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THE TRANSPORT OKA-GRAUERT PRINCIPLE FOR SIMPLE
SURFACES

JAN BOHR AND GABRIEL P. PATERNAIN

ABSTRACT. This article considers the attenuated transport equation on Riemann-
ian surfaces in the light of a novel twistor correspondence under which matrix at-
tenuations correspond to holomorphic vector bundles on a complex surface. The
main result is a transport version of the classical Oka-Grauert principle and states
that the twistor space of a simple surface supports no nontrivial holomorphic vec-
tor bundles. This solves an open problem on the existence of matrix holomorphic
integrating factors on simple surfaces and is applied to give a range characterisa-
tion for the non-Abelian X-ray transform.

The main theorem is proved using the inverse function theorem of Nash and
Moser and the required tame estimates are obtained from recent results on the
injectivity of attenuated X-ray transforms and microlocal analysis of the associated
normal operators.

1. INTRODUCTION

Inverse problems play a central role in different parts of analysis and geometry.
In these problems, there is often an underlying PDE of transport type involving the
geodesic vector field of a Riemannian manifold that drives the behaviour of various
X-ray transforms. In recent years, a series of papers has culminated in general injec-
tivity results (modulo gauge transformations) for a fundamental class of nonlinear
X-ray transforms on simple Riemannian surfaces. One goal of this paper is to give
a characterisation of the range for this class of transforms via a theory of ‘holomor-
phic integrating factors’. The result is reminiscent of the Ward correspondence for
anti-self-dual Yang-Mills fields, but without solitonic degrees of freedom. The range
characterisation turns out to be equivalent, via a novel twistor correspondence, to a
non-existence theorem for holomorphic vector bundles on certain complex surfaces,
resembling the classical Oka-Grauert theorem. Remarkably, the proof of this com-
plex geometric result uses essentially both the theory of transport equations and
microlocal analysis.

We now describe the setting of the paper in more detail. Let (M, g) be a com-
pact Riemannian surface with smooth boundary oM. Let SM = {(x,v) € TM :
g(v,v) = 1} be the unit tangent bundle and X the geodesic vector field on SM.
This paper addresses three aspects related to the transport equation

(X+A)R=0o0n SM (1.1)
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with matrix attenuations A € C*(SM,C"*™): 1) The existence of special solutions
to (1.1), called (matrix-)holomorphic integrating factors. 2) A twistor correspon-
dence between attenuations A and holomorphic vector bundles on a complex surface.
3) A range characterisation for the non-Abelian X-ray transform, which arises from
boundary measurements of solutions to (1.1).

These considerations are closely related and are motivated by an inverse problem
that we now describe. Assume that OM is strictly convex and that M is non-
trapping, i.e. all geodesics in M reach M in finite time. We denote with v the
inward pointing unit normal to M and partition the boundary of SM into 0SM =
0, SM U0_SM, where

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

Then, by standard ODE theory, equation (1.1) admits a unique continuous solution
R =R": SM — GL(n,C), differentiable along the geodesic flow, with R° = Id on
0_SM and we define the scattering data of A € C*(SM,C"*™) by

Ca = Ry, 500 € C*(0.SM,GL(n,C)). (1.2)

The nonlinear map A — C) is called the non-Abelian X-ray transform. The inverse
problem of recovering an attenuation A from measurements of its scattering data
C' has been subject of a number of recent papers [34, 33, 28] (with earlier in work
[50, 46, 12, 30, 10]) and the question of injectivity is now well understood in the
following setting: Let G C GL(n,C) be a Lie group with Lie algebra g and suppose
that A is given in terms of a 1-form A € Q'(M, g) and a matrix field ® € C*°(M, g)
as
Az, v) = A,(v) + D(x). (1.3)

We then write A = (A, ®) (referred to as g-pair) and Cy = C4 ¢ and note that the
scattering data of a g-pair is a G-valued function. Two special cases are of particular
importance: If ® = 0, then C4 = Uy describes parallel transport of the connection
that A induces on the trivial bundle M xC". If A = 0 and g = s0(3), then Cy = Cp 0
arises as measurement data in a novel imaging method called Polarimetric Neutron
Tomography |7, 28, 42, 17].

A surface (M, g) is called simple, if OM is strictly convex and M is non-trapping
and free of conjugate points.

Theorem 1.1 (Paternain, Salo, Uhlmann — 2012 & 2020). Let (M, g) be a simple
surface and G = U(n) |34] or G = GL(n,C) [33]. Suppose that two g-pairs (A, P)
and (B, V) have the same scattering data, Cy o = Cpe € C(0+SM,G). Then

(B, W) = (A, @) ap = (¢ dp+ ¢ Ap, o~ 0p) (1.4)

for some gauge ¢ € C>*°(M,G) with ¢ =1d on OM. O
Here U(n) is the unitary group, with Lie algebra u(n) = {T' € C™" . T* = —T'}
consisting of skew-Hermitian matrices. On manifolds of dimension > 3 a similar

result was obtained in [37], using the groundbreaking techniques of Uhlmann and
Vasy [49] that also underpin the recent solution of the boundary rigidity problem
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[48]. For a more detailed account on the history and applications of the non-Abelian
X-ray transform we refer to [33, 31| as well as the recent monograph [36].

1.1. Holomorphic integrating factors. Our first contribution concerns (matriz-)
holomorphic integrating factors (HIF'), which were initially sought after as a tool to
prove Theorem 1.1 and are now used to obtain the range characterisations in §1.3.

To define holomorphic integrating factors we use the fact that every smooth func-
tion /' : SM — C™™ has a unique decomposition F = Y, , F}, in terms of its
vertical Fourier modes (see §2 for more details). Then F' is called fibrewise holomor-
phic ift Fy, = 0 for k < 0 and we define

G ={F € C*(SM,GL(n,C)) : F and ! are fibrewise holomorphic}.  (1.5)

Definition 1.2. A function F' € G is called a holomorphic integrating factor for
the attenuation A € C*(SM,C™*™), if it satisfies the equation (X + A)F = 0 on
SM.

If an attenuation A admits holomorphic integrating factors, then necessarily its
Fourier modes vanish for £ < —1, which is to say that A is a member of the set

U= {A € C®(SM,C™): Ay =0 for k < —1}. (1.6)

Note that U in particular contains all gl(n, C)-pairs A = (A, ®), which have nonzero
Fourier modes only for |k| < 1. We prove the following result:

Theorem 1.3. On a simple surface (M, g) every attenuation A € U admits holo-
morphic integrating factors.

In the Abelian case (n = 1) this theorem was established in [43] and has since
become an indispensable tool in the treatment of attenuated and tensor tomogra-
phy. The non-Abelian case is much harder and has so far only been addressed in a
Euclidean setting. There a weak form of HIF (with F' only being continuous) was
constructed by Novikov [30] for A sufficiently small and, without smallness assump-
tion, by Eskin and Ralston [11]. The question of whether smooth matrix HIF exist
on simple surfaces has since been open and we can now give an affirmative answer.

The idea behind the proof of Theorem 1.3 is conceptually quite simple. The set
G from (1.5) forms a group and acts on U from the right by

A<dF =F'XF+4 F'AF, (1.7)

such that the orbit of 0 € U contains precisely those attenuations A that admit
holomorphic integrating factors. Theorem 1.3 can thus be reformulated as transi-
tivity of this group action. Using results on the attenuated X-ray transform from
[34, 33] and microlocal analysis of the associated normals operators, we show that
the derivative of F'— A< F at Id € G is surjective for all A € U. After establishing
appropriate tame estimates, we use this together with the inverse function theorem
of Nash and Moser to show that all orbits of G are open. As U is connected, the
action must be transitive.
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1.2. Twistor correspondence. The second purpose of this article is to promote a
novel viewpoint on transport equations as in (1.1) by relating them to holomorphic
vector bundles on a twistor space Z associated to (M, g). This is inspired by Pen-
rose’s twistor programme [38| and the paradigm that solutions to integrable systems
should be parametrised by complex geometric objects [3, 19, 18, 25].

The twistor space Z can be constructed for any oriented surface (M, g) and, as a
smooth manifold, equals the unit disk bundle

Z ={(z,v) € TM : g(v,v) < 1}.

We equip Z with a complex structure that turns Z'm¢ into a classical complex surface,
and that degenerates at SM C 0Z. Postponing precise definitions to §4, we note
that standard constructions from complex geometry can be carried out ‘smooth up
to the boundary’, in particular there is a natural moduli space

M = M,,(Z) = {Holomorphic rank n vector bundles on Z}/ ~, (1.8)

where ~ denotes isomorphism of holomorphic vector bundles. We establish several
correspondence principles (see Propositions 4.4 and 4.12) which relate the complex
geometry on Z to transport problems on SM. In particular, if (M, g) is diffeomor-
phic to a disk (e.g., when it is simple), we prove that there is an isomorphism

M=~ /G, (1.9)

where the right hand side is the quotient space under the action defined in (1.7). In
light of (1.9), we may reformulate Theorem 1.3 as follows (see also Theorem 4.13
where the result is stated in context):

Theorem 1.4 (Transport Oka-Grauert principle). Let Z be the twistor space of a
simple surface (M, g). Then M, (Z) = 0, that is, Z supports no nontrivial holomor-
phic vector bundles.

This result is reminiscent of the Oka-Grauert principle in complex geometry
(cf. [14, 13]), which states that on a Stein manifold the classification of contin-
uous and holomorphic vector bundles coincide. This, amongst other similarities
elaborated on in §4, suggests the following slogan:

Twistor spaces of simple surfaces behave like (contractible) Stein surfaces.

It is tempting to try and prove Theorem 1.4 by complex geometric methods, thus
deriving Theorem 1.3 as corollary. However, there are several obstacles to this:
First one would need to show that Z™ is indeed a Stein surface — this is easily seen
if (M,g) is flat (see Lemma 4.10), but remains challenging for other geometries.
Second, one has to deal with the degeneracy of the complex structure at 07, which
is a highly nontrivial task. The work of Eskin and Ralston [11]| can be interpreted as
such a ‘desingularisation’, similar to the one performed, albeit in a different setting,
by LeBrun and Mason in [20]. We discuss this approach in more detail in §4.4.

For general simple surfaces it seems to be preferable to prove Theorem 1.4 using
transport techniques, requiring however, the injectivity result in [34| a priori. It
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is curious to note that the techniques in [34| were in turn inspired by the Kodaira
vanishing theorem from complex geometry.

In [5], we investigate the behaviour of holomorphic vector bundles in a non-simple
setting, specifically for the twistor space Z of a closed Anosov surface of genus
g. There we demonstrate that 9,(Z, Z™), the moduli space of holomorphic line
bundles on Z up to equivalence in the interior, is isomorphic to C&/Z?% x C.

1.3. Range characterisation. Finally, we provide a characterisation of the range
of the non-Abelian X-ray transform A — C} in terms of boundary objects. This is
inspired by the range characterisations for the linear X-ray transform by Pestov and
Uhlmann [39] and the subsequent work for attenuated X-ray transforms in |35, 2].

Our main result concerns the range of (A4, ®) — Cy4 ¢ for u(n)-pairs and is formu-
lated in terms of a ‘boundary operator’

P C®(0,.SM, Her!) — C*(0,.SM,U(n)), (1.10)

where Her,]” C C"™*" denotes Hermitian positive definite matrices. Postponing pre-
cise definitions to §5, we note that the domain of P and the operator P itself are
defined in terms of the following objects:

e The scattering relation o : 0, SM — 0_SM of (M, g), sending starting point
and direction of a geodesic to end point and direction.
e A nonlinear type of Hilbert transform

HY : C*(0SM, Her,) — C*(0SM,GL(n,C)), (1.11)
defined in terms of the Birkhoff factorisation in loop groups [41], see §5.1.

Theorem 1.5 (Range characterisation for u(n)-pairs). Suppose that (M, g) is a sim-
ple surface (or more generally, that M = 0). Then an element g € C*°(0;SM,U(n))
lies in the range of {u(n)-pairs} 3 (A, ®) — Ca s if and only if

q=h-Pw-(htoa)

for some w € C(0, SM,Her,") and a contractible map h € C>*(OM,U(n)) (i.e.
the element induced in m(U(n)) is trivial.)

Together with Theorem 1.1, we now have a complete understanding of injectivity
and range properties of the (nonlinear) non-Abelian X-ray transform (A, ®) — Cy o
on simple surfaces.

The theorem is restated as Theorem 5.8, where it is complemented by a number of
further characterisations concerning in particular the range of & — Cg and A — Cjy,
as well as the case of gl(n,C)-valued attenuations. Also a characterisation in the
non-simple case is discussed. For precise statements we refer to §5.

