T*M — ®%T*M) such that:
(V) =e(m)(Bg, f, f)rz. (6.39)

Proof. 1t follows from (6.38) that (6.39) holds with:

m? .
B\,,Z = o, <_m'MXViH+N(R+,o+R70)ViA +m.Mx , 1INy, A + 7MXVZ‘H+MXV¢> Ty

(6.40)
The last two terms in (6.40) are obviously smoothing, while exactly the same wavefront set
arguments as in Lemma 6.7 apply to show that the first term is smoothing. O

We then prove (recall that &y(x,v)(e) = &(ICs4(0))):
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Lemma 6.11. There exist pseudodifferential operators A\(,Ii),A\(,IZ.I),A\(,IZ.H) and A\(,IZ.V) in the pseu-
dodifferential algebra W*(M, ®2ST*M — ®%T*M) of respective order 0, 1, 0 and —1 such that

(recall () was defined in (6.37)):

(x) = (AW ) 2, (6.41)
for x € {IILIILIV}. Moreover, we have for (z,&) € T*M \ {0} and h € @%TFM:
(0 4an (2, )hy W) g e nr = T O o || BE (m5h(e)-(Ev (@, @), Vy v(z, ®))lgp-2 2L .
3 (e M)

(6.42)

Proof. Term (IV). Using the notation of (6.14), we observe that (6.41) holds for x = IV with:

2
m *
AQ)’) = TWQ*MXVi (R+,0 + R_0)Mx ;5.

By the sandwich Proposition 4.1, this is a YDO of order —1.

Term (I). Next, using the formula for the divergence in Lemma 6.4 together with M,, Xu =
X(My,u)—Mx y,uand (Ryg+R_9)X =0=X(R4 o+ R_), we see from (6.37) that (6.41)
holds for % = I with:

Agi) = 2m.mo, Mx~,(Ry 0+ R_ )Ny, AT

* 0 (6.43)
+ m.mo Mx Vi (R.h() + R_70)MXV1. (7‘(’0 Trgo (0) — 57‘('2 (0)> .

By Proposition 4.1, the first term in (6.43) is of order 0 as A is of order 1, and the second
term is of order —1.

Term (III). By Lemma 6.4 and using My, Xu = X (My,u) — Mx y,u, we get from (6.37):

A‘(/IiH) = (2jg0770* - n'ﬂ-2*)MXvi (R—I—,O + R—,O)NviAﬂ-zy
where jg, denotes the multiplication by go, that is jg,u := u.go for v € C*°(M). By Proposi-
tion 4.1, this is a pseudodifferential operator of order 0.

Term (II). Finally, for the term (II), we write from (6.37):
ASfIZ—I) =9 <7T2* (Aconf) + T Sas, (Aaniso)*) N:Z (R+’0 + R—,O)Nvi (Aconfﬂ_g + Aanisoﬂ-;,Sas)v

Aconf’aniso) * denotes the formal adjoint of the first order differential operators Aconf-aniso,

where (

Once more, applying Proposition 4.1 and Remark 4.2 shows that A&IP is a YDO of order 1
with the principal symbol given by (6.42), where we also use (6.31) and (6.32) to compute the
principal symbols of Ny, A" and N,,A?"%° and (3.6) to extend the formula to S, M. Note
that Ny, A®5° does not contribute to the principal symbol as its symbol (see (6.32)) is propor-
tional to (£, v) and the formula of Remark 4.2 involves integration over {({,v) =0} = 82_2.

U
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As a consequence, (6.37) and the previous two lemmas show that:

d d
> (Pouiui)re = > Ry f, e + (Og-sc (D, f 12, (6.44)
i=1 1=1
where R,, = Asl) + Asl) + A(IH) + A&ﬁw is a pseudodifferential operator of order 1, whose
principal symbol is given by that of A&IP and determined by (6.42).

6.3. Assuming the second variation is zero. We now assume that for any variation of
the metric gr = g + 7f with f € C*(M, ®%T*M ), the second derivative A = 0 vanishes.
Using Lemma 5.2, this implies that:

d

d
Z<P0ui, ui>L2(M7®’g‘LT*M) =2 Z<P0_1P0ui, Poui>L2(M’®gLT*M). (6.45)
1=1 =1

In §6.2.1 and §6.2.2, we saw that both the right-hand side and the left-hand side can be

written as quadratic forms in f, with pseudodifferential operators of order 1 acting on f.
More precisely, combining (6.33) and (6.44), we have that (6.45) implies:

Vf e C®(M,@3T* M

Fj&

(Rvi - 2@32H;11QV1) fa f>L2(M,®25T*M) - <O\IJ*°°(1)f7 f>L27
(6.46)

i=1

where the remainder has this form by Lemmas 6.7 and 6.10 and appears only when m is even.

