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A GENERAL SUPPORT THEOREM FOR ANALYTIC DOUBLE FIBRATION
TRANSFORMS

MARCO MAZZUCCHELLI, MIKKO SALO, AND LEO TZOU

ABSTRACT. We develop a systematic approach for resolving the analytic wave front set for a class of
integral geometry transforms appearing in various tomography problems. Combined with microlocal
analytic continuation, this leads to uniqueness and support theorems for analytic integral transforms
which are in the microlocal double fibration framework introduced by Guillemin.

For the case of ray transforms, we show that the double fibration setup has a concrete inter-
pretation in terms of curve families obtained by projecting integral curves of a fixed vector field
on some fiber bundle down to the base. This setup includes geodesic X-ray type transforms, null
bicharacteristic ray transforms and transforms related to real principal type systems. We also study
transforms integrating over submanifolds of any codimension, and give geometric characterizations
for the Bolker condition required for recovering singularities.

Our approach is based on a general result related to recovering the analytic wave front set of
a function from its transform given by a suitable analytic elliptic Fourier integral operator. This
approach extends and unifies a number of previous works. We use wave packet transforms to
extrapolate the geometric features of wave front set propagation for such operators when their
canonical relation satisfies the Bolker condition.

1. INTRODUCTION

This article was originally motivated by the recent work [ | that studied inverse problems
for real principal type differential operators. It was shown there that certain null bicharacteristic
ray transforms of the coefficient functions can be determined from boundary measurements. A
special case is the light ray transform studied e.g. in | , , |, but in the general
case the invertibility of these transforms was left as an open question in | l.

In this work we observe that the transforms mentioned above fall under the double fibration
approach to integral geometry as in | , , , |. We will thus study the much
more general class of transforms arising from a double fibration satisfying a Bolker condition. In
particular, this includes ray transforms arising from the flow of a vector field on some fiber bundle
over the base manifold, and generalized Radon transforms where one has access to integrals over a
suitable family of k-dimensional submanifolds (the case of ray transforms corresponds to k = 1).

The recovery of C* singularities for such transforms R follows from the standard clean intersec-
tion calculus of Fourier integral operators (FIOs) applied to the normal operator R*R as discussed
in [ ) ]. As the main contribution of this work we show that if the underlying structures
are analytic, then certain analytic singularities of a function can be recovered from the analytic sin-
gularities of its transform. The strength of this approach is that unlike in the C°° case, recovery of
analytic singularities combined with microlocal analytic continuation (also known as the microlocal
Holmgren or Sato-Kawai-Kashiwara theorem, | , Theorem 8.5.6’]) leads to local uniqueness
results, global uniqueness results under foliation conditions, and Helgason type support theorems
for our transforms. Such results were known for the weighted Radon transform [ |, geodesic
X-ray transform [ , , |, light ray transform | |, and certain generalized Radon
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transforms | ]. Our approach hinges on a general result that allows one to recover the analytic
wave front set of a function f from the knowledge of Rf, where R is a special type of analytic
elliptic FIO. We hope that this result could be useful in other contexts as well.

1.1. Ray transforms. We first discuss our results for ray transforms. Let M be a manifold with
smooth boundary, let = be a fiber bundle over M whose fibers are manifolds without boundary,
and let 7 : Z — M be the projection (then 0= = 7=1(0M)). Let Y be a vector field in = with flow
®;, and consider its “horizontal projection”

Yh=droY :Z — TM.

—

Given any z € = we consider the maximally extended integral curve v, : [-7_(2),74(2)] — Z,
v:(t) = ®¢(2), so that 4,(t) = Y(7.(¢)) and 7.(0) = z. In general one may have 74 (z) = +o0, but
we will only consider curves that are not trapped and satisfy 74 (z) < co. There are corresponding
base space curves z,(t) = 7(v.(t)) with tangent vector

() = Y"(@4(2))).

We consider the integral geometry problem where we know the integrals of a function f over all
curves x,(t) for z € G, where G is a submanifold of = describing the set of admissible curves. We
can also include a weight k € C°°(G x M) that is nowhere vanishing. The related integral transform
is

) 7+(2)
R:CX®(M™) — C™(G), Rf(z)= / ( )m(z,xz(t))f(xz(t))dt.
—T—(Z
The inverse problem is to determine the function f, or some properties of f, from the knowledge

of Rf.

We require that G is chosen so that Y is never tangent to G (to remove redundancy in parametriz-
ing the curves) and that dim(G) > dim(M) (to ensure that the inverse problem is not formally
underdetermined). These conditions hold e.g. if G is an open subset of the inward pointing boundary
0+ E of =, defined by

0,2 ={z €2 |n(z) € M, Y"(2) is transverse to dM, and Y"(z) points inside M}.

In general G could also be lower dimensional submanifold of =, which corresponds to a ray transform
with restricted data.

Examples of operators that arise as R include the following:

e The geodesic X-ray transform, with = = SM and Y = X, where SM is the unit sphere
bundle and X is the geodesic vector field on SM (see e.g. | ). One can take G =
0+SM (full data case) or G could be a strict open subset of 0;.SM (partial data case). One
could also take G to be a lower dimensional submanifold of 94 SM, one example being the
X-ray transform with sources on a curve | ].

e The transform in | | involving a family of curves v satisfying an equation 4 = G(vy, %),
with the choice 2 = TM and Y (z,y) = 78,, + G?(x,y)9,,. These curve families include
e.g. Riemannian geodesics, magnetic geodesics | |, and thermostats [ ].

e The null bicharacteristic ray transform for a differential operator P with real principal
symbol p, where Z = p~1(0) C T*M and Y is the Hamilton vector field H, [ |. If P
is the Lorentzian wave operator, this is just the light ray transform. This case also includes
ray transforms for real principal type systems such as fully anisotropic elasticity, where p

is a simple eigenvalue of the Christoffel matrix | ]
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The first question is to determine whether R above is covered by the double fibration framework.
This will be true under certain minimal conditions, one of which is phrased in terms of variation
fields that reduce to Jacobi fields in the case of geodesic curves.

Definition 1.1. Let z; be a smooth curve through 2y in G with Jsz4|s—9 = w. The family (z.,)
is called a wariation of the curve x,,. The associated variation field Jy, : (—7—(20),74(20)) = TM
along z,, is given by

Juw(t) = 0sx,, (t)|s=0 = dr(dP¢(w)).

The space of all possible directions of variation at z,(t) is
Vao(t) = {Ju(t) | w € T, G}

Definition 1.2. We say that R is a double fibration ray transform if the curves z,(t) satisfy the
following;:

(i) (No tangential intersections) z,(t) € M for z € G and t € (—7_(2), 74 (2));
(ii) (No self-intersections) t — x.(t) is injective for all z € G;
(iii) (No singular points) #,(t) # 0 for all z € G and all t € (—7_(2), 7+ (2));
(iv) (Nontrapping) 74 (2) < oo for all z € G.

If dim(G) < dim(Z) — 2, we also require that

(v) (Enough variations) V.(t) + RY" =T, ;)M for all z € G and all t € (—7_(z),74(2)).

Conditions (i)—(iv) are easy to visualize. Condition (v) ensures that the curve family is so
large that one can vary x,(t) within this family in such a way that the infinitesimal directions of
variation cover all possible directions at any point. By Lemma 4.3, (v) is automatically satisfied
if G is an open subset of 0.2, or if dim(G) = dim(Z) — 1, so this condition is only relevant if G
is a lower dimensional manifold. It is proved in Section 4 that assuming (i)—(v), R is indeed a
transform arising from a double fibration in the sense of Definition 1.5. Conversely, under certain
orientability assumptions, any transform arising from a double fibration with one dimensional left
fibers is related to a vector field Y as above though the integral curves might be periodic. We
remark that conditions (i) and (ii) are not always necessary and could be removed in certain cases
by extension procedures (see e.g. | , ]), but we assume them for simplicity.

As observed in | |, and also stated in Theorem 2.2 below, a double fibration ray transform
R is an FIO and its canonical relation is given by

C= {(Z’ _A(Z’t)n’xz(t)’n) | z € g’ te (_T*(Z)’TJr(Z))’ n € T;z(t)M \ 0’ n 1 iz(t)}a

where A(z,t)n = (m o ®¢|g)*n. Here the suggestive notation 1 L #.(t) means that n(i.(t)) = 0.
It follows from basic properties of FIOs | , vol. IV] that R is well defined on &'(M™"), has
certain Sobolev mapping properties, and that one has the wave front set relation

WF(Rf) C C o WF(f).

Thus any singularity of Rf at (z, () must come from some singularity of f at (z,n), where x = z,(t)
and ( = —A(z,t)n for some t.

In order to recover singularities of f from those of Rf we need a converse statement, and this
is where the Bolker condition [ ) | comes in. The Bolker condition states that the left
projection 7z, : C' — T*G \ 0 is an injective immersion. For R as above we can give a geometric
characterization. This requires two notations. Below, we say that n annihilates V' if n(v) = 0 for

allv e V.
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Definition 1.3. Given x € M let H, be the submanifold of G defined by
H, ={z€ G| x,(t) =z for some t}.

Given z € G and t,s € (—7_(z), 74+ (2)) let V,(¢, s) be the space of all possible directions of variation
at z,(t) among variations that keep x.(s) fixed in the normal direction, i.e.

V.(t,s) ={Juw(t) |w € T.G, Jyu(s) || £.(s)}.
Definition 1.4. We say that the Bolker condition holds at (z,(,z,n) € C with z = z,(t) if

(vi) V.(t,s) is not annihilated by n for any s # ¢; and
(vii) d(Y"(z,&(-)))(T. H,) is not annihilated by 7, where (z,£(%)) is the unique point over = on
the integral curve ~; through z € H,.

Condition (vi) means that for any s # ¢, there is a variation of x, that keeps x,(s) fixed in the
normal direction, and the infinitesimal variation of z,(t) has a nonzero component in the 7 direction.
A sufficient condition for (vi) to hold in the case of the geodesic X-ray or null bicharacteristic ray
transform is that the curve x, has no conjugate points (for geodesics this holds for arbitrary 7,
but for null bicharacteristic rays one needs a structural condition n }f £). Condition (vii) means
that the infinitesimal variations of #,(t), among all curves that go through z,(t), should include a
vector with nonzero component in the n direction. When G is an open subset of 0, =, condition
(vii) always holds for the geodesic X-ray transform, and it also holds for the null bicharacteristic
ray transform provided that the Hessian Vgp is nondegenerate and n }f £&. See Section 4 for detailed
statements.

We say that a double fibration transform R is analytic if all related objects (M, ZE, G, Y and k)
are analytic (i.e. real-analytic). Let WF, denote the analytic wave front set | ]. We can now
state our first main theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let R be an analytic double fibration ray transform, and assume that the Bolker
condition holds at (z,(,z,n) € C. Then for any f € E'(M™), we have

(2,¢) ¢ WFo(Rf) = (2,1) ¢ WFa(f).

1.2. General double fibration transforms. We will now consider the case of transforms that
integrate over k-dimensional submanifolds where 1 < k& < dim(X) — 1. Here and below we write X
instead of M™ to emphasize that X can be any manifold without boundary. The results will be
stated in the abstract double fibration setting.

Definition 1.5. Let X and G be smooth oriented manifolds with no boundary, and let Z be an
oriented embedded submanifold of G x X with projections ng : Z — G, nx : Z — X and with

dim(G) + dim(X) > dim(Z) > dim(G) > dim(X).
(a) We say that Z is a double fibration if mg and mx are submersions. Then the sets

G, := WX(W(;l(z)), H, = 7g(ry'(z))
are embedded submanifolds, with orientation forms wg, and wpy, induced by some fixed
orientation forms on G, X, Z and by the submersions g and 7x (see Lemma 2.1). One has
dim(G,) = dim(Z) — dim(G).
(b) Let k € C*°(G x X) be nowhere vanishing. The linear map R : C°(X) — C*°(G) given by

Rf(z) = / w(z,2) f(2) dwg.(z),  z€G,

z

is called a double fibration transform.



(c) We say that R is an analytic double fibration transform if R is as in (b) and all the related
objects (i.e. G, X, Z, wq., k) are analytic.
(d) If R is a double fibration transform, we consider its canonical relation

C:=(N"Z\0) ={(z,¢.z,n) | (.C,x,—n) € N"Z\ 0}

and define the left and right projections ny, : C' — T*G\ 0 and 7 : C — T*X \ 0.
(e) We say that the Bolker condition holds at (z,¢,x,n) € C if ;' (2,¢) = {(2,(, 2, n)} and if
dr L] (z,¢,0,m) 18 injective.

One has the related diagrams

Z C
(1.1) V Y( V m
g X

T*G\ 0 T*X\ 0

As discussed in Section 1.1, any double fibration ray transform according to Definition 1.2 is a
double fibration transform, with Z given by

Z=A{(zz:(t)) | z€G, t € (=7-(2),74(2))}-
The k-plane transform that encodes the integrals of f € C2°(R™) over all k-planes in R™, where
1 < k < n—1, is another example. Generalized Radon transforms studied in [ , ]
where one integrates over hypersurfaces {b(x,0) = s}, for a defining function b satisfying suitable
conditions, are also in this class. We extend this setup to any codimension in Section 1.3.3.

For double fibration ray transforms, the Bolker condition holds in the sense of Definition 1.5 iff
conditions (vi) and (vii) in Definition 1.4 hold. Similar geometric conditions that characterize the
validity of the Bolker condition in the general case are proved in Section 3.

We then have the following analytic regularity result that generalizes Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. Let R be an analytic double fibration transform, and assume that the Bolker con-
dition holds at (z,(,z,m) € C. Then for any f € £'(X), we have

(2,0) § WFo(Rf) = (,n) ¢ WFa(f).

1.3. Applications. As the first application of the above results, we state a local uniqueness result
for analytic double fibration transforms. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.2 and
microlocal analytic continuation.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that ¥ is a C? hypersurface in X such that (x9,m0) € N*Y and that
f € &(X) vanishes on one side of X near xg. Let R be an analytic double fibration transform,
and assume that the Bolker condition holds at (2o, o, zo,m0) € C. If Rf(2) =0 for z near zy, then
=20 near xg.

Let us give a few applications to specific transforms.

1.3.1. Geodesic X-ray transform. We begin with the geodesic X-ray transform, defined on a com-
pact oriented Riemannian manifold (M, g) with smooth boundary. We say that (M, g) is strictly
convex if the second fundamental form of OM is positive definite, and that (M, g) is nontrapping
if any geodesic reaches the boundary in finite time. The geodesic X-ray transform encodes the
integrals of a function f € C(M) over all maximal geodesics. For an account of various properties

of this transform see | ].
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It was conjectured in [ ] that the geodesic X-ray transform of a compact strictly convex
nontrapping manifold is injective (and that the corresponding transform on tensor fields is solenoidal
injective). This is known if additionally there are no conjugate points, i.e. (M, g) is simple | 1,

or if dim(M) > 3 and (M, g) can be foliated by strictly convex hypersurfaces | ]. There are
also results in the case of hyperbolic trapping | | and microlocal results in the presence of
conjugate points | , ]. When dim(M) = 2 we can verify the conjecture provided that

M and g are real-analytic.

Theorem 1.4. Let (M, g) be a compact, strictly convex, nontrapping two-dimensional Riemannian
manifold. If M and g are analytic, then the geodesic X-ray transform, possibly with an analytic
nowhere vanishing weight, acting on functions on (M, g) is injective.

This theorem follows by combining the strictly convex foliation given by | | with a layer
stripping argument based on the local uniqueness result in Theorem 1.3. In the present case of
geodesics the local uniqueness result is already contained in | -

1.3.2. Null bicharacteristic ray transform. Let us next consider the null bicharacteristic ray trans-
form. Let M be a manifold with smooth boundary, let p € C°(T*M \ 0) be homogeneous in &,
and let Z = p~1(0) € T*M \ 0. We assume that

Vep # 0 and Vgp is nondegenerate everywhere on =.

The basic example is the light ray transform where p(z,£) = ¢,(&,£) with g a Lorentzian metric
on M. More generally, if g is a pseudo-Riemannian metric, one obtains the pseudo-Riemannian
geodesic X-ray transform studied in [ | for product manifolds. The geodesic X-ray transform
of a Riemannian metric g, for geodesics on the cosphere bundle, also arises in this way by taking
p(z, &) = |§|§ — 1 (this p is not homogeneous but it can still be included, see Section 4.4).

