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Abstract. Let M be a smooth closed orientable surface. A Gaussian thermostat
on M can be seen as the geodesic flow of a certain metric connection with torsion.
These flows may not preserve any smooth volume form. We prove that if two Gaussian
thermostats on M with negative thermostat curvature are related by a smooth orbit
equivalence isotopic to the identity, then the two background metrics are conformally
equivalent via a smooth diffeomorphism of M isotopic to the identity. We also give
a relationship between the thermostat forms themselves. Finally, we prove the same
result for Anosov magnetic flows.

1. Introduction

Let (M, g) be a smooth closed oriented Riemannian surface, and let λ ∈ C∞(SM,R)
be a smooth function on the unit tangent bundle π : SM →M . We concern ourselves
with the dynamical system governed by the equation

∇γ̇ γ̇ = λ(γ, γ̇)Jγ̇,

where J : TM → TM is the complex structure on M induced by the orientation.

This equation defines a flow φt := (γ(t), γ̇(t)) on SM which reduces to the geodesic
flow when λ = 0. The flow models the motion of a particle under the influence of a
force orthogonal to the velocity and with magnitude λ. Its generating vector field is
F = X +λV , where X is the geodesic vector field on SM , and V is the vertical vector
field. The system (M, g, λ) is called a (generalized) thermostat.

If λ does not depend on the velocity, i.e., if it corresponds to a function on M , then
φt is the magnetic flow associated with the magnetic field λµa, where µa is the area
form of (M, g). When λ depends linearly on the velocity, i.e., when it corresponds to
a 1-form on M , we instead obtain a Gaussian thermostat, which is reversible in the
sense that the flip (x, v) 7→ (x,−v) on SM conjugates φt with φ−t (just as in the
case of geodesic flows). The resulting flows are interesting from a dynamical point
of view because, contrary to geodesic or magnetic flows, they may not preserve any
smooth volume form (see [DP07]). Gaussian thermostats also appear in geometry as
the geodesic flows of certain metric connections with torsion (see [PW08]). We thus
think of them as dissipative geodesic flows.
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We are interested in rigidity results for generalized thermostats satisfying the Anosov
property. By [Ghy84, Theorem A], these flows are topologically orbit equivalent to
the geodesic flow of any metric of constant negative curvature on M via a Hölder
homeomorphism which is in fact isotopic to the identity. In particular, this tells us
that the flows of generalized thermostats are transitive and topologically mixing, so the
idea is that the richness of the chaotic orbits should allow one to recover information
about the system.

The set up is as follows. Given two generalized thermostats (M, g, λ) and (M, g̃, λ̃)

on the same surface M , we assume there is a smooth orbit equivalence ϕ : S̃M → SM

which is isotopic to the identity. Here S̃M is the unit tangent bundle with respect to
the metric g̃ on M , and orbit equivalence means that oriented orbits are mapped to
oriented orbits, i.e., there exists c ∈ C∞(SM,R>0) such that ϕ∗F̃ = cF . In particular,
ϕ is a conjugacy if c is identically 1. There is a natural identification of SM with S̃M
by scaling the fibers via the map

s : SM → S̃M, (x, v) 7→ (x, v/∥v∥g̃). (1.1)

By saying that ϕ is isotopic to the identity we mean that s ◦ϕ : S̃M → S̃M is isotopic
to the identity in the usual sense.

Question: If both thermostat flows are Anosov, what is the relationship, if any,
between (g, λ) and (g̃, λ̃)?

The work in [GLP24] gives an answer in the case where λ = λ̃ = 0 and ϕ is a
conjugacy. The metrics g and g̃ must be isometric via an isometry isotopic to the
identity. Instead of starting with a smooth conjugacy isotopic to the identity, they
start with the equivalent assumption that both metrics have the same marked length
spectrum. The two assumptions are also equivalent for magnetic flows, but having the
same marked length spectra only guarantees a Hölder continuous conjugacy in general.

Still with ϕ as a conjugacy, the paper [Gro99] deals with the mixed case where
(M, g, λ) is a magnetic system and (M, g̃, 0) is geodesic, but at the cost of additional
assumptions: g̃ has negative Gaussian curvature, M has the same area with respect to
g and g̃, and neither λ nor its first derivative are too big. The conclusion is then that
g and g̃ are isometric via an isometry isotopic to the identity and that λ = 0.

More recently, progress has been made with [Reb23] to understand a deformative
version of our question in the purely magnetic case, framed through the lens of marked
length spectrum rigidity.

1.1. Main results. Beyond its physical motivation, the magnetic case represents the
first step towards the broader goal of understanding generalized thermostats: it cor-
responds to the case where λ = λ0 has Fourier degree 0 (see §2.1.4). Our first main
result is the following:
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Theorem 1.1. Let (M, g, λ) and (M, g̃, λ̃) be two Anosov magnetic systems on a
smooth closed orientable surface M . If there is a smooth orbit equivalence isotopic
to the identity between them, then there exists a smooth diffeomorphism ψ : M → M ,
isotopic to the identity, such that ψ∗g̃ = e2fg for some f ∈ C∞(M,R). Moreover, if
the orbit equivalence is a conjugacy and f = 0, then λ = 0 if and only if λ̃ = 0.

We note that finding a relationship between λ and λ̃ in the general magnetic case
remains an open question. A key similarity between geodesic and magnetic flows is
that they preserve the Liouville measure on SM . As we will explain, this allows most
of the key arguments from the paper [GLP24] to also go through in the magnetic case.

For this reason, the main emphasis of this paper is instead on Gaussian thermostats.
These correspond to the case where λ = λ−1 + λ1 or, equivalently,

λ = π∗
1θ (1.2)

for some 1-form θ on M , where (π∗
1θ)(x, v) := θx(v) denotes the restriction to SM of

smooth differential forms (so that we may see them as functions on SM). We will
denote a Gaussian thermostat (M, g, λ) by (M, g, θ) to highlight its particular form.

One can also study Gaussian thermostats using an external vector field E. This is
the vector field on M characterized by θx(v) = g(E(x), Jv), that is, the vector field
dual to ⋆θ, where ⋆ is the Hodge star operator of the metric g (given by oriented
rotation by π/2 in the case of 1-forms).

As we allow λ to have Fourier degree 1, we introduce the possibility of new dynamical
features absent from the geodesic and magnetic cases. For instance, by [DP07, Theorem
A], a Gaussian thermostat preserves an absolutely continuous invariant measure on SM
if and only if ⋆θ is exact. This means that the Liouville measure may no longer be
preserved, and it allows for fractal SRB measures.

The thermostat curvature of (M, g, θ) is the quantity

K = π∗(Kg + divµaE), (1.3)

where Kg is the Gaussian curvature of (M, g). If K < 0, then the flow is Anosov by
[Woj00, Theorem 5.2], in analogy with the geodesic case. Note that equation (1.3) is
a particular case of the more general definition

K := π∗Kg −H(λ) + λ2 + F (V (λ)) (1.4)

used for any generalized thermostat (M, g, λ).

This leads us to our next main result.

Theorem 1.2. Let (M, g, θ) and (M, g̃, θ̃) be two Gaussian thermostats with K, K̃ < 0

on a smooth closed orientable surface M . If there is a smooth orbit equivalence isotopic
to the identity between them, then there exists a smooth diffeomorphism ψ : M → M ,



4 J. ECHEVARRÍA CUESTA

isotopic to the identity, such that ψ∗g̃ = e2fg for some f ∈ C∞(M,R). Moreover, if
either ⋆θ or ⋆̃θ̃ is closed, then ⋆(ψ∗θ̃ − θ) is exact.

As shown in Lemma 4.6, the scaling map defined in (1.1) yields a smooth orbit
equivalence isotopic to the identity between the Gaussian thermostats (M, g, θ) and
(M, e2fg, θ+ ⋆df), with a time-change by ef . This implies that the conformal factor in
our main result is optimal and that it is necessary to leave room for an exact difference
when relating the 1-forms. However, it is unclear at this stage whether the closedness
condition is really necessary to establish this last relationship.

Ideally, one would like to extend this result to the general Anosov case. The only
place where we use the negative thermostat curvature is in showing that the Gaussian
thermostats satisfy the attenuated tensor tomography problem of order 1 (see §2.3.2).
We do not have this issue in the purely magnetic case, which is why we were able
to simply assume the more general Anosov property in Theorem 1.1. Removing the
negative thermostat curvature assumption should also allow one to mix the magnetic
case with Gaussian thermostats, i.e., to take λ = λ−1 + λ0 + λ1.

As pointed out above, there are still open questions regarding the rigidity of λ for λ
of Fourier degree 1. It is also unclear at this stage how much information is gained from
having a genuine conjugacy versus an orbit equivalence, and whether the conjugating
diffeomorphism ϕ itself must have some particular form as in the purely geodesic case
(see [GLP24, Corollary 1.2]).

