arXiv:2203.09262v1 [math.AP] 17 Mar 2022

AN INVERSE PROBLEM FOR THE RIEMANNIAN MINIMAL SURFACE EQUATION

CĂTĂLIN I. CÂRSTEA, MATTI LASSAS, TONY LIIMATAINEN, AND LAURI OKSANEN

Abstract. In this paper we consider determining a minimal surface embedded in a Riemannian manifold Σ × R. We show that if Σ is a two dimensional Riemannian manifold with boundary, then the knowledge of the associated Dirichlet-to-Neumann map for the minimal surface equation determine Σ up to an isometry.

Keywords. Inverse problems, quasilinear elliptic equation, Riemannian manifold, Riemannian surface, minimal surface, higher order linearization.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 1.1. Previous literature 2 Acknowledgments 4 2. Preliminaries 4 2.1. Variation of area and the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map 4 2.2. Higher order linearization 5 3. Proof of Theorem 1.2 8 Appendix A 15 References 17

1. Introduction

In this paper we study an inverse problem for the minimal surface equation. Let (Σ, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n = 2 with a smooth boundary ∂Σ. Let Y ⊂ R × Σ be a minimal surface embedded in the R × Σ, which we assume to be equipped with the product metric e ⊕ g. Here e is the Euclidean metric on R. If Y is given as a graph of a function u by Y = {(x, u(x)) : x ∈ Σ}, then the function u satisfies the divergence form equation

(1.1) { div_g [_{∇u} (1+|∇u|^2_g )^{1/2} ] = 0, in Σ, u = f on ∂Σ, where div_g and | · |_g are defined by using the Riemannian metric g. The equation (1.1) is quasilinear elliptic and it is called the minimal surface equation. As discussed in the Appendix, we define that the minimal surfaces (or more precisely, the variational minimal surfaces) are the critical points of the area functional and the graphs {(u(x), x) x ∈ Σ} ⊂ R × Σ of the smooth solutions u : Σ → R of the equation equation (1.1) are minimal surfaces. By following the proofs of [LLLS21a, Proposition 2.1] and [CFK^+21]one can show that the equation (1.1) is well-posed 1

for sufficiently small Dirichlet data f. Precisely, given any α ∈ (0, 1), there exists C, δ > 0 such that for all f ∈ U_δ = { h ∈ C^{2,α}(∂M) | ‖f‖_C2,α_{(∂Σ)} ≤ δ } , the equation (1.1) has a unique solution u in the set

(1.2) { w ∈ C^{2,α}(Σ) | ‖w‖_C2,α_{(Σ)} ≤ Cδ } . Moreover, ‖u‖_C2,α_{(Σ)} ≤ C‖f‖_C2,α_{(∂Σ)}. We define the associated Dirichlet-to-Neumann map (DN map in short) for (1.1) by

(1.3) Λ_gf = ∂_ν u|_{∂Σ} for f ∈ U_δ,

where u is the unique solution to (1.1) that lies in the set (1.2) and ν denotes the unit outward normal vector field on ∂Σ. We note that Λ_g is invariant under isometries of (Σ, g) that fix the boundary. The boundary ∂Σ inherits from (Σ, g) the metric g_{∂Σ} = i^∗g, where i : ∂Σ → Σ is the identical embedding and i^∗g is the pull-back of the metric on Σ. The minimal surface equation is however not invariant under conformal scalings in general. We note that the DN map Λ_g is determined by the areas of the minimal surfaces and the pair (∂Σ, g_{∂Σ}).

Proposition 1.1. Assume that ϵ > 0 is so small that for all h in the set W_ϵ = {h ∈ C^∞(∂Σ) : ‖h‖_C2_{(∂Σ)} < η_{δ,r}} the minimal surface equation (1.1) has a solution u_h : Σ → R. Let Y (h) = {(u_h(x), x) : x ∈ Σ} be the minimal surface with the boundary value h. Then the boundary ∂Σ, its metric g_{∂Σ}, and the areas Area(Y (h)) of the minimal surfaces, given for all h ∈ W_ϵ, determine the values of Dirichlet-to-Neumann map Λ_g (h) for h ∈ W_ϵ.

In this paper, we consider if it is possible to determine the 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold (Σ, g) given the knowledge of the map Λ_g? We show that it is indeed possible and we prove the following uniqueness result.