Let us illustrate the idea behind our range characterisations with the case of
the transform C*(M,u(n)) 3 ® — Cg (cf. Theorem 5.11 below). To produce an
element in the range, we start with some function w € C°(9,SM, Her,"). This can
be extended to a smooth first integral w® : SM — Her, constant along the geodesic
flow. By Birkhoff’s factorisation theorem, w* = F*F for some F € G. We now make
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the assumption that the Oth Fourier mode of I satisfies Fy = Id, in which case the
factorisation is unique. Consider ¢ := F(F~' o a)|s, sm € C®(0;SM,U(n)). Then
q is given solely in terms of boundary data and in fact equals ¢ = Cg, the scattering
data of the matrix field

d=—(XF)F'eC®M,u(n)). (1.12)

In particular, ¢ lies in the range of ® — Cs. We prove that on a simple surface all
elements in the range arise in this way by showing that every matrix field ® is of
the form (1.12). This in turn is a consequence of Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.5 bears a striking resemblance with the Ward correspondence for the
anti-self-dual Yang-Mills (ASDYM) equation by Mason in [24]: there a one-to-one
correspondence is set up between solutions to the ASDYM equation on M = S2 x 52
(with split signature) on the one hand and pairs (E, H) on the other hand, where E
is a holomorphic vector bundle on a complex twistor space associated with M and H
is a Hermitian metric on F, restricted to a real subspace. The two ‘parameters’
and H are also referred to as solitonic and radiative/dispersive degrees of freedom,
respectively. Back to Theorem 1.5, and ignoring the gauge h, we see that the range
of the non-Abelian X-ray transform is also parametrised by a Hermitian metric,
given by w € C%°(0, SM, Her,"). Notably, there are no solitonic degrees of freedom,
which is in line with the Transport Oka-Grauert principle in Theorem 1.4.

At last, let us mention a potential application of our range characterisations. In
the context of Polarimetric Neutron Tomography, it has been of recent interest to
rigorously study statistical algorithms for recovering a matrix field ® from noisy
measurements of Cg [28, 29]. In particular it was shown in [6], that if M is the
Euclidean unit disk, then ® can be recovered by a statistical algorithm in polynomial
time, provided there is a suitable initialiser. Knowing the range of ® — Cg is a
possible starting point to construct a computable intitialiser — we hope to address
this in furture work.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Maciej Dunajski, Claude LeBrun,
Thomas Mettler, Francois Monard, Richard Nickl and Ivan Smith for their helpful
comments. We are also very grateful to the referee for corrections and suggestions
that improved the presentation. JB was supported by the EPSRC Centre for Doc-
toral Training and the Munro-Greaves Bursary of Queens’ College Cambridge. GPP
was supported by EPSRC grant EP/R001898/1.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Here we provide some well-known background material which may be found in
[15, 47]; for a recent presentation and its relevance to geometric inverse problems
in two dimensions we refer to [36]. Throughout, (M, g) is a compact, oriented two
dimensional Riemannian manifold with smooth and possibly empty boundary oM.

The unit sphere bundle SM is a compact 3-manifold with boundary 0SM =
{(z,v) € SM : z € OM}, containing dpSM := 0,SM N I_SM as submanifold.
The geodesic vector field X is the infinitesimal generator of the geodesic flow ¢; on



THE TOG-PRINCIPLE FOR SIMPLE SURFACES 7

SM and for (x,v) € SM we denote with 7(x,v) € [0, 00| the first time ¢ — (2, v)
exits SM. The vertical vector field V' is defined as the infinitesimal generator of
the circle action that the orientation of M induces on the fibres of SM. The pair
X,V can be completed to a global frame of T'(SM) by considering the vector field
X, = [X,V]. There are two further structure equations given by [V, X ] = X and
[X, X ] = =KV, where K is the Gaussian curvature of M. The Sasaki metric on
SM is the unique Riemannian metric for which {X, X, , V'} is an orthonormal frame
and the volume for for this metric is denoted by dX3. The induced area form on
OSM is denoted by dX2.

If x = (x1, x5) are isothermal coordinates in (M, g) so that the metric has the form
g = @) dz? and if 0 is the angle between v and d,,, then in the (,6) coordinates
in SM the vector fields have the following explicit formulas:

0 0 oA O\ 0
— oA i - — 4 — —
X =e ((:05«98:61 +Sm983:2 + < o, sin 6 + 05 cos@) 89) , (2.1)
0 0 oA oA 0
S N N v _(9r oA 9
X, =—e ( sm@aajl +C0890x2 (&51 cos 0 + o, sm@) 89) : (2.2)
0
V -_— %. (2.3)

The space L*(SM,C") is defined in terms of the measure d3* and the standard
Hermitian inner product on C". There is an orthogonal decomposition L*(SM,C") =
PrezHy, where Hy is the eigenspace of —iV corresponding to the eigenvalue k. A
function v € L?(SM,C") has a Fourier series expansion

o0

U= Z Uk, (2.4)

k=—o0

where u;, € Hy,. For k € Z and I C Z we define
Qk = COO(SM, Cn) N Hk and EBkej Qk = COO(SM, (Cn) N (@kelﬂk) . (25)

Definition 2.1. Let u € L*(SM,C").

(i) w is called fibrewise holomorphic, iff uy = 0 for k < 0. Similarly, u is called
fibrewise anti-holomorphic, iff uy, = 0 for k£ > 0.

(ii) wis called even iff up = 0 for k € 2Z+1, or equivalently iff u(z, —v) = u(x, v)
for all (z,v) € SM. Similarly, u is called odd iff up, = 0 for k € 2Z, or
equivalently iff u(z, —v) = —u(z,v) for all (z,v) € SM.

We tacitly use these definitions also on S M, noting that functions u € L*(SM,C")
have an analogous decomposition u = ), _, u; into Fourier modes.
As in [15] we introduce the first order operators

ne,n : C°(SM,C") — C®(SM,C") (2.6)

Ny = (X +1iX1)/2, n_:=(X—-iX,)/2. (2.7)
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Clearly X =ny +n_. We have
Net = Qg 0 Qo = Qper, (0)" = -0y [nx, V] =Fine.  (2.8)
In particular, X has the following important mapping property
X ®r>0% — Dr>—15%. (2.9)

We will often use all of the above for smooth functions taking values in complex
n X n matrices, which we indistinctly denote by C"*™ or gl(n, C), if we wish to think
of them as Lie algebra of GL(n,C). (We also use the notation 25 in the matrix
valued case.)

2.1. Factorisation theorems. For the range characterisations below it will be
important to factor GL(n,C)-valued maps on SM in terms of the group G from
(1.5). This requires a bundle-version of two well-known factorisation theorems for
loop groups that we now recall, following the notation and presentation in [41, §§].

Let us denote by LGL,(C) the set of all smooth maps v : S* — GL(n,C). The
set has a natural structure of an infinite dimensional Lie group as explained in
[41, Section 3.2|. This group contains several subgroups which are relevant for us.
We shall denote by LTGL,(C) the subgroup consisting of those loops v which are
boundary values of holomorphic maps

v:{ze€C: |z| <1} = GL(n,C).

We let QU,, denote the set of smooth loops v : S' — U(n) such that (1) = Id. The
first result we shall use is Theorems 8.1.1 in [41]:

Theorem 2.2. Any loop v € LGL,(C) can be factored uniquely as vy = 7y, - vy, with
Yu € QU, and v+ € LTGL,(C). In fact, the product mayp

QU, x LYGL,(C) - LGL,(C) (2.10)
is a diffeomorphism.

The second result we shall need is the celebrated Birkhoff factorisation theorem
(cf.[41, Theorem 8.1.1]), stating that loops v € LGL,(C) can be factored as 7 =
y_+ A -~y, where v* v, € LTGL,(C) and A is a group homomorphism from S*
into the diagonal matrices in GL(n,C). In fact, we require only a version for loops
with values in the space of positive definite Hermitian matrices, denoted

Her! = {H € CV" : &*HE > 0 for all £ € C"\0}. (2.11)

In this case, A always equals Id and the statement is equivalent to the preceding
theorem. We postpone a precise formulation to Theorem 2.3 below.

Consider now a compact non-trapping surface (M, g) with strictly convex bound-
ary. It is well known that such surfaces are diffeomorphic to a disc (cf. [36]) and
thus there exists a section 1 : M — SM which trivialises the bundle SM to M x S*.
One can then perform loop group factorisations fibrewise to obtain:

Theorem 2.3. Let (M, g) be a non-trapping surface with strictly convex boundary.
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(1) Any R € C*(SM,GL(n,C)) can be factored as R = UF (or R = FU)
where F' € G and U € C*(SM,U(n)). If R is even, then also U and F are
even. Moreover, F is unique up to left (or right) multiplication by a function
in C°(M,U(n)).

(ii) Any H € C°°(SM,Her,) can be factored as H = F*F with F € G. If H is
even, then also F' is even. Moreover, F' is unique up to left multiplication by

a function in C*°(M,U(n)).

Proof. Part (i), modulo the statement on even functions, follows from Theorem 2.2,
applied to the loop R(z,-) for each x € M. Normalising such that U(z,1(z)) = Id,
the resulting factors U and F' are smooth on SM — we refer to Theorem 4.2 in
[33] and its proof for more details. Now suppose that R = UF is even. Denoting
a: SM — SM the antipodal map, defined by a(z,v) = (z,—v), we then have
UF = R=Roa = (Uoca)(Foa). As the factorisation is unique up to gauge,
there exists a function h € C*°(M,U(n)) with U = (U o a)h and F' = h*(F o a).
Consequently U and F' must be even.

For (ii) note that any H € C*(SM,Her;) admits a square root, i.e. there exists
an R € C*°(SM,GL(n,C)) with H = R*R. Using (i), we may decompose R = UF,
with U unitary and F' € G and thus H = F*U*UF = F*F, as desired. The
uniqueness claim follows from the observation that if we had two factorizations
F*F = F*F, then (F*)"'F* = FF~'. Tt follows that FF~' is both fibrewise
holomorphic and antiholomorphic and thus equal to h € C*(M,U(n)).

O

Remark 2.4. There is a boundary version of the theorem in terms of the group H =
{f =Flosy : F € G} ={f € C;x(0SM,GL(n,C)) : f is fibrewise holomorphic}.
Here and below the subscript Id refers to maps that are homotopic to Id. Indeed, all
of the following maps are surjective and injective up to a gauge in Ci¥(0M,U(n)):

CE(OSM,U(n)) x H— C(OSM,GL(n,C)), (u,f)— uf (2.12)
H x CF(0SM,U(n)) — CF(OSM,GL(n,C)), (u,f)— fu (2.13)
H— C*(0SM,Her’}), f— f"f (2.14)

Here C¢° stands for smooth maps r which have a GL(n,C)-valued extension to
all of SM, or equivalently for which the induced homomorphism r, : Z x Z — Z
between fundamental groups satisfies r,(1,0) = 0. (Since 9SM = M x S' is a
torus and G L(n,C) has fundamental group Z, the map r induces a homomorphism
re : Z X7 — Z.) To show (2.12)-(2.14), we extend r € CX(0SM,GL(n,C)) to
a function R € C*(SM,GL(n,C)) and apply Theorem 2.3 to R in order to find
appropriate factors for . We emphasise however, that the factors u and f in the
previous display can be found pointwise for every z € OM by solving a Birkhoff
factorisation problem in the fibre S, M.
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3. MATRIX HOLOMORPHIC INTEGRATING FACTORS

In this section we prove Theorem 1.3 on the existence of matrix holomorphic
integrating factors on simple surfaces. Recall from the discussion below the theorem
that this is equivalent to proving that the group G from (1.5) acts transitively on U
from (1.6) via the rule (1.7). To show transitivity, we use the Nash-Moser inverse
function theorem in the form of Theorem 2.4.1 in |16, §III], which requires that:

a) G is a tame Fréchet Lie group, U is a connected, tame Fréchet manifold and
the action of G on U is smooth tame;
b) for all A € U, the derivative of F'+— A< F at Id has a tame right inverse.

Here tameness is understood with respect to the grading (|| - ||g= : s =0,1,...) by
Sobolev norms and condition a) is satisfied in view of standard estimates; for more
details we refer to Appendix §6.1. The key condition is b) and we claim that the
derivative in question is given by

Ta: TG — O, Tu(H)=XH + [A, H], (3.1)

with 714G = {G € C>*°(SM,C" ") : G fibrewise holomorphic} and [-, -] denoting the
commutator. To see this, fix A € U and consider F; = 1d +tH € G for H € Ti4G
and small ¢ € R. Let s > 0, then for |¢| sufficiently small, the Neumann series
> wso(—tH)* converges in the Sobolev space H*(SM) and one computes that

A<1Ft:tXH+A+tAH—tHA—}—OH.”HS(l), ast — 0 (32)

which yields the formula in (3.1).

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is complete, if we show that in the simple case the map
Ta in (3.1) has a tame right inverse for all A € U. This is implied by the following
proposition, which is formulated in terms of C"-valued functions — the required
right inverse for 7T, is obtained by going ‘one level higher’, i.e. viewing A= [A, -] as
attenuation with values in End(C™*") = C**"* acting on C"’-valued functions.

