arXiv:2411.12511v1 [math.AP] 19 Nov 2024

A Calderdén Problem for Beltrami Fields

Alberto Enciso and Carlos Valero

November 20, 2024

Abstract

On a 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold with boundary, we define an analogue of the
Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for Beltrami fields, which are the eigenvectors of the curl operator
and play a major role in fluid mechanics. This map sends the normal component of a Beltrami
field to its tangential component on the boundary. In this paper we establish two results showing
how this normal-to-tangential map encodes geometric information on the underlying manifold.
First, we show that the normal-to-tangential map is a pseudodifferential operator of order zero
on the boundary whose total symbol determines the Taylor series of the metric at the boundary.
Second, we go on to show that a real-analytic simply connected 3-manifold can be reconstructed
from its normal-to-tangential map. Interestingly, since Green’s functions do not exist for the
Beltrami field equation, a key idea of the proof is to find an appropriate substitute, which turn
out to have a natural physical interpretation as the magnetic fields generated by small current

loops.
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1 Introduction

A fundamental question in the field of inverse problems is the Calderén problem, which was first in-
troduced by Alberto Calderén in [Cal80], where he considers the problem of recovering the electrical
conductivity v of a material from measurements of electric potential and induced currents on the
boundary. By allowing the conductivity to be anisotropic, and thus replacing the scalar function ~y
with a positive symmetric 2-tensor 4%/, one can recast this problem in the language of differential
geometry as follows: can a Riemannian manifold (M, g) with boundary dM be recovered up to
isometry from the set of Cauchy data of harmonic functions at the boundary? The Riemannian
metric thus corresponds physically to the conductivity, and the Cauchy data of harmonic functions
corresponds to the measurements of potential and current on the boundary. More generally, one
can replace harmonic functions by solutions to the Helmholtz equation with frequency A, with the
original Calderén problem corresponding to the case A = 0. The Cauchy data is conveniently cap-
tured by the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map at frequency A, Ay : C°(0M) — C*(0M), which sends
a function f e C®(dM) on the boundary to 0,¢|onsr, where p € C*(M) is the only solution to the
equation Agp + Ap = 0 in M with Dirichlet datum p|op = f.

The purpose of the present paper is to first introduce and study an analogue of the Calderén
inverse boundary problem for Beltrami fields. Beltrami fields have been a focus of research since the
19th century. Known as force-free fields in magnetohydrodynamics, these fields represent configu-
rations where the magnetic field is aligned with its own curl, resulting in no net force. In fluid me-
chanics, Beltrami fields are especially significant as they constitute a fundamental class of stationary
solutions to the three-dimensional incompressible Euler equations. Their distinguished role in non-
laminar steady fluid flows is laid bare in the celebrated structure theorem of Arnold [Arn66]. Bel-
trami fields on Riemannian manifolds have also received much attention [TdL22, CMPSP23, Taol8],
partly due to the fact that nonvanishing Beltrami fields are related to Reeb fields of contact struc-
tures.

On an oriented 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold M with or without boundary, the equation
for a Beltrami field of frequency A is the following system of first-order partial differential equations:

curl;v — Av = 0. (1)

For concreteness, let us assume that A € R\ {0}. As we shall see below, there is a natural boundary
value problem for the Beltrami field equation, and thus a corresponding analogue X of the Dirichlet-
to-Neumann map that conveniently captures the Cauchy data of Beltrami fields on the boundary.
Physically, 35 maps the normal component of the fluid velocity field u on the boundary to its
tangential component. Our main result is that this normal-to-tangential map determines all normal
derivatives of the metric at the boundary, and enables us to reconstruct a real-analytic Riemannian
manifold from the given boundary data under suitable hypotheses.

1.1 The anisotropic Calderén problem

There is an abundant literature on the Calderén problem, which remains a key model for many
other interesting inverse boundary problems both in differential geometry and in more applied
settings such as tomography.



In dimension 2, on compact, connected surfaces, the anisotropic Calderén conjecture in the
smooth case has been proven [LU89, LUO1]. Although we will not elaborate on this point, this is
true even with only local data.

In higher dimensions n > 3, the problem is still open, and a full answer is only known in the
real-analytic category. Specifically, the first important result for the Calderén problem, derived
by Lee and Uhlmann in the classical work [LUS89], is that the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map is a
pseudodifferential operator of order 1 whose symbol determines the Taylor series of a smooth
metric at the boundary. Building on this, Lassas and Uhlmann proved in the early 2000s that
a complete real-analytic Riemannian manifold of any dimension n > 3 can be recovered from its
Dirichlet-to-Neumann map [LU01, LTUO03].

Since we will need to revisit their proof, let us briefly comment on the proof of this metric
determination result. In [LUO1], the authors the authors use the results of [LU89] to show that
the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map determines the Green’s functions in an extended manifold. They
then use the Green’s functions to construct a sheaf, from which the manifold may be obtained as
a suitable quotient. This approach is motivated by the idea that the Green’s functions provide an
atlas of real-analytic coordinates for the manifold as one of their arguments varies. In [LTUO3],
a different approach is used, still based on the real-analyticity of the Green’s functions, to extend
the reconstruction result to complete manifolds with boundary. Here, the authors use the Green’s
functions to first embed an extended manifold into a suitable Sobolev space, and thence recover
the manifold.

This latter approach seems easier to adapt to systems and other settings than that of [LUO1],
and indeed has been used in [KLU11] to recover a complete Riemannian manifold from the Dirichlet-
to-Neumann map of its Hodge Laplacian acting on differential forms; in [GK24] to recover a real-
analytic Riemannian manifold, vector bundle, and connection from the Cauchy data of the connec-
tion Laplacian acting on sections; and in [LLS22] to recover the conformal class of a real-analytic
Riemannian manifold from the Cauchy data of its conformal Laplacian. In fact, the Green’s function
approach of [LTU03, KLU11, GK24] allows one to recover a real-analytic metric from knowledge
of the corresponding Dirichlet-to-Neumann map on a proper open subset I' of the boundary only;
this is sometimes known as the Calderén problem with local data. Positive results have also been
established for compact connected Einstein manifolds [GSB09].

With smooth metrics, the anisotropic Calderén conjecture remains an open problem. No-
table uniqueness results exist for conformally transversally anisotropic manifolds [DSFKSU09,
DSFKLS16, KS13]. Building on previous results on local problems [DKN18, DKN19, DKN20,
DKN21], Daudé, Helffer, Kamran and Nicoleau [DHKN24] have recently shown that the anisotropic
Calderén problem at nonzero frequency admits pairs of non-isometric C* metrics which give rise
to the same Dirichlet-to-Neumann map.

Several significant studies address the Calderén problem for singular conductivities. In dimen-
sion n = 2, Astala and Péivérinta demonstrated [ALP05, AP06, ALP16] that an elliptic isotropic
conductivity in L*(£2) is uniquely determined by the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map. In dimension
n > 3, Caro and Rogers [CR16] proved uniqueness in the global Calderén problem for elliptic
Lipschitz isotropic conductivities. For local data, Krupchyk and Uhlmann [KU16] showed that
an isotropic conductivity with three derivatives is uniquely determined by a Dirichlet-to-Neumann
map measured on even a very small boundary subset. There are also counterexamples to unique-



ness, such as those by Greenleaf, Kurylev, Lassas, and Uhlmann [GLU03, GKLU09] for metrics
that become degenerate along a closed hypersurface.

1.2 A Calderon problem for Beltrami fields

Let us now present a Calderén-type problem for Beltrami fields, corresponding to Equation (1). As
above, let (M, g) be an oriented 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold with boundary dM. By the
canonical isomorphism TM — T*M induced by the metric, we may also view vector fields on M
as 1-forms, for which the Beltrami field equation (1) becomes

wdu — Au = 0, (2)

where = is the Hodge star operator (which maps k-forms on the 3-manifold M to (3—k)-forms) and
d is the exterior derivative. We shall often make use of this identification throughout the paper.

To formulate the problem, it is convenient to start by recalling some fundamental properties
and results concerning differential forms on a manifold with boundary. First, let us recall that the
metric induces a decomposition of the tangent bundle on the boundary,

TMlon = T(0M) ® N M,

where T'(0M) is the tangent bundle to the boundary, and N M is a trivial bundle of rank 1 consisting
of vector fields normal to the boundary. An analogous decomposition holds for the cotangent bundle,

T*M|on = T*(0M) @ N* M.

