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Abstract

We show that the full symbol of the Dirichlet to Neumann maghafk-form Laplace’s
equation on a Riemannian manifold (of dimension greatan 2)awith boundary de-
termines the full Taylor series, at the boundary, of the ioetthis extends the result of
Lee and Uhlmann for the cake= 0. The proof avoids the computation of the full sym-
bol by using the calculus of pseudo-differential operap@sametrized by a boundary

normal coordinate and recursively calculating the priatgymbol of the difference of
boundary operators.



1 Introduction

While there many results on the uniqueness of recovery otdtledficients of an el-
liptic partial differential equation from boundary datathme case of a single partial
differential equation, there are few results for systemBDBES. One might expect that
the complete boundary data for a system might be sufficiergover multiple coeffi-
cients and yet the results to date have been in essentialbraases. Lee and Uhlmann
showed that the full Taylor series, at the boundary, of a imetan be obtained from
the total symbol of the Dirichlet to Neumann map of the scalgplace’s equation.
One might expect to obtain at least the same information fiteerDirichlet to Neu-
mann map associated with the Laplacian operatdk-torms. The 1-form, or vector
Laplacian on 3-manifolds being the example with the mosiamls/applications. We
will show here that the full symbol of theform Laplacian does indeed determine the
Taylor series of the metric at the boundary, and hence undebée assumptions an
analytic metric can be recovered from this data. The metlsed lin common witH 4],
avoids the computation of the full symbol of the DirichleNMeumann map. Rather, by
using the calculus of pseudo-differential operators patamed by a boundary normal
coordinate, we recursively calculate the principal syndiohe difference of boundary
operators, checking that it vanishes to a suitable ordewdikas being an natural ex-
tension of the scalar case and interesting in its own righthape that this paper will
stimulate the use of the technique in other inverse bounddae problems for elliptic
systems of equations of interest to applications.

The context for all will be a smooth compact orientable maldifwith boundary
M, equipped with a Riemannian metgcWe also assume diM = n > 2. The metric
tensor induces a volume forme Q"(M) and Hodge star isomorphisgt QK(M) —
Q"K(M) is defined by the property

*WA W= g(w, W), (1.1)

where the action of the metric is extended naturally to adt-torms. We can consider
the Hodge star ok-forms as a contraction of the tensgt®k @ . Heredf is the
covariant metric tensor.

The total symbol of an operat&ron functions orR" is
P(x.&) = & *EP(EXY).

A classical pseudo-differential operator of ordenas a full symbol which is an asymp-
totic sum of term$m—; (x, &) which are smooth i§ # 0 and forA > 0 are homogeneous
of degreem— j _

Pm-j (X A&) =A™ T pm_j (%, €).
The principal symbol isom also denoted bym(P). The class of classical pseudo-
differential operators is denoted BYDOJ(R"). There are more general classes of
pseudo-differential operators based on more general sigmbat we shall not need
them here. These classes form a graded algebra under cadimposi

o1 YDOJ x WDOI — DO ™.
To obtain the principal symbol of the composite one just $ake product;

Omynt (PQ) = 0m(P)ony (Q)



however the full symbol of the product is rather more congibd. Operators in
WDO,” r‘| WDOY are called smoothing operators. The full symbol of a pseudo-

dlfferennal operator determines the operator modulo ghing operators. For brief
introduction to pseudo-differential operators we recomdihe note< 3] and for more
detail Shubin[[10]. We note that the definition of pseuddedéntial operators can be
extended to smooth manifolds using coordinate charts. tHerprincipal symbol is in-
variantly defined as a function on the cotangent bundle whédotal symbol depends
on choice of coordinates.

Following [4] we will consider pseudo-differential opeses on a smooth manifold
Y depending smoothly on a parametei~or our purposes we will havé = oM and
t the normal distance from the boundary. We say that WDO™' (Y,R™) if it is a
family of pseudo-differential operators of ordaronY, varying smoothly up té = 0,

and such that )
P= zbtf*i P
J:

with P; a smooth family of operators ovi of orderm— j. This definition extends
naturally to operators on bundles, in our case the bundt€@fms being the important
example.