Proposition 3.1. Let (M, g) be a simple surface and A € . Then the map (X+A) :
Pr>0 s — Br>_18 1s onto and admits a right inverse Ly @ ®r>_1 — Dr>0 %
obeying the tame estimate

N Laflles S|f]

where < means up to a constant that depends only on (M, g), A and s.

st1 f € EBkZ—IQka s >0, (3.3)

The proposition relies on a number of lemmas that we will discuss first. The first
lemma, modulo the tame estimates, appears as Proposition 4.5 in [1| and relies on
the fact that the attenuated X-ray transform I, ¢ is injective on €y @ €2;. Recall
that Iy = Iaq : C°(SM,C") — C*(0+SM,C") (for a u(n)-pair A = (A, ®)) is
defined by I f = v/ . sm, Where u! : SM — C" is the unique continuous solution
(differentiable along the geodesic flow) of (X + A)u/ = —f on SM and v/ = 0
on 0_SM. The tame estimates can be traced back to mapping properties of the
associated normal operator.
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Lemma 3.2. Let (M, g) be simple and A = (A, ®) a skew-Hermitian pair. Then
for any fu + fims1 € Qum ® Qi there is a solution uw € C°(SM,C") to

(X+ANu=0 and Uy = fm, Uns1 = fmr1- (3.4)

The solution operator Sy, a @ Qpy & Qi1 — CP(SM,C"), sending fp, + fms1 to
U= Spa(frn + frm1), may be chosen to satisfy the tame estimates

HSmA(fm"'_fm—l-l)HHs 5 Hfm +fm+1’ Hs+1, fm +fm+1 € Qm EBQm+1,8 > 07 (3'5)

where < means up to a constant that depends only on (M, g), A, m and s.

Proof. First consider the case m = 0. Write Iy : Qo ®Q; — C*°(d,.SM,C") for the
attenuated X-ray transform, restricted to {2y @ €2;. This transform is injective, as
the natural gauge from [34, Theorem 1.3] is fixed on Q@ Qy. Indeed, if 1) (f) =0
for f € Qp @ 4, then there is a smooth p : M — C™ with plgay = 0 such that
f=®p+ (X +A)p. Since f_; = 0 we see that (n-+ A_1)p = 0 and this gives p =0
via Lemma 6.2 since any holomorphic function that vanishes on the boundary must
be identically zero.

By means of Santalo’s formula the L2-adjoint (I;")* with respect to the measure
(v(z),v)d¥%?(x,v) on &, SM can be characterised by the equivalence

fot fi= IR = fo= (W), fi = (M) (3.6)

This is valid for all h € S (0,SM,C"), the set of functions h € C*(9,.SM,C")
for which the solution h* to (X + A)h* = 0 with h*|s, sy = h is smooth on all of
SM (cf. |35, §5], adding a matrix field is unproblematic). The first statement of the
lemma is then the assertion that (I")* : $°(0,.SM, C™) — Q@ is onto. Indeed,
if fo+ fi = (IY")*h, then u = ht solves (3.4).

This assertion, together with the tame estimates, is proved with help of the asso-
ciated normal operator, which was shown to be elliptic in [1]. More precisely, if we
make the identification Qg & Q; = C>(M,C?") (which is possible after trivialising
SM), then

(Ig,l)*lg,l . C;)o(Mint’ C2n) N COO(Mint, C2n) (37)
is an elliptic pseudodifferential operator of order —1 [1, §4.2]. To proceed, embed
M into a closed surface (IV, g) and cover N by open subsets Uy, ..., U, such that

M c Uy, and M; = U;j is a simple surface for all j. Let ¢1,... 1, € C®(N,R)
be such that ¢y = 1 on M, suppey; C M, and Z;”:l @Djz» = 1 on N. Further,

extend A = (A, ®) to a pair A; = (A, ®;) with compact support in SM™ and set

Ay =---=A,, =0. Following the template from [36, §8.2], we see that
P = "I Iy - C(N,C") — C=(N,C™) (3.8)
j=1

is an elliptic pseudodifferential operator of order —1 on N, which is self-adjoint and
thus has Fredholm index zero. As each of the operators [g;l is injective, also P is
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injective and thus it defines a homeomorphism P : C*(N,C?*") — C>~(N,C?"). For
f=/fo+fi€QdQ =C®M,C?) we can now define

Soa(fo+ f1) = Iy o PTHEF) su, (3.9)

where E : C®(M,C?*") — C*(N,C?) is an extension operator and the map
(1) 0 S2(0:8M;,C") — C>~(SM;,C") is defined similar as above, this time
with respect to A;. First note that u = Sy a(fo + f1) indeed solves (3.4): Write
hy = [g’llwlP_l(Ef) and h = u|yp, gm, then h§1|5M = h¥ and thus

(L) h = (1)) ha = e (L)) o (PHES) = f - on M, (3.10)

where we used the characterisation (3.6) and the fact that ¢; = 1 on M, while all
other 9’s vanish. Consequently, Sy 4 is the desired solution operator and it remains
to check the tame estimates.

We check tameness of the operators in (3.9) separately. First note that the ex-
tension F, multiplication by 1, and application of Ig’l satisfy the appropriate tame
estimates in a Sobolev scale without loss of derivatives. For E this is the content
of Seeley’s classical article [44] and for I}"" this is a standard forward estimate [45,
Theorem 4.2.1|. Further we have

1P gllersvy S Ngllarsrrvy, g € C(N,C*™), s >0, (3.11)

which follows from P : H*(N,C*) — H*"}(N,C?*") being injective with closed
range. Next, note that supp Ig’ll(wlg) C K for all g € C*(M;,C*") and a fixed
compact set K C 9.SM,; with K N 9,SM; = (). In order to obtain the tame
estimates for Sp 4, it thus remains to show

1B | o (sany S 1Pl sonsany b € CR(01SMy),s >0 (3.12)

where the subscript indicates that supph C K. Let R : SM; — U(n) be a smooth
solution to (X + A;)R = 0 with R = Id on 0;SM,; (this exists, because A; has
compact support). Further, write ¢ : SM; — 0, SM; for the foot-point projec-
tion, sending (z,v) to the unique point on J,SM; on the same geodesic. Then
h#t = R -4*h and we conclude (3.12) from the following mapping properties: Mul-
tiplication by R is bounded H*(SM;,C") — H*®(SM;,C") and pull-back by 1 is
bounded Hj, (0. SM,,C") — H*(SM;,C") (again subscript K indicates a support
restriction). This concludes the Lemma for m = 0.

For general m € Z the operator S,, 4 is obtained by conjugation with e, where
the angle 6 is chosen with respect to a trivialisation of SM. Indeed, given f,,+ fini1 €
Qi @© Qpy1, let fo=emf F = e‘im(’fmﬂ and A = A + e~m0 X (em?). Put
U= SOA(JEO + fl), then Sy, a(fm + fine1) := u = ™4 satisfies

Xu = (Xe™)iu — ™ (At) = —Au
0

imb

. . (3.13)
U = €™y = frn,  and gy = M0 = f
as desired. The tame estimates follow immediately from the case m = 0 and the

proof is complete. O
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The next lemma is essentially a result in complex analysis:

Lemma 3.3. Let (M,g) be non-trapping with strictly conver boundary and A €
QY M, gl(n,C)) a matriz valued 1-form. Then ps = e + Asq : Qp — Qs 08 onto
and admits a right inverse Ty + m @ Qa1 — C,, obeying the tame estimates

Hs, q € Qm, S Z O, (314)

1 Ta,xmq | 551 S g

where < means up to a constant that depends only on (M, g), A,m and s.

Proof. We only consider p_, the result for u, follows by a similar method. Fix global
isothermal coordinates, such that elements in €2, are given by he?™ for a function
h € C°°(D,C") (in particular A4 = e*®ay) and the metric is g = €2*ggyq. for some
conformal factor A(z). Here D C C is the closed unit disk. Define a € C*(D, C"*")

by a(z) = eM®a_(z). Then a computation similar to [36, Lemma 6.1.8] yields
pi— (he™?) = e~ MTDAY, (he™) - elm=1)0 h € C*(D) (3.15)

where 9, : C>®(D,C") — C*>(D, C") is defined by d,u = d;u+au. As multiplication
operators are tame (without loss of derivatives), it suffices to construct a tame right
inverse for d,. By Lemma 6.2 there is a solution R € C*°(D, GL(n,C)) to d,R = 0.
Then R™'0,(Ru) = Oou for all u € C=(D) and we have reduced the problem to
finding a tame right inverse for 9, = 0s.

It is a basic result in complex analysis that the equation d>u = h over C, given

some h € C°(C,C"), is solved by
1 [ h(Q)

_2—71'2 (CC_Z

u(z) = Ph(z) = dCAnd¢, zeC. (3.16)

A right inverse for dy on I is thus given by
T:C*D,C") — C>*(D,C"), Tf=P(Ef)|p, (3.17)

where E : C*(D,C") — C*°(C,C") is a Seeley extension operator, say chosen such
that supp Ef C 2D for all f € C>*°(D,C"). Let x € C°(C,R) with x = 1 on D,
then for all s > 0 we have

| T fll sty < IXPE)astic) S | Ef] He (D)5 (3.18)

where we have used that P is a pseudodifferential operator of order —1 and thus it
has the mapping property H:(C) — H:tH(C).

The right-inverse T’y _ ,, of p_ : €, — €, is obtained from 7" by conjugating
with R and multiplying with scalar factors as indicated in (3.15). In particular, the
tame estimate (3.15) follows from to the previous display and the proof is complete.

O

moen) S || f]

The final ingredient is a non-holomorphic version of Proposition 3.1 and follows
from well-known solvability results and estimates concerning the attenuated trans-
port equation over smooth functions.
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Lemma 3.4. Let (M, g) be non-trapping with strictly convezr boundary and suppose
A e C®(SM,u(n)). Then X+A : C*°(SM,C") — C*(SM,C") has a right inverse
Uy that obeys the tame estimates

[Uf] Hesay s> 0, f € C®(SM,C"), (3.19)
where < means that the inequality holds up to a multiplicative constant that depends

only on (M,g), A and s.

Proof. First assume that both A and f have compact support in SM™. Then the
unique continuous solution g : SM — C” to

(X+A)g=f onSM and ¢g=0ond_SM (3.20)

vanishes near the glancing region dySM and consequently is smooth on SM. Fol-
lowing [28, Lemma 5.12], we have

19llz> < Too - ([ f1] 2, (3.21)

where 7., = supg,, 7. Let P be a differential operator on SM of order m > 0 and
with constant coefficients with respect to the commuting frame {X, Pr, P} from
[28, Lemma 5.1|. Then § = Pg is the unique solution of

(X+A)g=Pf+[A,Plg onSM and ¢g=0ond_SM, (3.22)

wssmn) S 1S

where [+, -] denotes the commutator. As f=Pf+ [A, P]g has compact support, we
may apply (3.21) to obtain

1Pgllr> < Too ([P fllz2 + A, Plgll2) S N f[[mm + gl zm-r, (3.23)

where we used that [A, P] is a differential operator of order m — 1. The H™-norm of
g can be bounded in terms of || Pg|| 2, if P is taken uniformly elliptic. By induction
(and an interpolation argument to pass to non-integral regularities) it then follows
that ||g|lgs S || f||s for all s > 0, with implicit constant only depending on 7., s
and A.

The right inverse Uy for general A and f can be obtained by a standard extension
trick: Embed M in the interior of a slightly large manifold (M;, g) which is also non-
trapping and has strictly convex boundary and extend A to a smooth attenuation
Ay : SM; — u(n) with compact support in SM™. Let E : C*(SM,C") —
C*(SM,C"™) be a Seeley extension operator and define Uy f = ¢1|sp, where gy :
SM; — C™ is the unique solution to (X + Aj)g; = Ef on SM; with ¢; = 0 on
0_SM,. Then by the previous considerations we have

|Ua fllzssany < gl assan) S Ef]

which proves the Lemma. U

) S | fllmsesn, (3.24)

Proof of Proposition 3.1. We first give the proof for a skew-Hermitian pair A =
(A, ®). Given f € ®p>_1Q, we use Lemma 3.4 to obtain a smooth solution u to
(X 4+ A)u = f and consider 4 = ug + u1 + - - - € Bg>082%. Then

(X +A)u=f—pru — (Pu_r + pyu—s) = f —qo — g-1. (3.25)
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By Lemma 3.3 we may solve the equations p_gy = q_1 and g, g1 = —qo with

gm € Qy (m = —1,0) and by Lemma 3.2 there exists a smooth solution v to

(X 4+ A)v =0 with vy = g_; and vy = go. Let 0 = vy + vy + -+ € B>, then
(X +A)0 = p_vo — ppv-1 = q-1 + qo- (3.26)

In particular Ly f := @ + 0 € @p>0{% defines a preimage of f € ®j>_1); under
(X + A), which implies surjectivity. For the tame estimates note that

U= PZO 9] UAf
0=PsgoSy_10(Ta—0,—Tat_1)0QoUrf,

where S, T,U are as in the lemmas above, Psy : C®°(SM,C"*") — @®p>ofY is the
L2-orthogonal projection and Q : C*®(SM,C™ ™) — Q_; @ is defined by

Qu = (Pu_1 + pyu_s) ® pyu_. (3.28)

Each of these linear operators was shown to satisfy a tame estimate || ®-||gs < ||| go+a
of degree d € R, which can be read off the preceding lemmas and Lemma 6.1.
Combined, we see that L, is tame of degree 1, as desired.

Next assume that A € U is a general attenuation. By Lemma 5.2 in [33] there
exists F' € G such that B = A < F' € U defines a skew-Hermitian pair B = (B, V).
Our previous considerations thus yields a tame right inverse Lp to X + B. It is
easy to check that Ly = FLgF~! gives a right inverse for X + A, which inherits the
tameness from Lg. This concludes the proof. O

(3.27)

By the same methods we obtain the following variant of Theorem 1.3:

Proposition 3.5. Let (M, g) be a simple surface. Then any odd attenuation A € U
admits even holomorphic integrating factors.