After this work, a natural question is whether anything can be said for λ of Fourier
degree ≥ 2. As we show with the no-go Lemma 2.16, the current argument does not
work for these thermostats. However, there are interesting examples of such systems.
For instance, when λ is the real part of a holomorphic differential of degree ≥ 2, the
corresponding thermostat admits an interpretation as coupled vortex equations (see
[MP19]). It was also shown in [MP20] that the geodesic flow of an affine connection
on M is, up to a time-change, the flow of a generalized thermostat with λ of the form
λ = λ−3 + λ−1 + λ1 + λ3. Just as we have shown that a non-trivial Anosov magnetic
system (M, g, λ) cannot be smoothly conjugate to an Anosov geodesic flow (M, g, 0)

by a conjugacy isotopic to the identity, it would be interesting to further categorize
generalized thermostats.

Finally, we note that Theorem A.5, which applies to generalized thermostats, was
placed in the appendix to improve the overall exposition of the paper, but it represents
a new result related to the injectivity of the generalized thermostat X-ray transform.

1.2. Strategy. Our main inspiration is the approach in [GLP24]. Indeed, we show
that a smooth orbit equivalence isotopic to the identity determines the complex struc-
ture of the metric g up to biholomorphisms isotopic to the identity (Proposition 4.2).
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This allows us to conclude that the two metrics g and g̃ must be conformally equivalent
via a smooth diffeomorphism of M isotopic to the identity.

To show that the orbit equivalence determines the complex structure, we rely on
Torelli’s theorem (Theorem 2.8), which tells us that it is enough to show that the
period matrix of the underlying Riemann surface is preserved. To be able to conclude
that the resulting diffeomorphism is isotopic to the identity, we use the fact that the
argument can be repeated on any finite cover.

The period matrix is defined in terms of holomorphic 1-forms on M . We show with
Theorem 2.15 that these can always be associated to the first Fourier modes of certain
distributions Dtr,+(SM) on SM satisfying a transport equation and with non-negative
Fourier modes (see §2.2.2). Asking for these distributions to only have non-negative
Fourier modes is a critical requirement for the rest of the argument, but it does not
carry over to the case of generalized thermostats when λ has Fourier degree ≥ 2.

We then establish in Lemma 3.6 a pairing formula showing that the integral of any
holomorphic 1-form over a thermostat geodesic γ on M (i.e., the periods of the period
matrix) is the same as the integral over π−1(γ) ⊆ SM of an associated 2-current
invariant by F and living in a certain subspace F(SM) (see §2.1.3). This pairing
formula then tells us that the smooth orbit equivalence preserves the period matrix.

At a high level, there are two main challenges and departures from [GLP24]: the
first is in handling a general orbit equivalence instead of a conjugacy, and the second
is in dealing with the fact that Gaussian thermostats may not be volume-preserving.

The presence of a non-zero divergence with respect to the Liouville form manifests
itself in a few ways. First, instead of flow-invariant distributions, the right object of
study becomes solutions to the dual transport equation. This subspace is no longer
preserved by the pullback of the orbit equivalence, so we have to introduce the space
F(SM) of 2-currents mentioned above and establish a one-to-one relationship with the
distributions solving the transport equation (Lemma 2.3). We then have to check that
the wavefront set analysis is unaffected by factoring the correspondence through this
space (Lemma 2.4) and that Dtr,+(SM) is mapped to Dtr,+(S̃M) (Proposition 3.3).

Another complication due to the dissipation is in showing that any holomorphic
1-form can be seen as the first Fourier mode of an element in Dtr,+(SM), as previously
mentioned. The heavy lifting to address this issue is done in Appendix A. Further-
more, again due to the divergence, we have to explain why Gaussian thermostats with
negative thermostat curvature satisfy the attenuated tensor tomography problem of
order 1 (Theorem 2.12).

For the pairing formula previously described, we have replaced the role of the Liou-
ville form with that of a certain form defined in (2.2). Finally, to relate λ with λ̃, we
rely on new arguments which at their core involve the smooth Livšic theorem.
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1.3. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we introduce the background tools
necessary for the rest of the paper. Specifically, §2.1 provides a short introduction to
the geometry and Fourier analysis of the unit tangent bundle. It also introduces the
new objects needed to deal with the divergence of the generalized thermostats. In §2.2,
we review the complex geometry and harmonic analysis on a surface, while §2.3 delves
into hyperbolic dynamics and tensor tomography.

In Section 3, we explain how a smooth orbit equivalence acts on holomorphic differ-
entials, and we establish the pairing formula needed to show that period matrices are
preserved. We then present the proofs of our main results in Section 4.

Appendix A delves into the question of finding distributional solutions, with pre-
scribed Fourier modes, of the relevant transport equation for a generalized thermostat.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank my advisor, Gabriel Paternain, for sug-
gesting this project and guiding me while working on it.

2. Preliminaries

In what follows, (M, g) is a smooth closed oriented Riemannian surface, and we take
an arbitrary λ ∈ C∞(SM,R). Whenever we use additional assumptions, it will be
clearly stated in the result statements. We will sometimes need a second generalized
thermostat (M, g̃, λ̃). All the objects depending on the metric will then be labeled
accordingly. Finally, we denote by ϕ : S̃M → SM a smooth orbit equivalence between
the thermostats (M, g, λ) and (M, g̃, λ̃). Once again, we will specify when we assume
it to be isotopic to the identity.

2.1. Unit tangent bundle of the surface. We review some basics of the unit tan-
gent bundle π : SM →M defined by

SM := {(x, v) ∈ TM | ∥v∥g = 1}.

2.1.1. Geometry of SM . As previously, let X be the geodesic vector field on SM , and
let V be the vertical vector field generating the circle action on the fibers. We define
H := [V,X]. The vector fields {X,H, V } form an orthonormal basis on SM for the
Sasaki metric (the natural lift of g to SM). We set H := RH and V := RV . We also
note that the geodesic vector field splits into X = η+ + η− where η± are the raising
and lowering Guillemin-Kazhdan operators given by

η± :=
1

2
(X ∓ iH). (2.1)

The Liouville 1-form α ∈ C∞(SM, T ∗(SM)) is defined by α(X) = 1 and α(H) =

α(V ) = 0. It is invariant by the geodesic flow in the sense that LXα = 0. The 2-form
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dα is non-degenerate on the contact plane H⊕ V, and it satisfies ιXdα = 0. Hence

µ := −α ∧ dα

is a volume form invariant by the geodesic flow. We call it the Liouville volume form.
It corresponds to the Riemannian volume form induced by the Sasaki metric on SM .
From now on, the L2 space on SM is defined as L2(SM) := L2(SM, µ).

We also define the 1-forms β, ψ on SM by β(H) = 1 = ψ(V ) and β(X) = β(V ) =

0 = ψ(X) = ψ(H). It is easy to check that dα = ψ ∧ β so that µ = α ∧ β ∧ ψ. We set
(RX)∗ := Rα, (RF )∗ := Rλ, H∗ := Rβ, and V∗ := Rψ. We refer to [PSU23, Chapter
3] for further details on the geometric structure on SM .

2.1.2. Appearance of the divergence. The key difference between generalized thermostats
and geodesic or magnetic flows is that the generating vector field F might not preserve
the Liouville volume form µ. Recall that the divergence of the vector field F with
respect to the volume form µ is the function divµF ∈ C∞(SM,R) uniquely defined by

LFµ = (divµF )µ.

The following result is proved in [DP07, Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 2.1. Let (M, g, λ) be a generalized thermostat. Then, we have:

LFµ = V (λ)µ, LHµ = 0, LV µ = 0.

In the geodesic and magnetic cases, we have V (λ) = 0, so the Liouville volume form
is preserved. Another way in which the divergence manifests itself is when calculating
the adjoint operators with respect to the L2 inner product on SM :

F ∗ = −(F + V (λ)), H∗ = −H, V ∗ = −V.

This is relevant when extending differential operators to act on the space of distribu-
tions. Recall that any differential operator P with smooth real-valued coefficients acts
on a distribution u ∈ D′(SM) by duality, that is ⟨Pu, φ⟩D′(SM) := ⟨u, P ∗φ⟩D′(SM) for
any φ ∈ C∞(SM). The subspace of distributional solutions to the transport equation

D′
tr(SM) := {u ∈ D′(SM) | (F + V (λ))u = 0}

thus corresponds to the distributions u ∈ D′(SM) such that ⟨u, Fφ⟩D′(SM) = 0 for all
φ ∈ C∞(SM). If V (λ) = 0, these are simply the distributions invariant by the flow.

2.1.3. Divergence and smooth orbit equivalences. It will prove important to understand
how the divergence of a system interacts with smooth orbit equivalences.

The next result, which we have stated in a broader setting than the one we are
studying in this paper to highlight its generality, relates the divergences of two flows
associated by a smooth orbit equivalence.
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Lemma 2.2. Let N and Ñ be two orientable manifolds endowed with nowhere-vanishing
volume forms µ and µ̃, and smooth vector fields Y and Ỹ . Suppose ϕ : Ñ → N is a
smooth orbit equivalence between the flows generated by Ỹ and Y . If we write ϕ∗Ỹ = cY

with c ∈ C∞(N,R>0) and ϕ∗µ = (detϕ)µ̃ with detϕ ∈ C∞(Ñ ,R), then

(detϕ)ϕ∗(divµY ) = Ỹ

(
detϕ

ϕ∗c

)
+

detϕ

ϕ∗c
divµ̃Ỹ .