Let Y = Hp, be the Hamilton vector field of p on =, and for any z € = let x,(t) = m(P¢(2)) be
the projection to M of the null bicharacteristic through z. We assume that the admissible curves
are parametrized by an open subset G of 0=, and that the following conditions hold for all z € G:

e (No tangential intersections) z,(t) € M™ for t € (0,74 (2));
e (No self-intersections) t — x(t) is injective; and
e (Nontrapping) 74(z) < oo.

If Kk € C*°(G x M) is nowhere vanishing, the weighted null bicharacteristic ray transform is given

by

74 (2)
Rf() = /O k(2 (0) f(22(2) dt.

Under the above conditions, R is a double fibration ray transform. Hence, if all the related quantities
are analytic, one has a local uniqueness theorem as in Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.5. Assume that M, p, and k are analytic. Suppose xg = x,,(ty) where the curve Tz
has no conjugate points, and 1y € Ty M satisfies o L @.,(to) and no ff @4(20). If f € E'(M™)
satisfies Rf(z) =0 for z € G near zy, then

(w0, m0) §é WFa(f)

Moreover, if ¥ is a hypersurface in M™ such that ., is tangent to X at xg, and if f = 0 on one
side of ¥ near xg, then f vanishes near x.
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For the light ray transform, it was proved in [ | that one can always recover C'* spacelike
singularities in the absence of conjugate points and that one can never recover any timelike singu-
larities. In this case requiring that ny L @,(tp) and 7o is not null (which implies ng }f ®¢,(20)) is
equivalent with saying that 7 is spacelike, so Theorem 1.5 implies the recovery of spacelike analytic
singularities for the light ray transform. It does not give information about lightlike singularities
since for lightlike ng the conditions 7y L @,,(to) and no } Py (20) are incompatible. Results on

lightlike C'*° singularities may be found in | , |, and the light ray transform of wave
equation solutions is studied in | |. Support theorems for analytic light ray transforms are
given in [ ].

We will next formulate a more global uniqueness theorem, based on a layer stripping argument
that iterates Theorem 1.5. In words, the result is as follows: if smooth hypersurfaces I's for s € (0, 1]
foliate a subset U of M, if T'y Nsupp(f) = 0, and if for any y € I'y with conormal vy of I'y at
y there is z = z, and a nontrapped curve x, with z.(t,) = y and .(t,) L v, such that x, has
no conjugate points, self-intersections or tangential intersections and @, (z) ff v, then f =0in U
provided that Rf = 0 in some open set containing all z, arising in this way.

A simple way to rule out conjugate points, self-intersections and tangential intersections is to
assume that the hypersurfaces I'y are strictly convex in a suitable sense. Then it is possible to only
use short curves x, in the layer stripping argument. Short curves do not have conjugate points
under the nondegeneracy assumption for Vgp (see Lemma 4.10). We will formulate our uniqueness
theorem in a way similar to [ | for the light ray transform. We first need two definitions.

Definition 1.6. For any x € M™ the set of potentially visible singularities is

PVS@@) = |J [0\ (Rg| c im0,

E€E,

If U ¢ M™, a smooth function F : U — R is said to be strictly pseudoconvex with respect to p in
U if
{p,{p, F}} > 0 whenever p={p,F} =0in T*U \ 0.

The condition n € PVS(z) means that there is some curve z, with z,(t9) = z, &,(t9) L n and
@y, (2) ft n. Thus for n € PVS(x) it is possible to recover a singularity of f at (z,n) from the knowl-
edge of Rf if additionally a no conjugate points condition holds, whereas for n ¢ Ugcz, Yh(x, )+
the singularity at (x,7n) can never be recovered. The notion of strict pseudoconvexity appears in
connection with pseudoconvexity conditions in unique continuation problems | , Chapter 28].
Geometrically it means that curves z, tangent to a level set F'~!(s) stay strictly on one side of the
level set near the point of tangency.

The uniqueness theorem can now be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.6. Assume that M, p, and k are analytic and let f € E'(M™). Let F be a smooth
real-valued function near supp(f), write Ts = F~1(s) and U = Use(o,l's- Suppose that F satisfies
the following conditions:

(a) supp(f) NIy = 0.
(b) dF(z) € PVS(z) for allz € U.
c)

(¢) F is strictly pseudoconvexr with respect to p in U.

If Rf(z) = 0 in some open set containing all z corresponding to curves that are tangent to some
s for s € (0,1], then f =0 in U.
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For the light ray transform this result was proved in | ]. In that case, the condition dF'(z) €
PVS(z) translates to the level sets I's being timelike (i.e. their conormals are spacelike), and some
examples of pseudoconvex foliations are given in | ]. In other cases, such as p(z,£) = [¢|2 — 1
(Riemannian geodesic X-ray transform) or p(z,&) = g¢.(&,€) for a pseudo-Riemannian metric of
signature (ni,nmg2) with n1,ny > 2, any nonzero covector is in PVS(x) and condition (b) always
holds. We also stress that the pseudoconvexity condition in (c) could be weakened to a condition
that some (possibly long) curves tangent to I's have no conjugate points.

When combined with | , Theorem 1.2], the above theorem gives a uniqueness result for
Calderon type problems for real principal type operators.

Theorem 1.7. Let M be a compact analytic manifold with smooth boundary, let P be a real
principal type differential operator of order m > 2 on M with analytic coefficients, and let V1, Vs €
C>®(M) with Vi = Vs to infinite order on OM. If the Cauchy data sets for P+ Vi and P + Vs
agree, and if the geometric assumptions of Theorem 1.6 hold with f = Vi — Vs, then Vi = Vs in U.

1.3.3. Transforms over codimension k submanifolds. The previous examples were in the setting
of ray transforms. Next we state a result for generalized Radon transforms that integrate over
codimension k£ submanifolds. This extends earlier results for the Euclidean Radon transform with
analytic weights [ ] and for Radon type transforms over hypersurfaces {b(z,6) = s} where b is
a suitable defining function | -

Let X be a manifold without boundary. We will study a transform that integrates a function
f € &'(X) over codimension k submanifolds Gy s in X, given explicitly as
Gos ={x e X |b(z,0) = s},
where b : X x V' — RF is a smooth function, # € V' and s € V", where V’ and V" are open subsets
of R™ and R¥, respectively. Here m > 1 and 1 < k < n — 1 where n = dim(X). We assume that
we are considering integrals over Gy s with (6, s) close to a fixed (6o, so), so we can work in local

coordinates and take G = V' x V" C R™**. Moreover, if we let U C X be a neighborhood of Goy,s0
such that Gy, C U for (6,s) € G, it will be enough to have everything defined for € U.

We assume that the defining function b is such that the Jacobi matrix b, satisfies
(1.2) be(x,0) is surjective for x € U and 0 € V.

Then Z = {(0,s,z) | b(z,0) = s} will be a double fibration. If we fix orientation forms on Z and
G (we can use the Lebesgue measure on G C Rm+k), we obtain orientation forms on each Gy, and
consider the weighted double fibration transform

Rf(0,s) = / K(0,s,7)f(r)dwg, ,(v), (0,s) € G,
GG,S
where k is smooth and nowhere vanishing.

The Bolker condition can be described as follows. The map dny, is injective if for any =z € U,
6 € V' and ¢ € RF\ 0, the linear map

(1.3) (bgc(x,H)T, Oy (b (x,0)7¢)) is surjective.
The map 77, is injective if for any 6 € V’/ and ¢ € R¥\ 0, the map
(1.4) z +— (b(z,0),bg(x,0)T¢) is injective on U.

We remark that (1.3) can only be valid when m > n — k, which is precisely the condition that
the inverse problem for R is not formally underdetermined. We also remark that the weighted
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Euclidean Radon transform is obtained by taking b : R™ x R" — R, b(x,0) = = - 6, which satisfies
(1.2)~(1.4).

Theorem 1.2 and microlocal unique continuation yield the following uniqueness theorem.

Theorem 1.8. Let X,b,r and wg, , above be analytic. Suppose that ¥ is a hypersurface in X such
that (xzg,m0) € N*X N N*Gy, s, and that f € E'(X) vanishes on one side of ¥ near xy. Assume
that (1.2)—(1.4) hold. If Rf(0,s) =0 for (6,s) near (6o, so), then f =0 near xg.

Let us compare the above setup to that in | |. In | |, one considers a function b :
X x (R™\ 0) — R such that b(x, 6) is positively homogeneous of degree 1 in 6, b, is never zero, and
the matrix ((9351.91C b)?’k:1 is positive definite. One also assumes the following form of a global Bolker
condition: for any fixed z and 0,

the map by( -,0) is injective, and the map b, (x, - ) is surjective.
We see that our setup generalizes this in several ways:
the submanifolds G, can have any codimension k with 1 <k <n —1;
one can have any dimension m > n — k for space of parameters 6;
the homogeneity of b is not needed;
the positivity of (9x,6,0)7—; is replaced by the weaker condition (1.3); and
the injectivity of x — by(x, @) is replaced by the weaker condition (1.4).

1.4. Methods. In our proof of the main theorem, instead of going through the normal operator
R*R as in the C* case | ], we will work directly with the FIO R. In fact the adjoint R* is
never used in this article. This avoids the issue of having to consider compositions of analytic FIOs.
Instead we will employ the FBI transform characterization of the analytic wave front set in [ 1,
both in the setting of Gaussian wave packets and generalized FBI transforms. Our argument also
avoids the use of special cutoffs that are typical in analytic microlocal analysis and were used e.g.
in the related works | , ]

Here is a more detailed outline of the proof of Theorem 1.2. For clarity we will write (Z, f , 2, 1)
for the point of interest below.

1. We first localize matters near & and choose y € C°(X) with 0 < x <1 and x = 1 near &
(in fact x could even be a hard cutoff function). Writing f = xf + (1 — x) f, we have

Rf = R(xf) + R((1 = X))
The Schwartz kernel of an analytic double fibration transform satisfies WF,(R)" = C where
C is as in Definition 1.5. Now WF,(R((1 — x)f)) € C(WF.((1 — x)f)) by properties of
general linear operators | , Theorem 8.5.5]. Since 7, '(3,() = {(3,¢,#,7)} by the
Bolker condition, we always have (2,) ¢ WF4(R((1 — x)f)). It is thus enough to show

that (2,¢) ¢ WF,(R(x[)) implies (#,7) ¢ WFa(f).
2. After localizing near %, we reduce the problem to a model FIO

(1.5) Tf(z)= / / . @) =" 00 (o 2) f(x) dn da

where the double fibration Z is locally given by {z” = ¢(z,2’)} for suitable coordinates
x=(a,2") € R™ x R", and f is supported near #. From now on we only require the local
Bolker condition that d7TL|(2 &) is injective, or equivalently that the matrix

((;Sz(é’j/)T’ aﬂﬁ’(‘lsz(éax/)Tﬁ) |$’:56’) is injective.
9



This condition implies that 7y is injective in a neighborhood of (2,6,9%,7?) in C. This,
together with structural properties of C, implies that microlocalization on the (z,() side
combined with localization on the x side effectively implies microlocalization on the (z,7)
side, without the need to introduce additional cutoffs in the n variable (see Lemma 3.4).

3. We need to prove that (2,() ¢ WF.(Tf) = (&,7) ¢ WFu(f). We apply the FBI
transform characterization of the analytic wave front set | , Definition 6.1]. If Ly
denotes the FBI transform with Gaussian wave packets, we have

(é,f) ¢ WF,(Tf) < L\Tf(2() = O(e*C)‘) uniformly for (z,() near (é,f)

We write Ly\T in terms of its Schwartz kernel K)(z,(,z), which can be expressed as an
oscillatory integral. Then we have

(1.6) /K)\(Z,C,x)f(x) dz = O(e™) for (z,¢) near (2,¢).
4. Next we simplify the oscillatory integral expression K as
Ka(eiGo) =en't [ N )l
u

for some phase function ¥ and amplitude a. Here we use that a(z, x) is independent of 7, so
we can integrate out the 7 variable to obtain a delta function of Z. We show that the phase
has a unique nondegenerate critical point, apply analytic stationary phase | , Theorem
2.8] to the formula for K, and substitute the result in (1.6) to obtain

(1.7) /ei)‘w(x’z’odl(x, 2,GA) f(x)de = O(e™).

for certain v and ay.

5. The final step is to verify that the left hand side of (1.7) is a generalized FBI transform
applied to f. This involves proving that the phase 1 satisfies the estimates in | ,
Definition 6.1], including quadratic growth for Im(¢)). Establishing these estimates is the
most technical part of the argument. Once this has been done, applying | , Definition
6.1] in (1.7) shows that (£,7) ¢ WF,(f) as required.

Remark 1.9. From the FIO point of view, it would be natural to consider operators of the form
(1.5) where the analytic function a(z,x) is replaced by a classical analytic symbol a(z,z,n) (see

eg. | ). Such operators can also be handled by the method above. However, the analytic
stationary phase argument will include an additional integral over n € R™ which is not directly
covered by | , Theorem 2.8]. Since operators of the form (1.5) are already sufficient for our

applications to integral geometry transforms, we will only give a sketch of this extension in Remark
5.18.

We discuss some previous work related to recovering analytic singularities. The possibility that
the C*° argument in | | could be extended to the analytic case was raised in [ , ]
However, since a detailed proof of the required general FIO composition result in the analytic
category was not available, results for particular transforms were proved by alternative means

in | , , ) ) ) | building on the FBI transform method in [ ]
Results based on realizing R*R explicitly as an analytic pseudodifferential operator are given in
[ , ]. On the FIO theory side, Theorem 4.5 of | | gives a construction of a microlocal

parametrix for an elliptic analytic FIO associated to a canonical transformation. Recent work of
[ | gives a composition calculus under a transversal intersection condition. Neither of these
works can be directly applied in our setting. Other related references on analytic microlocal analysis
are | ) ) I

10



There have also been several studies related to C°° singularities in cases where the Bolker con-
dition is violated. Some of these are related to seismic imaging applications, where the Bolker
condition corresponds to a travel time injectivity condition [ , ]. In these results the
composition R* R may not be covered by the clean intersection calculus, but one typically interprets
R*R as a generalized Fourier integral operator whose wave front relation can be used to describe
artifacts appearing in the imaging process. See e.g. | , , , , , ]
and references therein for various results of this type.

We would also like to mention that there is a large literature on double fibration transforms
in various symmetric and homogeneous settings | , | and in the complex setting in
connection with Penrose transforms | |

Organization. This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 collects basic properties of double
fibrations needed later, and Section 3 gives several equivalent characterizations of the Bolker con-
dition. In Section 4 we give an alternative approach to double fibration ray transforms based on
vector fields on fiber bundles, and discuss geodesic and null bicharacteristic ray transforms in more
detail. Section 5 gives the proof of Theorem 1.2 based on analytic microlocal analysis. Finally, in
Section 6 we prove Theorems 1.3-1.8 as consequences of Theorem 1.2.
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2. BASIC PROPERTIES OF DOUBLE FIBRATION TRANSFORMS

We begin by collecting certain properties of double fibration transforms that will be used later.
We will state these properties in the smooth category, but the same properties continue to hold if
one replaces smooth by analytic throughout.

Let G and X be oriented smooth manifolds without boundary so that dim(G) = N and dim(X) =
n. Assume that Z is a smooth oriented embedded submanifold of G x X and consider the projections
ng:Z — Gand mx : Z — X, as illustrated in the diagram (1.1).

We will assume that
wg : Z — G is a submersion.
This forces dim(Z) > N. If dim(Z) = N (resp. dim(Z) = N + n) then the sets G, = Wx(ﬂgl(z))
will be O-dimensional (resp. n-dimensional) and one does not obtain a standard integral geometry
transform. For these reasons we will assume in this section that

N +n>dim(Z) > N.
We will also write
dim(Z) = N +n/,
n=n"+n",

11



where 1 < n/,n” <n—1.

Since 7g is a submersion, for any z € G the fiber g 1(2) is an embedded n/-dimensional subman-
ifold of Z, and correspondingly the set

(2.1) G. = mx(n5'(2))

is an embedded n/-dimensional submanifold of X. We equip G, with an orientation form as follows
(see [ | for more on the choice of measures).

Lemma 2.1. Given orientation forms wz on Z and wg on G, there is a natural orientation form
wag, on each G, induced by the submersion mg.