The symbol ofP € WDO™' (Y, R™) is defined to be the vector

(om-;(P}))j—0

evaluated at = 0. This is a vector of functions on the cotangent bundl¥.oFor the
case of an operator on a vector bundle, each of these fusdsanfield of enodmor-
phisms on the fibres of the bundle.

Letu be a 1-form then the Bochner Laplacian (sometimes calledatihgh Lapla-
cian) is the operator expressed in coordinates 9" uj. The principal symbol in
|

this case ig)l wherel is the identity on 1-forms. 'Jl'he formal adjoint with respextt
metric of the exterior derivative daforms isd = (—1)("™+1 x d«, The Laplacian on
differential forms (or Hodge Laplacian) is thén= dd+ dd. The principal symbol of
dis 03(&)&) =i& Aw. Let X =w denote the contraction of the differential fornwith
respect to the vector field. We denote b¥? the vector field dual to the one forgn
The principal symbol 0b is theno%(&) = —i&¥ . We conclude using that contraction
is an antiderivation on forms

a(E)w=E& S (EAW) +EA(EFo)w=g(E E)w.

The connection between the Laplacian and the Bochner Liaplaas well as an alter-
native way to calculate the principal symbol of the formsrgiven by the coordinate
expression for the Laplacian

(BU)iy.iy = < g Uiy iij + Z Rijaui1~~~iot—1jiot+1"'ik
a=1
G 1
2

k
Z R Igla u|1~~~|ot1J|ot+1~~~|[31”[3+1~~|k> :

Note that for a flat metric the Laplacian and Bochner Lapladiaincide. A differ-
ential formu satisfying Laplace’s equatiofiu = 0 is called a harmonic form. On a
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compact manifold without boundary, this is equivalent t® ¢ondition that the form is
a harmonic field, that is it is both exadf,y = 0, and co-exacu =0 as

<u,Au>:||du||2+||6u||2+/ 6uA*u+/ uA xdu (1.2)
oM oM

However on manifolds with boundary there can be harmonim$owhich are not har-
monic fields.

Closely related systems of elliptic partial differentiguations occur in electro-
magnetics (the vector Helmholtz equation) and in lineastéaddy.

In a linear elastic solid with metric tensgrand with no body forces, the displace-
ment fieldu (a vector field) satisfies the equation DBL,g) = 0 whereu — L,g is
the Lie derivative of the metric which in componentsisg) = ui;j + uj; (as usual
a semi-colon indicates covariant differentiation withgest to following indices) and
Div is its formal adjointa;j + %a”;kgjk. (All sums will be indicated explicitly.) The

]
elastic tenso€ is a field of automorphisms of the symmetric tensors on each. fithe
principal symbol of the elastic operator@ For an isotropic solicC = Ag® g + pl
wherel is the identity operator on symmetric tensor fields. The [@mwolconsidered by
[[7] was the recovery of the Lamé parametem@ndy for an isotropic solid. They also
considered a related anisotropic problem for two-dimemalielastic media.

Nakamura and Uhlmanhl[8] derive a factorisation for the @tn@pic linear elastic-
ity operator in boundary normal coordinates (for the flatnmgt This allows them to
recover the full Taylor series of the ‘surface impedancedenwhich is a function of
C, but not the complete Taylor series©f For a special case, transversely isotropic
media,C can be recovered][9].