We then consider a real Gaussian state f, = R(ep(z, §))f (see (5.23) for the notation),
where f € C®(M, ®%T*M) is a smooth section such that flz) =: fand € € T*M \ {0}
Note that similarly to §5 we can only allow real perturbations of the metric, hence the need
for the real part of the Gaussian state. Nevertheless, this will not be a problem insofar as the
principal symbols of R, and Qi‘,iH,_levi are preserved by the antipodal map in the fibres.
We thus obtain by applying (6.46) to the Gaussian state h.f;, and taking the limit as h — 0,
using Lemma 5.6:

2

Ch. 11+2m‘§’ ZHEg <7T2f °). ((v(z,0), Vy vi(z,e)) ‘g’g*z)‘

L2(S, M)

=2 Z <O-Hm17rkch* ($7 g)O-Qvi ($7 5)]07 O-Qvi ($7 £)f>
i=1 o

QUTEM

d
— ™ * - >
. n_11+2 E Z <(7Tkor Zéu Wm*ﬂ—mﬂ—kerlgﬁ) ﬂ-korlgﬁ Wm*Egn (7T2f'<§V7 VV Vi>‘§’g*2) 5
1=1
Tker 1y T L5 <ﬂ§f’<§w’ Vv V’NS?%) >®75"T§M
o
1 > 2
= O ] Z:; <PmE§”’ (sz«&,, Vy Vi>‘s’g*2) B (ng(fv, Vy Vi>‘§272) >®gLT;M7
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where we used Lemmas 6.8 and 6.11 to compute the symbols of Ry, and Qf,il'[,_lew, and we
introduced the following map:

-1
* *
Pm = Tm Tkers (Wkerz T+ T, Tker Zgﬁ) Tker Le Tomx-

i3 i3

Note that P, is the L2-orthogonal projection onto ran (7, myer Zsﬁ) in L2(S,M) and so it holds
that (cf. (5.25)):
L*(S,M) = ran(ﬂfnwkemgn) ot ker(wker,?Eﬁ Toms)-

Thus, we get cancelling the constant terms (similarly to (5.27)):

2

L2(S, M)
(6.47)
As ker(mp,,) C ker(myer et Tms), t0 obtain a contradiction it is sufficient to show that the L2-

ZZ: HE?L <7T>2kf-<§Va Vv v;) \S;wz) ‘

L2(Sy M

orthogonal projection onto ker(m,.) of the function Ef" (71’2* fA&v,Vy V1>‘S?—2) is non-zero,

that is, it suffices to show the following:

Lemma 6.12. There exists v € M, € TiM \ {0} and f € @%T;M such that:
deg <Eg” (ng.(ﬁv, Vy V1>|S?72>> >m+ 1. (6.48)

Proof. Observe that by Lemma 3.3, since vi has degree > m + 1 at some point z € M, there
exists & € Ty M such that (v, Vyvi)|gn-2 has degree > m. Then, by Lemma 3.7 (observe
3

here that the musical map is an isomorphism from ker(¢, ) C T, M to keru; C T; M), there
exists f € ®@%(ker 1¢2) such that 73 f.(§v, Viy v1>|8272 has degree > m + 2. Note that f can be

naturally extended as a symmetric tensor in ®%T; M by setting f (fﬁ, o) = f(e, gﬁ) = 0. Thus
we can apply Lemma 3.5 to obtain (6.48). O

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Remark 6.13. When n = 2, similarly as in Remark 5.9 our proof does not work. More
precisely, the equality (6.47) always holds, which shows that the symbol of R, —2Q7, ' Q.,
appearing in (6.46) is zero, hence this operator is of order 0, as opposed to the case n > 3
where we show it is strictly of order 1.