Proof. The submersion 7g : Z — G induces on each fiber 75 1(2) the orientation form

w 1 (Ul v/):wz(vl,...,vn/,wl,...,wN)

A OAEE wg(dmg(wy),...,drg(wy))
where {v1,...,v,} spans T(z7$)7'('él(z) and {v1,..., vy, w1,...,wn} spans T(; ;)Z. Here we used
that mg is a submersion and drg(v;) = 0 to ensure that {dmg(w1),...,drg(wn)} is a basis of
T.G. Furthermore, a standard change of basis formula for orientation forms ensures that the above
definition does not depend on the choice of {wi,...,wy} as long as {vy,..., vy, w1,...,wyN} spans
T(. )% 1t is then enough to note that 7x : 71';1(2) — G, is a diffeomorphism and to define
wa, (dﬂx(vl), e ,dﬂx(?}n/)) = wwél(z)(vl, oo ,Un/). ]

Define the weighted double fibration transform R : C°(X) — C*°(G) by

(22 RfG) = [ wen)f@)dec. (@), 2 €.

for some smooth and nowhere vanishing weight x(z,z). The following result, which implies that
R indeed maps into C*°(G), characterizes R as an FIO associated with the conormal bundle N*Z,
acting on functions with values in the half density bundle Q/2.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that 7g : Z — G is a submersion and dim(Z) = N +n’. Then R is a

. . / . . .
Fourier integral operator of order § — % — % whose canonical relation s

C=(N"Z\0) ={(z Az, 2)n,z,-n) | (z,2) € Z, n € N;G=, n# 0}

where A(z,x) is is a linear map NG, — T}G depending smoothly on (z,xz) € Z. The operator R
has a nowhere vanishing homogeneous principal symbol

/

az €S2 (N*Z,0Y?).

This result follows from [ , Sections VI.3 and VL.6] or | ]. We will also give a proof
below since some of the computations will be used in the proof of Theorem 1.2. As a consequence of
Theorem 2.2, R is well defined as a map £'(X) — D’'(G). We will later work under the assumption
that N > n and the left and right projections (77, and 7r) acting on C' have full rank. In this case,
the rank of dry, will be n 4+ N while the rank of drgr will be 2n. Then by Theorem 4.3.2 of | 1,

R:H3(X) = H:2(G).

loc
For many of our arguments, it will be convenient to write Z locally as the graph {z” = ¢(z,2/)}

. . . / 1"
for some coordinates z = (z/,2”) in X with 2’ € R" and 2/ € R"".
12



Lemma 2.3. Let Z C RY x R", dim(Z) > N, be an embedded smooth submanifold such that
™ L — RY is a submersion.

If (2,2) € Z, we can find open subsets U CC R+ containing & and V. CC RN containing 2 with
U=U xU" and U cc R, U" cc R" open, and a smooth function ¢ : V x U' — U" such that
ZN(V xU)={(z,z) | 2" =¢(z,2"),z € V,a' € U'}.

Conversely, if Z = {x" = ¢(z,2")} for some smooth ¢, then wy is a submersion.

Proof. Let j be the embedding Z — R x R". Then dj(w) = (dry(w), dr,(w)) for w € TZ, so we
may write dj in local coordinates as the (N 4+ n) x dim(Z) matrix

. d
dj:(dg)

Now dj has dim(Z) linearly independent columns since j is an immersion. This means that dj
has dim(Z) linearly independent rows. Furthermore, dmy has N linearly independent rows since
7N is a submersion. It follows that we can choose n’ = dim(Z) — N components =’ of z, with
z = (2/,2") € R" x R", such that the differential of the projection mx iy : Z 3 (2, ) — (z,2') €
RN x R™ is a bijection at (2,2). Let mpn : Z — R™" be the projection to the other components.
By the inverse function theorem there is a small neighborhood V x U’ ¢ RN x R™ of (2,2") such
that W&in/ : V x U — Z is a smooth diffeomorphism from V' x U’ to a neighborhood of (, %) in
Z (here we use that Z is an embedded submanifold). So the map ¢ := m,» o 71']:,1 VXU —RY

+n/
is the desired map. The converse follows since 7 (z, 2/, ¢(z,2')) = z. O

We now compute N*Z, considered as a subset of T*G x T* X, and describe the linear map A(z, x)
appearing in Theorem 2.2 more precisely.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that ng : Z — G is a submersion. One has
N*Z ={(2,(,2,m) | (z,2) € Z, n € N;G., ¢ = A(z,z)n}

where A(z,x) is a linear map NXG, — T}G depending smoothly on (z,x) € Z. If Z is locally given
by {2 = ¢(z,2")}, then in these coordinates

T.G. = {(f, ¢ur (2,2 )) | n € R},
N;Gz _ {(_gbx’(z,x,)TU”,n”) | 77// c Rnu},
N(*z,g:)Z — {(Z, _¢Z(z7xl)Tn/l’ (xl7¢(2’x/))7 (_(ﬁx’(zax/)Tn”777”)) ’ 77l/ c Rn//}7
and

Az, z) (=2 ") = —¢In".

Proof. By Lemma 2.3, we can write Z locally as the set {z” = ¢(z,2')}. Any curve z; in G,
satisfies 27/ = ¢(z,x),) and therefore

N/ /AN

Ty = ¢ur (2, 70) Ty
This gives the formula for 7,,G,. Then any vector of the form (—¢,/ (2, 2')Tn", 1) must be in NG,
and a dimension count shows that all vectors in NG, are of this form.

For any curve (zs,25) in Z we have

&6 = ¢2(20, ()20 + Pur (20, () 0.
13



It follows that T(., ) Z = {(v, v/, ¢:(20,20)v + ¢or (20, p)u’) | v € RN, o' € R™}. Then ((,n) €

N(*zo,mo)Z if and only if

C(v) +0'(u') + 0" (62 (20, 20)v + Gar (20, 20)u) = 0
for all v and «’. Choosing v = 0 we have 1’ (u") + 1" (¢a (20, 24)u') = 0 for all «’, which is equivalent
ton € N; G,. Then varying v gives ¢ = —¢.(z0, xO)T /. This proves the formula for N( )Z

Finally, the argument above shows that any (z,(,z,n7) € N*Z must satisfy z € G,, n € N}G,,
and ¢ = A(z,x)n where A(z,z) is defined on NG, by the required formula A(z, z)(—¢Ln",n") =
—¢T'n". In order to state precisely the smooth dependence of A on (z,x), consider the smooth
vector bundles ' and F' over Z with fibers at (z,z) given by E(, ,y = N;G, and F, ;) = T/G.
Note that F' is a pullback bundle, and F is a smooth vector bundle with local trivializations given
by ((z,2', ¢(z,2")), (oI 0", n")) — ((z,2'),n"). Then A is indeed a smooth section of the bundle
Hom(E, F). O

We proceed to the proof of Theorem 2.2. Tt follows from [ | that if Z is a double fibration,
then R is an FIO whose Schwartz kernel is essentially the delta function kdz. To state this properly
we need to consider R acting on half densities. If we fix nonvanishing half densities on G and X, we
obtain identifications between functions and half densities and we can identify R with an operator,
still denoted by R, that acts on half density valued functions.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. To simplify notation we assume without loss of generality that x(z,z) = 1.
We define 7 precisely via the formula

(57,0 // (z,2) dwe.(z) dwg(z), T e C®(G x X).

Then ¢z is a continuous linear functional on C°(G x X), i.e. a distribution density on G x X. It
follows from the definitions that

(07,9%(2) f(x)) = /g(Rf(Z))T/)(Z) dwg(z),  feCF(X), ¥ eCF(G)

This shows that d is the (density valued) Schwartz kernel of R.

To see that d; behaves indeed like a delta function of Z, let (29, z¢) € Z and use Lemma 2.3 to
find smooth positively oriented local coordinates (z,2’,2") in some neighborhood V' x U of (zo, o)
so that V.C G and U C X are open, Z N (V xU) = {(z,2/,2") e Vx U | 2" = ¢(<',2')}, and
G,NU ={(2,2") e U | 2" = ¢(z,2")} for z € V. In these coordinates dwg, (z) = ag(z,2’) dz’ and
dwg(z) = b(z) dz where ag and b are smooth positive functions. Then if ¥ has small support near
(20, x0) we have

(07, ¥ / / Ofar=p(zant (22, 2" )0 (2,2, 2")ag (2, 2")b(2) da’ dz.
RN n

Thus in these local coordinates §z becomes the conormal distribution ag(z,2')b(2)dzr—4(2,27)} 0

RN+ whose symbol is positive, smooth and homogeneous of degree zero. We may also write ¢z,
or equivalently the Schwartz kernel R(z,x) of R, as the oscillatory integral

(23) R(Z,I') :/ ) ei(d)(Z,m’)*x//).na(Z’(L_) d77

for some positive nonvanishing smooth function a.

After multiplying by nonvanishing smooth half densities we can interpret 7 as a half density
valued distribution conormal to Z. Since N*Z has fiber dimension n — n’, we see that dz has
14



principal symbol in S%(N*Z, 0'/2) according to the convention in | , Definition 18.2.10].
Then by | , Theorem 18.2.11] 07 is a conormal distribution of order m in G x X, where
N+n n-—n
m + 1 =T
It follows that R is a Fourier integral operator whose Schwartz kernel is a conormal to the Lagrangian
manifold N*Z \ 0, and thus R has canonical relation C' = (N*Z \ 0)' (see | , Section 25.2]).

The formula for C follows from Lemma 2.4. O

Up to now we have considered submanifolds Z C G x X such that 7g is a submersion. From now
on we will also assume that mx is a submersion, i.e. that Z is a double fibration. This is locally
characterized as follows.

Lemma 2.5. Let Z C G x X be locally given by {z" = ¢(z,2")}. Then nx : Z — M™ is a
submersion iff the matriz ¢,(z,2") is surjective iff the map A(z,z) in Lemma 2./ is injective.

Proof. We identify (z,2/,¢(z,2')) € Z with (z,2/). Since 7x(z,2") = (2/,¢(z,2')), we have
drx(2,2") = (i',¢.2 + ¢2’). Thus drx is surjective iff ¢, is surjective. This is equivalent
with A(z,x) being injective by Lemma 2.4. O

Since mx is a submersion, the fibers 77)_(1 (z) are smooth manifolds in Z. Correspondingly the
sets
Hy = mg(my' (2))
are embedded (N — n”)-dimensional submanifolds in G.

For a double fibration, both projections mg and mx are submersions and thus the roles of the
z and x variables are somewhat symmetric. This leads to the following analogue of the results given
above.

Lemma 2.6. Let Z be a double fibration with N +mn > dim(Z) > n. Then
N*Z ={(z,¢,z,n) | (z,2) € Z, ¢ € N;Hz, 1= B(z,2)C}
where B(z,x) is a linear map N}H, — T;X depending smoothly on (z,x) € Z. If (z09,20) € Z,

. " .
there are local coordinates z = (2',2") near zy and a smooth R™ -valued function b(xz,z') near
(w0, 24) such that near (z9,x0), by is surjective and one has

Z ={(z2) | 2" =b(z,2)},
NGy Z = {2 b, 2), (=bar (@, )7 ¢" 1), =ba (0, 2)TC") | ¢ € RY)

In these coordinates one has B(z,1)¢ = —by(x,2")T¢". Conversely, if b(x,2') is a smooth function

such that by is surjective, then Z = {2" = b(x,2')} is a double fibration.

Proof. This follows by interchanging the roles of z and x above. Since 7y is a submersion, we can
use Lemma 2.3 to find coordinates z = (2/, 2”) with 2’ € R™” such that locally Z = {2 = b(z, 2')}
for some smooth function b. Since Z is a double fibration, b, is surjective by Lemma 2.5. Conversely,
if Z = {z" = b(z,2')} where b, is surjective, then Z is a double fibration by Lemmas 2.3 and 2.5. [

If Z is a double fibration, it follows from the above results that for any (z,x2) € Z the map
A(z,x) is a bijection NG, — N}H, with inverse map given by B(z,z). We can thus write N*Z
in a more symmetric form as

N*Z ={(z,¢.zn) | (z,2) € Z, ( = A(z,z)n, n=B(z,2)C},
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and we can parametrize points in N*Z over (z,x) either by n € NXG, or by ( € N} H,.

3. THE BOLKER CONDITION

In this section we give several equivalent characterizations for the Bolker condition | ] in the
setting of double fibration transforms. This condition states that the left projection 7y, : C' — T*G\0
in the microlocal diagram (1.1) is an injective immersion. From this point on we will also assume
that N > n. One reason is that the Bolker condition can only hold when N > n (see Lemma 3.3).
Another reason is that the double fibration transform maps function in X to functions in G, and
the problem of inverting this transform will be formally underdetermined unless N > n.

3.1. Injectivity of 7. As discussed in Section 1.1, the injectivity of 7y, is in some way related
to variations and conjugate points. We begin by discussing these notions in the double fibration
setting. However, we will use the terminology Z-conjugate points instead of conjugate points since
the two notions are not always equivalent. Recall the linear map A(z,z) : NG, — T;G from
Lemma 2.4, and denote the adjoint map by A(z,x)* : .G — (N;G,)*. By Lemma 2.5, A(z,x) is
injective and A(z,z)* is surjective. The following notions generalize those in Definition 1.3.

Definition 3.1. Let z; be a curve through zg in G with 2y := 0s25|s—0 = w. The family (G.,) is
called a variation of G,,, and we define the associated variation field

Juw: Gy — (N*GL)*, Ju(z) = Az, 2) w.

Given z € G and z,y € G, let V,(x,y) be the space of all possible directions of variation at  among
variations of GG, that keep y fixed, i.e.

Va(z,y) = {Juw(z) | w € TG, Ju(y) = 0}.

We say that x,y € G, are Z-conjugate along G, if V,(z,y) is a strict subspace of (N}G,)*.

To justify the definition of Jy,(x), let (G,,) be a variation of G, with 0szs |s—o= w, and fix some
xg € Gy. If x4 is any smooth curve through xy with zs € G,,, then (z5,25) € Z and therefore
any element in N(*z0 mo)Z annihilates (0szs, 0s2s) |s=0. Since covectors in N(*ZO xO)Z have the form

(A(z0,z0)n,n) with n € N; G, we have
(ko) = —A(z0, 20)n(20) = —Jw(@o)(n), 1€ Ny G

Thus —Jy(z¢) describes the normal component of the variation of zp within the manifolds G.,.
We could fix a Riemannian metric on X and identify (N}G)* with the orthocomplement of T,,G,
in this metric, and then J,, would become an actual orthogonal vector field on G,.

The following lemma gives several characterizations of Z-conjugate points. By (c) the notion of
Z-conjugate points only makes sense when N > 2n” (that is, if N < 2n” then all pairs of points on
any G, are Z-conjugate).

Lemma 3.1. Let x,y € G, with x #y. The following conditions are equivalent.

(a) x and y are not Z-conjugate along G

(b) The space V.(x,y) has dimension n”

(¢) The space {w € T.G | Jy(z) = Ju(y ) =0} has dimension N — 2n".
() ker(A(z,2)*) + ker(A(z.9)") = T.G.
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Proof. The equivalence of (a) and (b) is clear since dim((N}G.)*) = n”. For the equivalence of (b)
and (c), note that ker(A(z,y)*) has dimension N — n” since A(z,y)* is surjective, and apply the
rank-nullity theorem to A(z,z)* : ker(A(z,y)*) — (NXG,)* whose range is V.(z,y) to get

dim({w € T.G | Jy(x) = Ju(y) = 0}) + dim(V,(z,y)) = N —n".

Finally, (¢) means dim(ker(A(z,z)*) Nker(A(z,y)*)) = N — 2n”, which is equivalent to (d) by the
general formula dim(E + F) 4+ dim(E N F') = dim(F) + dim(F). O

The following result gives a characterization for the global part of the Bolker condition.

Lemma 3.2. Let (z,(,z,n) € C. Then n;'(2,¢) = {(2,¢,2,n)} iff
for any y € G, \ {x}, the space V.(z,y) is not annihilated by 7.

Moreover, wp, : C — T*G \ 0 is injective iff there are no pairs of Z-conjugate points on any G ..

Proof. By Lemma 2.5, the map A(z,z) is injective. Now if 7y (z,(,x,n) = 71 (z,(,z,m1) we have
n = m, since ¢ = A(z,z)n = A(z,x)n;. Therefore, 7y, is injective if and only if, for each pair of
distinct points (z, ), (z,y) € Z, we have a trivial intersection im(A(z,z))Nim(A(z,y)) = {0}. This
latter condition is equivalent to Lemma 3.1 part (d).

More specifically, ﬂzl(z, ¢) ={(z,¢,z,n)} if and only if
A(z,x)n & im(A(z, 1)), Vai € G, \ {z}.