The inward unit normal v defines a global frame for N M, while the 1-form »°

corresponding to v
under the canonical isomorphism defines a global frame for the conormal bundle N*M. Hence, the
restriction of any u € Q'(M) to the boundary can be decomposed into a component tangential to

0M , and a component normal to M. We may therefore write
ulonr = up + V7, (3)

where u; is a 1-form tangent to the boundary. We shall write v_u|aps for the evaluation of wu|ans
on the unit normal v. Thus, if u|sps decomposes as in (3), then we have v_ulaonr = f.

Next, we want to recall the Hodge decomposition for a Riemannian manifold M with boundary
oM . To this end, we make the following definitions:

QX (M) := {ue Q¥(M) | u = 0 on oM},

QX (M) := {ue Q¥(M) | vau = 0 on OM]}.

We also recall [CDGMO06] that a harmonic field h is a k-form satisfying dh = 0 and d*h = 0.
Observe that this is in contrast with harmonic forms, which satisfy Azh = 0. Every harmonic field
is a harmonic form, but the converse is not true on manifolds with boundary.

We define H¥(M) to be the space of harmonic k-fields on M, and H“* (M) < H*(M) to be the
space of harmonic k-fields that are tangent to the boundary. We then have the following Hodge



decomposition theorem for k-forms on a manifold with boundary [Sch06, §2.4]:

Theorem 1.1 (Hodge decomposition). Let M be a Riemannian manifold with boundary dM as
above. Then we have the following L?-orthogonal decomposition:

QF(M) = dQ¥ 1 (M) @ HE (M) @ a* Q% (M).
Moreover, H*(M) itself decomposes orthogonally into
HE(M) = HEE(M) @ [Imd ~ HF(M))]. (4)

In the case that interests us, k = 1, and so we shall often drop the index k. For u € QY(M), we
shall let Hps(u) and H’,;(u) denote its projection onto the spaces H(M) and H'(M), which we call
the harmonic part of u, and the harmonic part of u tangent to the boundary, respectively.

We are now ready to introduce the boundary value problem for Beltrami fields that will concern
us. We shall let C°(0M) denote the space of all zero-mean smooth functions:

CP(OM) = {fe C®(6M) ‘ e o}.

We define the zero-mean Sobolev spaces H;(0M) in an analogous way. Then we have the following
theorem, which is a consequence of known existence results in the literature on Beltrami fields,
such as [EPS15, Proposition 6.1], and standard elliptic estimates, see e.g. [Tay11, §5.11].

Theorem 1.2. Let w be an H* 1-form over M that is divergence-free. For any \ which is not in
certain countable subset T of the real line without accumulation points, the problem

{*du —Au = w, (5)

vaulay =0,

has a unique H* solution u with zero harmonic part tangent to the boundary for any HF 1-form
over M that is divergence-free.

We shall call T' the set of Beltrami singular values'. As a corollary of Theorem 1.2, we have the
following:

Theorem 1.3. For any real constant A that is not a Beltrami singular value, the boundary value

problem
wxdu — Au = 0,
V. u|6M = f7 (6)
Hh(u) =0,

The set of Beltrami singular values is the union of the spectrum of the self-adjoint operator defined by the curl
operator *d with the tangency boundary condition [YG90], whose domain is dense in the space of L? co-closed 1-
forms, and of the (positive and negative) square roots of the Dirichlet eigenvalues of the Hodge Laplacian. For the
purposes of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3, one could just take the former spectrum, but later on we will use that A? is not
in the Dirichlet Hodge spectrum either.



k41
has a unique H*' solution u for all f € H*+2(8M). If f is a smooth function, then the solution
u 15 smooth as well.

1
Proof. Since f € H f 2 (OM), we can find a unique solution ¢ € H**2(M) to the Neumann problem

{A@ -0 (7)

V—‘d(p‘aM :f7

by [Tayll, §5, Proposition 7.7]. Since dy is an H**+! divergence-free 1-form, by Theorem 1.2 we
can solve the boundary value problem (5) with w = di to obtain a unique H¥*2 solution v, which
has zero harmonic part tangent to the boundary. Setting v = dy — v then yields the unique H**!
solution to (6) with harmonic part equal to dp. By (4), we have H!(u) = 0. O

With these results in hand, we are ready to introduce the Beltrami normal-to-tangential map,
which shall be our main object of interest. It encodes the Cauchy data of Beltrami fields on
a manifold with boundary just like the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map does in the case of harmonic
forms.

Definition 1.4. For real A # 0 that is not a Beltrami singular value, the Beltrami normal-to-
tangential map at frequency A is the map

Yy : CP(OM) — QY (oM)

defined for each f € CL(OM) as
2)\<f) L= Uy,

where the vector field uw € C*(M) is the only solution to the boundary value problem (6), and where
ug is the tangential part of ulans, defined in (3).

It follows from Theorem 1.3 and the standard trace theorems for Sobolev spaces that X extends
to a map from HF(0M) to H* 1-forms on oM.
Note that by Equation (2), any solution to the Beltrami field equation with nonzero A is
divergence-free in the sense that
d*(xdu)  =d*u

d*u = = =0.
u 3 3 0 (8)

Here d* is the formal adjoint of d, which acts on k-forms « as
d*a = (=1)F « d = a.

As is well known, if u is a 1-form, d*u coincides with the divergence of the dual vector field.
As useful consequence of this is that a Beltrami field also satisfies the first-order elliptic equation

(xd + d*)u = Au, (9)

so in particular Beltrami fields with smooth boundary data are smooth (and analytic, if the domain
and the boundary datum are). Acting with (#d + d*) on both sides of Equation (9), we see that u



also satisfies the second-order elliptic equation
Agu = Nu, (10)

where the differential operator Ay := d*d + dd* is the Hodge Laplacian.

The observation that Beltrami fields also satisfy a Helmholtz equation for the Hodge Laplacian
is a key idea that we shall take advantage of below. It is important to note, however, that once we
impose boundary conditions on our Beltrami fields, the analysis of the Beltrami field equation is
not reducible to the analysis of the Hodge Laplacian.

Remark 1.5. Although we focus of the case A # 0 for concreteness, this assumption is not essential,
provided that we prescribe the divergence-free equation d*u = 0 by hand. With this understanding,
A = 0is never Beltrami singular, and we can once again solve the following boundary value problem
for a harmonic field u € Q'(M) with prescribed normal component f € CZ (M),

du =0, d*u=0,

VJu|6M :f7

and the solution is unique if M is simply connected (see [Sch06, Theorem 3.4.1], for example).
Indeed, this problem reduces to a Neumann problem for the scalar Laplacian, and we can define a
corresponding normal-to-tangential map that sends the normal derivative of the harmonic function
to its gradient along the boundary. All the results we present in this paper remain valid in this
case.

1.3 Main results

The main results we present in this paper is that, just as in the case of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann
map for the Poisson or Helmholtz equation [LU89, LUO1], the normal-to-tangential map for Bel-
trami fields determines all the normal derivatives of the metric at the boundary. Furthermore, in
the class of simply connected, real-analytic Riemannian manifolds, the normal-to-tangential map
determines the Riemannian manifold up to an isometry. More precisely, we shall prove the following;:

Theorem A. If )\ is not a Beltrami singular value, the normal-to-tangential map at frequency X,
Yy CP(0M) — QY0M), is a pseudodifferential operator of order 0 with principal symbol
€

00(&) := zm.

Its total symbol determines all normal derivatives of the metric at the boundary.

Theorem B. Suppose (Mi,g1) and (Ma,g2) are simply connected real-analytic Riemannian 3-
manifolds with boundary whose boundaries are identified, and that their Beltrami normal-to-tangential
maps are equal. Then (My, g1) and (Ma, g2) are isometric.