In particular, if ϕ preserves the orientation, i.e., detϕ > 0, then

(ϕ∗c)ϕ∗(divµY ) = Ỹ

(
ln

(
detϕ

ϕ∗c

))
+ divµ̃Ỹ .

Proof. We compute

ϕ∗(LY µ) = ϕ∗(d(ιY µ))

= d(ιϕ−1
∗ Y ϕ

∗(µ))

= d

(
detϕ

ϕ∗c
ιỸ µ̃

)
= d

(
detϕ

ϕ∗c

)
∧ ιỸ µ̃+

detϕ

ϕ∗c
d(ιỸ µ̃)

=

(
Ỹ

(
detϕ

ϕ∗c

)
+

detϕ

ϕ∗c
divµ̃Ỹ

)
µ̃.

On the other hand, we also have

ϕ∗(LY µ) = ϕ∗(divµY µ)

= ϕ∗(divµY )ϕ∗µ

= ϕ∗(divµY )(detϕ)µ̃,

so putting these together yields the desired result since µ̃ is nowhere-vanishing. □

In the geodesic and magnetic cases, the pullback ϕ∗ of the smooth orbit equivalence
ϕ : S̃M → SM sends the space D′

tr(SM) to D′
tr(S̃M). More generally, however, the

divergence term V (λ) appearing in the transport equation breaks this down.

Instead, a more useful perspective is to look at the following subspace of 2-currents
(or distributional 2-forms) on SM invariant by F :

F(SM) := {σ ∈ D′(SM,Λ2T ∗(SM)) | ιFσ = dσ = 0}.

This set only depends on the foliation corresponding to F , i.e., it is invariant under
time-changes, so we get a C-linear isomorphism ϕ∗ : F(SM) → F(S̃M). The 2-form

ω := ιFµ (2.2)

then allows us to establish a relationship with solutions to the transport equation.
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Lemma 2.3. The map L : D′
tr(SM) → F(SM) given by u 7→ uω is a C-linear

isomorphism.

Proof. Using Cartan’s magic formula and Lemma 2.1, note that

d(uω) = du ∧ ω + udω

= du ∧ ω + uLFµ

= du ∧ ω + uV (λ)µ

= (Fu+ V (λ)u)µ.

Therefore, uω is closed if and only if (F + V (λ))u = 0. Since F never vanishes,
any 2-current σ on SM satisfying ιFσ = 0 must be of the form σ = uω for some
u ∈ D′(SM). □

Thanks to this identification, we can now define a map Φ : D′
tr(SM) → D′

tr(S̃M)

associated to the smooth orbit equivalence ϕ : S̃M → SM via the following diagram:

F(SM) F(S̃M)

D′
tr(SM) D′

tr(S̃M)

ϕ∗

L̃−1

Φ

L (2.3)

This point of view does not affect the wavefront set analysis.

Lemma 2.4. If ϕ preserves the orientation, then, for all u ∈ D′
tr(SM), we have

WF(Φu) = WF(ϕ∗u).

Proof. Let q ∈ C∞(S̃M,R>0) be the function such that ϕ∗ω = qω̃. Then, we get

Φu = L̃−1ϕ∗Lu

= L̃−1ϕ∗(uω)

= L̃−1(qϕ∗uw̃)

= qϕ∗u.

Since multiplication by the nowhere-vanishing function q is elliptic, we get the result
by elliptic regularity (see [Hö03, Theorem 8.3.2]).

□

By the properties of wavefront sets under pullback operators (see [Hö03, Theorem
8.2.4] for instance), we thus obtain

WF(Φu) = dϕT (WF(u))
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for all u ∈ D′
tr(SM), where dϕT : T ∗(SM) → T ∗(S̃M) is the symplectic lift of ϕ−1 to

the cotangent bundles given by

dϕT (y, η) :=
(
ϕ−1(y), dϕT

ϕ−1(y)η
)
, (y, η) ∈ T ∗(SM).

2.1.4. Fourier decomposition. The space C∞(SM) breaks up as

C∞(SM) = ⊕k∈ZΩk, Ωk := {u ∈ C∞(SM) | V u = iku}.

This decomposition is orthogonal with respect to the L2 inner product on SM and
with C∞ being replaced by L2. For any u ∈ C∞(SM), we shall write u =

∑
k∈Z uk,

where each uk ∈ Ωk is given by

uk(x, v) :=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

u(ρt(x, v))e
−ikt dt, (2.4)

with ρt being the flow generated by V . More generally, any distribution u ∈ D′(SM)

can be decomposed as u =
∑

k∈Z uk, where each uk ∈ D′(SM) is defined by

⟨uk, φ⟩ := ⟨u, φ−k⟩D′(SM), φ ∈ C∞(SM),

and satisfies V uk = ikuk.

If a distribution on SM only has finitely many non-trivial Fourier modes, we say
that it has finite Fourier degree. The smallest m ∈ N such that uk = 0 for all |k| > m

is then called the Fourier degree of u.

It also worth noting that the ladder operators η± in (2.1) take their name from the
fact that they act as raising/lowering operators on the Fourier decomposition, that is,

η± : Ωk → Ωk±1

for all k ∈ Z. In particular, we have (Xu)k = η−uk+1 + η+uk−1 for any u ∈ D′(SM).

2.2. Complex geometry. The conformal class of the Riemannian metric g and the
orientation of M induce a complex structure J : TM → TM on M , making it into a
Riemann surface which we denote by (M,J).

2.2.1. Complex structures. The Teichmüller space of M , denoted by T (M), is the
space of complex structures on M modulo the equivalence relation that J ∼ J̃ if and
only if there exists a diffeomorphism ψ : M → M , isotopic to the identity, such that
ψ∗J̃ = J . We will denote such an equivalence class of complex structures by [J ].

The mapping class group MCG(M) is defined as the quotient of orientation preserv-
ing diffeomorphisms on M modulo isotopy. They act on T (M) by pullback, and the
quotient space M(M) := T (M)/MCG(M) is the moduli space of complex structures
on M . See [FM11] for a thorough introduction.
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Each complex structure J determines a canonical line bundle κ := T ∗
1,0M on M .

We will denote by H0
J(M,κ⊗k) the space of J-holomorphic sections of the k-th tensor

power of the canonical line bundle κ. Locally, its elements have the form w(z)dzk for
k ≥ 0 and w(z)dz̄−k for k < 0.

2.2.2. Fiberwise holomorphic distributions. Each subspace Ωk of Fourier modes can be
identified with C∞(M,κ⊗k), the set of smooth sections of the bundle κ⊗k. Indeed, we
have a C-linear isomorphism

π∗
k : C∞(M,κ⊗k) → Ωk

given by restriction to SM , i.e., in local coordinates (for k ≥ 0),

π∗
k(wdz

k)(x, v) = w(x)(dz(v))k.

This is a generalization of the map π∗
1 which we have already encountered in (1.2) to

identify smooth 1-forms with Ω−1 ⊕Ω1. Note that the definition of π∗
k depends on the

choice of the metric g. We denote by πk∗ its L2-adjoint. In local coordinates, we have

(πk∗u)(x) =

(∫
π−1(x)

u(x, ·)
)
dzk.

Once we extend the operators to distributions by duality, the projection onto the k-th
Fourier mode is simply given by (2π)−1π∗

kπk∗ acting on D′(SM).

Under this identification, we can essentially think of the raising/lowering operators
η± as ∂̄ and ∂ operators thanks to the following result (see [PSU14, Lemma 2.1] and
the ensuing discussion).

Lemma 2.5. For k ≥ 0, the following diagram commutes:

C∞(M,κ⊗k) Ωk

C∞(M,κ⊗k ⊗ κ̄) Ωk−1

∂̄

π∗
k

η−

π∗
k−1

For k ≤ 0, the operator π∗
k also intertwines the operators ∂ and η+.

As a result, for k ≥ 0, the operator π∗
k gives us an identification

H0
J(M,κ⊗k) ∼= Ωk ∩ ker η−.

We also introduce the following terminology:

Definition 2.6. A distribution u ∈ D′(SM) is said to be fiberwise holomorphic if
uk = 0 for all k < 0.
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Equivalently, if we define the Szegö projectors S± : D′(SM) → D′(SM) by

S+u =
∑
k≥0

uk, S−u =
∑
k≤0

uk,

then a distribution u is fiberwise holomorphic if and only if S+u = u. The projectors
satisfy the commutation relations

[S+, X]u = η+u−1 − η−u0, [S−, X]u = η−u1 − η+u0. (2.5)

We will be interested in the family of fiberwise holomorphic distributions that satisfy
the transport equation:

D′
tr,+(SM) := {u ∈ D′(SM) | (F + V (λ))u = 0, S+u = u}. (2.6)

2.2.3. Torelli’s theorem. The complex vector spaceH0
J(M,κ) of J-holomorphic 1-forms

has the same dimension as the genus of M (see [FK92, Proposition III.2.7]). Given a
canonical basis {aj, bj} of the homology H1(M ;Z) on M , the following result gives us
the existence of a useful basis (see [FK92, Proposition, p. 63]).