Proof. As for Theorem 1.3, the proposition is equivalent to G, = {F € G : F even}
acting transitively on Uysqq = {A € U : A odd}. Using Nash-Moser’s theorem, it
suffices to prove that for all A € Uyqq also the map (X +A) : @000 — Br>—1Q0k11
has a tame right inverse. In terms of L, from Proposition 3.1 and the projection
P @50, — @r>0flor onto even parts we define LYY : @p>_1Q95+1 — Br>0 2ok
by LY f = P L, f. This is a tame map, as L, and P°¥ are tame (see Lemma 6.1)
and provides the desired right inverse. O

4. TWISTOR CORRESPONDENCE

Let (M, g) be an oriented Riemannian surface with smooth, possibly empty bound-
ary OM. We construct a twistor space Z associated to M, which provides a natural
habitat to complexify transport problems on SM.

4.1. A complex surface. The twistor space of (M, g) is a degenerate complex
surface with underlying smooth manifold Z = {(xz,v) € TM : g(v,v) < 1}. The
complex structure on Z is described in terms of a complex distribution

9 CTeZ=TZC,
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to be thought of as the (0, 1)-bundle; the structure degenerates on SM C 0Z in the
sense that there 2 N 2 # 0. The construction of 2 is carried out in the following
lemma, precisely in equation (4.3); we then review some standard notions from
complex geometry in the degenerate context.

It is most convenient to describe the geometry of Z in terms of the fibration

p: SMxD—Z, (z,0,w)— (z,0w), (4.1)

where D = {w € C: |w| < 1} is the complex unit disk and the product vw € T, M is
explained by the complex structure that g and the orientation induce on M. Note
that p is a principal S*-bundle for the diagonal action (z,v,w)<e® = (z,ve®, e %w),
which has infinitesimal generator

V(z,v,w) =V(z,v) +i(wly —wd,), (r,v,w)e€ SM xD. (4.2)

In particular, SM x D/S' = Z as smooth manifolds with corners, with boundary
hypersurfaces p(SM x dD) = SM and p(0SM x D). We equip Tc(SM x D) with
the natural Hermitian structure given in terms of the Sasaki metric on SM and the
Euclidean metric on D.

Lemma 4.1 (Complex structure on 7).
(1) The following commutator relations hold on SM x D:

Wiy +n-, V] =i(wny +n2)  and (95, V] = idg.

In particular, the complex distribution 9 = spanc{w?n,+n_,05} on SM xD
is S'-invariant and descends to a distribution on Z, denoted

2 = p.(D). (4.3)

(ii) The Gram matriz of {w?ny +n_,@*n_+ny,V,0,,0,} at (v,v,w) € SM xD,
denoted G(z,v,w) € C**°, satisfies

det G(z,v,w) = (1 — |w|4)2/4. (4.4)
(iii) The distribution & from (4.3) is involutive and satisfies
DN G — 0 on Z\SM
spanc X on SM.

In particular, Z™ has a complex structure for which 9 = T Z™t,
Proof. For (i) we use the structure equation [ny, V] = Fins to the effect that
Wiy + 0, V] = WP, VI [0, V] + Wiy, —iwd,] = —iw®ny +in- + 2iw?ny,

which gives the first relation; the second one is obvious. To check S'-invariance,
denote by ¢ either of the two vector fields w?n, + n_ or 9, and define, for ¢t € R,

gt(xv v, w) = dQPYt (5(30?(1’, v, w))) .
The Lie derivative of £ along V equals Ly = —[¢, V] = —i{. Hence (d/dt)& = —i&;
for all t € R, which means that { = exp(—it)&, and thus the complex line bundle
spanned by ¢ is S'-invariant.
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For (ii) one checks, e.g., that
(Wi +n- wihne o) =t (e ne) + (0-n-) = (lwl* +1) /2,

where we used that v/2n, and v/2n_ are orthonormal. Proceeding similarly with
the other combinations, one sees that G(z,v,w) is a block matrix with blocks

142w v —iw
and —iw 1 0|, (4.5)
w 0 1

(1+]wlh)/2 w?
w? (1+[wl*)/2

and the expression for det G(z,v,w) follows by a simple computation.
For (iii), note that w?n, + n_ and d, commute on SM x DD, hence 2 and conse-

quently 2 are involutive. On p~'(Z\SM) = {|w| < 1} we have 709 =0 due to
(ii), which implies that 2 N 2 = 0 away from SM. Further,

X:n++n_€éﬂ§ on {w=1}

and as plr,—1y: SM x {1} — SM is the identity, this implies X € 2N 2 on SM.
The dimension of 2 N Z at [(x,v,w)] equals the deficiency of G(x,v,w), which
is 1 by (4.5), hence 2 N Z is indeed spanned by X on SM. Finally, note that
in the interior of Z we have TcZ = 2 @ 2 and this induces a unique complex
structure J as follows: for (z,v) € Z™ define J, ) (TcZ)@w) — (TcZ)@w) by
@) (w1 @ wy) = —iw; + twy, where wy @ w, is the unique decomposition into
2 and Z-components. It is straightforward to verify that J preserves the real
tangent space T'Z™ and by construction it is an almost complex structure with
TO1Zint = 9. Involutivity of 2 is equivalent to the formal integrability of J and
thus the Newlander-Nirenberg theorem implies that J is a complex structure. [

The preceding lemma shows that Z™ is a complex surface in the classical sense,
but with complex structure degenerating at SM. Nevertheless the O-complex of Z™**
can be extended to all of Z in a way that is smooth up the boundary. We will built
this extended O-complex from scratch and show a posteriori that it coincides with
the standard one in the interior. On an open set U C Z, we define

O(U) & vy L 2w (4.6)

as follows: note that the spaces C*°(U) and C*(p~*(U)) are well defined also when
UNoZ # (), and contain C-valued functions, smooth up to the boundary. Then

QUU) = {heC™@ptU)): Vh=0}=C>®U)
Q"N U) = {(hi,hy) € C=(p ' (U))? : Vhj +ih; =0 (j = 1,2)}
Q%2(U) = {heC>®(p ' (U)): Vh+2ih =0}
and we define

Oh = ((W*ny +n-)h,05h) and  O(hy, he) := (W’ny +n-)ho — Ozhy,  (4.7)
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noting that 0 has the mapping properties indicated in (4.6) in view of part (i) of
the preceding lemma. See Lemma 4.9 for a description of 0 in coordinates. If
UNOZ = ), then we recover the usual d-complex of the complex surface Z™, via
isomorphisms

QM) ={a € Q(U):aly =0}, q¢=1.2, (4.8)
exhibited in the following lemma.
Lemma 4.2 (Comparison with standard d-complex). Let U C Z'™ be open and
consider on p~'(U) C {|w| < 1} the complex 1-forms
1
1= wf*
where {nY,n",V"'} is the coframe on SM that is dual to {ny,n—,V'}. Then:
(i) The following duality relations hold true:
Ty +n-) =700:) = 1
7(0s) = v(w?ny +n-) 0
(1i) For (hy,hy) € QU1 (U) and h € Q¥*(U) the differential forms hiT + hoy and
ht A~ are S*-invariant and the maps

(hi, he) = po(haT + hoy)  and  h— p.(hT A7) (4.10)

yield isomorphisms as in (4.8) for ¢ =1 and q = 2, respectively.
(iii) The isomorphisms from (ii) intertwine the 0-operators from (4.7) with the
standard 0-operators of the complex surface U.

T = (nY —@™)) and v=dw—ioV", (4.9)

and T1,7=0 ong@spanV

Proof. The proof of (i) is a simple computation that we omit. As a consequence 7(&)
is constant for & € {w?n, +n_,0’n_ +n,,V,0;,0,} and, taking Lie derivatives, we
see that
0= Ly(7(§)) = Ly7(§) + 7(Lv§) = (LyT —iT)(§),

where in the last step we used Lemma 4.1(i), noting that while e.g., Ly(0,) = +id,,
the equality still holds true as 7(0,) = 0. By Lemma 4.1(ii) such &’s form a frame
over p~1(U) and thus Ly7 = i7. Arguing similarly, also Lyy = iy follows. This
implies, e.g., that

Ev(th) =VhiT + i LyT = —ihyT +thit =0 (4.11)

and overall we obtain the desired S'-invariance. Hence a = p,(hi7 + hyy) and
o = p.(hT A7) are well defined differential forms on U. Using part (i) we see that
o, o’ =0 on 2 such that (4.10) indeed defines a map as in (4.8).

We obtain inverse maps as follows: Given o € Q(U), we can express its lift p*a in
terms of the 1-forms {7,~, 7,7, VV} (with V¥ defined similarly to V'), which frame
TE(p~'(U)) by part (i). If @y = 0, then only the 7- and v-coefficients of p*a are
nonzero, which is to say that p*a = hy7 + hoy for some hq, hy € C*(p~1(U)). One
computes that

0= ﬁV(p*a) = (Vhl + ’ihl)T + (th + 'éhg)’y, (4.12)
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hence (hy, ho) € Q%(U) and we have found the desired preimage of a. The argument
for ¢ = 2 is completely analogous.

For (iii) consider f € Q°(U) with lift h = p*f. Then 0f € Q'(U) (in the classical
sense) is uniquely defined by f = df on 2 and df = 0 on Z, hence

. {p*(df) on 7

(0f) = = 4.13
p(9f) 0 on ¥ ®spanV. ( )

Thus p*(0f) = hi7 + hoy, where hy = (p*df)(w?n, + 1) = (wW?ny +n_)h and
hy = p*df(ds) = Ozh — this gives the desired intertwining property on Q°(U).
Similarly one shows that if a € Q'(U) with a|; = 0 and lift p*a = hy7 + hyy, then
Oa € Q%(U) (in the classical sense) satisfies p*(da) = hT A y with

h = p*(da)(§, 0z) = d(l7)(§, 05) + d(hay)(§, Oa),

where ¢ = w?n, + n_. The right hand side is easily computed in view of part (i)
and [£,0;] = 0 and one obtains h = £hy — O5hy, as desired. O

Definition 4.3. A function f € Q°(U) on an open set U C Z is called holomorphic,
if 0f =0 € Q"Y(U). We then write f € O(U).

We emphasise that holomorphic functions on Z are — by definition — smooth up
the boundary. We can now draw the first connection to transport problems on SM.

Proposition 4.4 (Twistor correspondence A). There is a one-to-one correspondence
between holomorphic functions on Z and fibrewise holomorphic first integrals on
SM, implemented by the map

Proof. Given f € O(Z), denote h = p*f € C*°(SM x D). For fixed (z,v) € SM,
the function h(z,v,-) is holomorphic in {|w| < 1} and thus expands as

h(z,v,w) = Z wrug(z,v), (4.15)

k>0

with coefficients ug(x,v) € C. By Cauchy’s integral formula and the V-invariance,

2T
ug(z, v) ! /|¢|—1 Mdg 1 f(z,e?)e=*0q0. (4.16)

" 2mi G 27 J,

This shows that ug(z,v) depends smoothly on (z,v) € SM and moreover, that it is
the kth Fourier mode of the fibrewise holomorphic function u = f|sy € C*°(SM).
Using the identity X = n, 4+ n_ and, again, holomorphicity of f we see that

Xu = (wny +n-)hlu=1 =0, (4.17)

which shows that the map in (4.14) is well defined. The map is clearly injective.



20 J. BOHR AND G.P. PATERNAIN

We construct an inverse map as follows: If u € @02 is a first integral, then its
Fourier modes uy, are easily seen to satisfy ||uy|cmsary = O(K™°) (m € Ng), such
that (4.15) defines a function h € C*°(SM x D). We compute that

Vh(z,v,w) =Y o (Vu(w,v) — iku(z,v)) =0, (4.18)

which means that it descends to a function f = p.h € Q°(Z) with flsy = u. Tt
remains to show that f is holomorphic, or equivalently that

g:=(wn, +n)h=0 and Jyh=0. (4.19)

The latter equation is satisfied in view of the expansion (4.15) and we know that

g(x,v,1) = 0 for all (z,v) € SM, as Xu = nyu+n_u = 0. To see that g indeed
vanishes for all w € D note that

Oz9g =0for |w| <1 and g¢=0 for |w|=1, (4.20)

which follows in view of the previous observations from [w?n, +n_,d,] = 0 and the
Sl-invariance of g, respectively. Thus g vanishes on all of SM x D by the maximum
modulus principle on ID. This completes the proof. O

Remark 4.5. By the same method of proof, we can associate to any u € @g>x, 2
(ko € Z) a function h € C*°(SM x D) with d,h = 0 by setting

hz,v,w) = Z wh=koy, (2, v). (4.21)
k>ko

This is easily checked to satisfy (V — ikg)h = 0 such that for kg = 0,—1,—2 we
can generate elements of Q°(Z), Q®Y(Z) and Q%?(Z), respectively. Vice versa, if
h € C*(SM x D) satisfies 0,h = 0 and (V — iky)h = 0, then u(x,v) = h(z,v,1)

defines an element in @jy>y, 2.

For the next result we consider the embedding vo: M — Z, 1p(z) = (z,0) as zero
section. If we equip M with the complex structure induced by g and the orientation,
then ¢y becomes a holomorphic map.