The proof of Theorem A is the subject of Section 2. There, we shall take advantage of the
fact that every Beltrami field also satisfies the second order elliptic equation (10) to derive a
relation between the Beltrami normal-to-tangential map and the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for



the Hodge Laplacian, whose full symbol is easily computed using the methods of [LU89]. Deriving
this connection is not immediate because, as discussed in the preceding subsection, the boundary
problem for the Beltrami field equation does not reduce to a boundary problem for the corresponding
second order operator, so further elaboration is necessary. We then use this relation and knowledge
of the symbol of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map to compute the symbol of the Beltrami normal-to-
tangential map, and show that it determines the Taylor series of the metric on the boundary.

The proof of Theorem B is presented in Section 3. There, we shall adapt the approach of
[LTUO03] and [KLU11], based on the real-analyticity of the Green’s functions, in which the manifold
is recovered by embedding it in a suitable Sobolev space. However, as the source term in (5) is
restricted to divergence-free fields, traditional Green’s functions arising from delta functions are
not available to us. As a key idea of the proof, we shall therefore introduce in Section 3.1 a class
of functions, which we call the b-fields, that will play a role in the analysis of the Beltrami field
equation analogous to that of Green’s functions in [LU0O1]. These b-fields have an interesting physical
interpretation: they describe the magnetic field created by a small current loop. Accordingly, they
are parametrized by the location and orientation of the loop (or vortex), which one associated
with a point in the unit sphere bundle of the manifold. After establishing certain useful properties
of b-fields, we proceed with the proof of Theorem B in Section 3.2, adapting the proofs found in
[LTU03, KLU11] and emphasizing the interesting changes made necessary by the introduction of
the b-fields.

To readily see why having to deal with b-fields instead of Green’s functions introduces essen-
tial new difficulties, it is useful to consider the differences between Theorem B and the kinds of
uniqueness results one usually obtains for the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for Laplacians with an-
alytic data, such as those in [LTU03, KLU11]. First, we require that the manifolds M; and My
in Theorem B be simply connected. This is a direct consequence of the fact that in order for the
solution of the boundary value problem (6) to be unique, we require the harmonic part to vanish.
We discuss this point in greater detail in Remark 3.5, following the proof of Proposition 3.4, where
the role that simple-connectedness plays in the proof of Theorem B becomes manifest.

Second, it would be reasonable to ask why we have not stated Theorem B in the case of local
data, that is, when Xy is known only on an open subset I' of the boundary. Indeed, the arguments
used in [KLU11] to reconstruct the manifold from knowledge of the Green’s form for the Hodge
Laplacian apply equally well in the case of local data. However, as remarked above, since there does
not exist a Green’s form for the Beltrami field equation, we use instead an appropriate analogue,
which we call the b-fields. These b-fields have two properties that pose a difficulty in extending
Theorem B to the case of local data. First, these b-fields are not generated by point sources, but
by loops of small but non-zero radius; and second, unlike the Green’s form, which is symmetric
in its two arguments, the b-fields shall depend on a parameter that is completely distinct from its
argument, and so there is no symmetry to exploit. We discuss this in greater detail in Remark
3.11, after it becomes clear how these properties enter into the proof of Theorem B.



2 Boundary determination for the Beltrami normal-to-tangential
map

The goal of this section is to show that the Beltrami normal-to-tangential map defined in Section 1
is a pseudodifferential operator of order 0 whose total symbol in a boundary chart determines the
Taylor series of the metric at the boundary. The strategy will be to use the relation between the
Beltrami operator and the Hodge Laplacian for 1-forms to relate the Beltrami normal-to-tangential
map to the Hodge Dirichlet-to-Neumann map, whose symbol is easily computed using methods
similar to those in [LU89]. We then argue that the symbol of the Beltrami normal-to-tangential
map inductively determines the Taylor series of the metric at the boundary. The fundamental results
regarding pseudodifferential operators and their symbols that we shall employ in this section may
be found in any good text on the subject; see [Tay81] for example.

In Section 2.1, we derive an expression in boundary normal coordinates that relates the Beltrami
normal-to-tangential map to the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map of the Hodge Laplacian for 1-forms. In
Section 2.2, we explicitly compute the total symbol of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for 1-forms.
Finally, in Section 2.3 we use the relation derived in Section 2.1 and the results of Section 2.2 to
show that the total symbol of the Beltrami normal-to-tangential map inductively determines all
normal derivatives of the metric at the boundary.

2.1 Deriving a relation between the Hodge DN map and the Beltrami NT map

In this Section, we want to derive a relation between the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for differential
1-forms and the normal-to-tangential map for Beltrami fields. As mentioned above, there are several
definitions of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for k-forms found in the literature; see for example
[JLO5, BS08, SS13]. The one that shall be most convenient for our purposes is the first definition
provided in [JLO5]:

Definition 2.1. Let M be an n-dimensional compact manifold with boundary 0M, and let g be a
Riemannian metric on M. Let AFT*M be the bundle of k-forms on M. For any \* ¢ Spec (Ay),
we define the Hodge Dirichlet-to-Neumann map

Agye:C* (AkT*M|aM) - C” (AkT*M |8M>

as follows. For ve C® (AkT*MbM), we may solve the Dirichlet problem

Agu— N2u =0,
{ du u (12)

u|6M =7,

to obtain a unique solution uw € C®(AKT*M). We then define A, »2(v) := Opulars where in boundary
normal coordinates (x%), Onulans is defined as

Ontt|opr = Z&nuﬂaM dx!. (13)
T

Remark 2.2. Tt follows from the definition of boundary normal coordinates that the right-hand-side



of (13) is simply the Lie derivative of u with respect the inward unit normal, restricted to M.
We now want to prove the following relationship between the Hodge Dirichlet-to-Neumann map

for 1-forms as defined above, and the Beltrami normal-to-tangential map:

Proposition 2.3. Let Xy be the normal-to-tangential map for Beltrami fields corresponding to
A € R\{0}, such that X is not a Beltrami singular value, and \* is not in the Dirichlet spectrum
of the Hodge Laplacian Agq. Let Ay2 denote the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map of the Hodge Laplacian
for 1-forms at frequency A\?. Then in boundary normal coordinates, for all f € CL(0M), we have

At (Sa(f) + Fda™), = —2—gar S5 (f)p + 2y f (14)

Vgl

Az (SA(f) + fda™)s = APS5 () + C(0)PSA(f)s + %an <—> €T0XNf)y  (15)

where
AP = —1 9B Os —1 g
= ay |
lg] vari

1
C(0)° = me‘%’gmeag(?g.

and

Proof. For f e CL(0M), let u be the Beltrami field whose normal component on the boundary is
given by f. The Hodge star on the basis of 2-forms in boundary normal coordinates is given by

s (da' A d2?) = \/[g] (9922 — g'2g?) da® = d®,

* (dm2 A dx?’) = \/E (922(13:1 — P dg?
* (dx3 A dxl) = \/m (gndx2 — ¢"2dz!

Applying this to
du = (01ug — Oouy )dat A da® + (Oyuz — Ogug)dx® A dxd + (O3uy — Ouz)dx® A dat

we can express xdu as

sdu = +/|g|(O2uz — dzuz) (g% da’ — ¢*'dx®) + /|9l (O3ur — Drus) (9" da® — g'*da?)

1
+ —((9111,2 - 62u1)da:3 (16)

Vgl

Thus, in boundary normal coordinates, the Beltrami field equations take the form

\/ |g|gz2(8gu3 - 63UQ) - |g|glz(03u1 — 51U3) = )\ul (17)

Vlglg" (93u1 — d1uz) — A/|glg® (Q2us — O3uz) = Aug (18)
1

—|g‘ (61UQ - 62u1) = )\U3. (19)

10



Rearranging Equations (17)—(18) yields
Vgl (¢" 03u1 + g* d3u2) = Aus + +/|g] (¢"101 + g% 02) us, (20)

Vgl (¢"205u1 + g*203us) = —Mur ++/|g| (¢"201 + g*202) us. (21)
We can rewrite Equations (20)—(21) as
9lg%P O3us = Ae®Pug + +/]glg*" dgus, (22)

where € is the usual permutation symbol on 2 indices. Dividing Equation (22) by +/|g| and
contracting with g,, we can rewrite it as

A

A e
Vigl™

It remains to compute the derivative of us with respect to 22. To this end, we differentiate Equation

O3y = Pug + 0yu3 (23)

(19) with respect to 2 to obtain

1 1
((915311,2 — agagul) + —03 <—> (51UQ — agul)

1
(93’[1,3 = —
evard A V19l
1 5y 1 1
= €70503uy + =03 | —— | €7 0nun. (24)
pevard A <\/|9|> !