Proposition 2.7. There exists a unique basis {ζj} for H0
J(M,κ) with the property∫

aj

ζk = δjk. (2.7)

Furthermore, the matrix Π(J) with (j, k)-entry

(Π(J))jk :=

∫
bj

ζk

is symmetric with positive definite imaginary part.

The space of symmetric matrices with positive definite imaginary part and size given
by the genus of M is called the Siegel upper half-space H(M). We thus get a well-
defined period matrix map

Π : T (M) → H(M).

The following form of Torelli’s theorem tells us that period matrices capture a lot
of the information about the complex structure.

Theorem 2.8. Assume that M has genus ≥ 2. If Π(J) = Π(J̃), then there exists an
orientation-preserving diffeomorphism ψ :M →M such that ψ∗J̃ = J .

We refer to [FK92, Theorem III.12.3] for a proof.

2.3. Hyperbolic dynamics. We now further assume that the flow of the generalized
thermostat (M, g, λ) is Anosov (or uniformly hyperbolic).
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2.3.1. Definition. Recall that the Anosov property means that there exists a flow-
invariant continuous splitting

T (SM) = RF ⊕ Es ⊕ Eu

and uniform constants C ≥ 1 and 0 < ρ < 1 such that for all t ≥ 0 we have

∥dφt|Es∥ ≤ Cρt, ∥dφ−t|Eu∥ ≤ Cρt. (2.8)

In the geodesic case, the contact form α is preserved, so kerα = H⊕V = Es ⊕Eu. It
is then known that Es ∩V = {0} = Eu ∩V. For a generalized thermostat, we instead
know by [DP07, Lemma 4.1] that

(RF ⊕ Es) ∩ V = {0} = (RF ⊕ Eu) ∩ V. (2.9)

Here RF ⊕Es/u are the weak stable and unstable bundles. This implies that there exist
rs/u ∈ C0(SM,R) such that

Y s := H + rsV ∈ RF ⊕ Es, Y u := H + ruV ∈ RF ⊕ Eu. (2.10)

In fact, the weak stable and unstable bundles are C1 (see [Has94, Corollary 1.8]), so
the functions rs/u are also C1 (and smooth along the flow since each bundle RF ⊕Es/u

is φt-invariant). The Anosov property implies that rs ̸= ru everywhere. One may in
fact show that rs < ru, so the basis {F, Y s, Y u} is positively-oriented.

Lemma 2.9. Let (M, g, λ) be an Anosov generalized thermostat. Then, the functions
rs/u ∈ C1(SM,R) uniquely characterized by (2.10) satisfy rs < ru.

Proof. Since rs ̸= ru everywhere, it suffices to show the inequality at a single point.
By compactness, we can pick (x, v) ∈ SM such that V (λ)(x, v) = 0. Let us define

ξ(t) := dφ−t(Vφt(x,v)).

Differentiating with respect to t and setting t = 0, we obtain

ξ̇(0) = [F, V ](x,v).

Using that [V, F ] = H + V (λ)V yields

ξ̇(0) = −H(x,v).

Since rs(x, v) ̸= ru(x, v), there exists a unique constant c ∈ R such that V(x,v)+ cX(x,v)

belongs to Es ⊕ Eu. Therefore, given that Es and Eu are uniformly attracting and
repelling sets on Es ⊕ Eu respectively, we must have rs(x, v) < ru(x, v) at this point.

□

Remark 2.10. Note that, when λ = 0 and Kg < 0, i.e., in the geodesic case with
negative curvature, we have the stronger statement rs < 0 < ru because [X,H] = KgV .
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Figure 1. The relevant subbundles in tangent and cotangent spaces.

The dual bundles are defined by

(RF )∗(Es ⊕ Eu) = 0 = (Es)∗(RF ⊕ Es) = (Eu)∗(RF ⊕ Eu).

One can check we have similar estimates to (2.8) for (Es)∗ and (Eu)∗, with dφt re-
placed by dφ−T

t (inverse transpose). Translated to the setting of the cotangent bundle,
property (2.9) then becomes

(Es)∗ ∩H∗ = {0} = (Eu)∗ ∩H∗. (2.11)

Further note that
(Es)∗ ⊕ (Eu)∗ = Σ,

where
Σ := {(y, η) ∈ T ∗(SM) | η(F (y)) = 0}

is the characteristic set of the operator F (usually defined without the zero section).

2.3.2. Tensor tomography. The tensor tomography problem is interesting in its own
right, particularly as it pertains to the injectivity of the X-ray transform for ther-
mostats. We will need the following property in the case n = 1.

Definition 2.11. We say that a thermostat (M, g, λ) satisfies the attenuated tensor
tomography problem of order n if having (F + V (λ))u = f with f, u ∈ C∞(SM) and f
of Fourier degree n ≥ 0 implies that u is of Fourier degree max(n− 1, 0).

The term ‘attenuated’ refers to the presence of the divergence V (λ) in the transport
equation. Note that such a term appears for Gaussian thermostats and generalized
thermostats of higher Fourier degree, but not for magnetic or geodesic flows.

The fact that geodesic flows satisfy the (attenuated) tensor tomography problem
was first proved in negative curvature in [GK80] for n ≥ 0 and then generalized to
the Anosov case in [DS03] for n ≤ 1, [PSU14] for n ≤ 2, and [Gui17] for n ≥ 2. It
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was also shown in [DP05] that Anosov magnetic flows satisfy the (attenuated) tensor
tomography problem of order n ≤ 1.

For generalized thermostats of higher Fourier degree, the non-attenuated and attenu-
ated versions of the tensor tomography problem are different. In [DP07], it was proved
that Gaussian thermostats (potentially mixed with a magnetic component) satisfy the
non-attenuated tensor tomography problem of order n ≤ 1. We instead need:

Theorem 2.12. Any Gaussian thermostat (M, g, θ) with K < 0 satisfies the attenuated
tensor tomography problem of order 1.

This result is a consequence of the work in [AR21]. Their argument heavily relies
on the negative thermostat curvature assumption. In particular, most of the heavy
lifting is done by [AR21, Theorem 3.1], where the Carleman estimates for Gaussian
thermostats with negative curvature are established (akin to the work in [PS23]):

Theorem 2.13. Let (M, g, θ) be a Gaussian thermostat with K ≤ −κ for some κ > 0.
For any integer m ≥ 1 and parameter s > 0, we have∑

k≥m

|k|2s+1∥uk∥2 ≤
1

κs

∑
k≥m+1

|k|2s+1∥(Fu)k∥2

for all u ∈ C∞(SM).

The rest of the argument is then relatively straightforward for our case, which is less
general than the one tackled in [AR21]. We include it here for the sake of completeness,
but also to show how it can be simplified.

Proposition 2.14. Let (M, g, θ) be a Gaussian thermostat with K < 0. Suppose
f ∈ C∞(SM) has finite Fourier degree and u ∈ C∞(SM) satisfies (F + V (λ))u = f .
Then u also has finite Fourier degree.

Proof. We follow the argument from [AR21, Theorem 5.1]. Let m′ ≥ 0 be the Fourier
degree of f . Since (F + V (λ))u = f , we obtain

(Fu)k = −iλ1uk−1 + iλ−1uk+1 for all |k| ≥ m′ + 1.

As a result, there exists C > 0 such that

∥(Fu)k∥2 ≤ C(∥uk−1∥2 + ∥uk+1∥2) for all |k| ≥ m′ + 1.

Pick κ > 0 such that K ≤ −κ, fix s > eC/κ, and let m ≥ max(2s+1,m′ +1). We can
apply Theorem 2.13 to get∑

|k|≥m

|k|2s+1∥uk∥2 ≤
C

κs

∑
|k|≥m+1

|k|2s+1(∥uk−1∥2 + ∥uk+1∥2)

≤ C

κs

∑
|k|≥m

(|k|+ 1)2s+1∥uk∥2.
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Since m ≥ 2s+ 1, we note that

(|k|+1)2s+1 =

(
1 +

1

|k|

)2s+1

|k|2s+1 ≤
(
1 +

1

|k|

)|k|

|k|2s+1 ≤ e|k|2s+1 for all |k| ≥ m,

so that ∑
|k|≥m

|k|2s+1∥uk∥2 ≤
eC

κs

∑
|k|≥m

|k|2s+1∥uk∥2.

It hence follows that (
1− eC

κs

) ∑
|k|≥m

|k|2s+1∥uk∥2 ≤ 0.

However, we have 1− eC/(κs) > 0 by design, so uk = 0 for all |k| ≥ m.

□

Proof of Theorem 2.12. By Proposition 2.14, we know that u is of finite Fourier degree.
Suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that u is of degree k ≥ 1. Then, using the
equation (F + V (λ))u = f , we have(

η+ +

(
1 +

1

k

)
λ1V

)
uk = (η+ + λ1V + iλ1)uk = 0

and (
η− +

(
1 +

1

k

)
λ−1V

)
u−k = (η− + λ−1V − iλ−1)u−k = 0.

By [AZ17, Proposition 6.1], it follows that u±k = 0, which is a contradiction. □

Finally, the proofs of our theorems rely on the possibility of lifting arbitrary holo-
morphic 1-forms to solutions of the transport equation. As explained in Appendix A,
where we have relegated most of the work on this front, this is again related to the
injectivity of the X-ray transform for thermostats.