This latter condition is equivalent to the fact that there exists w € T,G = (T7G)* such that
w(A(z,z)n) # 0 and w(A(z,z1)n1) = 0 for all n; € N3 G-, namely A(z,z1)*w = 0. O

3.2. Injectivity of dmp. The following result gives equivalent conditions for dmp to be injective.
The equivalence of (1) and (2) is a general property of Lagrangian manifolds (see Lemma 4.3 of
[ ]). Condition (3) gives a geometric interpretation: dmp| sy coz0m) 18 injective if and only
if there are so many manifolds G, (with z near zy) through zy such that one can obtain any
direction in T, X by varying 7o within vectors conormal to the manifolds G.. Condition (4) gives
another geometric interpretation in terms of tangents of G,. Finally, conditions (5) and (6) describe
injectivity of dmry, in terms of the local representations Z = {z” = ¢(z,2')} = {2” = b(x,2)}.
Condition (5) will be used frequently in the computations in Section 5.

Lemma 3.3. Let Z C G x X be a double fibration. Given any (zo, (o, xo,n0) € C, the following
conditions are equivalent.

(1) d7Ll(z20,¢0,20,m0) 8 injective.

(2) d7R|(z9,co.00m0) 18 SUTjECtive.

(3) For any & € T, X there are smooth curves zs through zo in Hy, and ns through ng in Ty X
such that ns € Ny G, and 19 = &o-

(4) If F : Hyy — (Tpy X)" is any smooth map such that {Fy(2),..., Fu(2)} spans Ty,G. for z
near zg, then the map (no(dFy(-)),...,n0(dFu(-))) takes TyyHy, onto R™.

(5) If Z is given by {z" = ¢(z,2")} near (29, x0), then

the N x n matriz (¢Z(zo,x6)T, agﬁf(gzbz(zo,x/)Tngﬂx/:%) is injective.
(6) If Z is given by {z" = b(x, ")} near (z0,xq), then

the n x N matriz <bx(x0, 2T, 9 (by(wo, z/)TC(')/)|Z/:z(r)) is surjective.
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Proof. By Lemma 2.3, we can express Z as the set {z” = ¢(z,2’)} near (20, ). By the description
of C' in Lemma 2.4, any curve I'y in C with Ty = (20, Co, Z0,70) can be written as

Ls = (25, ¢2(2s, S)Tn;/7( L) (ﬁ(zs,x;)) (—bar (2s, S)Tn;/’ns))

1 .
where z,, /. and n” are curves in RY, R™ and R™, respectively. We have chosen signs so that

no = (= (zo,xo)Tn{)’,no)

We first show (1) <= (5). Now
drr(To) = (20, 05(9: (25, 20) 1) s=0 + 02 (20, 20) T i).
It follows that drp,(I'g) = 0 if and only if
20=0,  ¢.(20,70)"75 + Our (=20, 2")0) | —at, o = 0.
Thus dr L] (zy,¢o,20,m0) 15 injective if and only if (5) holds.
Next we show (2) <= (5). We have
drr(Lo) = ((£0, 05 (6 (25, 24))ls=0), (—0s(dur (25, 20) 1) s=0, 715 ).

Thus in matrix form

0

I 0 o
L * b2 (20, () 0 [0
e [ R A o TR I W)
0 0 I "o

Then drp| is surjective if and only if

(z0,0,0,m0)

¢z (Z(]a 'IO)
3.1 has full rank.
( ) < —3Z(q§m/(z,x0)T /I)’Z 20
After taking the transpose and noting that (9, (¢%,n"))T = 9,/ (¢1n"), the last condition is equivalent
with the matrix (¢1, —0,/(¢2n})) being injective, which is equivalent with (5).

zo

The next step is to show (3) <= (5). Assume that z5 is a curve through zp in H,, and 7, is a
curve through ng in T); X such that ns € N; G.,. Since zs € Hy, we have é(zs, ) = x(j, which
implies ¢, (29, x()%0 = 0. We also have

Ns = ( be (ZS"IO)TT}g,nsI)

. . "
where 77 is a curve in R™ . We have

Mo = (_ ((ﬁx (Z xO)T ”)’z zon ¢m (zO7xO)T776/7770)
It follows that the condition in (3) holds if and only if

az(gbx/(z,xo)T o) | z=20 ker(¢z(zo,x0)) SR is surjective.

Since Z is a double fibration, dim(ker(¢,)) = N —n” > n’ using Lemma 2.5. Thus (3) holds if
and only if 9;(¢L7) [ker(4.) has rank n/, which is equivalent with its kernel ker(¢) Nker (. (¢2n()))
having dimension N —n. This is again equivalent with (3.1), which was seen above to be equivalent
with (5).

Next we show (3) <= (4). Assume that (3) holds, fix § € T, X and let z, and 7, be as in (3).
If Fis as in (4), then ns(Fj(zs)) = 0 for 1 < j < n'. Taking derivatives at s = 0, we get

(32) &o(Fj(20)) +mo(dFj(%)) =0,  1<j<n.
Since &y was arbitrary, this implies the conclusion in (4). Conversely, assume (4), let {e1,...,e,}

be a basis of Ty, X with e; = Fj(zg) for 1 < j </, and let § € T, X. We use (4) to find a curve z
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through zy in H,, such that (3.2) holds. By Lemma 2.4, after writing Z locally as {z” = ¢(z,2')},
any curve 7s through 7o in T, X with ns € N G, has the form

Nls = (_(b:v’ (287 1'/0)77;/7 772,)

where 7/ is a curve through 7/ in R"". By choosing 7/ in a suitable way, we can ensure that 7,
satisfies

mo(ej) =&olej), n'+1<j<n
Since 75(Fj(z5)) = 0, taking the derivative at s = 0 and using (3.2) gives
ole) =&olej),  1<j<n,

Thus 79 = &y, which shows (3).

Finally, we show the equivalence (6) <= (2). When Z is given by {z” = b(z,2’)} near (2o, x¢),
the projection dmg is given in matrix form by

Oy (b (0, 2)TC |y bu(zo, 20)T %
i = ( P00 Do o)+

Therefore, drp is surjective if and only if the matrix (by(zo,20)7, 9 (ba(wo,2)T 6/)|z’=z6) has full
rank. O

If drp|(2¢,zm) is injective, then 7y, is injective in some neighborhood of (z,(,x,n) in C. We
conclude this section with a lemma stating that 7 is even injective if one restricts to a sufficiently
small neighborhood of (z, () and a neighborhood of z. This lemma will not be used explicitly later,
but it justifies the claim made in Step 2 of Section 1.4.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that drp|(; ¢ .y is injective. There are neighborhoods V of (z,() in T*G and

U of x in X such that 7y, is injective in C, where

C={GE(aneC|(50) eV, €U}

Proof. We argue by contradiction and assume that there are sequences (2;,(j) = (2,¢), Tjr — @
as j — oo, and n;, € T7 | X for k = 1,2 such that (zj,j, @k, njk) € C but (z),1,n5,1) # (%;,2,7;,2)-
By Lemma 2.6 we have

nik = —B(zj, 1)

Since B is smooth and n = —B(z, x)(, we have n;1 — n and n;2 — 1. Then (x;1,7;1) # (zj2,7;2)
are in a very small neighborhood of (z,n) for j large. This contradicts the fact that 7, is injective
near (z,¢,z,n) in C. O

4. THE CASE OF RAY TRANSFORMS

In this section we consider double fibration transforms as in Section 2 in the special case where
the manifolds GG, are one-dimensional. We will show that each G, is an integral curve of some
vector field Y on Z. This provides an alternative point of view to double fibration ray transforms.
We also discuss the Bolker condition for ray transforms and its relation to conjugate points..
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4.1. Double fibration vector fields. We show that in a double fibration where the fibers G, are
one-dimensional, the fibers are related to integral curves of a vector field:

Lemma 4.1. Let M be a manifold with smooth boundary, and let G be an orientable manifold
without boundary. Suppose that Z is an embedded orientable submanifold of G x M™ with dim(Z) =
dim(G)+1, let 7g : Z — G be a surjective submersion with connected fibers, and let wpy @ Z — Mint
be a proper surjective submersion.

Then Z is a smooth fiber bundle over M™, and there is a vector field Y on Z with dmy(Y)
nonvanishing such that Wél(z) is an integral curve of Y for any z € G. The vector field Y is unique
up to multiplication by a nonvanishing function on Z. Each integral curve is either periodic, or its
projection on M is injective. If we fix orientation forms on Z and G and let wg, be the induced
orientation form on G, then Y can be chosen so that

T+ (2)

(41) | e = [t d

z —7—(2)
for any f such that this is well defined. Here vy, : (—7—(2),74+(2)) — Z is the mazimally extended
integral curve of Y through z (if 7y, is periodic then its domain is chosen to be one of its minimal
periods). The parametrization of curves is nonredundant in the following sense: given any (2q, ) €
Z there is a neighborhood V of zy in G that can be identified with a submanifold V through (20, o)
in Z such that the integral curves of Y are transverse to V.

Proof. Since mys : Z — M™" is a proper surjective submersion, Ehresmann’s lemma ensures that s
is a locally trivial fibration and hence Z is a fiber bundle over M™*. Let Wr=1 () be the orientation

form on Wél(z) as in Lemma 2.1.

We can now define Y (z,z) to be the unique positively oriented vector in the one-dimensional
space T(Z,x)ﬂ'gl(z) that satisfies wﬂgl(z)(Y) = 1. Then Y is a smooth vector field on Z with

drg(Y) = 0, and for any (z,z¢) € Z the maximally extended integral curve of Y through (z,z)
is a component of mg !(2), hence equal to TG !(2) since the fibers are connected. The vector field
Y is unique up to multiplication by a nonvanishing function since any such Y must lie in the one-
dimensional space T(z7$)7rél(z). We have dmp(Y') # 0 since any v € T'Z with dng(v) = dmps(v) =0
must satisfy v = 0. If v,(¢) is an integral curve of Y and if mas(7.(t1)) = mar(7:(t2)), then from
mg(V:(t1)) = mg(7v2(t2)) we obtain v,(t1) = v,(t2). Thus each integral curve is either periodic or its
projection to M is injective. The formula (4.1) follows since wﬂ;(z)(Y) =1 and

we, (dmy(v)) = Wrol() (v), v E T(z7$)7'['§1(2)-

Finally, given (zp,z¢) € Z we use Lemma 2.3 to write Z locally in a neighborhood V' x U’ of
(20,7h) as {z" = ¢(z,2")}. Then V = {(z,2), ¢(z,2})) | z € V} is a submanifold of Z that can be
identified with V. The tangents of V are of the form (w, 0, ¢.(z, xy)w), whereas Y takes the form
(0, X, @gr (2, 2)N). O

Remark 4.2. See | | for classical examples of double fibration ray transforms integrating over
periodic curves.

We will next prove a converse to Lemma 4.1, in the setting already discussed in Section 1.1.
Assume that (M, g) is an oriented manifold with smooth boundary, and = : 2 — M is a smooth
fiber bundle over M whose fibers =, are manifolds without boundary (then 0= = 7=1(9M)). Let
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Y be a vector field in = with flow ®;, and consider its “horizontal projection”

Yh=droY.

—

Given any z € = we consider the maximally extended integral curve v, : [—7_(2),74(2)] — Z,
v:(t) = Py(z), so that 4,(t) = Y(7.(t)) and ~,(0) = z. Note that the functions 74 are not
necessarily continuous and in general 74(z) € [0,00], though we will only consider z for which
T+(z) < oo. For any curve v,(t), there is a corresponding base space curve x,(t) = m(v,(t)) whose
tangent vector is i (t) = Y(®4(2))).

Let G be a submanifold of Z such that Y is never tangent to G (e.g. G could be an open subset
of 0;E). We consider the set

Z=A{(z,2,(t) | z€G, te (—71-(2),74(2))} C G x M.

The following converse to Lemma 4.1 shows that under certain conditions Z is a double fibration.
Each part below exactly corresponds to the related part in Definition 1.2.

Lemma 4.3. Let D = {(z,t) |z € G, t € (—7_(2),7+(2))} and consider the map
F:D—GxM, F(z,t) := (2,2,(t)).

i) F maps into G x M™ iff .(t) € M™ for 2 € G and t € (—7_(2),74(2)).

i) F is injective iff the curves x.(t) do not self-intersect for z € G.
(i) F is an immersion iff ©,(t) # 0 for (z,t) € D.
(iv) If the conditions in (1)—(iii) hold and additionally T4(z) < oo for all z € G, then F is an

embedding of D into G x M™,

(v) If the conditions in (1)-(iv) hold and additionally V,(t) © RY" = Ty, yM for all z € G and
all t, then wpr + Z — M™ is a submersion and Z = F(D) C G x M™ is a double fibration.
In this case,

4.2)  N'Z={(z(wo®)"nz.(t),—n) | 2 € G, t € (=7-(2), 74(2)), n(@=(t)) = 0}.

If G is an open subset of 0=, or more generally if dim(G) = dim(Z) — 1, the condition
V,(t) @ RY" = z.(tyM holds automatically.

Proof. (i) is clear. For (ii), one has F'(z1,t1) = F(zo,t2) iff 21 = 20 = z and z,(t1) = z.(t2). This
shows (ii).

(iii) Let (zs,ts) be a curve in D. Since z,(t) = 7(P¢(z)), we have
(4.3) dF (o, to) = (2:’0, Tz (to)t.() + dm(d®y, (Zo)))

We see that dF|(,, 4,) is injective iff &, (to) # 0.

(iv) Suppose that 7, (2) < oo for all z € G, and let (z;,t;) be a sequence in D with (z;, z,(t;)) —
(z,2) in Gx MM, Since 7 is upper semicontinuous by Lemma 4.4, we have lim sup 74 (z;) < 71 (2) <
oo. Thus t; < 74(2), and similarly ¢t; > —7_(z). In particular (¢;) is a bounded sequence, and
hence after replacing (¢;) by a subsequence we have t; — ty € [—7_(2), 71 (z)]. This implies that

r = 2,(ty), and tg € (—7_(2),74(2)) since x € M. Tt follows that F(D) is closed in G x M™¢,
Moreover, if the conditions in (i)—(iii) also hold, then F' is an embedding.

(v) Since F' is an embedding, any smooth curve in Z is of the form ps; = F(zs,t5) = (25, T2, (ts))
where z; and ts are smooth curves in G and R, respectively. Then

dﬂ-g(p(]) = ’éOa
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which shows that dmg is surjective. Similarly,

(4.4) dmar(po) = 0s(m(Py, (25))|s=0 = dm (Y (Do (20))0 + dPyy (%0))-
According to Definition 1.1, dn(d®:(29)) = Js,(t). We also note for later purposes that
(4.5) Y(®4(2)) = 0:P4(2) = 05(P4(®P5(2)))]s=0 = d@:(Y(2)).

This shows that

drr(po) = Jz (to) + fY " (Pt (20))-
The assumption V;(t) & RY" = T,.4)M for all z,t ensures that 7y is a submersion. Thus Z is a
double fibration. The formula (4.2) for N*Z follows since vectors in T, ,yZ take on the form (4.3)
(see also Lemma 2.4). Finally, if dim(G) = dim(Z) — 1, then T,G + RY = T,= by the assumption
that Y is never tangent to G. Since @ is a flow, d®; is an isomorphism. By (4.4) and (4.5) we have
dmar(po) = dm(d®y, (Y (20)f0 + Z0)) and thus V. (1) @ RY" =T, M. O

Lemma 4.4. The map z — 74 (2) is upper semicontinuous.

Proof. Let z; — z and suppose by contradiction that limsup 7, (z;) > 74(2). Without loss of
generality this means that there exists an ¢y > 0 such that for all € € (0, €p) we have that 7, (z;) >
T+ (z)+e for all j € N. This means that there exists a bounded sequence t; € (71 (2)4¢€,74(z;)) with
tj — 74(2) + € such that ®;,(z;) € Z. By the joint continuity of ®.(-) we get that ®,, (. (2) € Z
since E is closed. This is true for all € € (0, ¢y), which contradicts the definition of 7 (2). O

4.2. Ray transforms satisfying the Bolker condition. We will next look at the Bolker con-
dition in the special case of ray transforms. Let z; be a smooth curve in G with zg = z and
0s2s|s=0 = w. In this subsection we slightly change notation and denote by Jw (x) the variation field
along G as in Definition 3.1. We can relate .J,, with the vector field Jy, : (—7_(2), 74 (2)) = TM
along z, from Definition 1.1, given by

Ju(t) = 0sx,, (t)]|s=0 = dr(dPy(w)).