By substituting Equation (23) into Equation (24), we obtain

1 1 1
dzuz = 7V 0503uy + <03 | ——= | €70,u
M/Igl AT\ Wl k
A g Pug + dyusg | + ~ 8 ! €7 0u
[e% 3 3 «
A\/Ig Vgl A\l k
A 1 1
ap ary
Jor € ug | + =03 | —= | €7 0nut, (25)
A\/Ig (\/ ! B) A (x/\g|> !

since the term 657(95(97'&3 vanishes. We thus obtain

1 1 1 1
1P 05 ——0ay | ug + —e‘hgme Osug + ~ (93 ( €Y7 0nU. (26)
9] (x/lg\ 91 A\ WVl

Now, since uz|ap = f, we have uy|opsr = 3x(f), by definition of the normal-to-tangential map. On

d3uz =

the other hand, w is also the unique 1-form on M satisfying

{Adu = N,
u|aM = EA(f) + fdz™.

11



Therefore, combining Equations (23) and (26), we have

Ay (SA(f) + fdx?’)ﬁ, = 03Uy |omr

= Lga'yeaﬁgk(f)ﬁ + a’yfv (27)

Vgl

Ay (Ex(f) + fda®), = dzuslonm

= APS5(f)s + C@O DA + 105 (L) 0Ny (28)

Vgl

where
B._ 1 sv.a8 L
AP = \/@6 €*P 05 (\/@g()ﬂ) ,
and
C(0)° = ie‘%’g]meo‘ﬁ('ﬁ(g,
9]
as defined in the statement of Proposition 2.3. This complete the proof. O

Equations (27) and (28) constitute key relation between A2 and ¥, that we wish to exploit.
We may also write Equations (27)—(28) in matrix form,

A AT (2 Algl =2 GISA(f) +douf 29)
AR ALY f APSA(f)p + C(O)PSA(f)p + X103 <|9\_§> €10a3A(f)y )’

where the blocks correspond to the splitting of 7% M |aps into tangential and normal components,
the 2 x 2 matrices G and J are given by Gog := gop and JB .= €8 and daps is the exterior
derivative on dM. We note in passing that the first term on the right-hand-side of Equation (27)
is easily seen to equal A #5p; X(f), and therefore the tangential equation (27) can be written as

NSS(F) + MB(P) = Awans () + dont . )

Corollary 2.4. The Beltrami normal-to-tangential map Xy is a classical pseudodifferential operator
of order 0 with principal symbol

£
oo(x,§) = e (31)

Proof. The tangential equation (30) yields

(AN = Axanr) Da(f) = donr f — AN () (32)

Since Agé is an elliptic classical pseudodifferential operator of order 1, so is A’;fg — A#gp7, and so it
has a parametrix P, which is an elliptic classical pseudodifferential operator of order —1 satisfying

P (A — Mxoy) = id +.7,
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where .7 is a smoothing operator. Applying P to Equation (32) yields

Ex(f) + LEASf) = P (dona f — AS3(S)) -

By the the Sobolev estimates given by Theorem 1.3, .¥ o Xy extends to a map of distributions
into smooth 1-forms, and so it is a smoothing operator. Therefore, we have that X is a classical
pseudodifferential operator of order 0. Recalling that the principal symbol of Agé is |€]g, we take
the degree-1 part of Equation (30) to obtain

|£|g0'0($7 5) = Zé.v

which yields Equation (31). O

2.2 Computing the symbol of Hodge DN map

The relation (29) between X and Ay2 shall be the key ingredient used in Section 2.3 to prove that
the full symbol of ¥y determines the normal derivatives of the metric on dM. Since that proof
requires an explicit knowledge of the total symbol of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for 1-forms,
and since it does not appear that these computations have been done in the literature, we take some
time in this Section to apply the standard recipe of [LUS89| to find the explicit form of the total
symbol of Ay2. For the remainder of this Section and the following one, we shall fix a frequency A
and omit the subscripts on A2 and .

We employ the same method of Lee and Uhlmann as in [LU89] to the Hodge Laplacian to
get the total symbol of the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map in asymptotic series form. So we seek a
factorization of the form (where D = —i0)

Ag— N = (D, +iE —iB)(D, +iB)

for some pseudodifferential operator B. On the other hand, for the Hodge Laplacian A, on 1-forms,
we have by the Weitzenbock formula,

Agqu = V*Vu + uo Ric (33)

where we view Ric as an endomorphism of TM. We choose boundary normal coordinates (z!, 22, 2™),

and as usual, we let Latin indices run over all 3 coordinates, whereas Greek indices shall run over
only the boundary coordinates. We now want to express Equation (33) in these coordinates:

(Aqu), = —g¥ (ViVju), + gijl“fj (Viu), + Ric) uy

Note that we have
(Vku)g = 8kug — Fizup

And therefore

(VZ'V]'U)Z = 6ic9jug - F?Z@-up - Ffec?jup - <81P§€) Up + F;.Zél“gqup
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and therefore we get
(Agu), = —g" 0;0jup + 2giije(3’jup + g9 <6Z~F§5) up — gijF?EI‘?qup + gijffjﬁkug - gijffjfizup
+ Ric”, uy (34)
The Ricci tensor is given by
Ric', = g" Ricjs = g oI} — g7 0Ty + g7T3, T, — gV T3, (35)
We now separate out the normal derivatives and tangential derivatives:

(Aqu), — Nup = —02up — g™ 0adup + 2I7 )00y + 29°° TP ,05uy + (0,T7,) up + g7 <8QF’B)£) Up

— gijfgzl“gqup + 9T 0y + 97T 00ue — gT5TY up + Ric?, up

= DgUg +1 <2szf + g°‘61“26> Dpup + Qou + Qru + Qou (36)

where for i € {0,1,2}, Q; is the i-th order differential operator on 0M defined by

(Qau), := —g*P0nd5us (37)
(Qru), := <2go‘ﬁfizﬁg + 5?9“/’\F,%\8a) Up (38)
(Qou)y i= (OnTh, + g*70aTh, — gITYTY, — GITETR, + Rick, ~\20] ) uy. (39)

So, letting (Eu)p = 2I'" u, + go‘ﬁfgﬁug, we have
Au = D2u + iEDyu + Qou + Qiu + Qou,
which upon comparing with the factorization, gives us

i[Dy, Bl — EB + B* = Q2 + Q1 + Qo.
Taking total symbols of this equation, we get
dub— Eb+ 3 202bD%b = g3 + 41 + qo. (40)
ol
Writing

b(‘raf) = Z bm(‘raf)

m<1

where each b, is positive-homogeneous in £ of degree m, the degree-2 part of Equation (40) gives
b1 = /@2 = |{| as expected. The degree 1 equation yields

Onb1 — Eby + 2boby + Y d¢by - Dby = 1. (41)

Now, before proceeding, we remark that for the proof of Theorem 2.5 in Section 2.3, we shall
only need to know the explicit dependence of by on d,,¢*?|ss modulo terms involving Japlom and
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tangential derivatives thereof. In fact, for m < 0, we shall only need the explicit dependence of b,,
on (3"nm‘+1 @853 modulo terms involving lower-order normal derivatives of g and their tangential
derivatives on oM. For convenience, therefore, we introduce the following notation. Let O,, denote
any quantity on dM which depends on normal derivatives of g up to order |m|, and tangential
derivatives thereof. Thus, letting w = |£|71¢ in Equation (41), we have

bo (q1 + Eb; — 6nb1) + Og

2b;

= 2ig*BT? +z§p”r o + 2T, + (€67 g T2 g o >+O
s (97T + 1027 D + 2T + 16100077 — g7 (205°) €065 ) + O

1
= {Wq <g Fﬁe + 559”\F?;)\> + Wawg < O‘BFPZ + gaﬁ(;ngAF:)\ — Zéfﬁngoﬁ) + Og (42)

For later use, we decompose by into its tangential and normal components, modulo Oy:

1 1
by" = waws <2g gV)T" 46ng°‘6> + Oy (43)
(b6"),, = iwag™ T, + O (44)
(b5")" = iwag®’Th 5 + Op (45)
1
(bf)t)ﬁ = WaWwp (go‘ﬁfﬁu 59 O‘Bé”gw‘lm Zéﬁango‘6> + Oy. (46)

We also want to derive expressions for b_1 modulo terms in ;. For this, note that the degree 0
part of Equation (40) gives us

b_1 = (qo — 6nb0) + O.