Theorem 2.15. Let (M, g, λ), with λ of Fourier degree ≤ 1, be an Anosov ther-
mostat. For any holomorphic (resp. anti-holomorphic) 1-form τ on M , there exists
u ∈ H−1(SM) with uk = 0 for all k ≤ 0 (resp. k ≥ 0) such that (F + V (λ))u = 0 and
u1 = π∗

1τ (resp. u−1 = π∗
1τ).

Proof. Let us treat the case where the 1-form τ is holomorphic. The anti-holomorphic
case is completely analogous. Using Lemma 2.5, we know that π∗

1τ ∈ Ω1 is in the
kernel of η−. We can hence apply Theorem A.5, which tells us that there exists
v ∈ H−1(SM) with (F +V (λ))v = 0 such that v1 = π∗

1τ and v−1 = v0 = 0. We project
this distribution onto its positive Fourier components to get u := S+v =

∑
k≥1 vk. For

all k ∈ Z, we then have

((F + V (λ))u)k = η+uk−1 + η−uk+1 + ik(λ1uk−1 + λ0uk + λ−1uk+1) = 0,

which entails that (F + V (λ))u = 0. □
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We note that we cannot hope to get such a result for an arbitrary λ ∈ C∞(SM,R).

Lemma 2.16. Suppose λ = λm + λ−m where m ≥ 2 and η−λ−m = 0. Since λ−m has
isolated zeroes, there exists a ∈ Ω1 with η−a = 0 and λ−ma ̸= 0. Then, there is no
u ∈ H−1(SM) with uk = 0 for all k ≤ 0 such that (F + V (λ))u = 0 and u1 = a.

Proof. Suppose such a distribution u exists. For any k ∈ Z, we must have

0 = ((F + V (λ))u)k = η+uk−1 + η−uk+1 + ik(λmuk−m + λ−muk+m).

Therefore, applying this to k = −m+1, we get λ−ma = λ−mu1 = 0, a contradiction. □

3. Action on holomorphic differentials

We have seen that, by passing through a specific type of 2-currents instead of directly
using the pullback ϕ∗, the linear map Φ : D′

tr(SM) → D′
tr(S̃M) defined in (2.3) sends

distributional solutions to the transport equation of one generalized thermostat to
those of the second. In this section, we want to show that Φ can also be seen as acting
on holomorphic differentials from one complex surface to another when λ is of Fourier
degree ≤ 1 and the attenuated tensor tomography problem of order 1 is satisfied.

3.1. Action on fiberwise holomorphic distributions. We start by studying the
action of Φ on the subspace D′

tr,+(SM) defined in (2.6). This will require some mi-
crolocal analysis.

We introduce C ⊆ {(y, η) ∈ T ∗(SM) | η(F (y)) = 0}, the closed cone enclosed by
(Es)∗ and (Eu)∗ in the half-space {(y, η) ∈ T ∗(SM) | η(V (y)) ≥ 0}. See Figure 1.

Lemma 3.1. Let (M, g, λ) be an Anosov generalized thermostat. If u ∈ D′
tr,+(SM),

then WF(u) ⊆ C and uk ∈ Ωk for all k ∈ Z.

Proof. The argument is essentially the same as that of [GLP24, Lemma 2.5]. Let us
give the details.

By definition, each u ∈ D′
tr,+(SM) satisfies S+u = u. Using the wavefront set

description of the Schwartz kernel of S+ (see [Gui17, Lemma 3.10]), we thus get

WF(u) = WF(S+u) ⊂ {(y, η) ∈ T ∗(SM) | η(V (y)) ≥ 0}.

Given that (F + V (λ))u = 0, elliptic regularity tells us that

WF(u) ⊂ Σ = {(y, η) ∈ T ∗(SM) | η(F (y)) = 0}.

By propagation of singularities for real principal type differential operators (see [Hö09,
Theorem 26.1.1]), we further know that WF(u) is invariant by the symplectic lift of
the flow φt. Given the Anosov property, the maximal flow-invariant subset of T ∗(SM)

contained in {η(F (y)) = 0, η(V (y)) ≥ 0} is C, so this gives us the first claim.
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For the second claim, recall that uk = (2π)−1π∗
kπk∗u. The pushforward operator πk∗

only selects the wavefront set in (RF )∗ ⊕H∗ (see [FT99, Proposition 11.3.3]), which is
empty given that C ∩ ((RF )∗ ⊕H∗) = {0} by property (2.11). Therefore uk ∈ Ωk.

□

We will also need the following lemma with the same proof as [GLP24, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 3.2. Let (M, g, λ) and (M, g̃, λ̃) be Anosov generalized thermostats. Suppose
there exists a smooth orbit equivalence ϕ : S̃M → SM isotopic to the identity between
them. Then ϕ preserves the natural orientation of the weak unstable bundle, namely
that given by the basis {F, Y u}.

Armed with this, we can show that Φ maps fiberwise holomorphic distributional
solutions to the transport equation of one thermostat to those of the second. For this
step of the proof, however, we restrict to thermostats where λ has Fourier degree ≤ 1

and the attenuated tensor tomography problem of order 1 is satisfied.

Proposition 3.3. Let (M, g, λ) and (M, g̃, λ̃), with λ and λ̃ of Fourier degree ≤ 1,
be Anosov thermostats satisfying the attenuated tensor tomography problem of order 1.
Suppose there exists a smooth orbit equivalence ϕ : S̃M → SM isotopic to the identity
between them. Then the map Φ defined in (2.3) yields a C-linear isomorphism

Φ : D′
tr,+(SM) → D′

tr,+(S̃M).

Proof. Since dϕT maps connected sets to connected sets, (Eu)∗ to (Ẽu)∗, and (Es)∗ to
(Ẽs)∗, dϕT (C) must be one of the four cones depicted on the right of Figure 1 (inside
the characteristic set Σ̃). It follows that dϕT (C) = ±C̃ because any other cone would
entail that ϕ reverses the orientation, which is impossible since it is assumed to be
isotopic to the identity. If dϕT (C) = −C̃, then ϕ would flip the orientation of the weak
unstable leaves, which contradicts Lemma 3.2. Therefore dϕT (C) = C̃.

Let u ∈ D′
tr,+(SM) and ũ := Φu. By Lemma 3.1, we know that WF(u) ⊆ C. By

Lemma 2.4, we thus know that WF(ũ) = dϕT (WF(u)) ⊆ C̃. Then S̃−ũ ∈ C∞(S̃M)

and, since (F̃ + Ṽ (λ̃))ũ = 0, we also have that

(F̃ + Ṽ (λ̃))S̃−ũ = [F̃ + Ṽ (λ̃), S̃−]ũ

=
(
η̃+ + λ̃1Ṽ + iλ̃1

)
ũ0 −

(
η̃− + λ̃−1Ṽ − iλ̃−1

)
ũ1.

Since (M, g̃, λ̃) satisfies the tensor tomography problem of order 1 by assumption,
it follows that S̃−ũ is of Fourier degree 0. Hence ũ is fiberwise holomorphic. The
fact that Φ is an isomorphism is then clear as it admits an inverse, namely the map
associated to (ϕ−1)∗ by (2.3). □
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3.2. Extension operator. Next, we show how Φ can be seen as acting on holomorphic
differentials from one complex surface to another. Let us start by noting that the map

π1∗ : D′
tr,+(SM) → H0

J(M,κ). (3.1)

is well-defined. Indeed, if u ∈ D′
tr,+(SM), then Xu + V (λu) = (F + V (λ))u = 0,

which means that (Xu)0 = 0 and hence η−u1 = 0. By Lemma 2.5, this is equivalent
to ∂π1∗u = 0.

Thanks to Theorem 2.15, we know that the map (3.1) is surjective. We can thus
define a right-inverse

e1 : H
0
J(M,κ) → D′

tr,+(SM)

such that π1∗ ◦ e1 = idH0
J (M,κ). We call it an extension operator. We may then define

the map
Ψ : H0

J(M,κ) → H0
J̃
(M,κ)

by the commutative diagram

D′
tr,+(SM) D′

tr,+(S̃M)

H0
J(M,κ) H0

J̃
(M,κ).

Φ

π1∗e1

Ψ

(3.2)

3.3. Period preservation. The following result shows that the induced mapping of
holomorphic differentials we have just defined preserves additional structure.

Proposition 3.4. Let (M, g, λ) and (M, g̃, λ̃), with λ and λ̃ of Fourier degree ≤ 1,
be Anosov thermostats satisfying the attenuated tensor tomography problem of order 1.
The C-linear map

Ψ : H0
J(M,κ) → H0

J̃
(M,κ)

is an isomorphism. It preserves periods in the sense that, for all [γ] ∈ H1(M ;Z) and
τ ∈ H0

J(M,κ), we have ∫
[γ]

τ =

∫
[γ]

Ψτ.

Recall that there is a push-forward map π∗ : C∞(SM,Ω2(SM)) → C∞(M,Ω1(M))

given by integration along fibers. It satisfies dπ∗ = π∗d (see [BT82, Proposition 6.14]),
and it extends to currents. By [BT82, Proposition 6.15], we have the projection formula∫

π−1(γ)

σ =

∫
γ

π∗σ (3.3)

for any smooth oriented curve γ on M and any 2-form σ on SM .
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Lemma 3.5. Let (M, g, λ) be a generalized thermostat. For any u ∈ D′(SM), we have

π∗(uω) =
1

2
⋆ (π−1∗u+ π1∗u) .