For all n € N;z(t)GZ’ since n(Jy (1)) = n((7m o P¢lg)w) = (7 0 P¢lg)* n(w) = (A(z,z,(t))n)(w), we
have

n(Jw(t)) = Jw(xz(t))(n)'
Thus Jy(z.(t)) = 0 iff J,(¢) is tangential, i.e. J,(t) || #.(t). This means that J,(z.(t)) can be
identified with J,,(t), when the latter is considered as an element of T, )M /T, _ )G

Recall from Definition 1.3 the space
Va(t,s) = {Ju(t) |w e T.G, Ju(s) | (s},
If t # 5, we say that z,(t) and x.(s) are Z-conjugate along x, if V,(t,s) + RY" is a strict subspace
of T, iyM. Now V. (t,s) + RY" = T,y M iff V.(2,(t),x:(s)) is all of (N;Z(t)GZ)*’ which implies

that this notion of Z-conjugate points is equivalent to the one in Definition 3.1. From Lemma 3.1,
we see that the following are equivalent:

(a) x.(t) and z,(s) are not Z-conjugate along x.
(b) Vi(t,s) +RY" =T, ;M.
(¢) The space {w € T.G | Jy(t), Juw(s) are tangential} has dimension N — (2n — 2).

Remark 4.5. It follows that when N < 2n — 2, all pairs of points on any xz, are Z-conjugate.
Moreover, when N = 2n—2 the notion of two points being Z-conjugate is equivalent to the existence

of a nontrivial variation field that is tangential at the two points.
22



In particular, if 2 = SM and Y = X, is the geodesic vector field, then we have the geodesic
X-ray transform. Variation fields are standard Jacobi fields J,,(t) = dn(d®¢(w)), but w is now
restricted to lie in T,G instead of T,(T'M). Note that the tangential Jacobi field #,(t) formally
corresponds to taking w = Y, and t&,(t) corresponds to the radial direction in T,(TM). In the
usual case where dim(G) = 2n — 2 and G is never tangent to Y, Z-conjugate points for the geodesic
X-ray transform in the sense defined above correspond precisely to conjugate points for geodesics
in the standard sense. Indeed, (c) above fails iff there is w € T,G \ 0 such that J,,(¢) and Jy,(s) are
tangential to =, and after subtracting a linear combination of #,(r) and r&,(r) from J,,(r) this is
equivalent with having a nontrivial Jacobi field such that J(t) = J(s) = 0.

The following result shows that the Bolker condition can indeed be characterized as in Defini-
tion 1.4.

Lemma 4.6. Let R be a double fibration ray transform and let (z,(,z,n) € C with © = x,(t).

a) 771z, 0) = {(2,C,z,n)} iff Vo(t,s) is not annihilated by 1 for any s # t.
L

(b) 7y, is injective iff there are no pairs of Z-conjugate points on any .

(¢) dmp|(scmm i injective iff d(Y™(x,&(+)))(T.Hy) is not annihilated by n, where (x,£(Z)) is
the unique point over x on the integral curve through z € H,.

d) Let dim(G) = dim(Z) — 1. Then drp|(, ¢ o is injective iff d(Y"(x, ) (Tipe)Za) is not

(2,¢,2:m) (z,£(2))

annihilated by 7.

Proof. Part (a) follows from Lemma 3.2 and the identification of J,,(t), modulo tangential vectors,
with Jy,(z,(t)). Part (b) follows from part (a).

Part (c) is a consequence of Lemma 3.3 part (4) with the choice F' : H, — T, M, F(z) =
Y’ (®yz)(Z)) where ¢(Z) is the unique time such that 23(t(Z)) = z. The map Z ~— #(Z) is smooth
by the implicit function theorem, and since ®;(3)(2) = (v,&(Z)) it follows that also £ : H, — =, is
smooth.

For part (d), note that when dim(G) = dim(Z) — 1, one has dim(H,) = dim(Z;) and thus £ maps
between spaces of the same dimension. If z is a curve in H, with zp = z, we use (4.5) to obtain

d€(20) = aS((I)lt(zs)(ZS))|S=O = dq)t(zo)(éo) + Y(‘I)t(zo)(zo))as (t(zs5))|s=o0
= d®y(z) (20 + Y (20)0s ((25)) ] s=0)-
Now d®; is an isomorphism and Y is never tangent to H,. Thus df is injective and hence invertible.
We obtain
d(Y" (2, 6(NTHy) = d(Y" (2, ) (Tia () Ea)-
The result follows from (c). O

4.3. Example 1: Geodesic X-ray transform. Let us consider the geodesic X-ray transform
(see [ ] for more details). Let (M,g) be an oriented manifold with smooth boundary, let
SM = {(x,v) € TM | |v|; = 1} be the unit sphere bundle, and let 0, SM = { (z,v) € SM |z €
OM, g(v,v) < 0} where v is the unit outer normal to OM. We take = = SM and Y = X, where
X, is the geodesic vector field. Let G be a submanifold of 0,.SM, so Y is never tangent to G. Let
also K € C°(G x M™") be nowhere vanishing. Then the curves z(t) are unit speed geodesics, and
the weighted geodesic X-ray transform is given by

7+(2)
(4.6) Rf(z) = /0 K(z,x,(t)) f(z,(t)) dt, zeg.
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Let us assume the following conditions for all z € G:

(i) (No tangential intersections) x,(t) € M for t € (0,7, (2));
(ii) (No self-intersections) ¢ — x,(t) is injective;
(iv) (Nontrapping) 74(z) < oo;

(v) (Enough variations) V. (t) + Ri.(t) = T, )M for t € (0,71(2)).

Under these conditions, Lemma 4.3 ensures that R is a ray transform coming from a double fibration.
The no singular points condition (iii) always holds since |#,(¢)| = 1. Condition (i) holds e.g. if 0M
is strictly convex. Conditions (ii) and (iv) hold e.g. if (M, g) is a simple manifold, but they may fail
for trapping manifolds such as the catenoid. As noted above, (v) is automatically satisfied if G is
an open subset of 9;.SM, i.e. dim(G) = 2n —2. Condition (v) holds also in many other cases, e.g. if
M C R", g is the Euclidean metric, and G consists of all lines whose direction vector is orthogonal
to e,,.

Let us next study the Bolker condition at (z,(,z,n) € C where x = z,(t). In the usual case
where dim(G) = 2n — 2, the map dry, is always injective by Lemma 4.6 part (d) since Y"(x, -) is
the identity map. Moreover, if the geodesics through z € G have no conjugate points in the usual
sense, then 7y, is injective by Lemma 4.6 part (b) and Remark 4.5. Even if there are conjugate
points or dim(G) < 2n — 2, the Bolker condition might still hold at some points (z,(,z,n) € C, but
then one has to verify the conditions in Lemma 4.6 parts (a) and (c) instead.

We collect some of the above results in the following proposition, formulated in terms of a fixed
geodesic x, that is never tangent to M (hence also geodesics x, for z near zy are never tangent).
This result is already contained e.g. in [ ].

Proposition 4.7. Let (M, g) be a manifold with smooth boundary, let zg € 0;+SM satisfy T4 (zo) <
00, and assume that the geodesic x,, : [0,74(z0)] = M does not self-intersect, meets OM transver-
sally at the endpoints, and otherwise stays in M™. Let also k € C®(G x M™) be nowhere
vanishing. If G is a sufficiently small neighborhood of zy in 0;+SM, then the geodesic ray transform
given by (4.6) is a double fibration ray transform. If there are no conjugate points along x.,, then
the Bolker condition is satisfied at every (z9,(,x,n) € C where x = x,,(t) for some t.

Proof. The only thing to check is that if x,, does not self-intersect, then x, does not self-intersect
for z close to z9. We argue by contradiction and suppose that z; — zo but z,,(t;) = z,,(s;) for
some t;,s; € [0,74(2;)] with ¢; # s;. Since x,,(t) meets M transversally at the endpoints, 7 is
smooth near zp, and hence by compactness, after passing to a subsequence, we have t; — to and
sj — So. Since x, is injective, we must have ¢y = s¢. In local coordinates near z,(ty) we write

z,(t) — x.(s) = @, (s)(t — 8) + O((t — 5)?)

where the implied constant depends on second derivatives of (z,t) — z.(t). Since these second
derivatives are bounded, for j large one has

1.

This is a contradiction since t; # s; and since |2, (s;)| has a uniform lower bound for j large. [

4.4. Example 2: Null bicharacteristic ray transform. Let M be an n-manifold with smooth
boundary, let 7 : T*M \ 0 — M be the natural projection, and let p € C>°(T*M \ 0). Let H, be
the Hamilton vector field, and note that the fiberwise derivative V¢p is related to the Hamilton
vector field H,, by
Vep = dn(H,).
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Then Ve¢p(x,€) € T M, and in local coordinates Vep(z,§) = ¢, p(w,&)0,;. The Hessian of p(z,§)
with respect to £ is defined as the derivative

It follows that Vgp(x, &) TyM — T, M. In local coordinates

Vip(w,€)0 = O¢,6,0(, €040,

Define = = p~1(0) = {(x,£) € T*M \ 0 | p(x,€&) = 0}. We make the standing assumption that
Vep # 0 everywhere on =.

Then = is a smooth fiber bundle over M, and each fiber =, = {{ € TXM \ 0 | p(z,§) = 0} is a
smooth (n — 1)-dimensional submanifold of T} M. For any £ € =;, we have the identification

(4.7) TeZe = {n € Ty M | n(Vep(x,€)) = 0} = (Vep(x, &))"

Let Y = H,|z be the Hamilton vector field, which is tangent to Z. As before, let ®; be the
flow of Y with ~,(¢) = ®,(2) and z,(t) = 7(y.(¢t)). Let G be an open subset of ;E. Let also
Kk € C%®(G x M™) be a nowhere vanishing function. This setting gives rise to the weighted null
bicharacteristic ray transform

74 (2)
(48) Rf(z) = / R e zeg

whenever this expression is well defined. Since &, = V¢p is nonvanishing on Z, the curves . have
no singular points. Moreover, since dim(G) = 2n — 2, the variation condition (v) in Lemma 4.3 is
satisfied. Then R will be a double fibration ray transform if we assume the following;:

(i) (No tangential intersections) x,(t) € M'™ for z € G and t € (—7_(2),7+(2));
(ii) (No self-intersections) ¢t — x,(t) is injective for all z € G;
(iv) (Nontrapping) 74(z) < oo for all z € G.

Next we consider the Bolker condition. From now on we assume that p is homogeneous of degree
m in &, which will make the statements below cleaner. The following lemma shows that for the
null bicharacteristic ray transform, there is always one normal direction missing from the possible
directions of variation fields (but on the other hand tangential directions are always there).

Lemma 4.8. Let p be homogeneous in €. If z € G and ®4(z) = (z(t),&(t)), then &(t) L V.(¢,0)
and ©,(t) € V,(t,0) fort # 0.

Proof. Let w € T.G and J,,(t) = dr(d®;(w)), and suppose that J,(0) || ©.(0), i.e. J,(0) || Vep.
Let A|(z,6) = &; dz? be the canonical 1-form on 7% M, and note that

f@) :==E&@)(Juw(t)) = AMdPe(w)) = (P A)(w).
One has f(0) = 0 since £ L V¢p on Z by the homogeneity relation &;0:;p = mp. We use Cartan’s
formula and the homogeneity relation again to obtain that
O (PFN)|1=0 = Ly, A= (dig, + ind))\ = d(mp) + d\(Hp, -) = (m — 1)dp.
Thus we have
F(t) = 0s((f A (w))]s=0 = (m — 1)dp(dP¢(w)).
Since d®;(w) is tangential to =, it follows that f/(¢) = 0. We have shown that f(t) = £(t)(J,(t)) =0

for all w € T,G, which implies that £(¢) L V,(¢,0).
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Let now z = (x,&) and let w = 2y € T,G be a radial vector where z3 = (z,(1 + 5)&) € G
by homogeneity. Since the curve z,_(t) is obtained from z,(t) by reparametrization, we see that
Juw(t) = 0s(x,,(t))|s=0 is always parallel to &, (t). O

Motivated by Lemma 4.8, we say that two points x.(t) and x.(s) are not conjugate along x, if
V.(t,s) = ker({(t)), i.e. all directions of variation in the kernel of {(t) are possible. This is equivalent
to surjectivity of the map dm o d®; : {w € T.G | Jy(s) || ©2(s)} — ker(£(¢)). Since this is a map
between (n — 1)-dimensional spaces and since one can add a radial vector to w, we see that

z,(t) and z,(s) are conjugate iff there is w € T.G, w # 0, with J,,(t) = Ju(s) = 0.
See [ | for an analysis of conjugate points in the case of the light ray transform.

We can now show that if there are no conjugate points and a nondegeneracy condition holds,
then the Bolker condition at (z,(,x,n) € C with ®;(z) = (z, ) holds precisely when n }f €.

Lemma 4.9. Let p be homogeneous in &, and assume that
(4.9) Vgp is nondegenerate on =.

Let (2,(,x,m) € C where ®4(2) = (x,€). Then drp|(; ey 5 injective iff n lf §. If n j & and there
are no conjugate points on x,, then 7y *(2,¢) = {(2,¢,z,m)}.

Proof. Since Y = V¢p, we have d(Y"(z, -))[¢(0) = Vgp(x,g)H. Using Lemma 4.6 part (d) and
(4.7), we obtain that

AL (.0 I8 injective iff vgp(x, En f Vep(z, €).

Since p is homogeneous, we have ¢ ¢, p§y = (m—1)0¢, p, which gives Vgp(x, £)¢ = (m—1)V¢p. Since
Vgp(x, €) is assumed to be nondegenerate, we must have m # 1 and (V?p)_1V§p || €. Consequently
dTL| (2, e 18 injective iff n Jf & If 2, has no conjugate points and 1 f &, then V. (t,s) = ker({(t))
for t # s and the second statement follows from Lemma 4.6. O

We also show that (4.9) ensures the absence of conjugate points on short curves.

Lemma 4.10. Assume that (4.9) holds. For any z € =, there is € > 0 so that x.|[_. . has no
conjugate points.

Proof. Let w € T,Z\ 0 satisfy J,,(0) =0, i.e. dm(w) = 0. Then w = 2y where z;, = (z,&;) € 2, so
we can identify w with an element of 7)) M. If we fix some Riemannian metric on M and denote
by Dy the covariant derivative, we have

Dth(O) - Dtasxzs (t)’s:tzo - Ds(vgp((bt(zs)))‘s:tzo = Ds(vﬁp(x7§s))‘s:0 - Vgp(x,§)w

By (4.9) we have D;.J,,(0) # 0. It follows that for some € > 0, J,(t) # 0 when t € [—¢,¢] \ 0.
This shows that z.[_. . has no points conjugate to x,(0). We can repeat this argument starting
at x.(p) instead of z,(0) using a related variation field J,,,(t; p) with w, € Ty ()= with |w,| =1
in some fixed Riemannian metric. This implies by continuity that for some £ > 0, if p,t € [—¢, €]
and t # p, one cannot have J,,(t) = Jy,(p) = 0 for some w € T,E. O

The following result collects some of the facts given above (again, the only thing to prove is that
the curves z, do not self-intersect for z close to zp, and this proceeds as in Proposition 4.7).
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Proposition 4.11. Let M be a manifold with smooth boundary, let p € C*(T*M\0), and let V¢p
be nonvanishing on = = p~(0). Let also k € C®(G x M™) be nowhere vanishing. Suppose that
20 € 04+E satisfies T4 (z0) < oo and that the curve x, meets OM transversally at the endpoints,
otherwise stays in M™, and does not self-intersect. If G is a sufficiently small neighborhood of zg in
04+ E, then the null bicharacteristic ray transform given by (4.8) is a double fibration ray transform.
If p is homogeneous in &, (4.9) holds and there are no conjugate points along x.,, then the Bolker
condition 1is satisfied at every (zo,(,x,n) € C where ®4(z9) = (x,£) for some t and n }f €.

5. RECOVERING THE ANALYTIC WAVE FRONT SET

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2, which we restate here for the reader’s convenience.

Theorem 5.1. Let R be an analytic double fibration transform as in Definition 1.5, and assume
that the Bolker condition holds at (2,(,%,71) € C. Then for any f € £'(X), we have

(2,{) ¢ WEo(Rf) = (2,9) ¢ WFa(f).