1
2l¢|
Here we introduce yet another notation that shall be very convenient for us in Section 2.3. Let D
denote any one of the following equivalent quantities,

1 1 1
D := gaﬁrgﬁ = _Fga = __gaﬁangaﬁ = §gaﬁangaﬁ = ———=0p (\/ |g|> > (47)

2 Vgl

where |g| denotes det g in these coordinates. Then using Equation (42), we obtain
On (bO)pé = iwagaﬁanrgg + wawp < ﬁ@ Fpe + gaﬁépé’ D — —5‘”&’2 ) + Oq.

Using Equations (39) and (35), we obtain

(QQ)p =0 Fié + Ricpg +04
=0 Fp@ + gp]a FZ - gp] agrja + Ol (48)
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Therefore, we have
(b-1)") = iwag® 8o Fﬁé + 2|£|waw5< 50nI‘fM + gaﬁgpjanrn — gaﬁgpjﬁgf?‘a + gaﬁanrfw
T %gaﬁgganp — Zéf&igaﬁ> + Os. (49)
As with by, we separate out the tangential and normal blocks of b_1,

1 1
®")" =3 £|waw5 <gaﬁanrgu + g% g0, T, + g*PanTh, + §gaﬁaganp — Zayaggaﬁ> + 0y,

(50)
(o™n) 2|£|wag Ponl, + On, (51)
nt oo, T 2
(b ) 2|£|wag On, Bn+01’ (52)
b = Wawp —g*B0, T + 1gaﬁé’ D — 10290‘6 + 0. (53)
" = g whi ¥ g8 P =g
For m < —2, the degree m part of Equation (40) yields
bm = 2|£| a bm+1 + O|m|
From Equations (50)—(53), it is clear that by induction, we obtain
(bi)" = ﬂw wal g?Bolmirr 4 gaBgryglmlpn o jaB glmipu +l aB sk olmlp
m) 2\m\|£|\m\ awWpl| g n tny TG99 n Lty T9 n +nv 29 v¥n
1 m Q
R R (54)
tn _ i(_l)‘m‘-‘rl aff Alm|pn
() = “gprigr @™ 0" T + Opm: (55)
nt\H __ Z(_l)‘m‘Jrl af Alm|pp
()" = rtiggim 9™ " Tgn + O, (56)
nn __ (_1)\m\+1 aB Alm| Yy 1 af Alm| 1 Im|+1 B

2.3 Determining the Taylor series of the metric at the boundary

In this section, we use our knowledge of the total symbol of A computed in Section 2.2, as well as
Equation (29), to prove the following:

Theorem 2.5. The full symbol of the Beltrami normal-to-tangential map ¥ determines all normal
derivatives of the metric g at the boundary.

16



Proof. We consider the tangential and normal parts of Equation (29) separately,

(), 20+ (™), f = 2= guac (1) + 8uf, 58)

Vgl

(A™) S+ (A™) f = AS(f)g + C()"S(f)s + §83 (ﬁ) €0Z(f)y. (59)

We take symbols of Equations (60) and (59) to obtain

"), #ou+ (b)), = igmea% +ig,, (60)

Vgl

(") H o, + " = APog + C(i€)° #op + %&3 <L> it oy, (61)

Vgl

where we have denoted the total symbol of A by b as in Section 2.2, the total symbol of ¥ by o,
and the composition of symbols by #.

In this Section, we shall use the notation O,, as in Section 2.2 to denote any known quantity
depending on normal derivatives of the metric up to order m, and tangential derivatives thereof.
Here, we also include in O,,, any quantity depending on the symbol of X.

Observe first that from the principal symbol oy of ¥, we can determine the metric at the
boundary. Therefore, since A? and C(i€)? are Oy, and since

§aF On = gaa'y - iaoﬂ"yy
we can re-write Equations (60)—(61) as

(0")", # o+ (B7), = O, (62)

(") #o, + 0" = O + o

1 . 1 1\ .,
)\ (W) £a€ PYO'«/ + X&g (W) € ﬁ/aaO'»y. (63)

Note that by the definition of D (47), we have

1 1
o3| ——= | = =—D.
Vgl 2ldl
Now, the degree 0 part of Equations (62)—(63) can be written as
()", (0-1),. + ()", (00),, + (86"),, = O, (64)

1

~ 2)|g]

1

nt\H nn
(06)" (@0),, + 0 29|

DEae™ (0-1), + De® 0y (09)., + Op. (65)

Note that in Equation (64), we have explicitly written the term b%' - o_;, even though it is Op. This
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is so that we can solve for o_1,

1 n
(0_71)’/ |§‘ ((btt)tu ( O)N + (bé )1/) + O(]. (66)
From Equation (46), we see that
1 1
(), = o (75T + D08~ 1080,°7 ) + O (67)

where we recall that we have set w = |[¢|71¢. So using Equations (67) and (44), we compute the
first term on the right-hand-side of Equation (65) to be

iD iD ¢ tt ¢
—&, e (0_1), = a ‘”( b + (by" > + Op
g+ 7 = gy () (o), + (1),
D pr [ aBp L afB sp 1p af pB Loy
= 2>\| |Wuwawﬁwp€ g Fnu+§Dg 51/_ Zéyang +9"g F«/y + Op

D 1 1
2)\‘ |wuwawgwp <e’“’ O‘BFP + 2Dgo‘ﬁe“p Ze“pc?ngo‘ﬁ + et g” g‘”F" > + Og

(68)
where in obtaining the last line, we have re-written Equation (44) as
(bf)")u = iwaga“’F% = iwawuwgg“ﬁ g‘”FZV
since g“ﬁwuwg = 1. Now, since
i& i1
R T
T ) gt e
the second-term on the right-hand side of Equation (65) is equal to
QPP wgw oy 1= ——Deayaagﬁpwgwpwy. (69)

4\ g

Finally, we compute the left-hand-side of Equation (65) using Equations (43) and (45), which yields
nt\B nn ayT B 1 af 1 af
(b5") (00)5 + 05" = waws | —g Fm~|—§g D—Zﬁng + Op
1 1
~ waioy (~97 T, + 500D~ 190 ) + 00 (10

where in obtaining the last line, we have again inserted g"’w,w, = 1. Therefore, upon combining
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Equations (68), (69), and (70), we can rewrite Equation (65) as

1 1 D D2
Oy = wawﬁwuwp< _ gupgavlﬂgﬂy + §gupgaﬁp _ Zgupangaﬁ _ N e””gaﬁffw _ mgaﬁeup
D
+ Hp af _ B aPB 0T ) OBPY e om. 71
8)\|g|6 ng 2A|g|6 g g yv BWpWy ( )
By parity, we can recover the coefficients of w,wgw,w,, and thus we have
Oy = _gupgavpﬁ + 1 gupgaﬁp _ l gupangaﬁ _ D Euvgaﬁ P gaﬁeup
M2 4 2M|g| " 4N g|
D
4 upn o By GpB gon 72

Contracting this expression with g,,,, and using g,,9"" = 2, g,,€"’ = 0, and gupg”ﬁ = 55, we obtain

1 D D
8 8 8 8 8 _
=29 Ty + 9D = 500g™ = 2A|g\g’”’ewga Ty = 29| "9, = Oo.

For the first of the terms involving A, we find

—%Qupewgaﬁrﬁu T 97" 9upg” Ongo
_ _%m G 6o
- _ﬁgaﬁewangw =0, (73)
owing to the symmetry of 0,,g-,. We are thus left with
—QQMPQW + gD — %%gaﬁ — %meﬁ”gmfi;y = 0.
We now contract with g,g to obtain
Oy = —25;,’12‘% +2D — %gagﬁngaﬁ - 2A|g‘eﬁ”5gfzy
=-2I'), +2D — %gagﬁngo‘ﬁ — 2)\‘g|eW Sy
= -2, +2D — %gaﬁangaﬁ, (74)

n

4, In its lower indices. Recalling the various expressions for D, Equation

owing to the symmetry of I
(74) reduces to
Oy = 3D,

so that the quantity D is known in terms of Oy. Once this is the case, the right-hand-side of
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Equation (65) is known, and thus we may write
(bgt)“ (90),, + 05" = Oo. (75)