Proof. It suffices to establish the claim for u ∈ C∞(SM). Recall that ω := ιFµ. A
quick computation then yields

ω = β ∧ ψ + λα ∧ β. (3.4)

Note that π∗µa = α ∧ β, where µa is the area form on M .

Pick x ∈M and take w ∈ SxM . Then, by definition, we have

π∗(uω)x(w) =

∫
SxM

ιw̃(uω),

where w̃ ∈ T (SM) is a lift of w under dπ. We take w̃ = (w, 0), i.e., no component in
the subbundle V = ker dπ. Then, since ψ(w̃) = 0, we get

π∗(uω)x(w) =

∫
SxM

ιw̃(β)uψ.

Given that ιw̃β(x,v) = gx(w, Jv), we obtain

π∗(uω)x(Jw) =

∫
SxM

gx(w, v)u(x, v) dv

=

∫ 2π

0

(cos t)u(ρt(x,w)) dt

=
1

2

∫ 2π

0

(eit + e−it)u(ρt(x,w)) dt

= π(u−1 + u1)(x,w),

where in the last equality we used the formula (2.4). In terms of 1-forms, since uk =

(2π)−1π∗
kπk∗u, we proved that

− ⋆ π∗(uω) =
1

2
(π−1∗u+ π1∗u) .

We conclude by applying ⋆ to both sides.

□

We can then integrate this identity, applied to solutions of the transport equation,
over closed thermostat geodesics to obtain the following result.

Lemma 3.6. Let (M, g, λ) be an Anosov generalized thermostat and γ a closed ther-
mostat geodesic. For any u ∈ D′

tr(SM), the pairing ⟨π−1(γ), uω⟩ is well-defined and∫
π−1(γ)

uω =
1

2

∫
[γ]

⋆(π−1∗u+ π1∗u).
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Proof. By the wavefront set calculus, the pairing ⟨π−1(γ), uω⟩ is well-defined whenever

N∗(π−1(γ)) ∩ WF(u) = ∅ (3.5)

(see [Hö03, Corollary 8.2.7] for instance). The conormal bundle N∗(π−1(γ)) consists
of a line contained in (RF )∗ ⊕H∗, so Lemma 3.1 and property (2.11) tell us that the
intersection with WF(u) is indeed empty. It follows that the pairing ⟨π−1(γ), uω⟩ is
well-defined and extends the pairing computed for u ∈ C∞(SM).

We can then apply the projection formula (3.3) and Lemma 3.5. As seen in Lemma
2.3, the 2-current uω is closed if u ∈ D′

tr(SM), so ⋆(π−1∗u+ π1∗u) is also closed given
that π∗d = dπ∗, which implies that its integral only depends on the homology class [γ].

□

As π∗
1⋆ = −V π∗

1, for any u ∈ D′(SM) we may write

⋆ (π−1∗u+ π1∗u) = i (π−1∗u− π1∗u) .

Therefore, if τ ∈ H0
J(M,κ), [γ] ∈ H1(M ;Z), and γ is any thermostat geodesic whose

homology class is [γ], Lemma 3.6 gives us

2i

∫
π−1(γ)

e1(τ)ω =

∫
[γ]

τ. (3.6)

We can now tackle the proof of Proposition 3.4.

Proof of Proposition 3.4. Let [γ] ∈ H1(M ;Z) and let γ, γ̃ be two thermostat geodesics
(with respect to (M, g, λ) and (M, g̃, λ̃)) whose homology class is [γ]. Since ϕ is isotopic
to the identity, we know that [ϕ(π−1(γ̃))] = [π−1(γ)] in H2(SM ;Z).

We claim that the pairing ⟨ϕ(π−1(γ̃)), e1(τ)ω⟩ is well-defined. The tangent space to
π−1(γ̃) is (RF̃ )⊕Ṽ. By property (2.9), it trivially intersects the closed cone B̃ ⊆ Ẽs⊕Ẽu

enclosed by Ẽs and Ẽu, and whose orthogonal projection onto H̃⊕ Ṽ avoids Ṽ. Since
ϕ preserves the orientation, the same arguments as in Proposition 3.3 tell us that
the tangent space to ϕ(π−1(γ̃)) intersects the closed cone B trivially. As a result,
its conormal N∗(ϕ(π−1(γ̃))) avoids the closed cone C, which contains WF(e1(τ)) by
Lemma 3.1. The wavefront set condition (3.5) is hence satisfied.

The 2-current e1(τ)ω is closed by Lemma 2.3. By the Hodge decomposition theorem,
we may hence write e1(τ)ω = σ + df for some harmonic 2-current σ and 1-current f
with WF(f) = WF(e1(τ)). Thanks to the wavefront set condition, the same argument
as for e1(τ)ω then shows that both pairings ⟨π−1(γ), df⟩ and ⟨ϕ(π−1(γ̃)), df⟩ are well-
defined. They must be equal to 0 since df is exact. We thus get∫

π−1(γ)

e1(τ)ω =

∫
π−1(γ)

σ =

∫
ϕ(π−1(γ̃))

σ =

∫
ϕ(π−1(γ̃))

e1(τ)ω,
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where in the second equality we have used the fact that σ is harmonic and [π−1(γ)] =

[ϕ(π−1(γ̃))] in H2(SM ;Z).
We can now use (3.6) and unravel the definitions to obtain∫

[γ]

τ = 2i

∫
π−1(γ)

e1(τ)ω

= 2i

∫
ϕ(π−1(γ̃))

e1(τ)ω = 2i

∫
π−1(γ̃)

ϕ∗(e1(τ)ω)

= 2i

∫
π−1(γ̃)

Φ(e1(τ))ω̃ =

∫
[γ]

π1∗Φ(e1(τ)) =

∫
[γ]

Ψτ.

□

4. End of the proofs

4.1. Torelli’s theorem. The work from the previous section, when combined with
Torelli’s theorem, tells us that a smooth orbit equivalence isotopic to the identity
determines the class [J ] in the moduli space M(M) of complex structures on M .

Proposition 4.1. Let (M, g, λ) and (M, g̃, λ̃), with λ and λ̃ of Fourier degree ≤ 1,
be Anosov thermostats satisfying the attenuated tensor tomography problem of order 1.
If there exists a smooth orbit equivalence isotopic to the identity between them, then
[J ] = [J̃ ] in M(M). Equivalently, there exists a diffeomorphism ψ :M →M such that
ψ∗J̃ = J and ψ∗g̃ = e2fg for some f ∈ C∞(M,R).

Proof. By Proposition 3.4, the map Ψ : H0
J(M,κ) → H0

J̃
(M,κ) is a period-preserving

C-linear isomorphism. This means that (M,J) and (M, J̃) have the same period
matrix. Indeed, given a canonical basis {aj, bj} of the homology H1(M ;Z) on M , let
{ζj} be a basis for H0

J(M,κ) such that property (2.7) is satisfied. Then {Fζj} is a
basis for H0

J̃
(M,κ) such that (2.7) is also satisfied, and

(π(J))jk =

∫
bj

ζk =

∫
bj

Fζk = (π(J̃))jk.

Since the surface M must be of genus ≥ 2, Theorem 2.8 tells us that there exists an
orientation-preserving diffeomorphism ψ :M →M such that ψ∗J = J̃ .

□

In this section, we want to show something stronger, namely, that the class of the
complex structure J is determined in Teichmüller space T (M).

Proposition 4.2. Let (M, g, λ) and (M, g̃, λ̃) be either

(a) two Anosov magnetic systems, or
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(b) two Gaussian thermostats with K, K̃ < 0.

If there exists a smooth orbit equivalence isotopic to the identity between them, then
[J ] = [J̃ ] in T (M). Equivalently, there exists a diffeomorphism ψ : M → M , isotopic
to the identity, such that ψ∗J̃ = J and ψ∗g̃ = e2fg for some f ∈ C∞(M,R).

The reason we needed to specify the nature of the two thermostats, as opposed to
Proposition 4.1 which deals with more general Anosov thermostats of Fourier degree
≤ 1, is that our proof relies the following technical lemma (see [GLP24, Lemma 3.8]).

Lemma 4.3. Let J and J̃ be two complex structures on M compatible with orientation
such that [J ] ̸= [J̃ ] in T (M). Then, there exists a finite cover M ′ → M such that the
lifts [J ′], [J̃ ′] ∈ T (M ′) are not in the same MCG(M ′)-orbit.

Indeed, when lifting the thermostats to finite covers, the properties of being Anosov
and having negative thermostat curvature are preserved, but, a priori, satisfying the
attenuated tensor tomography problem of order 1 is not.

Proof Proposition 4.2. Suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that [J ] ̸= [J̃ ] in T (M).
By Lemma 4.3, there exists a finite cover M ′ →M such that the lifts [J ′] and [J̃ ′] are
not in the same MCG(M ′)-orbit.