In electro-magnetic theory the electric fitldand magnetic filedd are naturally
defined as 1-forms, as to take measurements of these fieldsosteintegrate over
curves. The resulting electric and magnetic fluxe@sndB are naturally two forms as
one must integrate them over surfaces to make a measurefhennaterial properties
(for simplicity we consider a non-chiral, linear, insuteimaterial) are the permittivity
€ and permeability,, these map one forms to two forms and are the Hodge star oper-
ators for an associated electric and magnetic Riemanniaricm@ssuming all fields
to be time harmonic with angular frequeneyand the electric charge density to be
constant we have Maxwell's equations

dB  =0,dD=0 (1.3)
dE = —iwpH,D=¢E (1.4)
dH =iweE, B=pH (1.5)

In a physically artificial situation wherg = € = % (obviously after units have been
scaled) we notice thd& andH salsify the vector Helmholtz equation& = w?E and
AH = w?H.

The main result we prove is an extensiorkiforms fork > 0, of the result of Lee
and Uhlmannl[]B] using a similar factorization in boundarymal coordinates. Ini-
tially, our notion of a Dirichlet-to-Neumann map is non+stiard fork # 0. Employing
the multi-index notation = (i1, ...,ix) we write ak-form asu = I2u|d><| wheredy =

dx, Adx, A--- Adx,. Following [6] we use a coordinate char, ..., xn) = (X, Xn)



wherex' = (x1,...,%n—1) is a chart on the boundary, arglis the distance to the bound-
ary. We denote by, both a unit vector field normal to the boundary and its assedia
derivation on functions. We extend thiskdorms by its actions on the components as
functionsdnu = Izanu| dx . The operatof\g : Ujay — (OnU)|am. WhereAu =0, is linear

while somewhat unnatural. We will discuss the relationsbipore natural Neumann
data for Laplace’s equation in Section 2. Our main result is

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a smooth compact orientable Riemannian manifolllvaund-
ary, withdim(M) = n > 2 and metric g, and let k be an integér< k < n.

(i) The Dirichlet-to-Neumann mafyg : ujam — (dnU)|am for the k-form Laplace’s equa-
tion Au = 0is a classical pseudo-differential operator of order one.

(ii) The Taylor series, at the boundary, of the metric in bdary normal coordinates
is uniquely determined by the full symbolA§. For 0 < k < n only one diagonal
component of the full symbol is needed corresponding te=dtkx, A dx, A --- AdX,
but for k= (n+1)/2 the multi-index I= (iy,...,ik) must exclude n and for¥ (n—
1)/2, | mustinclude n.

Where our work differs from Lee and Uhlmann’s is in its use afflies of op-
erators parameterized by the normal distance. Thelcase is clearly equivalent to
k = 0 so we need only consider the case & < n. Lee and Uhlmann showed that
the full Taylor series of a real analytic metric on a real gtialmanifold, where the
relative homotopy group of the boundamyM,0oM) is trivial, determines the metric,
provided the manifold is strongly convex or the metric carekiended analytically to
a larger manifold without boundary. Recent work of Lassas@himann[[5] removes
these geometric and topological hypotheses showing thahalytic metric is deter-
mined throughout any connected analytic manifold by théchiet-to-Neumann map.
It remains to be seen if the same techniques can be applibd tpenerak-form case.

Only a small modification of the argument is needed to proveraion of Theo-
rem[I] for the equivalektform Helmholtz problem at fixed frequency.

2 Boundary Conditions

In a neighbourhood of the boundary where our boundary nocoaddinates are de-
fined, we can distinguish betwe#sngential kforms which have nalx, in their co-
ordinate expression, ambrmalforms which have a common factdx,. Clearly the
space ok-forms on this neighbourhood is the direct sum of the spafeesmigential and
normal forms. The projection on to the tangential compoiten{ w) = 0, — (dX; A W)
and on to the normal componemi(w) = dx, A (0nh —~w). From these expressions it is
clear that«T, = T+ and that the Hodge star of a tangential form is normal\and-
versa