Lemma 4.6. The embedding vo: M — Z as zero section is holomorphic.
Proof. We have to show that for all (z,v) € SM,
(20)« (T M) C Do), where TO'M = spanc{v + iv*}.

To see this, pick a neighbourhood U C M of x and let i5: U — SU x D be a local
lift of ¢y with Zy(z) = (x,v,0). Then modulo spanc V(z,v,0) we have

(dZO)m(U + ivl) = X(SL’, U) —iX, = n- (LU, U) S é(x,())v
which yields the desired inclusion after push-forward by p. O

As a consequence there is a well-defined map

i O(Z) — O(M), (4.22)
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where O(M) denotes the space of holomorphic functions on M that are smooth up
to the boundary. Under the identification C*°(M) = Qg this is also given as

O(M) ={g € Qy:n_g=0}. (4.23)

The following result is then a consequence of the characterisation in Proposition 4.4
and a classical result of Pestov and Uhlmann on the surjectivity of the adjoint X-ray
transform 1.

Corollary 4.7 (Cartan extension - transport version). Suppose Z is the twistor
space of a simple surface (M, g). Then the map i : O(Z) — O(M) is onto.

Proof. As explained above, any g € O(M) may be viewed as element in €y with
n-g = 0. By [40] (see also Theorem 8.2.2 in [36]) there exists a solution w €
C*(SM) to Xw = 0 with Fourier mode wy = g. Then u = wg+ws +. .. is smooth,
fibrewise holomorphic and satisfies Xu = 0. By the preceding proposition (and
equation (4.15) in the proof) u gives rise to an element f € O(Z) with

p*f(z,0,w) = wo(x) + wwy(r,v) + ..., (4.24)
in particular, ¢ f(z) = p*f(x,v,0) = wo(z) = g(x), as desired. O

The preceding result can be viewed as ‘Cartan extension theorem’ and implies
in particular that the twistor space Z of a simple surface admits an abundance of
holomorphic functions. This is first evidence for Z behaving like a Stein surface, as
claimed in §1.2. Further evidence is provided by Theorem 4.13 and its corollaries.

4.2. Coordinates and Euclidean case. It is instructive to express the twistor
space Z in terms of isothermal coordinates on (M, g). Suppose that (x,z5) are
coordinates on an open subset O C M, such that g|p = e’ da?, with A € C*(O, R).
Viewing O as subset of C with complex coordinate z = x1 + 129, we define

Zo=0xD, 9= span{E, 8ﬁ} C TcZo, (425)
where p is the coordinate of the D-factor and the vector field = is defined by
= =e [P0, 4 0; + (P20 — 9:)\) (00p — pd,,)] - (4.26)

On SM|p we have coordinates (z1, z2,6), where § € R/(277Z) is the (oriented) angle
of a unit vector with 0,, and there is an isomorphism

00 : SM|O 50 x Sl, (1’1,1’2,9) > (1’1 —l—'il'g,eie), (427)

which is made implicit below.

The next lemma shows that (Zp, Zo) is a (degenerately) complex surface — its
proof is independent from the analogous Lemma 4.1 and the two constructions are
seen to be equivalent below. We use the following notation:

A= (PPN — 9:\) € C™(Zo,C) (4.28)
Lemma 4.8 (Complex structure in coordinates).
(1) [2,05) = —A0y, hence Do is involutive.

(ZZ) 90 N .@o =0 on Zo\(O X Sl)
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(iii) On O x S = SM|o we have E = uX.

Proof. Parts (i) and (ii) follow from simple computations that we omit. For part
(iii) note that €9, = 1 (cos6d,, + sin60,,) + % (sin 69,, — cos#9,,) , hence the co-
ordinate description of X from (2.1) is equivalent to

X =e (%0, +e7"0: + (0N — e70:\) (i0p)) - (4.29)
Under the isomorphism po we have pu = € such that 0, — pd, = i and hence
X = p7'Z for |u| = 1, as desired. O

Define a map ko : Zo — Z by ko(x, 1) = p(z,0, u) (where 0 stands for the angle
6 = 0) and note that ko(Zp) = {(z,v) € Z : x € O}.

Lemma 4.9 (Comparison with invariant twistor space).
(i) The map ko is a diffeomorphism onto its image and (ko)«(%0) = 2.
(ii) Let U C ko(Zo) be open, then pullback by ko induces isomorphisms that fit
into the commutative diagram

Q) —2 5 QOLU) ——2 5 QO2(T))

lw lm l,v (4.30)

= (ko (U)) —2= C=(kp! (U))? —2= C= (koM (U)),

where the 0-operators on the bottom are given (with A as in (4.28)) by

Of = (Zf,0:f) and  3(fi, f2) = (E+ M) fa— Oufr. (4.31)
Proof. For (i) define q : SM|o xD — Zo by q(x,0,w) = (, ew); then ¢ is smooth,
Slinvariant and satisfies ko(q(z,0,w)) = [(z,0,e®w)] = p(z,0,w). In particular,

q descends to an inverse of rp, which is consequently a diffeomorphism. We claim

that ¢.(2) C Yo — this will complete the proof of part (i) by comparing ranks.
Indeed, one derives, similarly to (4.29), the coordinate expression

Wy +n-) = e e (w0, + 0: + (We* D\ — 0:))(i0y)) (4.32)
and employs this to compute the push forwards
dq(x,@,w) (89) = (8t|t=0>q(x7 0 + t7 w) = (81‘,‘1&:0)(](% 97 eitw)
= w0, —ie 00, = —i(i0; — pd,)
g (Ws +1-) = e E(q(2,0,w))
dq(x,@,w) (a&)) = 6_208[“
from which the claim follows.
For part (ii) we first note that the vertical arrows in (4.30) are defined as ‘pull-
backs’ by ko, understood as follows: Given a function h € C*°(p~(U)) (representing

an element in Q°(U), Q%Y(U) or Q%2(U)), we write kHh(z, ) = h(z,0,p). Now
consider h € Q°(U), then as Vi = 0,

Ogh(x,0, 1) = Vh(z,0,u) = —i(wd; — wd,)h(x,0, 1) (4.33)
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and together with (4.32) we obtain

(WP + 1)) (2, ) = (k1) (2 1), (434)

Similarly, & (0z)h(z, n) = 0u(kHh)(x, 1) and thus the left square in (4.30) com-

mutes. Next, if (hy, he) € QOY(U), then Vh; = —ih; (j = 1,2) and similarly to
(4.33) we have

Ogho(,0, 1) = Vhe(z,0, 1) = —i(w0s — wd,)ha(x,0, ) —ihe(x,0,pn),  (4.35)

such that k% ((W?ne +n-)ha) (z, 1) = (2+ A)(kEHhe)(z, 1). The computation for 9,

remains unchanged and thus also the right square in (4.30) commutes. U

We can gain more insight into the (degenerate) complex surface Z in the case that
(M, g) is a Euclidean domain. First suppose that M = R?, such that Z = C x D,
with Cauchy-Riemann equations given in terms of

E=4%0,+0; and 0. (4.36)

Let W = C x D be equipped with the standard complex structure, given in terms
of 0y and 0, for coordinates (w, 1) € C x D. Then the map

B:Z =W, (z,n) = (z— "% p) (4.37)

is holomorphic (in the sense that 5.(2) C span{0y, d;}) and maps the interior of
7 diffeomorphically onto the interior of W, with inverse given by
_ w 2u Re(fiw
5 ) = (i + )
1+ || 1—p|
Thus Z™ is biholomorphically equivalent to a polydisk in C? and the degeneracy of
the complex structure is encoded in the ‘blow down’ map . More generally:

,u) o (w, ) € W (4.38)

Lemma 4.10. Suppose M C R? is a Euclidean domain. Then the interior of its
twistor space Z is a Stein surface that is biholomorphic to a domain in C2.

Proof. The restriction of 8 from (4.37) to Z™ = M x D™ gives the desired em-
bedding as domain in C?. In particular, the global holomorphic functions 3, 3y €
O(Z™) give a global coordinate system and separate points. To show that Z™ is

a Stein surface, it thus remains to establish holomorphic convexity. To this end,
define for p = (z,, p.) € R? x D\ Z™ a function f, € O(Z™) by

~ _ (:u - ,u*)_ ) |/~L*| =1,
Julz 1) {((z —2) = 2= 2)7, ] < 1,2 € RAM. (4.39)

Let K C Z™ be compact and consider the holomorphic hull K = {(z, ) € Z™ :

|f(2z, )| < supg |f| for all f e O(Z™)}. If K was not compact, it would contain a
sequence (zn, pt,) with limit point p as above, which leads to a contradiction, as f,

is unbounded along that sequence. Thus K is compact and, as K was arbitrary, the
complex surface Z™ is holomorphically convex. O
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In fact, also the twistor space of a simple surface admits a natural, albeit less
tractable, holomorphic map 8 : Z — C? as follows: Passing to global isothermal
coordinates and with A as in (4.28), we may find a solution u € C*°(Z,C) to

Eu=A and OJju=0 onZ. (4.40)

This follows from the existence of scalar holomorphic integrating factors on simple
surfaces and is also a consequence of the vanishing result H'(Z, O) = H3(Z,[0]) = 0
from Corollary 4.15 below. Further, by Corollary 4.7 there exists a function f; €
O(Z) with B;(z,0) = z for all z € M and one checks that

Blzun) = (B 1), 1) € C (441)

indeed defines a holomorphic map of similar form as (4.37) in the Euclidean case.
While it would be interesting to know more about the behaviour of g (e.g., is it also
diffeomorphism on the interior of Z7), our approach to the transport Oka-Grauert
principle does not require any such blow-down.

4.3. Transport Oka-Grauert principle. We now define a ‘moduli space of holo-
morphic vector bundles’ over an open set U C Z. Noting that there are natural C"

and C™"-valued versions of the d-complex (4.6), we consider partial connections
A% e QYU C"*™) and maps

Q0(U, Cn) 2% o1, oy 2 027, o), (4.42)

defined in the obvious way. If A% = (a1, as) € C=(p~*(U),C")? with (V+i)a; =0
( = 1,2), a computation shows that the curvature of (4.42) equals

(0 + A™)? = (W, +n_)ag — Oza1 + a1, as] € Q*(U,C™™). (4.43)
Definition 4.11. For U C Z open we define the moduli space
MU) =M, (U) = {A% € Q"1 (U, C™") : (0 + A2 =0}/ ~, (4.44)
where A% ~ B%! if and only if there exists ¢ € C°°(U, GL(n,C)) with
B% = p710p 4+ ¢ 1AM . (4.45)

If UNdZ =0, such that U is a classical complex surface, then

M, (U) = {

(topologically trivial) holomorphic vector bundles
of rank n over U up to isomorphism '

(4.46)

Indeed, a representative A%! of a class in 9,,(U) equips U x C" with the structure of a
holomorphic vector bundle by declaring a local section f : V' — C" (for V' C U open)
to be holomorphic, if (0 + A%!)f = 0; equivalent representatives yield isomorphic
vector bundles (cf. Chapter 2.1.5 in [8]).

Recall from (1.6) that U consists of attenuations A € C'*°(SM, C"*"™) with Fourier
coefficients Ay = 0 for k£ < —1. The group G from (1.5) acts on U by (1.7) and
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we now establish a correspondence between the orbits of G and elements in 9 =
M, (Z). Define a map U — M as follows: For A € U let

A%z, v,w) = (a,0) = (Z wkHAk(az,v),O) e Q¥ (Z, v, (4.47)
k>—1

noting that A%! lies in Q%'(Z, C™") and satisfies (0 + A%!")? = 0 in view of (4.43)

and Remark 4.5. We then map A to the equivalence class [A%] € 9.

Proposition 4.12 (Twistor correspondence B). The map U — M, A — [A%] is
G-invariant and descends to an injective map O/G — M. If (M, g) is diffeomorphic
to a disk, the induced map is also surjective, such that

U/G =M. (4.48)

In fact, the isomorphism (4.48) holds true for any orientable surface (M, g). For
a proof of this more general statement we refer to Remark 4.4.13 in [4].

Proof. Suppose that A, B € U, let A% = (a,0) as in (4.47) and define B%' = (b,0)
analogously. To demonstrate G-invariance, we assume that A < F' = B for some
F € G and consider the function

(b(x,v,w) = Zkak(xvv)v (449)

k>0
which is smooth and S'-invariant by Remark 4.5; further it satisfies det ¢(z, v, w) # 0
for all w € D. To see this, we define 9 as in (4.49), but with F replaced by F~!.
Then h = ¢1p — Id satisfies h(x, v, 1) = 0 by construction, and, due to S*-invariance,

h=0on {|jw =1} and J;h=0on {|jw| <1}. (4.50)

By the maximum principle, h = 0, which means that 1 is an inverse for ¢.
We claim that A%! is equivalent to B%! via the gauge ¢ = p.¢ € C*°(Z,GL(n,C)),
which is is to say that

e 0+ A = (¢ (wne + 1= + a)p, ¢ 0z0) = (b,0) € Q¥ (Z,C™™). (4.51)

Evidently 0;¢ = 0, so it remains to show that the function g = ¢~ (w?n, +n_+a)p—
b vanishes identically. To see this, note that g(z,v,1) = A< F(z,v) — B(z,v) = 0.
Moreover (V +i)g = 0 which means that g only changes phase along the flow of V
and thus

g=0on{|Jw|=1} and 0,9 =0on {Jw| <1}, (4.52)
where holomorphicity in w is easily checked. In particular the maximum modulus
principle on D applies to yield g = 0.