5.1. The model operator. We introduce here a model operator relevant for Theorem 5.1, related
to the local representation Z = {z” = ¢(z,2’)} of a double fibration given in Lemma 2.3. Write
z = (2/,2") € RV and z € RN with N > n/ +n”. We recall that n = n’ +n” = dim(X),
N =dim(G), and N 4+ n/ = dim(Z). We assume that the map

¢: RV xRY - R"
is analytic in a neighborhood V x U’ of a fixed point (2,2’), where V C R¥ is a neighborhood of 2
and U’ c R™ is a neighborhood of #’. Define
(5.1) Z:={(z,2/,2") e V x U x R" | 2" = ¢(z,2")}.

We choose a neighborhood U” of " := ¢(%,4') in R™ such that if we set U := U’ x U”, then
Z CVxU.

We define the model operator 1" as the FIO
Tf(z)= /UT(Z,:U)f(x) dr € D'(V)
for f € £'(U). The kernel T'(z,z) € D'(V x U) is given by the oscillatory integral
(5.2) T(z,x):= /Rn” @) =2") 0" g (5 x) dny

where a(z, ) is real valued and analytic on V' x U. That is, the Schwartz kernel of T is a conormal
distribution associated with the conormal bundle of Z, and a(z,z) is a nonvanishing amplitude
defined on V' x U that is independent of n”.

Let C := (N*Z\ 0) ¢ T*RYN x T*R"*"" be the canonical relation associated to the phase
function

& RN S R SR, ®(z,,0") = (B(z,2) — ") -
The conormal bundle N*Z is given by

(5.3) N*Z= {((z, —0,8(2, 7)), (z,0:D(2, 7)) ‘ Oy ®(z,2) =0,z € V,z € U’ x R"”}

— {(z,(ﬁz(z,x')Tn",m',(b(z,x'),(bx/(z,x')Tn",—n”) ‘ 77l/ c Rn”,z c MI’I e Ul}
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We will assume a local version of the Bolker condition (i.e. injectivity of drr, see Lemma 3.3):
we assume that at (2,#,9") € V x U’ x R"' the N x (n’ +n) matrix

(5.4) (6:(2,8)T, 0 (d:(2,2")TH") |r—s) has linearly independent columns.

For elliptic FIOs T' as above, we will prove the following analytic regularity statement for distri-
butions supported in a sufficiently small neighborhood of z.

Theorem 5.2. Assume (5.4). There exists a neighborhood UccU containing & such that for all
feé& ),
(2,0) ¢ WFo(Tf) = (&,7) ¢ WFa(/).

5.2. Proof of Theorem 5.1. We will prove that Theorem 5.1 is a consequence of Theorem 5.2,
by showing that the operators considered in Theorem 5.2 are local representations of operators in
Theorem 5.1.

First we give a simple characterization of a double fibration that will ensure that when one uses
[ , Theorem 8.5.5] below, there will no extra elements appearing in the wave front set. One
direction would already follow from Lemmas 2.4 and 2.6.

Lemma 5.3. Let Z be an embedded submanifold in G x X. The projections ng : Z — G and
nx : Z — X are submersions if and only if N*Z satisfies

(5.5) {(z.¢wm) € N*Z\O0 | (=0} ={(,¢z,m) € N*Z\ 0 | =0} = 0.

Proof. The map dng|(, 4 : T(z2)Z — T.G is surjective if and only if for any v € T.G there is some
(z,v,2,u) € TZ. The last condition implies that any (z,(,z,0) € N*Z must satisfy ( = 0. So

{(z,(,z,m) e N*Z\ 0| =0} =0.
Conversely, suppose
{(z,¢2,m) e N*Z\O [ (=0} =0
but drg|( . is not surjective. Then its range has codimension > 1 and hence there is ( € T;G \ 0

with ((dng(T,,Z)) = {0}. It follows that (z,(,x,0) € N*Z with ¢ # 0 which is a contradiction.
The argument for dmx is analogous. O

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We first write f = ¢ f + (1 — ¢) f, where ¢ € C°(X) satisfies 1) = 1 near
% and supp(v) is contained in an analytic coordinate chart of X. Since we have (5.5) and since
7751(2, f) ={(3, ¢z, 1)} by the Bolker condition, we can apply | , Theorem 8.5.5] to conclude
that (£,() € WF(R((1 —)f)). So we have that (2,() € WF(R(f)).

Working near & and 2, we may identify X with part of R” and G with part of RY. By Lemma
2.3, there are open sets V' C RY containing 2 and U’ € R" containing &’ such that the submanifold
ZN(VxU) cRY x R can be described in analytic coordinates by z” = ¢(z,2’) for some
analytic function ¢ : V x U’ — U” c R""'. Here U := U’ x U" for some small set U” c R"". Tt
was proved in (2.3) that in such local coordinates, one has R(1f) = T(¢f) where T is the model
operator as in (5.2).

The Bolker condition and Lemma 3.3 ensure that (5.4) holds. So Theorem 5.2 then applies to
show that there is an open set U CC U such that for all F' € £'(U),

(56) (2.Q) § WFo(TF) = (2,7) ¢ WFa(F).
We proved above that (,() ¢ WF,(T(¢f)), where ¢ can be chosen to be supported in U. Tt
follows that (z,7) ¢ WF, (¢ f), which proves that (z,7) ¢ WF,(f) as required. O
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5.3. Wave packet decomposition and representation of 7'f. To prove Theorem 5.2, instead
of oscillatory integral methods, we will appeal to wave packet decompositions and FBI transforms.
We will use conventions as in | ] (with h replaced by A~! and ¢ replaced —¢).

From this point on, we will often denote elements of T*V by (v1,v2) instead of (z, () and elements
of T*U by (u1,uz) instead of (x,n). We also set 91 := 2, 41 := & etc. for consistency in notation.

Let T be given by (5.2), let m(y) = cne 2 and M(z) = cexe 21#” be Gaussians centred at
the origin on R” and RY, respectively, with n = n’ + n” and ¢, = 27"/2773%/4 For A\ > 0,
v = (v1,v9) € T*V 2V xRY and v = (uj,uz) € T*U = U x R", we consider Gaussian wave
packets defined by M} (z) := XN3N/4eX=v2 \f(XNV/2(z—v1)) and m) (y) := N3/ 4P vzm(A/2 (y —uy)).

For U cC U and for any compactly supported distribution f € 5’((7) we can define the FBI
transform (L)), f)(u) formally by

(L)) = / oy ) dy = (f,m) e

The FBI transform (L3,g)(v) for compactly supported distributions g € &'(V) can be defined
analogously. The FBI transform satisfies the inversion formula

(5.7) fz) = /(L%f)(U)mﬁ(x)du = /(f, ma)ymi, (a) du

and the same of course holds for the transform L},. Let T be an FIO defined by (5.2) and f € £'(U).
We can use (5.7) to deduce the formula

68 AT = [ 10| [rmd e i o= [ @Ko
where

(5.9) Kalao) = [ (Tmi MY m(e) du.

In Section 5.5 we will prove that the kernel K)(x,v) can be expressed as follows.

Proposition 5.4. There exists a relatively compact open set U C RN =" and an analytic diffeo-
morphism

2(,):UXU = Z

such that
(5.10) Kx(2,v) = cuy AT / NG (¢! ) d!
¢’'eu
where V(¢ x,v) = —2({,z) - vy + ZM and a(¢',x) is analytic and nonvanishing.

Before proceeding further we introduce a notation to streamline our presentation. If Q C R* is
an open subset, we denote by Q¢ an open subset of C* with Qc NRF = Q. Here we use the natural
embedding R* C C*. Similarly we have the extension of the set Z defined in (5.1), given by

(5.11) Zc ={(z,2) € Ve x Uc | ¢(2,2") — 2" =0}

where ¢ is now the unique holomorphic extension of the original ¢, defined on a complex neighbor-
hood of V x U.
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We elaborate a bit more on some elementary properties of the holomorphic extension ¢ as they
will be useful for us later. Writing z € CV as z = 2R 4 i2® with 2R and 2R real vectors, we write

¢ as
(5.12) d(z,2") = R (R, 2R 2)) + iR (R, 2R o).
Since ¢ takes on real values for real z, we have that
(5.13) oR(2R,0,2) =0, ReRN, o/ eR".
Note that the same holds for (real) derivatives in 2* and .
The phase appearing in (5.10) will be the key component in our analysis of this kernel. In
particular we are interested in its critical points as a map ¢’ — ¥ ({’,z,v) and in the dependence

of the critical point on (z,v) € Ug X Ve where V is given below. In order to state the required
properties of the phase function, we introduce a map x as follows.

Lemma 5.5. Assume (5.4). There is a neighborhood C of (01, 09,11,1) in C, an analytic (N +
n)-dimensional submanifold V = w(C) of T*RN containing (91,02), and an analytic surjective
submersion

(5.14) x:=mgom;t:V = mr(0)

where wr(C) is an open set in T*U.

Proof. By (5.4) and Lemma 3.3, we know that 77 is an immersion and 7p is a submersion near
(01, 9, 11, Ug). Hence there is a neighborhood C of (01,02, 11, U2) in C such that |4 : C — T*RN
is an embedding and V = WL(C') is an analytic submanifold. Then x is a well defined analytic map
and it is a submersion if C is chosen small enough. Hence also wr(C) is open. O

The graph of x can be characterized in the following way (see (5.3), here we write u; = (u}, u})):

(5.15)  (up,ug) = x(v1,v2) <= (v1,v2,u1,u2) € C

— V2 = ¢Z(v1,u1)Tu'2’, ul qﬁ(vl,ull), u,2 = —be (vlaul)TUg

The proof of the following proposition will be given in Section 5.6 and this will be the most
technical part of the argument.

Proposition 5.6. There exist open subsets UccU containing T and Vccv containing v =
(1,09) such that for all (z,v) € Uc x Ve, the map ¢’ — W(C',z,v) defined on U has a unique
nondegenerate critical point .(x,v) which depends holomorphically on (z,v). The phase function
Y(x,v) == V(. (x,v),z,v) satisfies the following conditions:

(1) If we write v = (v1,v2), then Y (m(x(v)),v)+v1 -v2 = 0 where x is the map given by (5.14).
(2) (z,detp(,0)) la—r(x(v)) = X(V)-
) I

(3) Im(¢p(z,v)) > clz — w(x(v))|? if * and v are real valued.

5.4. Stationary phase and proof of Theorem 5.2. Let U c RV be the open subset con-

taining & appearing in the statement of Proposition 5.6. For all f € 5'(U ) we need to show that if
(01,02) € WFo(T'f) then (2, t2) ¢ WFo(f).

By the assumption that (01,72) is not in the analytic wave front set, by (5.8) and by [ ,
Definition 6.1], there is € > 0 such that for any v = (v;,v2) in some neighborhood of (91, 72) one
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has
(5.16) /f(x)K,\(x,vl,vg) dxr = O(e_E)‘)

as A — 00. The kernel K (z,v1,v2) is given by (5.10). Proposition 5.6 asserts that for complex
(x,v1,v2) near (I, 01, 02), the phase ' — ¥((’, x,v) defined on I has a unique nondegenerate critical
point (.(x,v1,v2). So by stationary phase (Theorem 2.8 and Remark 2.10 of | ]) applied to the
expression (5.10) for K (z,v1,v2) we get that

/f(:v)ei)‘w(x’vl’”)A(x,vl,vg; N dz = O(e™)

for (v1,v9) complex near (v1,92). By the stationary phase expansion formula (Theorem 2.8 and
Remark 2.10 of [ ]), the new symbol A(x,vy,v2;A) is a nonvanishing classical analytic symbol
in the sense of | , Section 1]. We get then that

[ e ) A 0y 0 ) d = O,
We now make a change of variable in the (v1,vs) variable. By Lemma 5.5, x : V — ng(C) C T*U
is an analytic surjective submersion onto the open set mr(C). By the local submersion theorem
(which follows from the implicit function theorem and hence works in the analytic category), there

exists an analytic map xT : 7gr(C) — V satisfying
xox =Id.

Therefore if U is chosen small enough, we can define ¢ : U x 7x(C) — C by

Yz, ur,u2) = (P(@,v1,02) + 01 - 02)| (01 0)=x+(ur uz)-

Note that the variable x is untouched in this change of parameters. The above integral becomes
(5.17) /f(x)eiw(w’ul’u”ﬁ(x,ul,ug; A dz = O(e™)

for all (uy,us) near (&,y). By Proposition 5.6 part (1) the phase function 9)(x, u1,u) vanishes
when x = uq, and by part (2) it satisfies

do(Y(2, ur, u2)) o=y = u2.
Furthermore, by property (3) of Proposition 5.6
Im (¢ (2, u, us)) > clr — u|?

for real (uq,us2). By | , Definition 6.1] we have that (z,42) ¢ WF,(f).

5.5. K)(z,v) as an oscillatory integral and proof of Proposition 5.4. We observe that
the integral kernel K (x,v) given by (5.9) involves oscillatory wave packets which concentrate
simultaneously in space and frequency. Writing out the integrals explicitly using (5.2) for the
operator T' and integrating out the us and y variables we have that for (xz,v) € U x V,

)\\zf'ul\Q

(5.18) KA(x,v):cn7N)\34]1V+”,,/ / eANBa)=a)mgmidzva o= T () diy .

ZGV T]ER”N

The 7 integral in (5.18) results in A~""dg(¢(2, ') — 2”') which is a distribution supported on the
submanifold Z C V x U.

The following lemma gives another coordinate representation for Z.
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Lemma 5.7. The set Z has the following properties:

(1) The set Z is an analytic submanifold of V- x U of dimen:sion N +n/.
(2) We can find @ CV x U containing (91, %), an open set 2 C RN x R+ and an analytic
diffeomorphism of the form ((,z) — (2((,x),z) from Q to Q such that

ZNQ={(z(¢=),2) | ¢=(¢",{)=(0,{).¢ eUd,z e U}

for some neighborhood U of the origin in RN=™". Also, the matrix 2¢(C, x) is invertible.
(3) The coordinate system constructed above extends holomorphically to a coordinate system

(possibly after shrinking both Q and Q) from Q¢ to Q¢ such that Zc N Q¢ is again given by
¢"=0.

Proof. The statement (1) is a consequence of (2) so we proceed with (2). By (5.4), we must
have that the n” x N matrix 9,¢ has full rank. Choose Q@ C V x U small containing (1,#) and
without loss of generality we may assume that Q@ =V x U. Since N > n”, we may assume that at
(01,2%) € Z N K, the first n” vectors

(0016, -..,0. 0}

are linearly independent. For any ¢’ = ({1,...,(y) close to the origin and = € U, use implicit
function theorem to find the unique solution z” := (21,. .., 2,~) to the equation

¢(Z,$/) _ xl/ — C”

so that
(Zla N R S P aZN) eV
—_——
Z/
The dependence of (z1,...,z,~) on the variables

" " ! "
(¢" 2, z) e RY x RV x R 17

is analytic.

Setting ¢/ = 2’ and ¢ = (¢, ¢’) gives us an analytic map 2(¢, z) solving ¢(2(¢,x),2') — 2" = {".
By direct computation we see that the map ((,x) — (2({,x),z) has nondegenerate Jacobian and
is therefore locally an analytic diffeomorphism. Consequently, the matrix z¢(¢, ) is invertible.

To see (3), extend (¢, z) — (2(¢,z), z) holomorphically to a complex neighborhood Q¢ containing
Q. By the fact that the real Jacobian of this holomorphic map is nonvanishing, the complex Jacobian
is also nonvanishing. After possibly shrinking Q¢ and Q¢ we can conclude that ¢ (+,-) is therefore
a diffeomorphism between Qc and Qc.

By construction of 2(¢”, (', z), ¢(2(¢", ("), 2")—a" = " for ({,x) € U xU. This identity therefore
holds by unique continuation for the holomorphic extension to the complex domain. So Z¢ N Q¢ is
again given by {¢” = 0}. O

In what follows we assume without loss of generality that Z = QN Z.

