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BOUNDARY DETERMINATION OF THE RIEMANNIAN METRIC
FROM CAUCHY DATA FOR THE STOKES EQUATIONS

XIAOMING TAN

ABSTRACT. For a compact connected Riemannian manifold of dimension n with
smooth boundary, n > 2, we prove that the Cauchy data (or the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
map) for the Stokes equations uniquely determines the partial derivatives of all orders
of the metric on the boundary of the manifold.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Stokes equations on the manifold. Let (M, g) be a compact connected Rie-
mannian manifold of dimension n with smooth boundary 0M, n > 2. In this paper, we
assume that M is filled with an incompressible fluid. In the local coordinates {x;}7_,,

we denote by {%};:1 and {dx;}7_,, respectively, the natural basis for the tangent
space T, M and the cotangent space T*M at the point € M. In what follows, we will
use the Einstein summation convention. The Greek indices run from 1 to n—1, whereas
the Roman indices run from 1 to n, unless otherwise specified. Then, the Riemannian
metric g is given by g = g;r dzr; @ dvy. Let V; =V 2 be the covariant derivative with
respect to a%j and V7 = ¢/*V}., where [¢/*] = [g;z] "

Let the smooth vector field u = u/ ai be the velocity of the fluid. The strain tensor

S is defined by (see [17, p.562]) '
(Su)f; = Vuy, + Vit (1.1)

where u;, = gu', or equivalently, (Su)’* := V7iu¥ + V*u/. The stress tensor o is given
by

o(u,p) = pSu — pg, (1.2)

where p,p € C*°(M) denote the viscosity and the pressure, respectively. Physically,
the case of © = 0 is observed only in superfluids that have the ability to self-propel
and travel in a way that defies the forces of gravity and surface tension. Otherwise the
viscosities of all fluids are positive. Thus, we can assume that g > 0 in M. A fluid with
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nonconstant viscosity is called a non-Newtonian fluid, and these are relatively common,
including things such as blood, shampoo and custard (see [5]). The famous stationary
Stokes equations on the manifold read

d%va(u,p) =0 %n M, (1.3)
divu =0 in M,
where div denotes the divergence operator on the manifold.

1.2. Dirichlet-to-Neumann map. Let h € [H32(OM)]" satisfy the compatibility
condition

/ g(h,v)dS =0,
oM

where v is the unit outer normal to M. This condition leads to the uniqueness of
(1.3) (see [2,5]), that is, there exists a unique solution (u,p) € [H*(M)]" x H*(M) (p
is unique up to a constant) of the Dirichlet problem

divo(u,p) =0 in M,

divue =0 in M, (1.4)
u=~h on OM.
We could define the Cauchy data for the Stokes equations by
Cy:={(u,0(u,p)v)|onm : (u,p) satisfies (1.4)}. (1.5)

The physical sense of o(u, p)v|sn is the stress acting on OM and is called the Cauchy
force (see [2,5]). We also call o(u, p)r|gsn the Neumann boundary condition for (1.4).
Thus, we can define the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A, : [H*2(OM)]"* — [HY*(OM)]"
associated with (1.4) by

Ay(h) :==o(u,p)v on OM. (1.6)

It is clear that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A, is an elliptic, self-adjoint pseudodif-
ferential operator of order one defined on the boundary 0M. An interesting question
is whether the Cauchy data C; (or the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A,) for the Stokes
equations uniquely determines the geometry of the boundary of the manifold.

The main result of this paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, g) be a compact connected Riemannian manifold of dimension
n with smooth boundary OM, n > 2. Then, the Cauchy data C, (or the Dirichlet-to-
Neumann map A,) for the Stokes equations uniquely determines the partial derivatives

of all orders of the metric a‘gngﬁ on OM for all multi-indices J.

The Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps have been studied for decades. In [8], the authors
proved that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map uniquely determines the real-analytic Rie-
mannian metric. In [7], the authors studied the inverse problem of determining a
Riemannian manifold from the boundary data of harmonic functions, this extend the
results in [8]. Moreover, [6] considered the case of complete Riemannian manifold.
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In [10, 11], the author proved that the elastic Dirichlet-to-Neumann map with con-
stant coefficients and the electromagnetic Dirichlet-to-Neumann map can uniquely de-
termines the real-analytic Riemannian metric and parameters. In [12], the authors
computed the full symbol of the magnetic Dirichlet-to-Neumann map and calculated
all the coefficients of the heat trace asymptotic expansion associated with the magnetic
Steklov problem. In [15], the authors gave an explicit expression for the full symbol
of the elastic Dirichlet-to-Neumann map with variable coefficients and proved that the
elastic Dirichlet-to-Neumann map uniquely determines the Lamé coefficients. In [14],
the author proved that the thermoelastic Dirichlet-to-Neumann map uniquely deter-
mines partial derivatives of all orders of thermoelastic coefficients on the boundary of
the manifold. We refer the reader to [19,20] and the references therein for more topics
about the Dirichlet-to-Neumann maps.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we derive a new system associated
with the Stokes equations. In Section 3, we give the symbols of some pseudodifferential
operators. In Section 4, we prove the main result by the full symbol of the new Dirichlet-
to-Neumann map.

2. A NEW SYSTEM ASSOCIATED WITH THE STOKES EQUATIONS

In this section we will derive a new system associated with the Stokes equations (1.3).
Inspired by [2,9], we set

w=p w4V — fVph (2.1)
Then,
dive = p~ 2 divw + g(Vu= 2 w) + p Ay f — fAu" (2.2)
The jth component of div(uSwu) is
div(uSu)’ = V*(u(Su)})
= V[ — (VI P wy — (Vip ) w? + p' 2 (Viwg + Viw?) + 2V Y, f
(V)]
= — (VA2 wy, — (V) VEwy, — (VEV 2w’ — (Vi) Ve
+ (VEu) (Viwy, 4 Vi) + (2 (VEVIwy, + VEVw?) 4 2VEVIV, f
—2VH(uVI Vi) f = 2u(V V) VE S
Note that
ViVIwy, = ¢V Vi
= ¢ (ViViw* + Rijy0™)
= ¢ (V V" + Rppw™)
= V/ div w + Ric(w)’.
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Here Ric(w)’ = g% Rjw!, where Ry, are the components of Ricci tensor of the manifold,
in local coordinates,

Ry = Iy _

Or; Oz
where the Christoffel symbols
1 0Gkm  O9im  Ogu
M, = 50 ( -,
Kl g ox; * or,  Oxp,

L A VS W (2.3)

km~ jl»

Similarly,
VEVIVLf = VIA,f + Ric(V ).
Hence,
div(pSu)’ = VI (VFu /) wy) — 2(VFVI 2wy, 4+ VI (2 div w) — 2(V7 p/?) div w
— (B2 + (A pw) + Ric(w)?) + 2(VIA,f + Ric(V 1))
= 2VH (VI Vi) f = 2u(V VT VES,
where the Bochner Laplacian is given by (Azw)’ := VFV,wi. Let
p = div(p'?w) + 24, f.
Then we have
div(pSu) = p?((Agzw)? + Ric(w)’) + Vip — 2(V/p'/?) divew — 2VF(uVIViu™) f
—2u(VI Ve VP f = 2(VFVI ) wy, — (A u'?)w? + 2 Ric(V f).
Therefore,
(divo)! = div(uSu)’ — Vip
= 12((Apw)’ + Ric(w)’) — 2(V/ %) divew — 2V (VI Vi) f
— 2u(VIV YV — 2(VEVI 1 2wy, — (A ?)w? + 2Ric(V f)Y.
It follows from [15] that the Bochner Laplacian can be written as

. . . - Qw™ oI
J — J _ R; J kl j 2% L Y kl,m
(Apw)’ = Ayuw’ — Ric(w) +g¢ <2ka o + T ),

and the divergence operator has the local expression

ou*

+ Ikt
8$k kl

divw =

Hence, we get

Ca,.m j
(divo) = u'/? (Agwj +gkz<2rg ow L 8Fklwm>)

mE O, 0T,
. owF .
) j,,1/2 Fk A 9 k j -1
(V22) (G + D' ) =2V (uV? V™)1
' 1w Of ki 1/2 1/2y, j x Of
—2u(VIV ) g" == = 2(V*V ' wy, — (Agp ' *)uw? + 2R ——. (2.4)
&rl 8:):k
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In boundary normal coordinates, the metric has the form (see [8,12,14,15])
g = gapdrs drg + dz?.