6.4. Manifolds with boundary. This section is devoted to the proof of Corollary 1.2.

Proof of Corollary 1.2. We fix an integer m € Z>g. As in the closed case, the s-injectivity
of I}, is equivalent to the s-injectivity of the normal operator (Ij,)" Ij}, which has the same
microlocal properties as the generalized X-ray transform IIj,, see [Guil7b] for instance. Hence
the fact that R/, is open is an immediate consequence of elliptic theory so it suffices to show
that R/, is dense in Mg‘f\IH We let g € Mg‘f\IH By [CEG20], the manifold (M, g) can be
embedded into a closed Anosov manifold (M, geyt) such that gext|ns = g and by Theorem
1.1, we can perturb the metric gext (in tlhe C*o_topology) to a new metric g/, such that this

metric has injective X-ray transform Ip* on M®*. In order to prove Corollary 1.2, it then
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suffices to show that g..;|a restricted to the manifold with boundary M has injective X-ray
transform. In other words, it suffices to prove the following:

Lemma 6.14. Let (M, g) be a closed Anosov manifold and let (N, g|n) C (M,g) be an SNH
manifold with boundary. If the X-ray transform I3, on the closed manifold is s-injective on
M, then the X-ray transform Iﬁl” on the manifold with boundary is also s-injective on N.

Proof. We let f € C°(N,®%T*N) such that I,gnle = 0. First of all, by [Sha02, Lemma 2.2],
we can write f = Dp + h, where p|sgny = 0,1,h = 0 in a neighborhood of ON (where v is the
outward-pointing unit vector and is extended in the inner neighborhood of N by flowing
along the geodesics), 1, is the contraction by the vector v and both tensors p, h are smooth.
Observe that I9~¥ f = 0 = I9vh. We claim that al,fh = 0 for all £ > 0, that is A vanishes to
infinite order on the boundary. For k = 0, this is contained in [Sha02, Lemma 2.3]. The proof
is a simple observation: if h,(v,...,v) is non-zero for some x € OM and v € T,ON then it is
also true in a small neighboorhood of (z,v) and 7, h has constant sign there; without loss
of generality we can take it to be positive. Using short geodesics in a neighborhood of the
boundary (with unit speed vector almost equal to v) we then get that I,,h(xz,v) > 0, which
is a contradiction. Hence we can write h = rh/, where r(z) := d(z,0N) is defined locally
near the boundary and extended to an arbitrary positive function inside N. Then the same
argument of positivity applies to A’ and by iteration, we get that h = O(r>°) at 9N. Hence we
can extend h by 0 outside N to get a smooth tensor (still denoted by h) in C*°(M,ET*M).

We now claim that I{,h = 0 on M, that is the integral of 7} h along closed geodesics in M
is zero. Indeed, let v C SM be a closed orbit of the geodesic flow of length ¢(+), then:

£(7)
i) = 5 [ mtatonar= o ([ [an)

where I C [0, ¢(v)] is the union of intervals of times ¢ such that 7(p;(x,v)) ¢ N, 7 : SM — M

denotes the projection and J is the complement of I. Observe that the integral over [ is zero

since h was extended by 0 outside N. Now, J splits as a union of subintervals, each of them

corresponding to a segment of geodesic in N. By assumption, the integral of 7,k over all

these segments is 0. Hence I;,h = 0.

Since I, is s-injective, we deduce that h = Du, for some u € C*°(M, @™ T*M), that is
mrh = X7k uis a coboundary. We now want to show that u|gys = 0. We let (x,v9) € SM
be a point on the boundary 04SN such that the orbit (¢ (zg, v0))er is dense in SM and we
let ¢ := 7, _ u(zo,v0). Observe that the following holds: if ¢; > 0 denotes the first positive
time such that @i (x0,vp) intersects 0_SN® (that is, it is an inward pointing vector that
is not tangent to the boundary of N), then 7 _ju(p:(xo,vp)) is constant equal to ¢ for all
t € [0,¢;]. There is then a time ¢] > ¢ such that Put (z0,v0) € 0+ SN. For t € [t],t]), the
value of 7, u(¢i(xo,v0)) is unknown but one has W:n—lu(@tj (z9,vp)) = c since:

4
¥ h(p, (z0,v0)) = /t Tnh(et (20, v0)) At = 0 = 7, _1u(pyt (20, 00)) = M1 u(py- (%0, v0))-
1
Since the orbit of O(xg,vg) of (xg,vp) is dense in SM, the set A := O(zp,v9) N (O_SN U
0+SN) is also dense in 0_SN U 0+ SN. Moreover, iterating the previous argument shows
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that 77, u|4 = c and thus 7, _ uls_snus, sv = c. If m is even, m — 1 is odd and this forces
¢ to be 0 (just use the antipodal map (z,v) — (z,—v)); if m is odd, then changing at the
very beginning u by u+ Ag®(™~1/2 for some A € R allows to take ¢ = 0. Hence, we conclude
that ulgy = 0. This gives that f = Dp+ h = D(p + u), where p + u vanishes on ON. O

This concludes the proof of Corollary 1.2. O
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