Leti: oM — M be the inclusion of the boundary. The tangential component
of k-form u € Q¥(M) at the boundary is then the pull-pack to the boundanye
QK(@M). The normal part ol at the boundary, can be determined uniquely from
i % U= %3(0n—U)|om € Q"K(OM) wherex, is the induced Hodge-star on the bound-
ary. Dirichlet data for harmonik-forms consists of the both the tangential component
and the normal component of the form at the boundary [1]. Mqtessible source of



confusion here. When considering forms on manifolds wittoartaaryi*u is often
thought of as the restriction of form to the boundary, andathiéback is often omitted,
for example in Stoke’s theorem. In TheorEml 1.1 our Diricldietau|gy is the restric-
tion to the boundary of a form, but in the sense of consideonly base points on
0M and no projection of the fibre on to the tangential componéhis Dirichlet data
together with the integrals af on a basis of the relative homology grodp(M,dM)
determines a unique solution fau = 0. For simplicity we will assume that the said
integrals are specified to be zero. We note that for the kasé one simply specifies
the integral ofu on each connected componeniiwith a non-empty boundary. The
natural Neumann datal[1] is the specificatioriot du andi*du. Note that as in the
casek = 0 where Neumann datéx du must have zero integral on the boundary, there
are compatibility conditions for Neumann dakéa [1]. A natWaichlet-to-Neumann
mapping is thereforBlg : QX(OM) x Q" k(M) — Q"*-1(aM) x Q*~1(aM) given by

rlg(f'[, f\)) = (|* *du,|*6u)

whereAu = 0, i*u= fr, i* *u= f,. Here we us@ andt as labels for the normal and
tangential components in the sense of the domain and rarfgg &fe can now recast
TheorenLlL in terms of this natural data.

Corollary 2.1. Let M be a smooth compact orientable Riemannian manifoltd wit
boundary, withdim(M) = m > 2 and metric g, and let k be an integér< k < n. (i)
The natural Dirichlet-to-Neumann mdpyg for the k-form Laplace’s equation defined
above is a classical pseudo-differential operator of ordler

(i) The full symbol of 14 determines the Taylor series (at the boundary) of the migtric
boundary normal coordinates. Furthermore fogZl{(n—2)/2,(n—1)/2,n} only the
full symbol of the tangential pafl g+, is needed and for andgk {0, (n+1)/2,(n+2)/2}
only the full symbol of the normal paltg,y is needed.

The proof of Corollar§ 211 follows the proof of Theoréml1.19actiorB.

In the case of electromagnetics note that when formulatedifiarential forms
Maxwell’'s equations[{1]13)—(1.4) are independent of theianttEuclidean metric and
thus invariantly defined. In the inverse boundary value [@ois for time harmonic
Maxwell’s equations one typically specifies the boundargdavariantly as the tan-
gential component d& andH. The isotropic case where both the electric and magnetic
metrics are conformally flat, has been studiediby [11] aihd [4]

By contrast in elasticity strain is a measure of the distortif the Euclidean metric,
and one seeks the elastic tensor with the ambient metringiVéis problem is not
diffeomorphism invariant.

3 Factorization and symbol calculation

We consider metrics to be equivalent if they are related byffaainorphism which
fixes points on the boundary. Without loss of generalityréfere, we can assume that
Xn is the boundary normal coordinate for both metrics. Laterwilemake a more
specific choice for the coordinate chart on the boundary.

We use notation froni]4], in particulfDO™' denotes families of pseudo-differential



operatorspP,, in X' such that thg term in the total symbol vanishes to order j at
xn = 0, and DA™ is the class of such differential operators.

n-1 ..
LetA’= 3 h''DyDy,. We have that
i,j=1

A= (D2 +A')l +EDy, +H(x,Dy),

whereH is a first order system i’ on the bundle ok-forms andE is a smooth
endomorphism of the bundle &fforms. We use the notatiol§| = 1/g(,§) for a
covectort.

Proposition 3.1. There exists a &,Dy/) € WDOL (0M;R; Q1(M)) such thato; (B) =
|€'|xI and

modulo smoothing and B is unique modulo smoothing.