Note that in this coordinates, in a neighborhood of the origin, we have

Gan = gom = Oa
e, =rt =o.
Then, in boundary normal coordinates, we write the Laplace-Beltrami operator as
0? 0 0? dg*PN 0
p= B g O (o (B0
7 02 * MOz, t9 01,018 T et 0z, / Oxp (2:5)

In what follows, for the sake of simplicity, we denote by R/* = ¢il¢*™R,,., I, the
n X n identity matrix, and

. ai ...ak b'

[[au i
lcx] d a al ooal bt
bt B

Let U = (w, f)T. Combining (1.3), (2.2), (2.4), and (2.5), we obtain, in boundary
normal coordinates,

L,U =0. (2.6)

Here the operator L, is given by the following equality

0? 0
AL, =1, -— +B C 2.7
g +1 al’% + axn + ) ( )
where
1/2[ 0
_ K

A= [ 0 M—1:| ) (28)

219,] — 2= 2[(V ) 5,] 207 2[RI — NIV Y
kn

B = FanIn-i-l + |: /Jl/2[6nk] 0 9

C=0Cy+ Cp+ Cy,

Gy = (gaﬁ 8xf;x5 ) Ins1,

dg°PN\ 0
_ aBvy .
CYl - ((g Foe'y + axa >85L’5)In+1

. Q[QZ%%L I (P
M [a_xk — 5nk6—a:n] 0
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[l - s)] o]
0 0

O —2u V(I V)]
al’k
2] + Vi) —pAgp!

=27 PV D] = 20 PVt 0

o [T A [gml
) =

_l’_
0 0

We define the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A, : [H*¥2(OM)]"*' — [HY2(OM)]*
associated with the following Dirichlet problem

L,U=0 in M, (2.9)
Uu=V on OM
by
~ ou
The corresponding Cauchy data is given by
~ oUu .
Cy = {(U, 5) ’8M : U satisfies (2.9)}. (2.11)

It is clear that the Cauchy data C'g corresponding to the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map Ag
is equivalent to the Cauchy data C, corresponding to the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map

A

g-
3. SYMBOLS OF THE PSEUDODIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

We denote by i = V=1, & = (&1,...,6n1), € = g%, €] = VEE,. Let bz, &)

and

c(z, &) = ca(x,&) + er(x, &) + co(w, )
be the full symbols of B and C, respectively, where ¢;(x,&’) are homogeneous of degree
j in &. Thus, we obtain
b(z, &) = B, (3.1)
ca(w, &) = [P L,
ci(x, &) = z'(fngﬁ + gg) Inis

L [ 2[g%T08s] 20T PR = p VIV T
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_9,,~1/2 i, 1/2 _
0 0
o(z,€') = Co. (3.4)
For the convenience of stating the following proposition, we define
. dq1 O 0
B zzza_giilw 1+aq; e, (3.5)
. g1 Oqo dq0 Oq P q
Ey = —
0 =1 za: (aga oz, | 0L, 8xa) Z < GE.06; axaaxﬁ
9q
— g5 + bao + 0:):(:, — Co, (3.6)
. 04— (_i)‘J| J
E_m = bq_m + axn - Z J' aglq] a /qk, m 2 ]., (37)
—m<j,k<1
|J|=j+k+m

where ¢; = g;(x,&'), b=b(z,¢'), and ¢; = ¢j(z, ).

Proposition 3.1. Let Q(z,0,) be a pseudodifferential operator of order one in z’
depending smoothly on x, such that

25 Q) (s )

modulo a smoothing operator. Let q(x,&") ~ Zj<1 q;(z, &) be the full symbol of (), where
q;(z,&") are homogeneous of degree j in &'. Then, in boundary normal coordinates,

01 (2, &) = || Int1, (3.8)

G-m-1(z,&) = 2‘15‘ my, m=—1, (3.9)

where E_,,, (m > —1) are given by (3.5)—(3.7).
Proof. 1t follows from (2.7) that

ALy = (L

0? 0 0 0
]"“a—:cg oz, ( "G + B — Q) ( e + Q)
modulo a smoothing operator. Equivalently,
0
Q- BQ- |1 w13 Q+c=0 (3.10)

modulo a smoothing operator, where the commutator [%H%, Q} is defined by, for
any v € C>(M),
0 0
P Q}U = [n+1 (QU) Q( "H@xn)U
_9Q
093”