Equation (70) then gives us
1
—gmfg,y — Zangaﬁ = Oy. (76)

Armed with knowledge of D, we now want to recover 0,g*?. To this end, we return to the tangential
equation (64), which we can write as

(5", (00), + (b5"),, = Oo. (77)

Using Equations (46) and (44), Equation (77) becomes
' aBH 1D af gk 15“0 ab iwag* T2, = O
Walipwy | g nv T 5 g v Z vOng + wWwag yv — Y0

Since D is now known in terms of Op, we can move it to the right-hand-side. We then combine
terms using g2 wawg = 1 to get

1
IWawpwy, (gaﬁfﬁu — Z&ﬁé’ngaﬁ + gﬁ”gmfzy> = Oy,

whence we can recover )
gohTR — Zé’u‘&ngaﬁ + gﬁ“g‘wffy‘u = 0.
Taking a trace over (u,v), we obtain
1
Oy = gaﬁrﬁu -3 on gaﬁ + gﬁu gavr%
1
= —¢*"D = S0ug®" + g g™, (78)

Again, since D is known, we arrive at

1
—50ng™" + g™Mg™ L, = Oy (79)

In order to recover 0,9%’, we want to compare Equation (79) with (76). Observe that

1
g9 T, = =597 9™ Ongru (80)

1
—QMFS«, _ _§gavgﬁuangw (81)

So that the left-hand-sides of Equations (80) and (81) are equal. Therefore, we can subtract
Equation (79) from Equation (76), to obtain

1
Z ngaﬁ = Oo.
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This completes the first step, in which we recover the first normal derivative of the metric at the
boundary. We can hence obtain all expressions in ;. We now consider the degree —1 part of
Equations (60) and (61), which become

()" (00), + (™), = O, (82)
(0™)" (00),, + b™1 = O1. (83)
Using the expression we derived for b_; modulo Oy, (50)—(53), Equations (82) and (83) become
1 1
O = 2|£|zwaw5wu <g onTh, + gaﬁgwﬁnf% +¢g*P0,IH + 590‘5550”1? - Zaﬁaﬁgaﬁ

+ gﬁﬂgamnrf;y> (84)

1 1
O = 2‘§|waw5< aﬁanrzw + Egaﬁc?nD - Zaﬁgaﬁ - g‘”&nfgn) (85)
By contracting the coefficient of Equation (85) with g, we obtain
40,D — —gaﬁa g = 0. (86)

On the other hand, we have

1 1
5gaga,%gaﬁ = §5n(ga55ngaﬁ) + Oy =0,D+ Oy,

and therefore, Equation (86) reduces to
onD = 0.

Now that 0,D is known in terms of O, the normal equation (85) reduces to

Oy

2
__a aB avanrfw

52 b _ g, (ga‘frﬁ,y) + O (87)

Armed with this, we extract the coefficient of the tangential equation (84) and take a trace over

(u,v) to obtain
1
O1 = =29™70,D + ¢*7¢" 0,1, + *70nD — 200" + g™'g* T 0nT,
1
= —29"%0,D + ¢*°0,D + g*? 0, D — 5&39043 + g7 g*70,T7,
1
= —58390‘5 + gﬁ“go‘“’&nf%

1 (07 (0% n
— —502™ + 0, <gB“g 'er> + 0. (88)
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By Equations (80) and (81), we can once again subtract Equations (88) and (87) to get
1
Zaggaﬁ = 0.

We have thus recovered all second-order normal derivatives of the metric at the boundary. We may
now conduct the inductive step in analogy with above. Thus, suppose we have recovered O, .
Taking the degree m part of Equations (60) and (61), we obtain

(b;t%)uy (O-O)M + (bm),, = O\m\) (89)

(o) (00),, + b} = Oy (90)
Using Equations (54)—(57), we obtain

i(—1 |m|+1 1
O|m| = 7;m‘)§||m| Walgwy, <gaﬁanmrﬁu + gaﬁgu’ya\nm\rzﬂy + gaﬁa\nm\rgu + 5905555‘;1‘@
1
- 3% gy ”017”'T3u> + O (91)
(_1)|m|+1 af3 Alm|y 1 af Alm| 1 |m|+1 af ay Alm| B
O = gl s\ 7Y 0Ty + 590" D = 20" g™ = g™ 0T, ) + Oy (92)

Contracting the coefficient of Equation (92) with g3, we obtain
1
O = 40D — Zgaﬁaj@mmgaﬁ
1
= 4(9‘nm"D — Za,'r' (gagangaﬁ> + O‘m‘, (93)
and so we are left with oD = O)m|- Equation (92) then reduces to
1
_Za\anlgaB - gam‘nm‘rgn = O\m\’ (94)
while after taking a trace over (uv), Equation (89) reduces to
1
—58‘7:“‘“9&6 + g™ gomiTn, = O, (95)
As before, we can add subtract Equations (94) and (95) to obtain
a\anlgaﬁ _ O|m|

This completes the inductive step, and thus also the proof that the symbol of ¥ determines the
normal derivatives of g at the boundary. O

Remark 2.6. Following up on Remark 1.5, we note that the above proof is easily adapted to the
case of harmonic fields, for which A = 0 and the divergence-free equation is prescribed, rather than
a consequence of the Beltrami field equation. Indeed, despite the presence of A™! in the second line
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of Equation (29), that line is easily seen to follow from d*u = 0; therefore A~! may be eliminated
and the Beltrami field equation is in fact not needed there. The rest of the proof then applies with
minimal changes to the case of the normal-to-tangential map for Harmonic fields.

3 Recovering a real-analytic simply connected manifold from the
Beltrami normal-to-tangential map

In this section, we shall recover a compact simply connected real-analytic Riemannian 3-manifold
with boundary from its Beltrami normal-to-tangential map, thus proving Theorem B. For this
section, we shall assume that (Mj,g1) and (Ms, g2) are two such manifolds, whose boundaries are
identified, and that their corresponding Beltrami normal-to-tangential maps 31 and Yo are equal.
As the boundaries are identified, we will sometimes denote dMy and 0My simply by dM.

By Theorem 2.5, the Taylor series of the real-analytic metrics g1 and g9 are equal on oM.
Therefore, by attaching 0M x [—dg, 0] to M; along the boundary 0M as in , we can extend the
manifold M; and the metric g; to a larger real-analytic Riemannian manifold with boundary (M,-, Ji)
such that Ml\Ml is identified with MQ\MQ, and the extended metrics g; and g9 agree in that region.
We shall assume this setup for the remainder of the paper.

3.1 The b-fields

To this end, drawing on the idea pursued in [LTUO03] and [KLU11], we shall define an appropriate
analogue of Green’s forms for the boundary value problem (5), which depend analytically on a set
of parameters, and which shall be used to embed our manifold into a suitable Sobolev space. Since
any inhomogeneous term in the boundary value problem (5) must be divergence-free in order to
guarantee the existence of solutions, we cannot simply solve the problem with delta functions, and
so there does not exist a Green’s functions for the Beltrami problem. In lieu of delta functions,
therefore, we use small “loop sources”, which we define momentarily. We call the corresponding
solutions b-fields, as in the case where A = 0, these correspond to magnetic fields arising from small
loops of current. The parameters that these electric current loops, and hence the b-fields, depend
on are therefore the location and orientation of the loops.
Let SM; denote the sphere bundle of M;,

SM; := {we TM; | |w| =1},
and let 7 : SM; — M; be the canonical projection. For € > 0, let
M¢ = {x € M; | d(z,0M;) > }.