Proof. If we expand, we obtain
DZ | +B?+EDy, — iEB+i[Dx,, B].

Taking the principal symbol d8 as specified we obtain an error,LHDOé. Now sup-
pose we have chosd) such that the erroF;, is in LI‘DO(%l". LetBj1 = Bj +Cwith
Cin WDO,'. Upon expanding we then obtain an extra t&B8j + B;C + Ej with E; of

order—j. Takingo_j(C) = —%|E’|;101,j(Fj). We have achieved an error one order
better. Inducting and summing, we achieve an erré¥irO_”.

As the choice at each stage was fordgds unique. O

The importance of this factorization is thB{0,Dy) is equal modulo smooth-
ing terms to/\g. We will summarise the argument which is identical to thategi
by [6] for the O-form case. Given a harmorkdorm u, let v= (Dy,| —iB)u so that
(Dy,l + E+iB)v = 0. These are both generalised heat equations, the secomd wit
‘time’ reversed. As both are smoothing we see that = Bu+ smooth terms and
hence\g =B modWDO,”. This proves Theoref.1 part (i) and part (i) will follow
if we can show that two metriag, g, with identical full symbols oB at the boundary
must agree to infinite order at the boundary. Rather tharulzding the full symbol
of B, we use the calculus of pseudo-differential operatorsrpaterised by the normal
distance. The advantage is that we need only calculateipairgymbols.

We want to compare the Laplacians associated to two differertrics assumed
equal up to order in the normal coordinate. Of course it is immediate from thia-p
cipal symbol ofB that the metrics agree on the boundary so we candakeg, = Xk
for somel >0

First we compare the Hodge star operators. By definiton+w = g(w, w)u and
we see that
*1 = *xp + x'na

wherea is a smooth homomorphism fro@ to Q"



Lemma 3.1. If A; is the Laplacian on k-forms associated withtgen
Ny — Dy = XTIFDy, + A

where F is a smooth endomorphism and RO?'.

Proof. The Laplacian is defined byd x d andd « d« whered is independent of the
metric andkp = %1 + X .

The result follows simply by observing thatdhx, d, and*,d 2 d terms not inA;
will vanish to orderl atx, = 0 unlessd is applied to thed, term. 1fd is applied once
to such a term we obtain a first order differential operatoistaing to ordef — 1 and
if twice a zeroth order operator vanishing to ortéler2. This is the result desired —
we know there are no second order termBjg from our expression for the principal
symbol. O

Lemma 3.2. LetA; be factored as in Prop=3.1 with;EB; the corresponding terms.
We then have that,
B2 — By € WDOM.

Proof. LetC = B, — B;. As the principal symbols d8;, B, agree ak, = 0 so we have
thatC is in WDOY?.

Note thatE, = E; + x'n‘lF. Expanding the factorizations fd, A; and subtracting
we have that,

Ay — Dy =i[C,Dy,] + BiC+CBy + X, 1FDy, — X 1iF (B+C) +C2
After cancelling thed; F Dy, we have that
i[C,Dx,] + BiC+CB; — i IF (B+C) +C? € WDO?'.

If C € WDOM with 1 <r < | then we have thgC,Dy,] € WDOM 1 B;C+CB; €
WDO?", C2 € WDO??, X 1iFB € WDOM 2, andx LiFC € WDO +!~1. Taking the
residue modul&DO?" we have that{C, Dy,] +B1C+CB; is congruentto zero modulo
WDO?". Recall that _

C= Xr_JCj
with Cj € LI‘DO(%l’j. The only term of second order@ B+ BC; so we deduce that the
principal symbol ofC, vanishes ak, = 0. Let ¢; denote the principal symbol &fj at
Xn = 0. We then have that

(r—j)cj+2)E'[xcj-1=0

for eachj. Iterating we conclude thag = O for eachj which provesthat YpOL L,
Repeating, the result follows. O

It follows from this Lemma thaB, — B; restricted toc, = 0isC; a pseudo-differential
operator of order 1. Our main result will follow if we can compute the principal
symbol of this operator and show that it determikgthe lead term 01 — go.