To show that the induced map U/G — 9 is injective, we assume that [A%] =
[B™']. This means that (4.51) holds true, where now ¢ is defined as p*p for an
appropriate gauge ¢ € C*(Z,GL(n,C)). In particular ¢ is holomorphic in w and
thus admits a series expansion as in (4.49) with coefficients Fy(x,v) € C**" ((x,v) €
SM). Similar to the proof of Proposition 4.4 one checks that Fj, € € such that

F(z,v) = ¢(z,v,1) (4.53)
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defines a smooth, GL(n, C)-valued map on SM with both F' and F~! being fibrewise
holomorphic. Further, evaluating (4.51) at w = 1 yields A < F' = B, as desired.

To establish surjectivity of U/G — 90t we need to show that each class in 90t
admits a representative A%! = (a1, ay) € Q1 (Z, C"*") with ay = 0. Indeed, in that
case a; € C®(SM x D, C"*™) satisfies dza; = 0 by the curvature condition, hence

a(z,0,w) = Y WA (2, v) (4.54)

k>—1

for coefficients Ay (x,v), which can be seen to lie in {2 as in the proof of Proposition
4.4; in particular A(x,v) = a;(x,v,1) is a preimage of [A%1].

We now make use of the fact that M is diffeomorphic to the disk D, such that
global isothermal coordinates become available. Using the description from §4.2, the
twistor space is then given by Z = D x D and a representative of a class in 91 is a tuple
(b1,by) € C(Z,C™*™)? obeying the curvature condition (E+A)by—0;b1+[b1, bo] = 0,
where Z, 05 are as in (4.25) and A is as in (4.28). Then by the Oka-Grauert principle
on the p-disk (Lemma 6.2) there exists a solution ¢ € C*°(Z, GL(n,C)) of

Dap — by = 0, (4.55)

which means that (a1, a2) == (2 + b1,z + b))~ = (P=p~! 4+ b1, 0) defines
an equivalent representative with as = 0, as desired. 0

In view of the preceding correspondence principle, Theorem 1.3 can be reformu-
lated as:

Theorem 4.13 (Transport Oka-Grauert principle). Suppose Z is the twistor space
of a simple surface (M, g). Then M =M, (Z) =0 for alln € N. O

Note that our proof does not rely on an integrability theorem as in [8, Theorem
2.1.53| — that is, we do not first establish the existence of local holomorphic frames,
which are then ‘glued’ by means of a Cartan lemma as in the proof of the standard
Oka-Grauert principle. A local integrability theorem — for general twistor spaces —
follows a posteriori:

Corollary 4.14 (Local integrability). Let Z be the twistor space of an arbitrary
oriented Riemannian surface. Consider a class [A»] € M, (Z) and a point p =
(v,v) € Z with x € M™. Then there exists an open neighbourhood U of p and a

gauge o € C=(U,GL(n,C)) with (0 + A*)p = 0.

Proof. There exists a simple surface M; C M™ containing z in its interior — its
twistor space Z; is then a subset of Z. By Theorem 4.13, we have [A%!| ;1] =0 €
9M,,(Z1) and thus the corollary follows with U = Z; . O

A further consequence is the following ‘vanishing theorem’ in the spirit of Cartan’s
Theorem B. In fact, this is a reformulation of the linear result in Proposition 3.1
(modulo tame estimates) and thus does not require an inverse function theorem.
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Corollary 4.15. Suppose Z is the twistor space of a simple surface (M, g). Then
for [A%] € M the 1st cohomology of the twisted D-complex (4.42) vanishes, i.e.

ker ((8 + A0’1)|QO,1(Z))
m ((8 + A0’1)|QO(Z))

Proof. We give a brief sketch: It is straightforward to see that (4.56) is gauge-
invariant, so by Proposition 4.12 we may assume that A%! = (a,0), where a is as
in (4.47) for an attenuation A € U. Next, using solvability of the J;-equation, any
cohomology class may be represented by a tuple (hy,0) € Q%'(SM,C"). Via Remark
4.5 the function hy gives rise to a element in @;>_1€); and we are in the setting of
Proposition 3.1. From this, one deduces that there is a solution h € Q°(Z, C") to
(0 + AR = (hy,0) — first for w = 1, then for all w € D by invariance and the
maximum principle. O

Hy(Z,[A™])

—0. (4.56)

4.4. Discussion of related work. The twistor space Z considered in this article
is closely related to the more classical twistor notion from [9, 32|, used recently, e.g.,
in the context of projective structures [26, 27]. To explain this relation, we first
note that the constructions from §4.1 can be carried out in greater generality by
substituting the vector fields V and & = w?n, +n_ by

Wy +n- k>0

, 4.57
o Fny+n. k<0 (4.57)

V.=V +in(wdy; —wd,), and & = {

for n, k € Z, respectively. A computation similar to Lemma 4.1 shows that [, V,,] =
1€, if and only if nk = 2, such that we obtain four twistor spaces

Z(n) = ((SM xD)/S", 2, = p.span{&yn,05}), n € {£1,£2}, (4.58)

where the quotient is taken with respect to the flow of V,,. Then (x,v,w) — (z,v,w?)
induces holomorphic maps Z(+1) — Z(%2) and, in particular, Z = Z(1) may be
viewed as branched double cover of the space Z(2) (branched double covers were
also found useful in [21]).

We claim that the interior of Z(2) is precisely the twistor space considered in the
articles mentioned above. Using the description in [27], this means that there is a
biholomorphic map

~

F:Z2)™ 5 P/CO(2), (4.59)

where P is the oriented frame bundle and CO(2) is the group of dilations and
rotations of R?. Here we assume that the projective class p that is used to define
the complex structure on P/CO(2), as explained in |27, §4.1], is given by p = [VY]
for the Levi-Civita connection VY of (M, g). To construct F, consider

SM x D™ & pxpm L p (4.60)

with T as in [27, §4.1] and R(z,v,w) = (, f,, —w), where f, = (v,v*) € P,. Here
vt is the rotation of v by 7/2, counterclockwise with respect to the orientation of
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M. As below equation (4.6) in [27] one checks that
R ((z,v,w)<e") = ((z, f,) <R, B > (—w)) = R(z,v,w) < Ry, (4.61)

where R; € GLT(2,R) is the rotation matrix corresponding to €. This shows that
R induces a smooth map between the quotient spaces Z(2)™ = (SM x D™)/S!
and P Xgr+@r) D™. Also T descends to quotient spaces and thus F([(z,v,w]) =
[T o R(z,v,w)] defines a smooth map F as in (4.59). To check that F is also
holomorphic one can use the description of (1, 0)-forms on P from [27], in particular
the computation of their pull-backs by T in (4.3) and (4.5). Pulling these back by
R one obtains (nonzero multiples) of the following 1-forms on SM x Dt

nl —wn! and dw+ 2wV (4.62)

After complex conjugation these equal precisely the 1-forms in Lemma 4.2 (with an
additional factor 2 which is due to the choice of n = 2 here). This shows that F is a
holomorphic immersion. It is easily checked that F is bijective, so overall we obtain
an isomorphism as in (4.59).

Next, we briefly discuss the work of Eskin and Ralston [11], who proved a version
of Theorem 4.13 in a Euclidean setting. They establish the existence of gauges ¢ —
that is, GL(n, C)-valued solutions to (0 + A%!)p = 0 — that are smooth in Z™ and
have a continuous extension to 0Z. We give a brief outline of their argument in the
language developed above. Recall from §4.2 that the twistor space of R? admits a
‘blow down’ map 8 : Z — W into a (closed) polydisk. The punchline of [11] is that
pull back by § gives a surjective map

B* MW — M(2Z) (4.63)

between appropriate moduli spaces containing ‘holomorphic vector bundles’ which
are trivial away from a compact set and have a continuous extension to the boundary.
The result then follows from the classical Oka-Grauert principle on W — in a version
with continuous boundary values (cf. [22, Theorem 10.1]) — which implies (W) = 0.
Their approach thus parallels the desingularisation by means of a blow down in [20].

In order to establish surjectivity of f* as in (4.63), the authors prove a local
integrability result as in Corollary 4.14 a priori (using the inverse function theorem
in a Holder space, where no loss of derivatives occurs) and then glue local solutions
to (0 + A%)p = 0 by means of an appropriate Cartan lemma. The crucial step lies
in showing that by such a gluing procedure one can arrange all transition functions
to be of the form h = f*g for locally defined functions g on W (cf. equation (12) in
[L1]) — this is quite delicate and encompasses removing singularites at §(0Z7) using
methods from complex analysis.

5. RANGE CHARACTERISATIONS

We now turn to the range characterisation for the non-Abelian X-ray transform,
starting with some general considerations that hold on any non-trapping surface
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(M, g) with strictly convex boundary. Define
B: COO(aSMa GL(n> C)) - Coo(a-i-SMa GL(n7 C))? f = f(f_l © a)|8+SM> (51)

where av : 0SM — 0SM is the scattering relation of (M, g) (see §1.3). To motivate
the range characterisations in this section, consider the following diagram:

C%(SM,GL(n,C)) —— C®(SM,C™")

l(')bSM \ lA'—’CA (5.2)

C2(DSM, GL(n,C)) —2— C~(0,.SM,GL(n,C)).

Here and below, double-headed arrows stand for surjections; further C7Y (-, GL(n, C))
is the space of maps which are homotopic to Id and we define

I*(R) = —(XR)R™. (5.3)

The map I*, while not being an adjoint in any natural way, serves a similar purpose
as I* in the linear theory. This is illustrated by the following lemma and further
substantiated in §5.2, where surjectivity results for I* in different settings are derived
using Theorem 1.3 on simple surfaces.

Lemma 5.1. The diagram (5.2) commutes and the map I* : C7Y(SM,GL(n,C)) —
C>®(SM,C™™) is surjective.

Proof. We assume that the diagonal arrow is B(-|ssps) such that the lower triangle
commutes. To check that the upper triangle commutes, let F' € Ci5(SM,GL(n,C))
and denote A = I*(F). Let G: SM — GL(n,C) be the unique continuous solution
(differentiable along the geodesic flow) of the transport problem

XG=0 and G=F"'ond SM. (5.4)

Then R = FG satisfies (X + A)R = 0 and R = Id on 0_SM. In particular, using
that G|asas is a-invariant, we have

CA = R|6+SM = B(R|35M) = FG(G_l o Oz)(F_l o a)|6+SM = B(F|55M). (55)

To check that I* is onto, we have to show that any A € C*°(SM,C" ") admits a
smooth, contractible integrating factor. To this end, embed (M, g) into a closed

manifold (N, g) and extend A smoothly to N. Then there is a smooth cocycle
C: SN xR — GL(n,C) associated to A, uniquely defined by

0:C(z,v,t) + AC(xz,v,t) =0on SN xR and C(z,v,0)=1Id on SN. (5.6)

Let My C N be a non-trapping surface with strictly convex boundary, containing
M in its interior. Let 7 be the exit time of Mj (which is smooth on SM) and define

Ry(z,v) = [C(z,v,s10(z,v))] ", 0<s<1,(2,0) € SM. (5.7)

Then Ry € C*°(SM,GL(n,C)) is a smooth integrating factor for A (cf. Lemma 5.3.2
in [36]) and sending s — 0 provides a homotopy with Id, as desired. O
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Using the preceding lemma, a simple diagram chase in (5.2) reveals a first range
characterisation:

Proposition 5.2. An element ¢ € C*°(0;.SM,GL(n,C)) is given as scattering data
q = Cy of a general attenuation A € C*°(SM,C"*") if and only if ¢ = Bf for some
feCx(0SM,GL(n,C)). O

In the remaining section we give similar characterisations, when A is restricted
to certain subclasses A C C®°(SM,C" ") of attenuations. This involves finding
appropriate domains D and boundary spaces B for which there is a diagram

l \ lAHcA (5.8)

B~ ¢=(8,SM,GL(n,C)),

where P is an appropriate boundary operator and the arrows emerging from D are
surjective. If such a diagram commutes (up to gauge), then the range of A 5 A — Cy
equals that of P (up to gauge).

5.1. Nonlinear Hilbert transforms. As building block for the boundary opera-
tors considered below we introduce here a nonlinear operator

H . CX(DSM, GL(n,C)) — CX(ISM,U(n)) (5.9)

which is based on the factorisation theorems discussed in §2.1 (see Remark 2.4 for
the e-notation) and serves as analogue of the Hilbert transform in the linear theory.
Upon choosing a section 1 : M — SM (or equivalently, fixing a trivialisation of
SM) we define H = H; by

H(r) = u”, (5.10)
where r = uf is a decomposition as in (2.12), normalised such that u(z,1(z)) = Id.
In reference to ‘H we also define

H*: CP(OSM,GL(n,C)) — C(OSM,U(n)), H(r)=H(r ) (5.11)
HT : C®(dSM,Her}) — CX(OSM,GL(n,C)), HT(r)=H(?)rY2  (5.12)

Both transforms can be described in terms of suitable decompositions: Indeed,
H*(r) = u, where r = fu as in (2.13), normalised such that u(z,1(z)) = Id and
H*t(r) = f, where r = f*f is a Birkhoff factorisation as in (2.14), with normalisation
inherited from .