Theorem 1.2. Let (Σ_1, g_1) and (Σ_2, g_2) be 2-dimensional smooth Riemannian manifolds with a mutual boundary ∂Σ. Assume that for some δ > 0 sufficiently small and for all f ∈ U_δ

Λ_{g1} f = Λ_{g2} f,

Then there is an isometry F : M_1 → M_2, which satisfies

F^∗g_2 = g_1,

and F |_{∂Σ} = Id.

1.1. Previous literature. Inverse problems for nonlinear elliptic equations have been widely studied. A standard method is to show that the linearization of the nonlinear DN map is actually the DN map of a linear equation, and to use the theory of inverse problems for linear equations. The first result goes back to the work Isakov and Sylvester in [IS94] where the authors considered the equation −Δu + F (x, u) = 0, on a Euclidean domain of dimension greater than or equal to three. They studied the problem of recovering a class of non-linear functions F (x, u) that satisfy a homogeneity property as well as certain monotonicity and growth conditions on its partial derivatives. The analogous problem in dimension two was first solved by Isakov and Nachman in [IN95]. For further earlier results regarding elliptic equations, we refer the reader to the works [Sun04, Sun10] in the context semilinear elliptic equations and to [Sun96, SU97] in the context of quasilinear elliptic equations. We also mention the work [LLS19] that studies inverse problem for general quasilinear equations on Riemannian manifolds. We refer to the work for some results.

Many of the works mentioned above rely on a solution to a related inverse problem for the linearized equations. For the minimal surface equation of this paper, studying just the first linearization of the minimal surface equation is not enough to prove Theorem 1.2. This is due to the fact that the linearization is the Laplace equation, which is conformally invariant on a two dimensional Riemannian manifold. The DN map of the first linearization will define the Riemannian manifold up to a conformal transformation [LU89, LU01] (see also [LLS19]), but the conformal factor will only be determined after studying third order linearization of the equation.

Inverse problems have also been studied for hyperbolic equations with various nonlinearities. For nonlinear hyperbolic equations it has been realized that the nonlinearity can actually be used as a beneficial tool in solving inverse problems and some still unsolved inverse problems for hyperbolic linear equations have been solved for their nonlinear counterparts. For the scalar wave equation with a quadratic nonlinearity, Kurylev-Lassas-Uhlmann [KLU18] proved that local measurements determine the global topology, differentiable structure and the conformal class of the metric g on a globally hyperbolic 4-dimensional Lorentzian manifold. The corresponding inverse problem for the linear scalar wave equation is open.

Using nonlinearity as a tool in inverse problems is by now known as the higher order linearization method. Recently, the works [FO20, LLLS21a] introduced the higher order linearization method in the context of semilinear elliptic equations on R^n and Riemannian manifolds. In [FO20, LLLS21a, FLL21], it was proven that for elliptic semilinear equations of the form

(1.4) − Δu + qu^m = 0, m ≥ 2,

boundary measurements determine the potential q on R^n and on a class of (cylindrical) Riemannian manifolds. The work [LLLS21a] also showed that the DN map of (1.4) on a general Riemannian surface determine the potential q and the Riemannian surface, up to a gauge and a conformal transformation respectively.

The present paper uses the higher order linearization method, the main novelty being the complete recovery of the geometry, not just its conformal class. This requires us to develop, in particular, new boundary determination results, see Theorem 3.2.

The literature on inverse problems using the higher order linearization method is expanding fast. The works [KU20, LLLS21b] first realized how to use the higher order linearization method for partial data inverse problems for semilinear elliptic equations. By using the method, the works [CFK^+21, KKU20, CNV19, Câr20, CK20, CF21, CF20] study inverse problems for quasilinear elliptic equations, and the related works [LZ20, LLST22, HL22, ST22] study inverse problems for nonlinear elliptic equations. The work [FLL21] contains references to inverse problems for nonlinear hyperbolic equations, where nonlinearity is used a beneficial tool.

Shifting from inverse problems for general nonlinear equations to inverse problems related to minimal surfaces, we mention the recent work [ABN20], which studied an inverse problem closely related to the one we study in this paper. They proved that if a 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold is topologically ball and satisfies certain geometrical assumptions, the areas of a sufficiently large class of 2-dimensional minimal surfaces determine the 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold. Especially they determined embedded minimal surfaces from their areas. In their case, the minimal surfaces are topologically 2-dimensional disks and satisfy additional assumptions. Proposition 1.1 shows that the areas of minimal surfaces determine the DN map Λ_g of the minimal surface equation (1.1). Consequently, the relation between our work and [ABN20] is that we determine general minimal surfaces embedded in R × Σ equipped with metric e ⊕ g, instead of satisfying the assumptions in [ABN20], from the knowledge of the areas of the minimal surfaces.