Since the smooth orbit equivalence between the flows of (M, g, λ) and (M, g̃, λ̃) is
isotopic to the identity, it can be lifted to a smooth orbit equivalence isotopic to the
identity between the flows of (M, p∗g, λ ◦ dp) and (M, p∗g̃, λ̃ ◦ dp).

In case (a), we know that the lifted Anosov magnetic flows on M ′ are again Anosov
because the cover is finite. They hence satisfy the (attenuated) tensor tomography
problem of order 1. In case (b), we know that the lifted Gaussian thermostats also
have negative thermostat curvature since the property is local. By Theorem 2.12, we
thus conclude that they satisfy the attenuated tensor tomography problem of order 1.

We can then apply Proposition 4.1 to obtain a contradiction. □

Proposition 4.2 gives us most of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. All that is left is
studying the rigidity of the function λ in each case.

4.2. Rigidity of the magnetic field. Since λ ∈ C∞(SM,R) does not depend on the
velocity in the magnetic case, we will think of it as living in C∞(M,R).

Lemma 4.4. Let (M, g, λ) be an Anosov magnetic flow. Then, the 2-form ω on SM

defined in (2.2) is exact.

Proof. By (3.4), we have
ω = −dα + π∗(λµa).
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By the Gauss-Bonnet theorem and the fact M must be of genus ≥ 2, we know that∫
M

Kgµa = 2πχ(M) < 0,

so [Kgµa] ̸= 0 in H2(M ;R) ∼= R. It follows that we may write λµa = cKgµa + dϱ for
some 1-form ϱ on M and c ∈ R. The constant c is explicitly given by

c =
1

2πχ(M)

∫
M

λµa. (4.1)

But then, since dψ = −π∗(Kgµa), we obtain

π∗(λµa) = cπ∗(Kgµa) + dπ∗ϱ = d(−cψ + π∗ϱ),

which allows us to write ω = dτ for the 1-form

τ := −α− cψ + π∗ϱ. (4.2)

□

Knowing how to find primitives of ω in the magnetic case then unlocks the following.

Proposition 4.5. Let (M, g, λ) and (M, g, λ̃) be two Anosov magnetic systems with
the same background metric g. Suppose there is a smooth conjugacy ϕ : SM → SM ,
isotopic to the identity, between them. Then, we have [λ̃µa] = ±[λµa] in H2(M ;R).
Moreover, λ = 0 if and only if λ̃ = 0.

Proof. Define the τ as in (4.2) to be a primitive of ω. Contracting it with F yields

τ(F ) = −1− cπ∗λ+ π∗
1ϱ. (4.3)

Moreover, we know that the Anosov magnetic flows are transitive and ϕ is isotopic to
the identity, so ϕ∗µ = µ. Since ϕ∗F̃ = F , contracting ϕ∗µ = µ with F̃ yields ϕ∗ω = ω̃.
This can be rewritten as ϕ∗dτ = dτ̃ , which in turn implies

d(ϕ∗τ − τ̃) = 0.

Since π∗ : H1(M ;R) → H1(SM ;R) is an isomorphism, there exists a closed 1-form φ

on M and f ∈ C∞(SM) such that

ϕ∗τ − τ̃ = π∗φ+ df.

Contracting with F̃ yields

τ(F ) ◦ ϕ = τ̃(F̃ ) + π∗
1φ+ F̃ f.

By (4.3), we thus get

−1 + (−cπ∗λ+ π∗
1ϱ) ◦ ϕ = −1− c̃π∗λ̃+ π∗

1 ϱ̃+ π∗
1φ+ F̃ f,

which simplifies to

(−cπ∗λ+ π∗
1ϱ) ◦ ϕ = −c̃π∗λ̃+ π∗

1 ϱ̃+ π∗
1φ+ F̃ f. (4.4)
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If we integrate with respect to µ, we obtain (since ϕ∗µ = µ)

c

∫
SM

π∗(λ)µ = c̃

∫
SM

π∗(λ̃)µ.

We thus have c2 = c̃2 by (4.1), which shows that the cohomology classes of λµa and
λ̃µa in H2(M ;R) are the same up to a sign.

If λ = 0, we may take ϱ = 0, and we know that c = 0 thanks to (4.1). It follows
that c̃ = 0. Let γ̃ be a closed magnetic geodesic of (M, g, λ̃) and Γ̃ := (γ̃, ˙̃γ) ⊆ SM .
Relation (4.4) allows us to write ∫

Γ̃

π∗
1(ϱ̃+ φ) = 0.

By the smooth Livšic theorem [dlLMM86, Theorem 2.1] and [DP05, Theorem B], this
means that ϱ̃ + φ is exact. Since φ is closed, we get dϱ̃ = 0, which in turn implies
λ̃ = 0, as desired. □

We can now conclude the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. If two Anosov magnetic systems (M, g, λ) and (M, g̃, λ̃) are re-
lated by a smooth conjugacy ϕ : S̃M → SM , isotopic to the identity, Proposition 4.2
yields a diffeomorphism ψ : M → M isotopic to the identity such that ψ∗g̃ = e2fg for
some f ∈ C∞(M,R).

If ϕ is a conjugacy and f = 0, the map ϕ ◦ dψ : SM → SM gives us a smooth
conjugacy isotopic to the identity between the Anosov magnetic flows (M, g, ψ∗λ̃) and
(M, g, λ). Thus Proposition 4.5 tells us that [ψ∗(λ̃)µa] = ±[λµa] in H2(M ;R) and that
λ = 0 if and only if λ̃ = 0.

□

4.3. Rigidity of the thermostat 1-form. Given the conclusion of Proposition 4.2,
it behooves us to understand the behavior of (generalized) thermostat flows under a
conformal re-scaling of the metric.

Lemma 4.6. Let (M, g, λ) be a generalized thermostat, and define a conformal re-
scaling g̃ := e−2fg of the metric, for some f ∈ C∞(M,R). Then, the scaling map
s : SM → S̃M defined in (1.1), which in this case is simply (x, v) 7→ (x, efv), satisfies

s∗X = e−f (X̃ − π̃∗
1(⋆df)Ṽ ), s∗V = Ṽ .

In particular, the map s represents a smooth orbit equivalence isotopic to the identity
from (M, g, λ) to

(M, g̃, ef (λ ◦ s−1)− π̃∗
1(⋆df)) (4.5)

with a time-change s∗F = e−f F̃ .
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Proof. The first statement is proved in [CP22, Lemma B.1]. The conclusion then
follows from the calculation

s∗F = s∗X + (λ ◦ s−1)s∗V

= e−f (X̃ − π̃∗
1(⋆df)Ṽ ) + (λ ◦ s−1)Ṽ .

□

In what follows, let θ be the 1-form on M satisfying π∗
1θ = λ−1+λ1. If λ is of Fourier

degree ≤ 1, we may more succinctly write the thermostat (4.5) as

(M, e−2fg, efλ0 + π̃∗
1(θ − ⋆df)).

Proposition 4.7. Let (M, g, λ) and (M, g̃, λ̃), with λ and λ̃ of Fourier degree ≤ 1, be
two Anosov thermostats. Suppose there is a smooth orbit equivalence ϕ : S̃M → SM ,
isotopic to the identity, between them. If ⋆θ or ⋆̃θ̃ is closed, then ⋆θ − ⋆̃θ̃ is exact.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, we have divµF = V (λ) = −π∗
1(⋆θ), so an application of Lemma

2.2 gives us

(ϕ∗c)ϕ∗(π∗
1(⋆θ)) = π̃∗

1(⋆̃θ̃)− F̃

(
ln

(
detϕ

ϕ∗c

))
,

where c ∈ C∞(SM,R>0) is such that ϕ∗F̃ = cF . Therefore, if γ̃ is a closed thermostat
geodesic on M with respect to (M, g̃, θ̃), and Γ̃ := (γ̃, ˙̃γ) ⊆ S̃M , we have∫

ϕ(Γ̃)

cπ∗
1(⋆θ) =

∫
Γ̃

ϕ∗(cπ∗
1(⋆θ)) =

∫
Γ̃

π̃∗
1(⋆̃θ̃).

Without loss of generality, suppose that d(⋆θ) = 0. Then, since ϕ is isotopic to the
identity and integrals of 1-forms over curves are independent of the parametrization,
we have ∫

ϕ(Γ̃)

cπ∗
1(⋆θ) =

∫
Γ̃

π̃∗
1(⋆θ).

Putting these together, we conclude that∫
Γ̃

π̃∗
1(⋆θ − ⋆̃θ̃) = 0.

An application of the smooth Livšic theorem [dlLMM86, Theorem 2.1] and [DP07,
Theorem B] allows us to conclude that ⋆θ − ⋆̃θ̃ is exact, as desired.

□

We can now conclude the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. If two Gaussian thermostats (M, g, θ) and (M, g̃, θ̃) with neg-
ative thermostat curvature are related by a smooth orbit equivalence isotopic to the
identity, then Proposition 4.2 tells us that there exists a diffeomorphism ψ : M → M

isotopic to the identity such that ψ∗g̃ = e2fg for some f ∈ C∞(M,R).
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It remains to show that, if either ⋆θ or ⋆̃θ̃ is closed, then ⋆(ψ∗θ̃−θ) is exact. The map
ϕ ◦ dψ yields a smooth orbit equivalence isotopic to the identity between the Anosov
Gaussian thermostats (M, e2fg, ψ∗θ̃) and (M, g, θ). By Lemma 4.6, we may assume
without loss of generality that f = 0. Proposition 4.7 then allows us to conclude.