We introduce two further types of ‘nonlinear Hilbert transforms’, which do not
depend on a choice of 1, but are only available if » admits a special decomposition.
To this end, define spaces

CP(OSM,GL(n,C)) and Cg°(0SM,Her}), (5.13)

as follows: An element r € C°(0SM, GL(n,C)) lies in the left space, if it admits a
(necessarily unique) decomposition r = uf as in (2.12) with fo = Id — we then write
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HO(r) = u*. Further, r € C=(9SM,Her,") lies in the right space in (5.13), if r'/% €
Cs2(0SM,GL(n,C)) and we set HT0(r) = HO(r'/2)r'/2. We obtain transforms:

H® : C(0SM,GL(n,C)) — C=(0SM,U(n)), (5.14)
HTO o CP(OSM, Her') — O (0SM,GL(n,C)). (5.15)

Next, we consider the space CX(OSM,GL(n,C)) consisting of those maps r €
C(0SM,GL(n,C)) which factor uniquely as r = gf, where f,¢* € H (with H as
in Remark 2.4) and go = Id. With respect to this factorisation we define

HA  CX(OSM,GL(n,C)) — G, HA(r) = f. (5.16)
We discuss the relation of H2 to Birkhoff factorisations below Theorem 5.13.

Example 5.3. We consider the ‘nonlinear Hilbert transforms’ from above for n = 1.

A general element in CP(0SM,GL(1,C)) has the form
r=eMe¥ T where k € Z,1,0 € C°(OSM,R). (5.17)

Let ¢ = ¢+ vYp+1o be the decomposition into negative, zero and positive Fourier
modes. Then the standard, linear Hilbert transform of ¢ is Hy = (¢ — <o)/t
and thus ¥ = —tH + ¢y + 21)~¢, which implies that

r= (e*e VT x (eW0t20>0) =iy f (5.18)
is a decomposition as in (2.12) (not necessarily normalised). Then
H(r) = weHPe™ = and  H*(r) = we HVeloTH (5.19)

where w = wy; € C°(M,U(n)) is chosen to achieve the correct normalisation. If r
takes values in R.q = Her]" (such that k = 0 and ¢ = 0) we see that H and H* are
exponentiated linear Hilbert transforms; further

H(r) = wezWHHY), (5.20)

Finally,  is in the domain of H°® and H*C iff 1)y = 0 and it is in the domain of H~
iff k=0, in which case H2(r) = e¥otv>otiootioso,

5.2. Range for u(n)-attenuations. It is instructive to first consider the non-
Abelian X-ray transform on the space U from (1.6). In terms of the right action of

G on U (defined in (1.7)), we have I*(F) = 0< F'~! and hence I* fits into an exact
sequence (of pointed sets):

0= Go—= G50 M—0. (5.21)

Here Gy is the stabiliser of 0 € U and — for the purpose of this section — we think of
M as quotient space U/G, such that exactness in (5.21) is evident. The identification
U/G = M is justified by Proposition 4.12.
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Let us assume now that 9 is trival — by Theorem 1.3 this holds in particular if
(M, g) is simple. Then I* : G — U is surjective and we have a commutative diagram

|65Ml \ lAHcA (5.22)

H —2 (9, SM,GL(n,C)),

where H = {f = Flosm : F' € G} (see also Remark 2.4). Note that H is a genuine
boundary space in that it has the intrinsic characterisation

H={feCy(0SM,GL(n,C)) : f is fibrewise holomorphic}.
We thus obtain the following range characterisation:

Proposition 5.4. Suppose MM = 0. Then an element ¢ € C*°(0,SM,GL(n,C))
lies in the range of U > A — Cy if and only if ¢ = Bf for some f € H. O

Let us now consider attenuations in one of the three classes
O(u(n)) = {u(n)-pairs}, C>°(M,u(n)) and Q'(M,u(n)), (5.23)

all considered as subsets of U. Note that O(u(n)) = O N C>®(SM,u(n)), due to
the identity A_p = —A} (k € Z) for skew-Hermitian attenuations. The second and
third space in (5.23) consist of skew-Hermitian matrix fields ¢ and connections A,

respectively.
Define

VGy:={FeG: X(F'F)=0} C C*(SM,C"™"), (5.24)
and recall that a function " on SM (or 0SM) is even, if it only has even Fourier

modes or equivalently if it obeys the symmetry condition F(x,v) = F(x, —v).

Proposition 5.5. Suppose that (M, g) is simple. Then I* is well defined and sur-
jective in the following settings:

(i) I : /G — D(u(n))
(11) T* : {F € VGy : F even} — Q' (M, u(n))
(1) T* : {F € /Gy : Fy =1d} — C>(M,u(n))

Part (i) holds in greater generality and is in fact equivalent to the assertion that
M = 0 (assuming that (M, g) is non-trapping and has a strictly convex boundary).

Proof. For (i) let F' € /Gy, then
0=X(F'F)=(XF)F+F(XF)=F (F )" (XF)-T(F)) F (5.25)

and hence (I*(F))" = ((F~Y)*(XF*))" = —I*(F), which shows that I* indeed maps
VG into B(u(n)). To see that it is onto, let A € U(u(n)) and let FF € G be an
arbitrary HIF for A. Then, as A is skew-Hermitian,

X(F*F)=(-AF)'F+ F*XF =F"(AF+ XF)=0 (5.26)
which means that F € /(Gy.
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For (ii) let F' € v/Gg be even. Then I*(F) is odd and, being skew-Hermitian, only
has Fourier modes in degree +1; hence I*(F) € Q'(M,u(n)). Conversely, if A is a
u(n)-connection, then by Proposition 3.5 there exists an even HIF F' € G and we
must have ' € /Gy, as above.

Finally, for (iii), let F' € /Gy with F, = Id. Then A = I*(F') satisfies

A= —(-Fp)(F ) =0 (5.27)

and, A being skew-Hermitian, also A; = —A*, = 0. Hence A € Qo(SM,u(n)) =
C>(M,u(n)). Conversely, given ® € C*°(M,u(n)) let F € Gy be any HIF. Then,
similar to (5.27) we see that 7_Fy = 0 and as Fj is 1nvert1ble also 77— F '=0. By
Theorem 13.11.6 in [36] there exists G € Gy with Gy = Fy ', hence F = FG e G,
is a new HIF for ® with Fy = FyGo = Id, as desired. [l

The domains in the preceding proposition can be projected onto the following
boundary spaces of Her, -valued functions:

(9, SM, Hert) = {w € 09, SM,Her?) : A,w smooth on SM } (5.28)

w? = F*F for some
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€2, (0, M, Her;') {w € O%(0,SM, Her!) : woay = w} (5.29)
{w € C(0,.SM,Her) :

Here

Ajw(z,v) = {w(zjv) (z,v) € 0.5M

woa(x,v) (z,v)€d-SM and  aq(z,0) = a(r, —v), (5.31)

and w' is the unique solution to Xw' = 0 on SM and w* = w on 0, SM. By a
classical result of Pestov and Uhlmann (see [39] or Theorem 5.1.1 in [36]), the first
integral w* is smooth on SM for w € C(SM, Her}").

Note that (5.28) and (5.29) define genuine boundary spaces in the sense that
membership can be checked on 9SM only in terms of the scattering relation o. To
check whether a function w belongs to Cg% one first has to find the first integral wh.

The following result is a consequence of Birkhoft’s factorisation theorem for Her-
mitian matrices (Theorem 2.3) and does not require (M, g) to be simple.

Proposition 5.6. Let o(F) = F*F|y, su, then:
(i) o : VGo — C(0,.SM, Her}") is surjective
(it) o : {F € VGq : F even} — O (0, SM, Her})) is surjective
(i) o : {F € VGg : Fy =1d} — C(04.5SM, Her,) is bijective

Proof. For (i) let w € C>(0,SM,Her)), then w* € C=(SM, Her)) (it takes values
in Her, as it is constant along the geodesic flow) and by Theorem 2.3 there exists
F € G with w* = F*F. We then automatically have F' € \/G,.
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For (ii) note that if F' € /Gy is even, then F*F|ggp is a-invariant and thus
w = o(F) satisfies
w(a(x,—v)) = F*F(z,—v) = F*F(z,v) = w(z,v). (5.32)
Conversely if w € C%(9, SM, Her}) satisfies w(a(z, —v)) = w(z,v), then w* is even
by Lemma 9.4.9 in [5()] Using Theorem 2.3, this factors as w* = F*F for an even
F € G. As above, we must have F' € /Gy and the proof is complete.
For (iii), surjectivity is clear. Here o is also injective, because wt = F*F = F*F
for two different F, F' € /Gg only if F = uF for u € C°°(M,U(n)), while the
requirement Fy = Fy = Id implies « = Id and thus F = F. U

By the preceding propositions, and if (M, g) is simple, we obtain three diagrams
which are analoguous to (5.2) and (5.22). The first of these is

VG i » O(u(n))
"l W lAHcA (5.33)

C®(8.SM, Hert) --F- C=(8,SM,U(n)),

with boundary operator P yet to be defined. Here the upper triangle commutes
as it arises from restricting (5.2); moreover, any choice of P making the lower
triangle commute would have the same range as G(u(n)) > A — C,. However,
commutativity can only be achieved up to unitary gauge, as we now explain.

Note that C°°(M,U(n)) acts on /Gg by left-multiplication and C£X(OM, U(n))
(subscript Id means: homotopic to Id) acts on C*(90+SM,GL(n,C)) by

hoq=hg(h™'oa). (5.34)

Then the diagonal arrow in (5.33) is equivariant with respect to these group actions,
while o is invariant and in fact injective up the action of C*°(M,U(n)), i.e. o(F) =
o(F") if and only if F' = UF for some U € C*(M,U(n)) (see Theorem 2.3(ii)).

In terms of H* from (5.12) we now define a boundary operator P by

Pw:=BHTA,w, we C>X(0,SM,Her,). (5.35)

Lemma 5.7. With P as in (5.35) the lower triangle in (5.33) commutes up to gauge.
That is, for any F' € \/Gq there exists h € C{3(0M,U(n)) such that B(Flosy) =
h> P(o(F))).

Proof. Let F € /Gy and put w = o(F). Then, by definition of H*, we have
A w = f*f, where f = HT (A w). On the other hand, A w = F*F|sg)s is another
such decomposition and thus f = hF for some h € CY(OM,U(n)). Hence Pw =
B(hF|gsar) = h> B(Flasar), as desired. O

Theorem 5.8 (Range for u(n)-pairs). Suppose that (M, g) is simple (or more gen-
erally, that 9 = 0). Then an element ¢ € C*(0.SM,U(n)) lies in the range of
O(u(n)) 3 (A, @) — Cao if and only if

q = h>Pw, for some (w,h) € C(0,SM,Her) x C3Y(0M,U(n)). (5.36)
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Proof. The proof is essentially a diagram chase in (5.33). First suppose that ¢ = C
for some A € U(u(n)). By Proposition 5.5 (valid also if 91 = 0) there exists F' € /Gg
with I*(F) = A and consequently, using Lemma 5.7, we have ¢ = B(Flgsnm) =
h> P(w) for w = o(F) and some h € CY(OM,U(n)). For the other direction
suppose that ¢ = h> P(w) for (w,h) as in (5.36). By Proposition 5.6 we have
w = o(F) for some F € /Gy and by Lemma 5.7, we have B(F|ssa) = hy > Pw
for some h; € C(OM,U(n)). We may extend both h and h; to functions in
C*>(M,U(n)) (denoted by the same symbol) and set A = I*(hhi ' F), such that

Cy = (hhiY) > B(Flasy) = h> Pw = q. (5.37)
This completes the proof. O

Remark 5.9. In fact, on simple surfaces the range characterisation in the preceding
theorem is equivalent to the assertion that 991 = 0 in the following sense: If the
scattering data of a u(n)-pair A = (A, ®) is of the form (5.36), then A automatically
admits holomorphic integrating factors. To see this, let (w, h) be as in (5.36), extend
h to a function in C*°(M,U(n)) and factor w* = G*G for some G € G. Then also
F :=hG lies in G and B := —(X F)F~! is a u(n)-pair with the same scattering data
as A. By Theorem 1.1, the attenuation A is gauge equivalent to B and thus it admits
holomorphic integrating factors. Granted a characterisation as in the theorem, one
thus obtains HIF’s for u(n)-pairs and as every orbit in 9t = U/G contains such a
pair |33, Lemma 5.2], it holds that 9T = 0.

Similarly, with «, as in (5.31), we obtain:

Theorem 5.10 (Range for u(n)-connections). Suppose that (M, g) is simple. Then
an element g € C*(0, SM,U(n)) lies in the range of Q' (M,u(n)) 3 A — Cy4 if and
only if one of the following equivalent conditions is satisfied:

(i) q satisfies (5.36) and additionally qo oy = ¢~ 1.

(1) q satisfies (5.36) with w € C3% (94 SM, Her}}) (i.e. wo ag =w).