[[n—l—l
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Recall that if G; and G4 are two pseudodifferential operators with full symbols ¢; =
g1(x, &) and g1 = go(x, &), respectively, then the full symbol o(G1G3) of the operator
G1Gy is given by (see [16, p.11], [4, p. 71], and also [1,18])

=)y s
o(G1Gy) ~ Z 9¢ 910, 92,
7

J!

where the sum is over all multi-indices J. Let ¢ = ¢(z,¢’) be the full symbol of the
operator Q(x,0,), we write q(z,&') ~ Zj@ ¢;(x, &) with g;j(x,¢’) homogeneous of
degree j in &’. Hence, we get the following full symbol equation of (3.10)

— NI —)IVI 0
}:(Jfegm%q—Ej(J?égmgq—&f+f:o, (3.11)
— ! —J! "

where the sum is over all multi-indices J.

We shall determine ¢; = ¢;(z,£") (j < 1) so that (3.11) holds modulo S™*°. Grouping
the homogeneous terms of degree two in (3.11), we have
@ +cy=0. (3.12)

Since we have chosen the unit outer normal vector v on the boundary, by combining
the above equation and (3.2), we take

q1 = |£/‘In+17 (3-13)

which implies that ¢, is positive definite.

Grouping the homogeneous terms of degree —m (m > —1) in (3.11), we get

d14—m—1 + d—m-1491 = E—mu (314)

where E_,, (m > —1) are given by (3.5)—(3.7). By (3.13) and (3.14) we immediately
get

1

E ..

2/¢’|

q—m—1 (SL’, 5/) =
0

In boundary normal coordinates, the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map Ag can be repre-
sented as the pseudodifferential operator ) modulo a smoothing operator (see the
following Proposition 3.2).

Proposition 3.2. In boundary normal coordinates, the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map Ag
can be represented as

AU = QU o (3.15)
modulo a smoothing operator.

Proof. We use the boundary normal coordinates (2, z,) with z,, € [0,7]. Since the
principal symbol of the operator L, is negative definite, the hyperplane z,, = 0 is non-
characteristic. Hence, L, is partially hypoelliptic with respect to this boundary (see
[3, p.107]). Therefore, the solution to the equation L,U = 0 is smooth in normal
variable, that is, U € [C*([0,T]; ®'(R™1))]"™ locally. From Proposition 3.1, we
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see that (2.9) is locally equivalent to the following system of equations for U, W €
[C>([0, T]; D' (R™1)) "+

0

(Inﬂﬁ—xn + Q)U -W, U

(1n+1£ +B- Q)W — Y € [C®([0,T] x R+,

Tn=0 — V?

Inspired by [8,10, 14, 15], if we substitute t = T' — z,, into the second equation above,
then we get a backwards generalized heat equation

ow

Since U is smooth in the interior of the manifold M by interior regularity for elliptic
operator Ly, it follows that W is also smooth in the interior of M, and so W, —r is
smooth. In view of that ¢; (the principal symbol of @) is positive definite (see (3.8)), we
get that the solution operator for this heat equation is smooth for ¢ > 0 (see [18, p. 134]).
Therefore,

oUu
p + QU =W ¢ [C™([0,T] x R* )"+
locally. If we set RV = W gy, this shows that R is a smoothing operator and
ou
= —QUloy +RV. (3.16)
OTn | 51
O

4. DETERMINING THE METRIC ON THE BOUNDARY

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Since the Cauchy data C'g is equivalent to the Cauchy data C,,

it suffices to show that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map A, (or the pseudodifferential
operator ()) uniquely determines the on the metric boundary by Proposition 3.2.
It follows from (3.8) that

Q1(2L’,£/) = ‘£/|[n+1 = \/ gaﬁga£BIn+1-

This shows that ¢ uniquely determines g®’|sy, for all 1 < a,8 < n — 1. Clearly,
the tangential derivatives % oy Can also be uniquely determined by ¢ for all 1 <
a,B,y<n-—1.