We make a remark on the notation which will follow. We are often interested in coordinate
systems for Z or Z¢ which are given by (2(0,¢’, z),z). Therefore, to simplify notation we omit the
0 in the first argument and write 2(¢’,z) in place of z(0,¢’,x) in this case.
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Proof of Proposition 5.4. Integrating in n, (5.18) becomes

Mz—vl\2
2

EI A S
Ky(z,v) = ¢y N1 /e hzv2g
A

a(z,x)dz

where for each z € U,
7" ={z€V|(za) € Z} ={2(2) | (' eU}

by Lemma 5.7. After a change of coordinate into the ¢’ variable this integral becomes

KA(x,v):cn,N)\% / ei)‘qj(c’x’”)&(g“',x)dg'
¢'ed

for some nonvanishing real analytic function a(¢’,z) defined on U x U. O

5.6. Critical points of ¥ and proof of Proposition 5.6. We now examine the critical points
of the phase function

W(Cr0) = () g 4 LD 0

appearing in (5.10). This function has a holomorphic extension when the variables are allowed to
be complex which we still denote by W. For what follows we treat ¢’ as a variable for the function
U and x and v = (v1,v2) as parameters.

Let & € U and v = (01,02) € V satisfy & = w(x(0)) which automatically guarantees that
(01,2) € Z by (5.15). Choose € as in statement (2) of Lemma 5.7. Then Lemma 5.7 gives a
¢’ € U such that 2(¢’, &) = 01. Statement (3) of Lemma 5.7 provides a complex neighborhood Q¢
of CN x €+ containing (01, &) which is diffeomorphic to a complex neighborhood Q¢ containing
((0,¢"), ). The diffeomorphism is given by

(¢,2) € Qc = (2(C,2),2) € Qc
near ((0, f’),i“). The submanifold Z¢ N Q¢ is given by ¢ = (0,¢") where ¢’ € Uc and U is given as
in Lemma 5.7.

We first look at the possibility of critical points when = = 7(x(v)):

Lemma 5.8. For each real (x,v = (v1,v2)) € U X V, writing x(v) = w(x(v)), the following holds:
(1) U(:;2(v),v) has a real critical point C.(x(v),v) € U satisfying z(C.(x(v),v),z(v)) = v;.
(2) The matriz of complex derivatives <%) at C.(x(v),v) is nondegenerate.

(3) If U is chosen small enough, the critical point (.(xz(v),v) is the unique critical point of
(= U(;z(v),v) inlU.
Proof. Let (z,u2) = x(v1,v2). To see (1) we use (5.15) to get

(5.19) vy = ¢, (v1,2) uy, B(vr,2’) =2

We see from the second equality that (v1,x) € Z and by Lemma 5.7 we can find ¢, € U real such
that z(¢/,z) = v1. We claim that ¢/ is a critical point of ¥(-;z,v).

Indeed using the first equality in (5.19) for vy we get:
—ag’(z(g/,l") . v2) |C’:CC: _aC'ZTU2 = _(aC’Z)T(gbz(fUlaxl))Tu/QI = (aCI(QS(Z(C/,x),QUI)))Tu/QI |C':Cé: 0.
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The second last equality comes by the chain rule. The last equality comes from the fact that
¢(2(¢',z),2') = 2” is independent of ¢’. The fact that 9y (2(¢', ) — v1)? |¢r=¢;= 0 is trivial using
z (Cév 1‘) = V1.

To see (2), we observe that since ¥ extends holomorphically in the ¢ variable to a complex
neighborhood of ¢/, the complex Hessian coincides with the real Hessian by the Cauchy-Riemann
equations. Hence it is enough to consider the real Hessian (with respect to ') of ¥ ({';z,v) =

—2(¢',x) - va + ZM at ¢.. Direct computation using z(¢’, z) = v; yields that this Hessian
is of the form B +iAT A where A = z-/((/,x) is an injective real matrix (since z is invertible by
Lemma 5.7 (2)) while B = —(92/(2 - v2)|¢/=¢; is a symmetric real matrix.

It is easy to see that such a matrix acting on complex vectors has trivial kernel. Indeed, let
(B +iATA)(a + ib) = 0 for real vectors a,b € RN=™". We then have that Ba = AT Ab and
Bb = — AT Aa. Taking the inner product of the first equation with b and the second equation with
a we get

b-Ba = |Ab]?, —a - Bb=|Aal?.
Since B is symmetric the two equations combine to yield —|Aa|?> = |A4b|?, so Ab = Aa = 0. Now
injectivity of A gives that a = b= 0. So (2) is verified.

The statement (3) follows directly from (2) and the holomorphic implicit function theorem. [J

The holomorphic implicit function theorem together with the non-degeneracy of the Hessian
of ¢ — W¥(¢';z(v),v) at ¢ = ¢/(x(v),v) provides us complex critical points even when z is not
necessarily equal to 7(x(v)):

Corollary 5.9. Given any U x V small enough containing (z,0) with & = 7(x(0)) and U small
enough containing C.(Z,0), for all (x,v) € Uc x Ve the map ¢’ — ¥({';z,v) has a unique complex
critical point (/(x,v) € Uc which depends holomorphically on (x,v). Moreover, if (z,v) € U x V
and z = w(x(v)), then (.(z,v) is real.

At this point it is convenient to introduce the following auxiliary phase function:
)2
(5.20) Bz ,0) = (9(z,0") — ")y — 2y + S

which has a holomorphic extension that we still denote by ®. Clearly, ®(z({’, z),n; z,v) = ¥ ({;z,v).

We treat (z,71) € Ve x C*" as variables and (x,v) € U x V as parameters where (z,v) € U x V (in
most cases we will consider real (z,v) though (z,7) can still be complex). By the characterization of
x in (5.15), when x(v) = (z,u2), we see using direct calculation that the point (vy,u4) € RN x R
is a real critical point of (z,n) — ®(z,n;x,v). For arbitrary (x,v), we will try to find complex
critical points (z¢,7.) for ®(-;x,v). If they exist, critical points (z.,7.) are given by the equation:

(521) ¢(ZC7 .%'/) —2' = 07 ¢z(2a x/)Tnc — U2 = —i(Zc - Ul)-
The critical points of ¥ are related to that of ® in the following way:

Lemma 5.10. Suppose U x V is sufficiently small containing (&,0) and let (x,v) € Uc x Vc.
Suppose (ze,ne) s a complex critical point of ®(-;x,v) so that (z.,z) € Ve x Uc, then we can find
¢y € U such that z(¢j, ) = z. and ¢, is a critical point of U(-;x,v).

Proof. The first equation of (5.21) indicates that (z.,z) € Z¢ (see (5.11) for definition of Z¢). So
we may find {; € Uc such that z, = z({j,x). We now need to show that ¢, is a critical point of
V(5 x,v).
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Observe that ¢(z(¢’,x),2") — 2" = 0 for all ¢’ € U so differentiating in ¢’ we get
(02(C6, )" ¢=(2(Gp, 2), )" = 0.
Multiply the second equation of (5.21) by (9¢2(¢),x))T and use the above identity we have that
Oer (GG, ) va = i0cr2(Gp, )" (2(Go, @) — v1).
This is precisely what it means for ¢ to solve W ((y;z,v) = 0. U

Lemma 5.11. Let (x,v) be real and close to (,0) with x = 7(x(v)), and write x(v) = (x,us). The
point (z,m) = (v1,ul) is a critical point of ® in V x R™" . Furthermore, at this point the complex
Hessian of ® is nondegenerate with positive semidefinite imaginary part.

Proof. By the characterization of x in (5.15), when x(v) = (x,u2), the point (z,7) = (v1,u}) solves
(5.21) and hence it is a critical point of ®.
We use again that the complex Hessian is equal to real Hessian by holomorphicity, so it is enough

to consider the real Hessian of ® at (vq,u}). By (5.4) ¢.(z,2’) has full rank when (z,v) is close to
(z,0). Direct calculation gives the following block form for the Hessian of ®:

(PO )T 0uleia)T _ (BG) ) uleraT (e )

A B

(5.22)

Note that both A and B are real valued symmetric matrices. To show that A+¢B is nondegenerate,
we suppose (A+iB)(a+ib) = 0 for some a,b € RN*"". Then Aa = Bb and Ab = —Ba, which gives
that Bb-b = —Ba - a since A is symmetric. Using the fact that B = BT B yields Ba = Bb = 0.
This means that a = (0,a”) and b = (0,b") where a”,b” € R"". We then have that

¢-(z,2") T (a" +ib") = 0.

Using the fact that ¢,(z, ') is real and has full rank shows a” = b” = 0. So we have shown that
the complex Hessian of ® at (z,7) is nondegenerate. 0

The next result gives a correspondence between the complex critical points of ® and W.

Lemma 5.12. For all (z,v) € Uc x Ve, let (.(x,v) be the critical point of ¥ deduced in Corollary
5.9. Then for all (z,v) near (&), there exists a unique critical point (Ze(z,v), n.(x,v)) € Ve x C'
of ® and it satisfies

(5.23) Ze(x,v) = 2(¢(z,v), ).

In particular, if x and v are real and v = 7w(x(v)), then writing (x,us) = x(v), we have that
(Ze(x,v),nc(x,v)) = (v1,uy) and thus the critical point is real.

Proof. By Lemma 5.11, when x(0) = (&, 42), the point (01, 445) is a real critical point of ®. Further-
more, at this point the complex Hessian of ® is nondegenerate. The holomorphic implicit function
theorem allows us to find critical points (Z.(z,v), n.(z,v)) € Ve x C*" of ®(-;z,v) as (x,v) vary in
Uc x Ve with Z.(#,0) = v1. The dependence of Z.(z,v) on (z,v) is holomorphic.

For each (Z.(z,v),n.(x,v)) use Lemma 5.10 to find {j(z, v) so that {j(z,v) is a critical point of
U(-;z,v) and z(¢)(x,v),z) = Z.(z,v). By the uniqueness statement of Corollary 5.9, {j(x,v) =
¢.(x,v). This means that Z.(z,v) = 2(¢.(x,v), x).
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To see that (Z.(z, v), n.(x,v)) is the unique critical point in Ve xC™”, suppose (Z.(z, v), fie(z, v)) €
Ve x €™ is another critical point of ®(-;#,v). Then by Lemma 5.10, there is g:(')(m, v) € Uc which is a
critical point of W(-;z,v) such that Z.(z,v) = 2({y(x,v), ). Uniqueness of critical points stated in
Corollary 5.9 of W(-;x,v) then forces ¢)(z,v) = ¢.(x,v). This means Z.(z,v) = Z.(z,v). The sec-
ond equation of (5.21) and injectivity of the matrix ¢, (Z.(x,v),z’)” then forces 7i.(z,v) = ne(x, v).

Finally, when (x, v) is real and = = 7(x(v)), the last statement in the lemma follows from Lemma
5.11 and the uniqueness part above. ]

The identity in Lemma 5.12 gives us a convenient way to prove the following quantitative esti-
mate:

Lemma 5.13. There is a constant cy > 0 such that for all (z,v) € U x V, we have the estimate
(5.24) |2(¢i, v), ) — vi] = colz — 7(x(v))]-

Proof. By (5.23), it is equivalent to show that
(5.25) Ze(,0) — ] > el — (o).
To this end, for all v € V, let (u1,u2) = x(v). By the characterization of x in (5.15) we have that
(5.26) ¢(v1,uy) = uf,  ga(vi,uy) Uy —va =0, uh = = (v1,ui) s,
Meanwhile, by (5.21) Z.(z,v) satisfies
(527) @(ZC(JT, ’U), xl) = xl/a ¢Z(Zc(xa ’U), xl)T’r}c(m’ U) — U2 = Z(ZC(xa ’U) - vl)'
Subtracting the first equation of (5.26) and the first equation of (5.27), Lipschitz continuity of ¢
gives that
2" —uf| < c(jor — Ze(z, )| +[2" — ).

So to show (5.25), it in fact suffices to show
(5.28) |2" —u)| < clvg — Ze(,v)].

To this end, we look at the second equation of (5.27) and subtract from it the second equation
of (5.26):

b-(Ze(z,v), ") ne(z,v) — b2 (v1,u)) T uly = O(Ze(z,v) — v1).

Using standard continuity estimates allows us to replace the ¢.(Z.(x,v),2') n.(z,v) in the first
term by ¢.(vy,2) n.(x,v) to get, for (x,v) in Uc x V¢ (chosen small enough),

b= (v1,2) T ne(z,v) — ¢ (v1,u)) Tuly = O(Ze(z,v) — v1).
Using the above expression, the estimate (5.28) would be established if we could show that for all
(’,n) near (u},uy) we have that

(5.20) ] + I — ] < Claon, 2T — a0 ).
To establish (5.29) we observe that by (5.4) the Jacobian matrix
A= (aﬂfi’ (gbz(vl’x/)T"?) |x’:u’1’ ¢z(v1’u/1)T)

is an N x (n’ +n”) matrix of full rank when (vy,u}) € V x U’ and 7 is near . As N > n’ +n”,
the matrix AT A is invertible.

We now expand the function (2/,71) + ¢, (v1,2’)Tn around the point (2/,n) = (u},u}) to get
' — ] ' — ]
o-lon V= outon g =4 (T2 ) v o (57 14)

n— Uy 1 — Uy
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for some quadratic form @. The estimate (5.29) comes now directly from the invertibility of
AT A O

Fix (2,0) and U x V as in Corollary 5.9. We now define the holomorphic phase on Ug x V¢ by
(5.30) dlx,v) = U(G(z,0);7,0)
/ o 2
= (). x) vy 4 i ECD DT TS
We showed in Lemma 5.8 that when 2 = 7(x(v)), the critical point ¢/(x,v) is real valued and con-
sequently z(¢.(x,v),z) = v; which implies ¢ (z,v) is real valued. It turns out that when z —7(x(v))
is small, the imaginary part of ¢)(x,v) is bounded below by the imaginary part of 2(¢.(z,v), x):

Lemma 5.14. Writing z(¢(x,v),r) = 2&(¢\(x,v), x) + iz®(¢(x,v), ) where 2* and 2™® are real,
we have for real x € U and v € V the estimate

(5.31) Im((z,v)) > Cl2"(C, v),2)

when |x — w(x(v))| is sufficiently small.

Proof. Setting 4
Zo(z,v) = ZX(x,v) + i 2R (z,v),
for real valued ZE¥(z,v) and ZI¥(z,v), it suffices by (5.23) to show that

(5.32) Im((z,v)) > C|ZF (z,v) [
To this end we follow the presentation of Lemma 7.7.8 in | , vol. I]. We simplify notation
by (z,17) = w and (z,v) =y, where both w and y are real. We have that
Holy
Bz, i) = D) = () + Y T2 (0~ wl)” +0((w - wl)?)

=2

Here w(y) denotes the critical point w(y) = (Z.(x,v),n.(z,v)) (recall that the variable y denotes
(z,v)). We remark that while w is real, w(y) can be complex and that

5.33 lim Im(w =0
( ) y—(m(x(v)),v) (w(y))

for any v € V by Lemma 5.12. Note the identity
(5.34) Ha(y) = 050(w(y);y),  laf=2.

For real valued w € RY x R™", the definition of ® gives that Im(®(w;y)) > 0, so

Hu(y)

al

0 <Im(p(y)) +Im | > (w —w(y)* + O((w — w(y))’)

|a|=2

Now choose w = Re(w(y)) — t|Im(w(y))| with ¢t € RN+"" and |t| < 1. We get

2 [ 1w Ha(y) m(w(y)) \* il .
)P |~ | 55 F (i) 4 o) | | < ).

|a|=2
Since the inequality holds for all |¢| < 1 we can take the supremum to obtain that

Ha(y) M " m(w m
o <t+z|1m(w(y))|> +O(m(w)) | | < m@m).
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Thus, by (5.33), proving (5.32) amounts to showing that

(5.35) sup [ ~Im | 3 Ha®) 4 4o ] | s e>0

al
t1<1 =2

uniformly for y € U x V and w € RN x R"” with |w| = 1.

Using continuity and compactness, it suffices to prove (5.35) when y = § = (&, 0). Using (5.34),
we see that this can be written as

§|u<pl —Im ((t + iw) - HY)(t +iw)) > ¢ >0

where H(j) is the Hessian of the map w = (z,7) — ®(z,n;x,v) evaluated at
w(f) = (Z:(2,0),n(&,0))) = (01, Uy)

(recall that the variable y is shorthand for the variables (x,v) and w(y) denotes (Z.(z,v), n.(x,v))).
Lemma 5.11 states that H(7) is a symmetric nondegenerate matrix whose imaginary part is positive
semi-definite. Lemma 7.7.9 in [ , Vol. I] then gives the desired uniform lower bound. O

Corollary 5.15. There are constants cy1,co > 0 such that for all (z,v) € U x V, the following
estimate holds:

Re [((¢(x. ), 2) — 01)?] > eafe = m(x(0))? — exlm(u(z, v)).