Finally, we mention that before submitting this paper we became aware of an upcoming preprint [Nur22] by Janne Nurminen, who simultaneously and independently proves a result related to Theorem 1.2. He proves that the knowledge of DN map of the minimal surface equation for the conformally Euclidean metric g(x) = c(x) × Identity matrix on R^n , determines the Taylor series of the conformal factor c(x) at x_n = 0. We agreed with him to publish the preprints of the results at the same time on the same preprint server.

Acknowledgments

C.C. was supported by NSF of China under grants 11931011 and 11971333. T.L. was supported by the Academy of Finland (Centre of Excellence in Inverse Modeling and Imaging, grant numbers 284715 and 309963).

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Variation of area and the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map. Next we give the proof of Proposition 1.1.

Proof. Let us next consider variation with a function v ∈ C^∞(Σ) that is a smooth function having the boundary value v|_Σ = h. Then applying integration by parts and equation (3.9) and for formula (3.8) (see Appendix) yields d dt | | t=0 Area(u + tv) = 2 ∫ Σ div_g ( 1 √ 1 + |∇u|^2_{g(x)} ∇u ) vdV_g

+2 ∫ ∂Σ 2∑ j,k=1 ( 1 √ 1 + |∇u|^2_{g(x)} g^{jk} ν_k∂_j u ) v|_ΣdS_g

= 2 ∫ ∂Σ 1 √ 1 + |∇u|^2_{g(x)} (ν, ∇u)_g h dS_g, where ν is the unit normal of ∂Σ. Let us define a non-linear boundary map N_g by

N_g (u|_Σ) = 1 √ 1 + |∇u|^2_{g(x)} (ν, ∇u)_g | | | |_Σ,

where u is the solution of the minimal surface equation (1.1). Let u_h be the solution of the minimal surface equation (1.1) with boundary value u_h|_{∂Σ} = h.

We see that the boundary ∂Σ, its metric g_{∂Σ}, and the areas Area(Y (h)) of the minimal surfaces Y (h) and their variations Area(Y (h + tw)) determine d dt | | |_{t=0}Area(Y (h + tw)) = 2 ∫ ∂Σ 1 √ 1 + |∇u_h|^2_{g(x)} (ν, ∇u_h)_g w dS_g .

As w ∈ C^∞(∂Σ) is arbitrary, we see that^d_{dt} | | t=0 Area(Y (h + tw)) with varying values of w determine N_g (h). Let us next consider the Frechét derivative of the map h → N_g (h) at h = 0 to the direction f ∈ C^∞(∂Σ), that is,

D|_{h=0}N_g(f) = d dt | | t=0 ( 1 √ 1 + |∇u_{0+tf} |^2_{g(x)} (ν, ∇u_{0+tf} )_g )| | Σ = (ν, ∇V_f )_g | | | Σ where V_f satisfies

Δ_g V_h = 0, in Σ, V_h|_{∂Σ} = h.

Thus, the Frechét derivative of h → N_g(h) at h = 0 determines the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map S_g f = (ν, ∇V_f )_g |_Σ for the Laplace-Beltrami equation on (Σ, g) c.f. [LU89, LU01]. We recall that we assume that the boundary ∂Σ and its metric g_{∂Σ} are known Thus, we can determine a unit tangent vector on the boundary curve ∂Σ and for any given h ∈ C^∞(∂Σ), we can compute τh and |∇u_h|^2_{g(x)} = (g^{jk}τ_k ∂_j u_h)^2 + (g^{jk} ν_k∂_j u_h)^2

= |τh|^2_{g∂Σ} + (N_g (h))^2,

This and N_g(h) determine the Dirichlet-to-Neumann map Λ_g(h) = (ν, ∇u_h|_Σ)_g . This proves Proposition 1.1. □

2.2. Higher order linearization. In this section we discuss the higher order linearization method for the minimal surface equation on (Σ, g). While we assume in this paper that Σ is 2-dimensional, the computations in this section hold in higher dimensions as well. We will derive the corresponding integral identities for the first, second and third order linearizations. Later we will see that the first order linearization can be used to determine a 2-dimensional manifold up to a conformal transformation. The third order linearization determines the related conformal factor.