For any w € SMf and 0 < § < ¢, we define the distributional current loop JZ;, s generated by w with
radius § as follows. Let a5 : [0,27] — F(M)Mi parametrize an oriented circle of radius ¢ in the
plane orthogonal to w. That is, if (e, e2,w) form an oriented orthonormal basis for Tﬂ(w)Mi7 then

Q 5(t) :== d ((cost)er + (sint)eg).
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Let 7,5 : [0,27] — M; be the curve obtained by mapping «, s into M; via the exponential map,

Yoo,5(t) 1= exPr(wy (aws(t)) -

We then define the distributional current loop Jf)’ s Dby its action on a smooth 1-form A,
L) = [ A (96)
Yw,s

We note the following properties of me. First, it does not depend on the orthonormal basis
(e1,e2,w). Second, Ji s is a distributional vector field with support and singular support on the
image of v, 5, which we shall also denote by ¢(w,d). Third, the current loop JL s is divergence-free
in the sense of distributions. And finally, as one can easily verify using equation (96), we have
Jus € H® for s < —%, and the map (w,d) — J, 5 is C' into H¥ for &' < —% -1

The existence theory for Beltrami fields given in [EPS15] generalizes to divergence-free distri-
butions and allows us to solve the following boundary value problem, so long as A is not a Beltrami
singular value of M;, which we can arrange in the construction of the extended manifolds M; since
A is not a Beltrami singular value of M7 and M, by assumption. We thus solve

curlg, by, s — Ab, 5 = Ji, 5 in M

w

7 b, 5l o7 =0, (97)
H?\L( ZJ,&) =0,

for any w € SM; and 0 < § < €. Note that since M; is simply connected, we can arrange that
M; be simply connected also, in which case the condition that the harmonic part be zero becomes
superfluous. We will henceforth assume this is the case.

We note that by elliptic regularity, bZJ7 s has singular support equal to that of J, 5, namely the
circle £(w,d) of radius § generated by w. We also note that bfm(a:) is real-analytic in  up to the
boundary of M; [ELPS23, Appendix A], and in the parameters (w,d), whenever z is away from
the singular set ¢(w,d). We also mention here a useful representation of the b-fields in terms of an
integral kernel. To this end, we refer to [EGPS18], where an integral kernel for the curl operator
on a manifold with boundary is constructed, and note that the methods applied therein may be
straightforwardly generalized to the case of the Beltrami operator where A is non-zero. We thus
obtain the following extension of [EGPS18, Theorem 1.1]:

Theorem 3.1. Let (M, g) be as above. There exists an integral kernel Ky(x,y) € End(T,M, T, M)
that is smooth outside the diagonal and satisfies

C(y)

K <2
| )\(ﬂj‘,y)| d(m,y)2

(98)

where C(y) depends only on the distance from y to the boundary, such that for any H* divergence-
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free vector field v on M, the unique solution u to the boundary value problem

curlyu — Au = v in M,
Hh(w) = 0.

can be represented as an integral of the form

u(x) = fM K (2 9)o(y) dy.

Remark 3.2. As observed in [EGPS18], while Theorem 3.1 yields the existence of an integral kernel
with the above properties, this kernel is easily seen to be non-unique. The solution to the boundary
value problem (99), however, is unique.

With the integral kernel of Theorem 3.1, the b-fields defined above as the solutions to (97) can
then be represented distributionally as

L s(x) = K (2, 70,5 ()7, 5(t) dt, (100)
Yw,s

as one can easily verify. We can now use the representation (100) to deduce the following result,
which shows that like the Green’s functions for the Laplacian, the b-fields have a simple asymptotic
form near singularities:

Proposition 3.3. As z — {(w,0), the b-fields have the asymptotic behaviour

C

b, 5(2)| ~ A 0@ ) (101)

In particular, the b-fields are Llloc.

Proof. We have (100) for x ¢ ¢(w,d). So, choosing a coordinate ¢t along 7, s centred on the point
closest to x, we have, by the asymptotics (98),

1, 5(2)| < f K (s (6))] i

g
<], e
st J d(:n,ﬁ(cf;))z 2
et .
yielding the desired asymptotics (101). O

Having established the relevant properties of the b-fields, we now want to show, as in [KLUI1,
Lemma 3.4], that the Beltrami normal-to-tangential map determines the b-field in the outer region
of the extended manifold where the two metrics were constructed to agree, which shall be an
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important result in the next section. Thus, as above, fix 6 > 0 such that § < ¢, let U := Mf\M,,
and let Us := {p e U | d(p,0M;) > §}. We have the following result:

Proposition 3.4. We have bi)’(;(x) = bf)’(;(:n) for all (z,w) € U x SU; such that x ¢ £(w,d).
Proof. Fix w e SUs, and let § be the unique vector field on Ms solving the boundary value problem
curlg, 8 — A8 =0,

v Blomr = v - bLlan,
Hiyp, (B) = 0.

Note that since M; is simply connected, (97) implies that bulJ s is the unique solution ~ to

curly, v — Ay = 0,
v-ylom = v - b, slam, (103)
,Hljt\ll(’}/) = 07

inside M. Therefore, since X1 = X9, we have

(Blom)" =2 (v - Blonr) = E2 (v - bl slonr) = S1 (v - b 5lonr) = (bi,,glaM)t,

so that in fact, we have SB|op = bulJ slonr. We may thus define a vector field B on M, by

) {B in M27

bclw s inU,
which by construction satisfies the boundary value problem

curlg, B—A3 = Jo%,é’

v Bl =0, (104)
t (B) —

HMQ(ﬁ) =0,

since the extended metrics g1 and go agree in U. Therefore, by the uniqueness of solutions to (104),
it follows that 8 = bi’ 5 in M. In particular, we have that bi s coincides with bi)’ sinU. O

Remark 3.5. Note that if M is not simply connected, then the vanishing of the harmonic part of
bi)’ 5 on M; does not guarantee the vanishing of its harmonic part when restricted to Mj, and so
we cannot conclude that bi)’ s 1s the unique solution to (103) in that case. Similarly, if M; is not
simply connected, then the vanishing of ’H'}Wz (8) does not guarantee the vanishing of ’H';% (5), and
so we would not be able to conclude that b coincides with bi s- Onme sees therefore why we need
the manifolds to be simply connected in order to match the Cauchy data, and conclude that the
Beltrami normal-to-tangential map determines the b-fields in the extended region.
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3.2 Embedding Mf into a Sobolev space and constructing the isometry

Having established the necessary properties of the b-fields, we now proceed with the approach
given in [KLU11], using the b-fields in lieu of the Green’s forms and emphasizing the necessary
adaptations. For the remainder of this paper, we shall fix a loop radius § > 0 with < € as above,
and henceforth omit the dependence on § in our notation.

We begin by choosing an open set U cc Us. For some fixed s < —2, we can define the maps

27

B; - SM — H*(U,TU)

. 105
W = bclu|U ( )

We will eventually show that #; and %, are embeddings with the same image. This will imply
that SMF is isometric to SMs, from which the isometry of M; and My shall follow. We have

Proposition 3.6. For s < —%, the map %B; is a C'-map into H*(U,TU).

Proof. We want to show that the map w — b’ is C' into H*. To this end, note that by (97) the
derivatives of the b-fields with respect to w satisfy the boundary value problem

{curlgi (Qubl) = X (Aubl,) = 0 i, in M; (106)

7+ (0ubL)] 55 = 0.

Since 0,,.J¢, is easily seen to be in H ' for ¢ < —%, it follows by elliptic regularity that d,b! € H*

for s < —%. Since 0,J%, depends continuously on w, so does 0,,b.,. O

Next we prove

Proposition 3.7. The map %; is an embedding, and is real-analytic on Mf\V, where V' is ade-
quately chosen and satisfies U cc V cc Us.

Proof. The analyticity of %; away from U follows from the analyticity of the b-fields away from
singularities. Now, since SMf is compact, to prove that %; is an embedding it suffices to show that
is is an injective immersion. We first show that %; is injective. Indeed, suppose that %;(w) = %;(w’)
for w # w'. Then we have b/,(z) = b ,(z) for all z € U away from singularities. But by analyticity,
this must hold for all z € M?\ (£(w) U £(w')). If the singular circles £(w) and £(w') are not equal,
then this contradicts the asymptotics of the b-fields. Therefore ¢(w) = ¢(w’), from which it easily
follows that we must have w = w’. Hence, %; is injective.