Now
Do — By = %P2+ %, TPy % 2Po-+ %, TF Dy,



with P; a differential operator i’ of orderj and we know from our principal symbol
computation thaP; is equal toy kjjDx Dx; wherek = —h~tkh™ whereg = dx® +
h(X',dX) + O(xn).

Arguing as above witl® = B, — B; we have
i[C,Dy,] +B1C+CBy —ix IF(B+C) +C2 =X P+ X, 1P+ X2R. (3.1)
So moduld¥DO?' we have,

i[C, Dx,] + BiC+CBy — ix! 1F By = X P + X 2Py + %2R, (3.2)

| . ,
LetC= 3 x'rfJCj with Cj € LIJDOil’J, letc; be the principal symbol dfj. We have,
j=0

2E'co=y kij&iEj,

i,J<n
2|8/ |xc1 +1co =01 (Py) (&) +1[&'|xF,
2|E/|x02—|— (| — 1)01 ZOO(P()),
2|8 |xCoyj+ (1= j—1)c14j =0, forl< j<l-2

We therefore deduce that
a =Kk Y ki&&jl +LIE | oa(P)(E) +iLi[E ['F + Mioo(Po) €'

i,J<n
(3.3)
whereK|, L, M, are computable non-zero constants. (Of couvkgM1 = 0.)

We want to show that; = 0 implies thalqu =O0foralli, j.

If the principal symbot; = 0, we have taking any componemtof the symbol that

Ky > kij (X)&&j + L€' |o1(Py)r (X, &) + [€'[2(iLi Fir +CiTo(Po)rr) = 0.
1]

As Py is a differential operatoo1(P1)r (x,&') is linear in&’ and the final two terms are
independent of’. Since the middle term is not smooth, unless zerd, as 0 and the
other terms are smooth, we deduce thgtP;) = 0 and so we have,

Ki _ Z Z RiJ' (X)Eiaj + |E/|2(iL| Fr +Cioo(Po)rr) = 0.

i,J<n

This shows thalj; must be a scalar multiple of the identity matrix. Or more iaatly
thatk(x) is a scalar multiple ofi(x). To see thak is actually zero, we need to compute
more precisely.

For convenience we now reduce to the case of a Euclidean mgkgymetric. We
first prove

Lemma 3.3. Let
gl = h+ Xnma
02 = h+Xam-+Xr,

and letx; be the Hodge operator associated tojgWe then have that; — > modulo
O(X-1) is independent of m



Proof. Letpbe avolume form ofi andy; a volume form fog;. We have by definition

h(p, W) = 1 andg; (j, 1) = 1. We then have thal = (14 Xam(k, 1) +Xqr (1, 1)) /2
and similarly forgs. It is now clear that

1
= “.
VI XMk 1) + 4" (L, )

H2

and
1

W= ———=
V/ 1+ Xam(K, )

For anyv, w € QX(M)

(h+XM+x0V,0)  (h+Xm)(v,w)
VI XM ) XA () /T Xam (W, )

- <xn| (r(v,w) - %r(u, u)h) + O(xn'“)) M

VA (%2 —*1)W

which does not involven. O

We also have,

Lemma 3.4. Let @ = dX*+xr +m, and g = dx? + m, where m vanishes to second
order at the origin. Letj be the Hodge: operator of g. We then have that, — x;

is independent of m modulo terms of the foln-xx-"'w where t vanishes to second
order at the origin and w is smooth.