For j = 1, . . . , 4 let ϵ_j ∈ R and f_j ∈ C^{2,α}(∂M) for some 0 < α < 1. Let us denote ϵ = (ϵ_1, ϵ_2, ϵ_3, ϵ_4). We consider boundary values f = f_ϵ of the form

f_ϵ := 4∑ j=1 ϵ_j f_j (2.1)

for the minimal surface equation

(2.2) { div_g [_{∇u} (1+|∇u|^2_g )^{1/2} ] = 0, in Σ,

u = f_ϵ on ∂Σ,

Observe that f_ϵ ∈ U_δ for sufficiently small ϵ_j , where

U_δ := { f ∈ C^{2,α}(∂M)| ‖f‖_C2,α_{(∂M)} < δ } as in (1.2). By using the implicit function theorem and Schauder estimates for linear second order elliptic equations, one can show that the solution u_f to the nonlinear equation (2.2) depends smoothly (in the Frechét sense) on the parameters ϵ_1, . . . , ϵ_4 in a U_δ (cf. [LLLS21a, Section 2], [CFK^+21, Appendix B] for detailed arguments).

In this paper, we use the positive sign convention for the Laplacian. In local coordinates Δ_g u = −∇ · ∇u = −|g|^{1/2}∂_a ( |g|^{1/2}g^{ab}∂_bu ) . We denote by ∇, Δ, · and | · | the corresponding covariant derivative, Laplacian, inner product and norm given be the metric g if there is no change of confusion. We record the higher order linearizations of (2.2) at ϵ = 0, which corresponds to zero solution. We denote the first, second and third linearizations by

(2.3) v^{(j)} := ∂ ∂ϵ_j | | | |_{ϵ=0} u^f , w^{(jk)} :=

∂^2 ∂ϵ_j ∂ϵ_k | | | |_{ϵ=0} u^f , w^{(jkl)} :=

∂^3 ∂ϵ_j ∂ϵ_k∂ϵ_l | | | |_{ϵ=0} u^f

respectively.

Lemma 2.1 (Higher order linearizations). Let f be as in (2.1), and for j, k, l ∈ {1, . . . , 4} let v^{(j)}, w^{(jk)} and w^{(jkl)} be as in (2.3).

(1) The first linearization v^{(j)} satisfies the equation

(2.4) { Δ_g v^{(j)} = 0 in Σ, v^{(j)} = f_j on ∂Σ.

(2) The second linearization w^{(jk)} satisfies Δ_g w^{(jk)} = 0 with w^{(jk)}|_{∂Σ} = 0, and thus

(2.5) w^{(jk)} ≡ 0. (3) The third linearization w^{(jkl)} satisfies the equation

(2.6) Δ_g w^{(jkl)} = −∇ · [ ∇v^{(j)}(∇v^{(l)} · ∇v^{(k)}) ] −∇ · [ ∇v^{(k)}(∇v^{(l)} · ∇v^{(j)}) ] − ∇ · [ ∇v^{(l)}(∇v^{(j)} · ∇v^{(k)}) ] in Σ.

w^{(jkl)} = 0 on ∂Σ,

Proof. Let us denote

u^{(j)} := ∂ ∂ϵ_j u_f , u^{(jk)} := ∂ ∂ϵ_j ∂ϵ_k u_f , u^{(jkl)} := ∂ ∂ϵ_j ∂ϵ_k∂ϵ_l u_f . The minimal surface equation is

(2.7) 0 = ∇ · [ ∇u (1 + |∇u|^2)^{1/2} ] . (1) By differentiating (2.7), we see that u^{(j)} satisfies:

0 = ∇ · [ ∇u^{(j)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{1/2} ] − ∇ · [ ∇u (1 + |∇u|^2)^{3/2} (∇u · ∇u^{(j)}) ] . Since u^{(j)}|_{ϵ=0} ≡ 0, we have (2.4).

(2) By differentiating (2.7) twice shows that u^{(jk)} satisfies

0 =∇ · [ ∇u^{(jk)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{1/2} ] − ∇ · [ ∇u^{(j)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{3/2} (∇u · ∇u^{(k)}) ] − ∇ · [ ∇u^{(k)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{3/2} (∇u · ∇u^{(j)}) ]

+ 3∇ · [ ∇u (1 + |∇u|^2)^{5/2} (∇u · ∇u^{(j)})(∇u · ∇u^{(k)}) ]

− ∇ · [ ∇u (1 + |∇u|^2)^{3/2} (∇u^{(j)} · ∇u^{(k)} + ∇u · ∇u^{(jk)}) ] .

(2.8)

Substituting u^{(j)}|_{ϵ=0} = u^{(k)}|_{ϵ=0} ≡ 0 yields (2.5).