Proof. To prove characterisation (i), we first consider an arbitrary attenuation A €
C*(SM,C™™) with integrating factor R € C*°(SM,C"*™). Then S(z,v) = R(z, —v)
defines an integrating factor for B(x,v) = —A(z, —v) and we have

Choa,=(Roag) (R oaoa,)=[S(S7 "o a)}_l =Cg' ond.SM. (5.38)

Now, if ¢ = Cy for A equal to a connection A € Q'(M,u(n)), then also B = A and
thus ¢ has the desired symmetry. Conversely, if ¢ = Cy for a u(n)-pair A = (A, ®)
and additionally g o a, = ¢!, then the previous display implies Cy = Cg and by
Theorem 1.1 there is a gauge ¢ € C*(M,U(n)) with ¢ = Id on OM such that

P+ Pp=0 and de+[A,¢]=0 on M. (5.39)

By the second equation ¢ solves an ODE along every curve in M and thus it is
determined by its boundary values. It follows that ¢ = Id and hence ® = 0.
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The characterisation in (ii) follows by the same arguments that lead to Theorem
5.8, replacing diagram (5.33) with the obvious analogue containing the spaces {F €
VGo : F even} and C2%(9,SM, Her,). This completes the proof. O

Next, we consider the range of ® — Cg for u(n)-valued matrix fields. In this case
one defines a boundary operator in terms of the transform H™? from (5.15):

Pow := BH™ A w, w e CXy(0.5M, Her}l). (5.40)

Using Propositions 5.5 and 5.6, one obtains a similar diagram as in (5.33), this
time commutative, as o is bijective in this setting. We obtain the following result,
omitting the proof:

Theorem 5.11 (Range for u(n)-matrix fields). Suppose that (M, g) is simple. Then
an element ¢ € C*(0+SM,U(n)) lies in the range of C*(M,u(n)) > ® — Cs if
and only if ¢ = Pow for some w € C55(91SM, Her?!). O

Remark 5.12. An alternative characterisation for u(n)-pairs is obtained as follows:
Define Gy = {(U, F) € C*(SM,U(n)) xG : X(UF) = 0} and consider the diagram

(U,F)—T*(F
» O(u(n))
UF)HB(F\BSM)
(U,F) »—>UF|a+szv:L \ AHCA (5.41)
BHA,

09, SM,GL(n,C)) 2% c=(a, SM,U(n)),

where H is as in (5.9). As above, one proves commutativity up to gauge and —
assuming that (M, g) is simple — one establishes surjectivity results as indicated by
the double headed arrows. This shows that condition (5.36) in Theorem 5.8 can be
replaced by

qg=h>(BHA,w) for some (w,h) € CF(0+SM,GL(n,C)) x C(OM,U(n)).

In order to isolate connections and matrix fields one can use the same ideas that
lead to Theorems 5.10 and 5.11; we leave the details to the reader.

5.3. Range for gl(n,C)-attenuations. To obtain range characterisations in the
gl(n, C)-case, define Gg = {(G, F) € G* x G : Gy = Id} and consider the diagram

Ga (G021 {gl(n, C)-pairs}

(G’,F)l—)G’F|a+SMl \ lAHCA (5.42)
Cn RN C>(0+SM,GL(n)),

where P2 = BH” A, with transform H* as in (5.16) and with diagonal arrow equal
to (G, F) v B(F|asn). Here Oy C C2(04SM,GL(n,C)) is defined — somewhat
tautologically — as range of the left vertical map and commutativity holds up to a
GL(n,C)-valued gauge. If (M, g) is simple, the top arrow is surjective and similar
to Theorem 5.8, the following result holds true (the proof is omitted):
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Theorem 5.13 (Range for gl(n, C)-pairs). Suppose that (M, g) is simple (or more
generally, that M = 0). Then an element ¢ € C*°(0.SM,GL(n,C)) lies in the
range of {gl(n, C)-pairs} 5 (A, ®) — Cao iff

q=h>P  for some (w,h) € Coy x Ci3(0M,GL(n,C)). O

Similar to above one can isolate connections and matrix fields; we omit the details.

The space C5°5 can also be described as follows: Any w € C3°(0SM, GL(n,C))
extends to a first integral w® : SM — GL(n,C) which, by virtue of [41, Theorem
8.1.2], admits a Birkhoff factorisation as

wH(z, ) = Gz, ) Az, ) F(x, ). (5.43)
Here F(z,-) and G(z,-)* are fibrewise holomorphic and A(z,§) = diag (e’ ..,
ei“”(m)o) for not necessarily continuous maps a; : M — Z (i = 1,...,n). We then

have w € C3°5 if and only if A = Id, in which case I and G are automatically smooth
on SM. To check membership of w in C3°, it is thus necessary that Als, sy = Id;
it is an interesting question whether this also sufficient or more generally, whether
discontinuities of A — also called jumping lines — can be detected at the boundary.

5.4. Nontrivial 2. Finally, we give a range characterisation if 91 # 0. In this case
the range of {u(n)-pairs} 3 (A, @) — C4 ¢ is parametrised in terms of both solitonic
and radiative/dispersive degrees of freedom — as discussed below Theorem 1.5 — in
the following sense: We construct a ‘boundary space’ B(0,SM) which fits into a
short exact sequence (of pointed sets)

0= CX(0,.SM,GL(n,C)) — B(0.SM) — I — 0, (5.44)
and is the natural domain of a ‘boundary operator’
P B(0LSM) — U\C*(0.SM,U(n)). (5.45)

Here the right hand side denotes the quotient by U := C{Y(OM,U(n)) under the
action defined in (5.34).

In order to define the boundary space B(0;SM), denote S°(0+SM,GL(n,C))
the space of functions w : 0, SM — GL(n,C') for which the extension

w(x,v) (x,v) € 0,SM

E —
ww(@,v) {C’&lw(a(z,v)) (x,v) € 0_-SM
defines a smooth function on dSM. Next, denote with S(0,SM) the subset of

U x C*(0,.SM,GL(n,C)) consisting of pairs (A, w) with w € S (9, SM,C" ™).
Then G acts on S(94SM) via (A, w)<F = (A< F, (F|g, sp)w) and we define

B(0,.SM) = S(0,5M)/G. (5.47)

The arrows in (5.44) are given by w — [(0,w)] and [(A,w)] — [A] respectively
(exactness is obvious). The boundary operator P is defined as concatenation

B(0,.SM) — G\C®(DSM,GL(n,C)) 25 U\C®(9SM,U(n)) Z U\C®(8.SM, U(n)),

(5.46)
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where the first arrow is [(A, w)] — [Eaw] and H* is the transform defined in (5.12).
Both ‘H* and B are easily seen to descend to quotient spaces as indicated and we
keep denoting them by the same symbols.

Theorem 5.14. An elementq € C*(0.SM,U(n)) lies in the range of {u(n)-pairs} >
(A, @) — Cao if and only if

lq] =P(b)  for some b € B(0,SM). (5.48

Proof. First assume that ¢ = C, for au(n)-pair A = (A, ®). Let U € C>*°(SM,U(n)
be a solution to (X +A)U = 0 on SM. Setting w = Ula, sar, we have b := [(A, w)]
B0, SM) and Eyw = Ulgsar, which means that P(b) = [B(U|aswm)] = [Ca] = [q].
Conversely, suppose that [q] = P(b) for some b = [(A,w)] € B(045M). Then
w = R|s, su for a solution R € C*(SM,GL(n,C)) to (X + A)R = 0. By Theorem
2.3 this may be factored as R = FU for F € G and U € C*(SM,U(n)). Then

m

P(b) = [B(Ulasm)] = [Caqr], (5.49)
and by Lemma 5.2 in [33], the attenuation A < I is given by a u(n)-pair, as desired.
O

6. APPENDIX

6.1. A tame setting. We discuss the Fréchet structure and tameness of the spaces,
Lie groups and actions used in the proofs of Theorem 1.3 and Proposition 3.5.
Throughout (M, g) is a compact, oriented Riemannian surface with smooth and
possibly empty boundary oM.

First recall that C*°(SM,C") has a standard Fréchet topology, which can be
generated by norms || - ||gs of the Sobolev-spaces H*(SM,C") (s € R). We view
C>*(SM,C"™) as graded Fréchet space, with grading given by

-l = {1 o < -l < (6.1)

Note that while there are several ways to define these norms, a different choice will
result in a tamely equivalent grading. As in §2 we will tacitly apply the considera-
tions in this section also to gl(n, C)-valued functions.

6.1.1. Tame spaces. The space @ye;SY; (I C Z) from (2.5) lies closed in the ambient
C>-space and thus inherits a Fréchet topology and a grading. The next lemma
implies that @/ is a tame direct summand and as C*°(SM,C") is tame |16,
Corollary 1.3.7 8II| the space @72 must be tame itself [16, Lemma 1.3.3,811].

In particular, both U from (1.6) and U,qq from Proposition 3.5 are tame Fréchet
spaces.

Lemma 6.1. For all I C Z, the L*-orthogonal projection P; : C*(SM,C") —
Prerfl satisfies the tame estimate

|| Pru| s, u€ C®(SM,C"),s >0, (6.2)

where < means up to a constant that may depend on I and s.

e S lul
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Proof. First note that P; extends to a bounded map L?(SM,C") — L?*(SM,C"),
simply because it is a projection. This gives a tame estimate for s = 0 and we may
proceed by induction. To this end note the Sobolev scale on SM is generated by
the operators 7. from (2.6) together with the vertical derivative V' in the sense that

is an equivalence of norms. Let [* = [4+1 C Z, then n.P; = Pj+n+ and [V, P] = 0,
which means that for all u € C*°(SM,C")

s+ -

o~ s Nlze + - | w20 (63)

[ Prull v S s Proll s + [|n-Prul| s + |V Prullas + || Pru|
= 1P+ ()| s + 1Pr- ()| s + [[Pr (V) | s + (| Prullgs (6.4)
S Invullas + ln-vllas + IVullas + [lullas S flullge,
where we have used the induction hypothesis. U

6.1.2. Tame Lie groups. The group G = C*(SM,GL(n,C)) lies open in the am-
bient space C*°(SM,C"*") and thus is a Fréchet manifold. We claim that G is a
tame Lie Group, which means that additionally the maps

m:GxG—-G and i:G—G, (6.5)

given by multiplication and taking inverses, respectively, are smooth tame. Similarly,
the subgroups G C G from (1.5) and Ge, C G from Theorem 3.5 are tame Lie groups.

To prove tameness of m and i one may invoke the high-level Theorem 2.2.6 in |16,
§11], which states that so called ‘nonlinear vector bundle operators’ are tame. To
this end let E and F' be trivial vector bundles over SM, with fibres given by C™"*"
and C™*" x C™™" respectively. Next, let U C E and V' C F be the open subsets
consisting of tuples (z,v, A) and (z,v, A, B) respectively, where (z,v) € SM and
A,B € GL(n,C). Then

p:V—=E (x,v,A B)— (z,v,AB)

q:U—E, (v,v,A) (z,v,A7") (6.6)
are ‘nonlinear vector bundle maps’ in Hamilton’s sense. Let V C C*®(SM, F) be
the set of sections f with image in V' and denote Pf = po f, then the just cited
theorem implies that P : V — C*°(SM, E) is a tame map. Similarly, ¢ gives rise
to a tame map @ : U — C*°(SM, E). Identifying U with G and V with G x G, we
see that P and @) correspond precisely to m and i, such that we have established
tameness of multiplication and inversion on G.

For m and i to be smooth tame it is required that they be smooth (which is clear)
and that all derivatives are tame. However, this is a consequence of the already
obtained tameness, for all derivatives are again given in terms of multiplication and
inversion.
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6.1.3. Tame actions. Finally, the various Lie group actions defined in the paper are
smooth tame. As each of the actions is given in terms of multiplication, inversion
and taking adjoints, this can be proved similar to above, by recasting the action
map as nonlinear partial differential operator and applying [16, Corollary 2.2.7|; we
omit the details.

6.2. Oka-Grauert principle on compact disks. Let D ={z € C: 2| <1} C C.

Lemma 6.2. Let a € C*(D,C"™") (n € N). Then there exist GL(n,C)-valued
solutions f,g € C*(D,GL(n,C)) to the equations

O:f+af=0 and 0:9g—ga=0 onD. (6.7)

Moreover, if a = a(p,+) smoothly depends on a parameter p in some manifold P —
that is, a € C®(P x D,C"*"™) — then there are corresponding solutions f = f(p,-)
and g = g(p,-) in C°(P x D,GL(n,C)).

This classical result is dicussed e.g. in [23] — we include a brief sketch of its proof
and refer to the just cited monograph for further background and details.

Proof. Tt suffices to solve the second equation in (6.7), the first one is then solved
by f = g'. We can extend a to a function a € C*®°(P x C,C™") and cover D
by translates of the box [0,¢]> C C. For € > 0 sufficiently small, GL(n, C)-valued
solutions g, ..., gm(), defined in neighbourhoods of the boxes, can be constructed
by means of a scaling argument and a Neumann series. By Cartan’s lemma, these
local solutions can be patched together and, when restricted to D, yield the desired
solution g. For more details — including smooth parameter dependence in case that
P is an open subset of R™ — see |23, Theorem 1, pp.66]. The passage to P being a
manifold follows from standard arguments. U
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