Proof. Let pbe the volume form fodx?. Arguing as above we have that,

|
VA (kg w0 (@ +mix)(v,©) (AR m ) 3.4

CVIrmw ) VI my

which modulo terms vanishing appropriatelyat 0 equals the bilinear form

1 1
(A€ -+ M) (1= S (M )+ X () — (D m) (1= Sm( ), (3.5)
which upon expanding modulo appropriately vanishing teeosals,
X~ X (L), (3.6)
which does not involven. O

Now fix a pointp where we will calculate the principal symbol of the diffecerof
the Dirichlet to Neumann maps and show that it being zeroigsphat the next term of
the difference of the metrics also vanishes there. We ta&dagic normal coordinates
aboutp in the boundary and then extend normally with respeaitoNow we fix a
point on the boundarp where we will calculate the principal symbol of the diffecen
of the Dirichlet to Neumann maps and show that it being zenglias that the next
term of the difference of the metrics also vanishes therechd®sex' to be a Riemann



normal coordinate system on the boundary and then extendaligrwith respect to
g1. In particular, we have
g=dx;+h(x,dx),

and on the boundaty((x,0),dx) = dx?+ O(x’?).
We then have, using LemriaB.4 that,

g1 =d¥+m,

and
g2 =A@ +m+xr

wherem = Xt with t vanishing to second order at= 0. Let g; = d»?, andg, =
dx? +x,r. We then have thatj — *'J =Xnaj+Bj for j = 1,2 with 3; vanishing ak’ = 0
to second order. We also have from our lemmas that

(1= #2) = (¥ — *2) = XV
with y vanishing to second order dt= 0.

It is now clear that when computing the lead terndeb d(x — x1) and its appro-
priate permutations at the poiptthat we can replace; by *’j, without changing the

value. So to finish our theorem we tage = d>2 andgy = dx@ + (1+ XA (X))dx?,
with A a smooth function.

Let us consider the action e, on normal and tangential forms. For a multi
index | = (iy,iz,...,ik) we use the conventiondX = Ui, i, 0%, A dX, A...dx%,.
We will denote byl’ the complimentary multi index with’ = (j1,..., jn_k) where
(i1,--+,iks j1,---, jn—k) iS @n even permutation of 1., n.

For the metriag;,(d1,...,0n) is an oriented orthonormal frame atdilx;, . ..,dx,)
an oriented orthonormal co-frame. We get an orthonormahérfor g, by dividing
eachd; by (1+A(X)X,)Y2 except ford,. Similarly n; = (1+A(X)x)¥2dx fori < n
andnp = dx, is an orthonormal coframe fap. Applying x to a typical normal basis
k-form dx (with n € I), we have

*2(dX)

(L+AO)X) ™2 52 (1)
(L+ A7 ()
|

n+
2

(L4+A0)X0) 2 (dx0).

For a typical basis element &(dM), we haven ¢ | and

*2(dX)

*

(L+A)%0) "2 2 (1)
(L+AC)%) "2 ()
105tk

(14 A(X)xq) 2~ (dx).

kK
.
kK
.

Modulo x;1, we have that on norma-forms (s, — *1) = X, (%52 — k) A*1 and on
tangentiak-forms (2 — 1) = x4 (252 —K) A #1.

To prove the theorem we only have to consider the action oflifierence of the
operators on a particul&rform u,dx .

10



We first establish that there is no contribution from
*o0x0d —x1d*x1d = (*2 — *1)d o0+ *1d(*2 — *1)d

Any first order term in the first term of the RHS will be in BOand therefore not
contribute to the principal symbol. For the second term xRS, we have,

nFl ou
e1d(v2 — )d(Udx) = 10 ((% - k) ) 03 Gl /\d)q)
14 24

plus terms involvingd;-* which will not contribute. Now consider the secoddif it
applies tou; we get a second order term which we already understand; jpiies to
Xn We get a term involvinglx, which will then have nalx, component on applying
x1 again. Thus we get no sufficiently low order contribution ithher the zeroth order
term or to the coefficient dby,.

Moving on to
d *zd *9 —d *1d*1 = d(*z — *1)d *2—|—d *1d(*2 — *1),

looking at the first term on the RHS we can equally compute dfthh — x1)dx; as the
difference will be in a non-contributory residue class.