(3) Since the expressions for the third linearization of (2.7) will become lengthy, we will consider the terms on the right hand side of (2.8) one at a time. Differentiating the first term ∇ · [ ∇u^{(jk)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{1/2} ]

in ϵ_l yields ∇ · [ ∇u^{(jkl)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{1/2} ] − ∇ · [ ∇u^{(jk)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{3/2} (∇u · ∇u^{(l)}) ] . Differentiating the second term −∇ · [ ∇u^{(j)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{3/2} (∇u · ∇u^{(k)}) ] in ϵ_l yields − ∇ · [ ∇u^{(jl)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{3/2} (∇u · ∇u^{(k)}) ] + 3∇ · [ ∇u^{(j)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{5/2} (∇u · ∇u^{(k)})(∇u · ∇u^{(l)}) ]

− ∇ · [ ∇u^{(j)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{3/2} (∇u^{(l)} · ∇u^{(k)} + ∇u · ∇u^{(lk)}) ] . Differentiating the third term −∇ · [ ∇u^{(k)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{3/2} (∇u · ∇u^{(j)}) ]

in ϵ_l yields − ∇ · [ ∇u^{(kl)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{3/2} (∇u · ∇u^{(j)}) ] + 3∇ · [ ∇u^{(k)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{5/2} (∇u · ∇u^{(j)})(∇u · ∇u^{(l)}) ]

− ∇ · [ ∇u^{(k)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{3/2} (∇u^{(l)} · ∇u^{(j)} + ∇u · ∇u^{(jl)}) ] . Differentiating the fourth term 3∇ · [ ∇u (1 + |∇u|^2)^{5/2} (∇u · ∇u^{(j)})(∇u · ∇u^{(k)}) ]

in ϵ_l yields 3∇ · [ ∇u^{(l)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{5/2} (∇u · ∇u^{(j)})(∇u · ∇u^{(k)}) ]

− 15∇ · [ ∇u (1 + |∇u|^2)^{7/2} (∇u · ∇u^{(j)})(∇u · ∇u^{(k)})(∇u · ∇u^{(l)}) ]

+ 3∇ · { ∇u (1 + |∇u|^2)^{5/2} [ (∇u^{(l)} · ∇u^{(j)} + ∇u · ∇u^{(jl)})(∇u · ∇u^{(k)})

+ (∇u · ∇u^{(j)})(∇u^{(l)} · ∇u^{(k)} + ∇u · ∇u^{(kl)}) ] } . Finally, the derivative of the last term −∇ · [ ∇u (1 + |∇u|^2)^{3/2} (∇u^{(j)} · ∇u^{(k)} + ∇u · ∇u^{(jk)}) ]

in ϵ_l is − ∇ · [ ∇u^{(l)} (1 + |∇u|^2)^{3/2} (∇u^{(j)} · ∇u^{(k)} + ∇u · ∇u^{(jk)}) ]

+ 3∇ · [ ∇u (1 + |∇u|^2)^{5/2} (∇u · ∇u^{(l)})(∇u^{(j)} · ∇u^{(k)} + ∇u · ∇u^{(jk)}) ]

− ∇ · [ ∇u (1 + |∇u|^2)^{3/2} ( ∇u^{(jl)} · ∇u^{(k)} + ∇u^{(j)} · ∇u^{(kl)} + ∇u^{(l)} · ∇u^{(jk)} + ∇u · ∇u^{(jkl)} ) ] . Once evaluated at ϵ = 0, most of terms in the above five derivatives in ϵ_l vanish. The nonvanishing terms are −∇ · [ ∇v^{(j)}(∇v^{(l)} · ∇v^{(k)}) ] , −∇ · [ ∇u^{(k)}(∇u^{(l)} · ∇u^{(j)}) ] , −∇ · [ ∇u^{(l)}(∇u^{(j)} · ∇u^{(k)}) ] and ∇ · ∇w^{(jkl)} = −Δw^{(jkl)} . Substituting u^{(j)}|_{ϵ=0} = u^{(k)}|_{ϵ=0} = u^{(l)}|_{ϵ=0} ≡ 0 consequently yields (2.6). □

It is well known that the conformal class of (Σ, g) is determined by the DN map associated to the first linearization (2.4). Fixing a representative g_1 of the conformal class there holds g = cg_1, and the content of the present paper is to show that the conformal factor c is determined by the right-hand side of the following integral identity. We note that the left hand side of the identity can be readily computed given the DN map of the minimal surface equation.