To show that 4; is an immersion, suppose there exists wg € SMf for which D%;(wp) is not
injective. That is, there exists v € T,,,SM? such that

0= (D%i),,v= vké’wkbw|w0
in local coordinates about wy. But this would imply that
0 = v"0, by, ()

for all z € U\ £(wp). By real-analyticity, this would hold for all z € Mg\ £(wp), contradicting the
asymptotics as z — f(wp). Thus, %; is an injective immersion, hence an embedding. O
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We are now ready to prove the main result of this section (c.f. [KLUI1, Theorem 3.7]), from
which Theorem B will follow:

Theorem 3.8. Suppose that the b-fields satisfy
by, () = b (x)

for all (z,w) € U x SU; such that x ¢ (w,d). Then

B\(SIE) = B5(SNE5) < HY(U, T,
and By ' By : SM — SM5 is an isometry.
Proof. To prove this, following [KLU11], we introduce the following sets for a small ¢y > 0:
N(eo) = {x € Mi : d(x,0M?) < e},

Cleo) = {x e M{ : d(z,0Ms) > e},

and we can further assume that C(ep) is connected. Let us then take some wy € SC(ep), and let
Vi € SC(eg) be the largest open set containing wy such that %) (w) € Bo(SM5) for all w € V;.
We know that Vi is non-empty because the b-fields agree in U x SUs. Since A9 is injective by
Proposition 3.7, we can define the map

S = B, B Vi — SM;.

Let D1 < Vi be the largest connected open set such that dis a real-analytic local diffeomorphism
and local isometry on D;. As in [KLU11], we want to show that SN (&) u Dy = SM; by contra-
diction. Thus, let wy be the point in SMf \ (SN (eg) u Dq) closest to wy, so that wy € dD;. We now
want to prove the following analogue of [KLU11, Lemma 3.8]:

Lemma 3.9. There exist wy in the interior of SM§ such that
Bo(wa) = Pr(w1) € H*(U,TU),
and a sequence (w;) € Dy such that w; — wi and ®(w;) — ws.

Proof. Since wy € dD1, we can take any sequence (w;) < D; such that w; — wy. Since d is a local
isometry on Dy, there is a sequence (&;) € SM5 such that % (w;) = Ba(&;). By compactness, (¢;)
has a convergent subsequence. If it has a convergent subsequence that converges to a point in the
interior of SM§ , then we are done. So let us suppose that every convergent subsequence of (¢;)
converges to a point & € 0SM§. We then would have, for fixed y € U,

B (w;)(y) = PBo(&5)(y) — Ba(&0)(y) = Vg, (y)-

On the other hand,
B1(w;j)(y) = Br(w1)(y) = by, (v)-
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Since &j is on the boundary of S Mg, Proposition 3.4 and the above yield

be, (1) = bZ, (y) = be, (v). (107)

This is true for any y € U away from singularities, and so therefore, by analytic continuation, it must
hold everywhere. But w; is in the interior of SMf , while &y is on the boundary. This contradicts
the asymptotics of the b-fields. Therefore, (£;) has a convergent subsequence that converges to an
interior point wy of S Mg, which proves the lemma. O

Now we assume that U cc Uy is chosen so that %; is an analytic embedding in a neighbourhood
of w;, for i = 1,2. We also have SU < D;.

Lemma 3.10. We have
D%l(wl)(TwlSMf) = D%g(wg)(TszMS) c HS(U,T[]').

Proof. By Lemma 3.9, there is a sequence (w;) & Dy with w; — w; and <i>(wj) — wo. By definition
of D1, the maps %, and %5 o ® coincide on Dy. Hence, so do their derivatives. Therefore,

SNEE).

D) (wj) (Lo, SMF) = D% (®(w))) (T,

By the choice of s, the derivatives D.%; are continuous on SMf. The result follows. O

Let us now set

¥ = DB (w1) (T, SMS) = DBo(ws) (T, SMS) < H(U,TU).

Since D%; is injective, we have that dim ¥ =~ dim TWZ.SJ\NJZ-6 = 5. Let P: HS(U,T[]') — ¥ be
the orthogonal projection onto ¥". Then

D(P#j)(wj) = P(D#j)(w;) = DABj(wj),
which is bijective onto ¥". So by the inverse function theorem,
PB; : N (wi, SME) — N (Pu, V),

is a real-analytic diffeomorphism, where .4 (p, W) denotes a neighbourhood of p in W. Now, by
decomposing H*(U,TU) = Im P @ Im(1 — P), it is easy to see that the sets

{Bi(w) | we A (w;, SME)}
are the graphs of the real-analytic functions
(1—P)Bi(P%;)™' - N (Pu,?) — Im(1 — P). (108)

Moreover, using Lemma 3.9, the fact that d is a local isometry on Dy, and the real-analyticity of
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the functions (108), one easily establishes that
(1= P)#1(P%1)"" (v) = (1 - P)%2(P%2)"" (v) (109)

holds for all v e A (Pu,¥).
We are now ready to prove that wj is an interior point of D;. We will do this by showing that

for every @y € A (wy, SMY), there exists a unique @y € A (wa, SM5) such that
P1(1) = Ba(@2). (110)

Indeed, note that we may take o = (P%2) ' (P%,)(@1). Then P%(@1) = P%2(i») holds by
definition, while equation (109) implies

(1= P)%1(@1) = (1 — P)Pa(w2).
Therefore (110) holds, and so the map ® = %, 1%, is real-analytic in A (w;, SME). Hence,
d: Dy U AN (wy, SM§) — SM5

is real-analytic. Since $ is a local isometry on SU, it follows by analytic continuation that it is a
local isometry everywhere on Dy U A (wy, SMf ). But this means that w; is an interior point of D1,
contradicting the definition of wy. Therefore, we must indeed have that SN(eg) U Dy = SMf , as
desired. In particular, as we can make €y arbitrarily small, it follows that %, (SMEF) = By(SMS).
Therefore, we have a real-analytic bijection ® : SMf — SMQE, which is a local isometry everywhere.
Hence it is an isometry. This complete the proof of Theorem 3.8. O

Unlike the argument used in [KLU11], we still have to show that the the isometry D SMf —
SM§ descends to an isometry of the underlying base manifolds. To this end, first note that & is
fiber-preserving on U. That is, on U, it takes the form

i)(g;,w) = (gb(:ﬂ), i)(x,w)),

where ¢ : U — U is the real-analytic isometry that identifies (U, g;) and (U, go). We have previously
identified these two sets implicitly and taken ¢ to be the identity, but here we make the identifying
map explicit. So, if m; : SM; — M; are the canonical projections, then we have

(71'2 O(i))|0 = gboﬂ'l.

The real-analyticity of & means that m o & will be constant along fibres everywhere on SMQE , and
therefore there is a well-defined real-analytic map ® : M — M5 such that

7'('20(1):(1)071'1

everywhere on Mf , with ®|5; = ¢. That & is real-analytic, bijective and an isometry immediately
follows from the corresponding properties of ®. This proves Theorem B.
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Remark 3.11. We can now appreciate why working with the Beltrami field equation poses a difficulty
in extending the above proof of Theorem B to the case of local data. In fact, the difficulty seems to
lie entirely with the proof of the important but technical Lemma 3.9. In the case of local data for
the Hodge Laplacian, the analogue result [KLU11, Lemma 3.8] is proven using the vanishing of the
Green’s form on the boundary of the extended manifold, in conjunction with analytic continuation.
The boundary values of the b-fields, however, do not appear in our proof of Theorem B. This is for
two main reasons: first, because the b-fields are generated by interior loops of radius less than e
as opposed to point singularities, we do not reconstruct the initial extended manifold M; on which
the b-fields are defined, but rather the slightly smaller manifold Mf . Moreover, in the case of local
data, it is the point £y appearing in Equation (107) that lies on the boundary of S]\NJQ6 , rather than
the evaluation point y; we have no way, therefore, of incorporating information about the boundary
data of the b-fields into the proof. Indeed, our proof of Lemma 3.9 relies instead on the b-fields
agreeing everywhere in a neighbourhood of the boundary of Mf .
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