First considering the normal cases | we compute
dxiu= Z a,-u| de Adxr.
e
Now consider

d(x2 — *1)(0]U|de Adxr)

ntl
= (T - k) d (x'n)\ajw *1 (dX; /\dxl’))

_ (%1 - k) (|x'n*1>\aju| X + %o (A0 uy )) A1 (dx A dxr)

Where thet holds forj = n and the— otherwise, but for this to havedy component
we must havg = n. The second term in the final bracket has a coefficirsio can
only contribute to the second order part which we alreadyeustdnd. We do have a

contribution toF from
n+1

(T - k) IX-=IAdnur dx; . (3.7)

We are left with the contribution @fx1 d(x2— x1). If we applyd to (x2 — 1) (udx),
we can drop the terms whecefalls on al as these are iWDOY. So on applying
d(*2 — 1) to u dx we are left with,

n——'—]'—k XA ajU|de/\dX|/—|—(|—1)X|n_1)\U|an/\dX|/.
2 &

On applying«1, we get

(n_—i—l - k) XA oju dx; + (1 - L)X Audx,
2 =

11



wherel;j is simply| with j deleted.

We now applyd again to get the final contributions. We get another contigioto
F identical to EquatioR=317 so that

. (n+1
F =2il <T — k) A
and anx;~2u; which gives
Go(Po) = 1(1 — 1) (%—k) A

Substituting back in to Equatidn_3.3 we see that i 0 thenR;j =0and Theoren 111
is proved for the case fde£ (n+1)/2. Now we consider the case of tangential data
thatisu dx withn¢ 1.

A similar argument applies to a tangential form, wkhk% (n—1)/2 and Theo-
rem[I1 is proved.

Proof of Corollany[Z1 First observe that given the induced metric on the bounitery
data(i*u,i* xu) determinesl|gy. In a neighbourhood’s of the boundarkd&orm u can
be expressed as

u= z udx + z Urn,g) 0% A dXg

l|=Kng! |9|=K—1,ngJ
so that
On—du= z Onu; dx
[1]=k,ngl
and

i du= #p(0n —du)|gm = *3Te/\g (Ulam)
This shows thaiy Mg is a pseudo differential operator of order 1. Notice now fbaa
harmonick-form u, v = xu is a harmonia — k form for which both the tangential and
normal parts of Dirichlet and Neumann data are exchaiged i* x u, i* v = +£i*u,
i**dv= £i*du andi*dov = xi*du. It follows thatm,[g is also a pseudo differential
operator of order 1. Thus we have proved part (i) of Corol&fl; For part (ii) notice
that fork = 0 the result is proved by [6], and heda = 0 identically so the normal
part of the Neumann data gives us no information. Similaslykf= n the tangential
part of the Neumann data vanishes. For the casekG< n andk # (n—1)/2 where
any tangential-tangential diagonal componenf\gfdetermines the Taylor series we
require, it is clear that the Taylor series is determinedag bs we have;. We have
the principal symbob (Mgrr) () = *|&|g and to finish the proof for this case we show
that this determines; at each point on the boundary.

Fix a point ondM and choose any multi-indicdg and Jp such thatgy(§,¢) :=
(01(MNgrr) (&)1,3)? is @ non-zero quadratic function & Now g(&,&) = ago(&, &)
wherea = 1/(x,3,) is to be determined. Letgy be the Hodge star ok-forms
on the boundary determined gy then x5 = a~(""9/2x; and (01 (Mgrt) (€103 =
o= (1=2)/2435 €| go- AS go is knowna is determined provideki# (n—2)/2, hence we
haveg at the boundary ane.

For the cas& ¢ {0, (n+1)/2,(n+ 2)/2} we simply apply the above argument to
boundary data foxu. As one of the conditions okmust hold it is certainly true that
the full symbol for the complet8ly determines the Taylor series, at the boundaryg, of
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