For k > 0, we denote by T'_;, the terms that only involve the boundary values of g,g,
g*%, and their normal derivatives of order ar most k. Note that 7_; may be different

in different expressions. From (3.1), (3.3), (3.5), and (3.8), we know that

oq
o,

E1 = bq1 + -+ T(],



10 XTAOMING TAN

€|
ox,,

tr By = (n+3)0q, ¢+ (n+1) + To.

By (3.9), we get

1 N 10
trqgp = 5((n +3)re, +(n+ 1)@ .

)+ T (4.1)
In boundary normal coordinates, we have

1 509 1 0g¥

—gop9as 2 99

29 0x,, pJes ox,

Substituting this into (4.1), we get

a
Fna_

1 g8 1 9l¢)?
trqgg = —1<(n + 3)90{58—% - (n + 1) |£/|2 8;Un ) + T(]
1 o
_ _4|§,|2/g1 £als+ Ty, (4.2)
where
g
K7 = (4 3)hug™ = (0 + 1), (43)
g
hy = gagggT. (4.4)

Evaluating tr gy on all unit vectors ¢ shows that gy and ¢g**|gy; completely determine
k. By (4.3) and (4.4), we have

kP gop = (n® +n — 4)hy.
For n > 2, we have n?> +n — 4 > 0. Hence,
-4
By (4.3), we get that

097 _ (n+3)hig*” — k7’

ox,, n+1

which implies that ¢o uniquely determines %

It follows from (3.6) that

Y

oM”

0
E(]: 40 —CQ+T_1.
ox,,
By (4.1) and (3.4), we obtain
_ ! Ol'Gn L O*ENN Ol
tr By = 5((n+ 3) . + (n+ 1)@ o2 ) 9" o +T_;. (4.5)



BOUNDARY DETERMINATION OF THE METRIC FROM CAUCHY DATA

Note that

1l 1 PP,
€] 0x2 ~ 2]¢)2 0a2 T T TH

In view of that
P (gapg®’)  P(n—1)

= = O
0x? 0z? ’
we get
02 gaﬁ o qg
— _ 08 ap T
Jap ax% g 817% + 1

Then, in boundary normal coordinates, we compute that
« 2 af
ml argnl 1 g™’
D 2% g
Combining (3.9), (4.5), (4.7), and (4.8), we have
n+5 0% n+10%¢)?

+71_.

T T e e TR aar T
= _8‘;,|3k355a55 + 104,
where
k3P = (n+5)hyg®® — (n + 1)%,
hy = ga6%~

By the same argument, it follows from (4.10) and (4.11) that
k5P gop = (n® + 3n — 6)hs.
For n > 2, we have n? + 3n — 6 > 0. Hence,

2T 2430 -6
By (4.10), we get that

02 go8 _(n+ 5)hog™? — k;ﬁ

0x? n+1 ’
which implies that ¢_; uniquely determines %‘ oM

Now we consider q_,,_; for m > 1. From (3.7), we see that

IG—m
E_,, = T 1.
ox, + !

11

(4.6)

(4.9)

(4.10)

(4.11)

(4.12)
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We end this proof by induction. Suppose we have shown that
1

trb_j = (2|§ |)]+2 k;lfzgafﬁ + T (4-13)
for 1 < j < m, where
[ a 8”290‘6
K22y = (n+ 5)hyeag™ — (n+1) "1 T (4.14)
aj+2gaﬁ
hjto = Jap =5 7F7 - (4.15)

This means that ¢_;_; uniquely determines agcji-izﬁ‘ on for 1 <5 < m.
Since we have ¢_(,41)—1 uniquely determines E_ ;). From (4.12), we have

aq— (m+1)

E_(my1) = T or + T (my1)-1
By the above equality and the fact that g_(;,41) uniquely determines F_,,, we have
E_ (1) uniquely determines 2= By the assumption (4.13), we get
1 O(trE_,,)
trB_, 1 = T e
B Tr] B PR
1
=k L, T,
gy e e
where
m+3gaﬁ
kots = (04 5)hmy3g™ — (n + 1)W’
8m+3gaﬁ

Pt = ob~grmt3 "
n

. There-

fore, we conclude that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map /~\g uniquely determines the par-

[7]

2 angﬁ on the boundary 0M for

By the same argument, we see that g_(,,41)—1 uniquely determines %} oM

tial derivatives of all orders of the Riemannian metric
all multi-indices J.
O
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