Proof. Since vy is real, this is a direct consequence of Lemma 5.13 and Lemma 5.14. O
Lemma 5.16. For all (z,v) € U x V and for all € > 0,
—Tm(2(C(2,0), ) - v2) > =Celw — n(x () = Ce Mm((z,0)) = Ce o — w(x(v))[.

The constant C' is uniform over (xz,v) € U x V and independent of €.

Proof. We again use (5.23) to deduce that the estimate in the Lemma is equivalent to the same
estimate for —Z.(x,v) - vo. To this end, we write Z.(z,v) = ZX(z,v) 4+ iZ®(x,v). Observe that
for v € V, by Lemma 5.8 part (1) and (5.23),

(5.36) Zo(m(x(v)),0) = 23 (7 (x(v)), v) + 12 (7 (x(v)), v) = 1.
Now write ¢ in terms of its real and imaginary part as in (5.12) to obtain from (5.21)
o2 (@, v), 25 (@ ), ") = 0.
Differentiating in x we get
T .
(5:37) 0=(2F) ¢%(EE(@,0), 25 (@,0),0)T
NI . . .
+(28) 6% (R @,0), 2R (@,0),2) + R (2E(w,0), 2R (@, 0), ).

If we denote x(v) = (u1(v),uz(v)) and write up(v) = (ug(v)’, u2(v)”) € R”*"" then by (5.15) we
have that

(5.38) vy = ¢ (v1,u1 (v)) "z (v)"
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We multiply (5.37) by uz(v)” to get
T . .
(5:39) 0=(2F) ¢B(ZE@v), 25 (@, 0),0) us(v)”
oNT . . . .
+(27) o5 (2H @), 2R @), 2) ua(v) + 65 (. 0), 25 (2, 0), ) a0

In the above expression both (Z}?)gﬁ and (Z(Z;R)w still depend on x. Now we set x = m(x(v)) = u;1(v)
and use (5.36). Equation (5.39) becomes

(540) 0 — <Z§>T¢§§(Ul70,u1 (U)/)TUQ(U)” + <ZZR)
+ ¢ (01,0, u1 (v)) Tus(v)".

Now use (5.13) with z = u;(v) to obtain that

(5.41) 0= (ZiR)z ¢ (v1, 0,1 (v)) Tz (v)".

T
’zﬂfR (v1,0,uy (v)')Tug (v)”
X

Since ¢ is holomorphic, the Cauchy-Riemann equations give ¢;[§R (v1,0,u1(v)") = gbe(vl, 0,u1(v)).
Thus we get from (5.13) and (5.38) that when = = u(v),

(5.42) gbiﬂfR(vl, 0, uq ('U),)T'LLQ(’U)” = gb]SR(vl, 0, uq ('U),)T'UQ(’U)” = ¢, (v1, u1(’l})/)Tu2(U)” = V9.
Combine (5.41) and (5.42) to get

. T .
(543) 0= <ZéR>$ ‘:BZUI(U) v9 = Oy (ZéR . 1)2) ’m:lu(v) .

We now differentiate (5.39) with respect to = and set = uq(v) to get

(5.44) 0= ((2), 4+ B (25)_+ 3250 1)) Ly

for some matrices A and B depending on v. Indeed, differentiating the first term of (5.39) with
respect to x yields an expression of the form B (ZéR)w by using (5.13) multiple times. Differentiating
the second term of (5.39) with respect to = and setting x = u;(v) yields an expression of the form

<(ZCZR): A+ P(ZR(z,v) - v2)> |z—u; (v) due to (5.42) and Lemma 5.8 part (1). Finally, differentiate

the third term of (5.39) with respect to z and setting x = uj(v) yields an expression of the form
B (Z¥)_ by (5.13).

We now Taylor expand using (5.43), (5.44), and the fact that Z®(u;(v),v)) = 0 to get
I (Ze(x,v) - v2)| = |26 (2, 0) - v2

< la = w), ((22), 4+ B (22), ) (0 = (@)} + Cla = (0
< |(2%) @-m@)| +eda—w@P +Clr—w)?
(5.45) <e 'l ‘ZéR(x, v)‘2 +elz —ur(v))? + Ce o —uy (v) 2.
In the last inequality we used Z®(x,v) = (ZéR)x (u1(v),v) (x — u1(v)) + O((x — u1(v))?). Recall
28 (x,0) = Im(Ze(,v)) = Im(2(¢ (2, v), 2))

by (5.23). Finally, applying the estimate (5.31) to the first term in the last line of (5.45) gives

Tm(Z.(z,v) - v2)| < Ce Mm(Y(z,v)) + €|z — uy (v)|* + Ce o — uy(v)?
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and the proof is complete. ]

Corollary 5.17. Let & = w(x(0)). We may choose U cc U containing & and ¥V CC V containing
0 small enough such that the phase function ¢ (x,v) given by (5.30) satisfies

Im(¢(z,v)) > clo —(x(v)
for all (z,v) € U x V.

Proof. By Corollary 5.15 we have

%Re [(2(¢i@, v),2) = v1)*] 2 el — 7(x(v))]” — Clm(¢(z, v)).

Now choose € > 0 sufficiently small in the estimate of Lemma 5.16 and add it to the above inequality
we get

1
Im(w(xa U)) = —Im(z((é(x, U)7 .%') : UZ) + §Re [(Z(Cé(.%’, U)7 .%') - vl)Q]
> clz = w(x(0)* = Ce Mm(y(z,v)) = CeHa — m(x(v)).
For this choice of €, we now choose U x V sufficiently small so that

Cellz —m(x()| < -

for all (z,v) € U x V. We then have the desired estimate. 0

By Lemma 5.12 the function ¢ defined in (5.30) satisfies

(5.46) P(x,v) = P(Z.(z,v),n.(x,0);2,0) = —Zc(x,0) - V2 + Z(Zc(x’;}) — UI)Q.

We can now give the proof of the main technical result.

Proof of Proposition 5.6. The existence and uniqueness of the critical point (/(x,v) is stated in
Corollary 5.9.

Property (1) comes from the definition of ¢ for real valued (xz,v) € U x V and extends by
analyticity to (z,v) € Uc x V¢.

For property (2), we first check it for v € V real valued and then use analyticity to extend the
identity to complex valued v € V¢. First, write x(v) = (u1(v),u2(v)). Use (5.21) to get

Oy ((ﬁ(Zc(x,v),x') — x”) =0.

Expanding the derivatives and setting = = uy(v), so that Z.(uq(v),v) = vy, we get

0,20, ey (. (0)) = ()

Now multiply both sides of the above equality by —us(v)”. The identity in (5.15) then gives

Oz (Ze(,0) - 02) |p=r(y(v)) = —u2(v).

Differentiate the expression (5.46) and use the above identity to obtain d,¢(7(x(v)),v) = ua(v).
This is property (2). Property (3) is Corollary 5.17 if we choose U and V as in Corollary 5.17. [

We conclude this section with the following remark outlining how one can generalize the argument
above to amplitudes a(z, z,n) which also depend on 7.
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Remark 5.18. Let T be an FIO with Schwartz kernel given by
T(z,x) ::/ @) =2 g (2 2 ) dny
R"”

where a(z,z,n) is a classical analytic symbol. In this case, instead of first performing the 7 integral
as in the proof of Proposition 5.4, we consider the n and z integral jointly in the expression (5.18).
We split this integral into two parts:

Ky(z,v) = cmN)\%‘F"N/ /ei)‘q)(z’";x’”)a(z,x,n)dndz

z€V |n|<R
(547) _{_Cn,N)\% +n” / / ez‘)@(z,m%v)a(z, x, 7’]) d'r] dz
z€V n|=R
where ®(z,n;z,v) = (¢(z,2") —2")-n—z-va+ z% Here R is chosen so that for all (z,v) near

(Z,9),
(5.48) there is no (z,7) € V x R \ Bg(0) s.t. Vo ®(z,m;2,v) = 0.
One applies stationary phase (see Remark 2.9 and 2.10 of [ ]) to get that
(5.49) cmN)\%JrnN / / ei)\q)(z,n;:v,v)a(Z’ z, 77) dndz ~ )\ZeiAw(m,v1,v2)A(x7 V1, V2] )\)
z€V |n|<R
for some ¢ € N.
Since no critical points of the phase reside in the non-compact part of (5.47) we can write for
any k € N
= k
. "W RAvAE A
AD =k AP -k k_i ®d
et = A < ]V@P) e =N (Ly) e

Applying integration by parts to the non-compact part of (5.47) gives that

(5.50) / / ePEmEV) g (5 2 ) dn dz

zeV >R
_ )\,k / / GMCI’(ZJI?LU)(ﬁ*)ka(z,x,77) dn dz
z€V >R
i _
—; iIAD(z 'xvvzq).yz *)J—
+ Z)\ j / / 6)\@( ST, )W(ﬁ ).7 161,(2, ﬂj, n)dndz
=L LoV >R
. _
—j AP (2,m;x v Vy® oy
N Z)‘ j / / e )mw )" ta(z, x,n)dndz
=l evigl=r

We now need to verify that each of the terms in (5.50) are exponentially decaying as A — oo.
The first term involving the interior integration can be shown to have exponential decay by using
standard pseudoanalytic estimates on the symbol a(z,z,7n) and by choosing k appropriately as a
function of .

For the first boundary term, we observe that for v; bounded away from the boundary 0V, the
integral decays exponentially as A — oo.
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The second boundary term requires more care. When z = 7(x(v)) we can see from relation (5.15)
and condition (5.48),that ¢{,,, BR(O)CD has no critical points. This means that we can integrate by

parts in the last term of (5.50) and estimate this term in the same way as we did for the first term
of (5.50).

We have argued that all three terms in (5.50) decay exponentially fast. This shows that the
second term of (5.47) decays exponentially quickly. This combined with (5.49) shows that

Ky(z,v) ~ Agei/\w(w’vl’”)A(aﬂ, v1,V2; \)

modulo exponentially decaying terms.

6. APPLICATIONS TO UNIQUENESS THEOREMS IN INTEGRAL GEOMETRY

We will now discuss the proofs of Theorems 1.3-1.8 in the introduction. These follow more or
less directly from the analytic regularity result in Theorem 1.2, the analysis of the Bolker condition
in Sections 3 and 4, and the microlocal analytic continuation result from [ , Theorem 8.5.6’]
which is rephrased as follows.

Theorem 6.1. Let X be an analytic manifold, and let ¥ be a C? hypersurface through xo € X with
conormal vy at zg. If f € D'(X) satisfies f =0 on one side of ¥ near xo and if (xo,v9) & WF4(f)
or (o, —1p) ¢ WF,(f), then f =0 near xy.

Theorem 1.3 in the introduction is an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 6.1.

We proceed to the weighted geodesic X-ray transform R as defined in Section 4.3. In the analytic
case, Theorem 6.1 allows us to upgrade Proposition 4.7 to the following uniqueness result that is
already contained in [ ]. As mentioned in the introduction, it might be possible to remove the
assumptions that the geodesic has no self-intersections or tangential intersections by using suitable
extension procedures.

Proposition 6.2. Let (M, g) be an analytic manifold with smooth boundary such that g is analytic
up to OM. Let zy € 0L SM satisfy 74 (20) < 0o, and assume that the geodesic x, : [0,74(z0)] = M
does mot self-intersect, has no conjugate points, meets OM transversally at the endpoints, and
otherwise stays in M™. Let k be analytic and nowhere vanishing in G x M™, and assume that ¥
is a C2 hypersurface such that x,, is tangent to ¥ at g € M™. If Rf(z) = 0 for z near zo and if
f wvanishes on one side of ¥ near xg, then f =0 near xg.

We can now prove that the geodesic X-ray transform, possibly with analytic weight, is injective
on compact nontrapping strictly convex two-dimensional manifolds in the analytic case.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Suppose that f € C(M) and Rf = 0. Embed M in a slightly larger analytic
nontrapping manifold M; with strictly convex boundary, extend g analytically to M7, and extend
f by zero to M;. Note that since the ray transform of f vanishes and M is strictly convex, we

have f|sas = 0 by looking at short geodesics, so the zero extension is continuous in M;. Then we
have f € &'(Mi™) and supp(f) C M.

Since OM is strictly convex, we can apply Proposition 6.2 near tangential geodesics to M to
conclude that f must vanish near OM. We now use a layer stripping argument: by | |, the
manifold M \ {p} for some p € M is foliated by strictly convex hypersurfaces I's for s € (0, 1] so
that I'y = OM and I's — {p} as s — 0. Define

I={te(0,1] : f=01in Uselt,1] s}
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By the argument above we have 1 € I. Moreover, if ¢t € I, then applying Theorem 6.2 for geodesics
tangent to I'y shows that some neighborhood of ¢ is in I. Thus I is open and closed, so I = (0, 1]
by connectedness. This shows that f =0 in M \ {p} and that f = 0 by continuity. O

Next we consider the setting in Section 4.4 and let R be the null bicharacteristic ray transform
with nowhere vanishing weight. When all the objects involved are analytic, Theorem 1.5 follows
immediately from Proposition 4.11, Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 6.1. We now use this to prove the
uniqueness result involving a strictly pseudoconvex foliation. See also [ | for further analysis
of foliation conditions.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Define
I'={te(0,1] | f=0in an open set containing Uscp; 1] s}

By assumption (a) one has 1 € I. By definition I is open. To show that I is closed, we suppose
that t; € [ and t; — t € (0,1]. Then f = 01in Uge(,1)['s and in particular f vanishes on one side of
I';. Let € Ty and let v = dF'(x) be conormal to I'; at x. By assumption (b), there is £ € =, such
that v L Y"(z,€) and v }f €. Then z = (x,&) is such that 2, is tangent to I'; at 2. Since p(x,&) =0
and {p, F'}(z,&) = 0, assumption (c) can be rephrased as

(6.1) OI[F (x:(s))]|,_g = HpF(2,€) = {p, {p, F}}(,€) > 0.

Let M = Use(0,t+6]1's- If 0 > 0 is sufficiently small, the segment of the curve x, that lies in M is very
short by (6.1) and does not have conjugate points by Lemma 4.10. It also meets OM transversally
at the endpoints and does not self-intersect. We can now invoke Theorem 1.5 in M to conclude
that f = 0 near z. Repeating this argument for all z € I'y shows that ¢ € I. Consequently [ is
closed, and by connectedness I = (0, 1]. O

Finally we consider the transform introduced in Section 1.3.3, repeating some of the statements
given there. Let X be a manifold without boundary. We will study a transform that integrates a
function f over submanifolds given by

Gos ={x e X |b(x,0) = s}.

Here b: X x V! — R¥ is a smooth function, § € V' and s € V", where V' and V" are open subsets
of R™ and R*, respectively. Here m > 1 and 1 < k < n — 1. Comparing with Lemma 2.6, we have
relabeled variables so that z = (2/,2”) = (0,s) and m = N —n”, k = n”. We also assume that
we are considering integrals over Gy s with (6, s) close to a fixed (o, s¢), so we can indeed work in
local coordinates and take G = V/ x V”. Moreover, if we let U C X be a neighborhood of Gy, s,
such that Gy s C U for (0, s) € G, it is enough to have everything defined for z € U.

We assume that b,(x,0) is surjective for z € U and # € V'. Then Lemma 2.6 ensures that
Z ={(0,s,z) | b(z,0) = s} is a double fibration. If we fix orientation forms on Z and G (we can
use the Lebesgue measure on G C RY), we obtain orientation forms on each Gy,s and consider the
weighted double fibration transform

Rf(0,s) = / K(0,s,7)f(r)dwg, ,(7), (0,s) € G,
GG,S
where k is smooth and nowhere vanishing.

We next study the Bolker condition. By Lemma 2.6, the canonical relation of R may be written
as

(6.2) C={(z(z,—B(z2,2)¢) | b(z,0) =s, ( € N;H, \ 0}
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where z

= (6,s) = (0,b(x,0)), and ¢ € N}H, C RY has the form ¢ = (—bg(z,0)7¢",¢"). From

Lemma 3.3 we see that dry, is injective if for any 2 € U, § € V' and ¢” € R"" \ 0, the linear map

(ba (2, 0)7, Bg(bgc(x,H)TC”)) is surjective.

We also see from (6.2) that 7, is injective if for any 6 € V' and ¢” € R"" \ 0, the map

x— (b(x,0),bg(x,0)T¢") is injective on U.

Thus the Bolker condition indeed amounts to (1.3) and (1.4).

Using these facts, the combination of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 6.1 yields Theorem 1.8 in the
introduction.
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