□

Appendix A. Solutions to the transport equation as extensions

A key ingredient that we use in this paper is Theorem 2.15: it allows us to extend
any holomorphic 1-form τ on M (seen as a function on SM) to a fiberwise holomorphic
distribution u ∈ D′(SM) satisfying the transport equation (F + V (λ))u = 0. We say
that the distribution u is an extension of τ in the sense that u1 = π∗

1τ .

This can be seen as part of a larger theme, which is to find distributional solutions
of the transport equation (F + V (λ))u = 0 with some prescribed Fourier modes. The
problem is closely related to the study of the surjectivity of the adjoint of the X-ray
transform for thermostats, which in turn is key to understanding the injectivity of the
X-ray transform operator itself.

As an example, the following extension result generalizes [Ain15, Theorem 1.6] and
[AZ17, Theorem 1.7], which cover the cases of magnetic flows and Gaussian thermostats
respectively.

Theorem A.1. Let (M, g, λ) be an Anosov generalized thermostat. For any f ∈
C∞(M), there exists u ∈ H−1(SM) such that (F + V (λ))u = 0 and u0 = π∗f .

The argument crucially relies on the Pestov identity (see [DP07, Theorem 3.3]).

Theorem A.2. Let (M, g, λ) be a generalized thermostat. Then

∥V Fu∥2 = ∥FV u∥2 − ⟨KV u, V u⟩+ ∥Fu∥2 (A.1)

for all u ∈ C∞(SM).

Recall that the thermostat curvature K for a generalized thermostat is defined in
(1.4). In both [Ain15] and [AZ17], the proofs introduce the following property:

Definition A.3. Let α ∈ [0, 1]. A generalized thermostat (M, g, λ) is α-controlled if

∥Fu∥2 − ⟨Ku, u⟩ ≥ α∥Fu∥2

for all u ∈ C∞(SM).

They then show that magnetic flows and Gaussian thermostats are α-controlled for
some α > 0 whenever they are Anosov. However, using the Pestov identity (A.1) for
generalized thermostats, the same proof as in [AZ17, Theorem 3.1] goes through for
the more general case.
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Theorem A.4. Let (M, g, λ) be an Anosov generalized thermostat. Then, there exists
α > 0 such that

∥Fu∥2 − ⟨Ku, u⟩ ≥ α
(
∥Fu∥2 + ∥u∥2

)
for all u ∈ C∞(SM). In particular, (M, g, λ) is α-controlled.

The rest of the argument in [AZ17] can then also be recycled to prove Theorem A.1.

The next theorem is again in the spirit of extending functions with low Fourier
degree: it deals with functions induced from 1-forms on M . The result requires a
technical condition, which is that the smooth 1-form θ being considered needs to be
solenoidal (or divergence-free) in the sense that δθ = 0. Here δ is the co-differential
with respect to the metric g acting on 1-forms, i.e., δ = − ⋆ d⋆. If we write π∗

1θ =

a−1 + a1 ∈ Ω−1 ⊕ Ω1, then δθ = 0 if and only if η+a−1 + η−a1 = 0 (see [PSU14]).

Theorem A.5. Let (M, g, λ) be an Anosov generalized thermostat. For any solenoidal
smooth 1-form θ on M , there exists u ∈ H−1(SM) with u0 = 0 such that (F+V (λ))u =

0 and u−1 + u1 = π∗
1θ.

This is a generalization of [Ain15, Theorem 1.7] and [AZ17, Theorem 1.8], which
again deal with the magnetic and Gaussian thermostat cases respectively. However,
adapting the proofs requires some care. We will need the following lemma.

Lemma A.6. For any λ ∈ C∞(SM), the L∞-norms of its Fourier coefficients {λk}k∈Z
are rapidly decaying in the sense that, for all α ∈ N, we have

sup
k∈Z

∥λk∥L∞(SM)k
α < +∞.

Proof. For any point on SM , let U ⊆ SM be an open neighborhood admitting smooth
coordinates (x, θ) ∈ R2 × S1 such that V ≡ ∂θ. The Sobolev embedding theorem gives
us a constant C > 0 such that

∥λk∥L∞(U) ≤ C
∑
|β|≤2

∥Dβλk∥L2(U)

for all k ∈ Z. Here we use the multi-index notation β = (β1, β2, β3) ∈ N3 and define
Dβ := ∂β1

x1
∂β2
x2
∂β3

θ .

Using the explicit formula (2.4) on U , we may write

λk(x, θ) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

λ(x, θ + t)e−ikt dt.

Therefore, still on the domain U , we can see that

Dβλk = (Dβλ)k.
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By compactness, we can cover SM with a finite number of such open sets {Uj}. Then,
we get

∥λk∥L∞(SM) = max
j

∥λk∥L∞(Uj)

≤ max
j
C
∑
|β|≤2

∥(Dβλ)k∥L2(Uj)

≤ C
∑
|β|≤2

∥(Dβλ)k∥L2(SM).

Since the L2-norms of the Fourier coefficients of a smooth function are rapidly decaying,
we obtain the desired result.

□

The following lemma has the same proof as [AZ17, Theorem 1.8]. The argument
relies on the Pestov identity and Theorem A.4.

Lemma A.7. Let (M, g, λ) be an Anosov generalized thermostat. Then there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

∥u∥H1(SM) ≤ C∥V Fu∥
for all u ∈

⊕
|k|≥1Ωk

Next, we define the projection operator T : C∞(SM) →
⊕

|k|≥2Ωk by

Tu :=
∑
|k|≥2

uk.

We also define Q : C∞(SM) →
⊕

|k|≥2Ωk as Q := TV F .

Lemma A.8. Let (M, g, λ) be an Anosov generalized thermostat. Then there exists a
constant C > 0 such that

∥u∥H1(SM) ≤ C∥Qu∥
for all u ∈

⊕
|k|≥1Ωk.

Proof. In this proof, we will let C > 0 be a constant which can change from line to
line to simplify the notation.

Let u ∈
⊕

|k|≥1Ωk. From the definition of Q, we have

∥V Fu∥2 = ∥(Fu)1∥2 + ∥(Fu)−1∥2 + ∥Qu∥2.

From Lemma (A.7), we know that

∥u∥H1(SM) ≤ C∥V Fu∥,

so it remains to show that ∥(Fu)±1∥ ≤ C∥Qu∥.
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By Theorem A.4 and the Pestov identity (A.1), we have

∥V Fu∥2 ≥ ∥Fu∥2 + α∥FV u∥2 + α∥V u∥2.

Therefore, we obtain
∥Qu∥2 ≥ α∥V u∥2 ≥ α

∑
k∈Z

k2∥uk∥2. (A.2)

It also gives us

∥Qu∥2 ≥ α∥FV u∥2

≥ α∥(FV u)1∥2 + α∥(FV u)−1∥2

= α

∥∥∥∥∥2iη−u2 −∑
k∈Z

k2λ−k+1uk

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+ α

∥∥∥∥∥−2iη+u−2 −
∑
k∈Z

k2λ−k−1uk

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.

Therefore ∥∥∥∥∥2iη−u2 −∑
k∈Z

k2λ−k+1uk

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤ C∥Qu∥

and ∥∥∥∥∥2iη+u−2 +
∑
k∈Z

k2λ−k−1uk

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤ C∥Qu∥.

By the reverse triangle inequality, we get

∥2η−u2∥ −

∥∥∥∥∥∑
k∈Z

k2λ−k+1uk

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤ C∥Qu∥

and

∥2η+u−2∥ −

∥∥∥∥∥∑
k∈Z

k2λ−k−1uk

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤ C∥Qu∥.

By the triangle inequality, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma A.6, and property
(A.2), we obtain∥∥∥∥∥∑

k∈Z

k2λ−k±1uk

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤
∑
k∈Z

k2∥λ−k±1∥L∞(SM)∥uk∥

≤

(∑
k∈Z

k2∥λ−k±1∥2L∞(SM)

)1/2(∑
k∈Z

k2∥uk∥2
)1/2

≤ C

(∑
k∈Z

k2∥uk∥2
)1/2

≤ C∥Qu∥.
This gives us

∥η−u2∥ ≤ C∥Qu∥ and ∥η+u−2∥ ≤ C∥Qu∥.
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The result then follows because

∥(Fu)1∥ =

∥∥∥∥∥η−u2 +∑
k∈Z

ikλ−k+1uk

∥∥∥∥∥
≤ ∥η−u2∥+

∑
k∈Z

k∥λ−k+1∥L∞(SM)∥uk∥

≤ C∥Qu∥

and

∥(Fu)−1∥ =

∥∥∥∥∥η+u−2 +
∑
k∈Z

ikλ−k−1uk

∥∥∥∥∥
≤ ∥η+u−2∥+

∑
k∈Z

k∥λ−k−1∥L∞(SM)∥uk∥

≤ C∥Qu∥.

□

The rest of the proof of Theorem A.5 then goes exactly as in [AZ17].
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