Lemma 2.2 (The integral identity for the third linearization). Let v^{(j)}, j = 1, . . . , 4, be solutions to the first order linearized equation (2.4). The integral identity ∫ ∂Σ f_m ∂^3_{ϵj ϵk ϵl} | |_{ϵ=0}Λ(f_ϵ) dS_g − ∫ ∂Σ w^{(jkl)} ∂_ν v^{(m)} dS_g + ∫ ∂Σ v^{(m)} [ ∂_ν v^{(j)}(∇v^{(l)} · ∇v^{(k)}) + ∂_ν v^{(k)}(∇v^{(l)} · ∇v^{(j)}) + ∂_ν v^{(l)}(∇v^{(j)} · ∇v^{(k)}) ] dS_g = ∫ Σ [ (∇v^{(m)} · ∇v^{(j)})(∇v^{(l)} · ∇v^{(k)}) + (∇v^{(m)} · ∇v^{(k)})(∇v^{(l)} · ∇v^{(j)})

+ (∇v^{(m)} · ∇v^{(l)})(∇v^{(j)} · ∇v^{(k)}) ] dV_g

(2.9)

holds for any j, k, l, m ∈ {1, . . . , 4}. Here w^{(jkl)} is as in (2.3).

Proof. The proof is by integration by parts. By using the formula (2.6) for the third linearization together with Δv^{(m)} = 0 and v^{(m)}|_{∂Σ} = f_m we obtain ∫ ∂Σ f_m ∂^3_{ϵj ϵk ϵl} | |_{ϵ=0}Λ(f_ϵ)dS_g = ∫ ∂Σ f_m ∂_ν w^{(jkl)} dS_g = ∫ Σ f_mΔw^{(jkl)} dV_g + ∫ Σ ∇v^{(m)} · ∇w^{(jkl)} dV_g = − ∫ Σ v^{(m)} [ ∇ · ( ∇v^{(j)}(∇v^{(l)} · ∇v^{(k)}) ) + ∇ · ( ∇v^{(k)}(∇v^{(l)} · ∇v^{(j)}) )

+ ∇ · ( ∇v^{(l)}(∇v^{(j)} · ∇v^{(k)}) ) ] dV_g + ∫ ∂Σ w^{(jkl)} ∂_ν v^{(m)} dS_g = ∫ Σ [ (∇v^{(m)} · ∇v^{(j)})(∇v^{(l)} · ∇v^{(k)}) + (∇v^{(m)} · ∇v^{(k)})(∇v^{(l)} · ∇v^{(j)})

+ (∇v^{(m)} · ∇v^{(l)})(∇v^{(j)} · ∇v^{(k)}) ] dV_g − ∫ ∂Σ v^{(m)} [ ∂_ν v^{(j)}(∇v^{(l)} · ∇v^{(k)}) + ∂_ν v^{(k)}(∇v^{(l)} · ∇v^{(j)}) + ∂_ν v^{(l)}(∇v^{(j)} · ∇v^{(k)}) ] dV_g + ∫ ∂Σ w^{(jkl)} ∂_ν v^{(m)} dS_g. This is (2.9). □

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

We prove Theorem 1.2. For this let us assume that (Σ_1, g_1) and (Σ_2, g_2) are 2-dimensional Riemannian manifolds with mutual boundary ∂Σ, and that Λ_{g1} = Λ_{g2} . Here Λ_{gβ} is the DN map of minimal surface equation as defined in (1.3). Here and below the index β = 1, 2 refers to quantities on the Riemannian manifold (Σ_β , g_β). We consider solutions u_β to

(3.1) div_{gβ} [_{∇u} β (1+|∇u_β |^2_{gβ} )^{1/2} ] = 0, in Σ_β ,

u = f_ϵ on ∂Σ,

By Lemma 2.1, the first linearization of (3.1) is

(3.2) { Δ_{gβ} v^{(j)}_β = 0 in Σ_β , v^{(j)}_β = f_j on ∂Σ.

The index j = 1, . . . , 4, refers to the boundary value f_j ∈ C^∞(∂Σ), which we assume to be the same for both β = 1, 2. As remarked in Section 2, the DN map of the minimal surface equation is smooth in Frechét sense. It thus follows from Λ_{g1} = Λ_{g2} , that the DN maps of the first linearizations (3.2) also agree. By [LLS19, Theorem 5.1] or [LU01], there is a diffeomorphic conformal mapping

F : Σ_1 → Σ_2, F^∗g_2 = cg_1,

which also satisfies F |_{∂Σ} = Id and F_∗∂_{ν1} = ∂_{ν2} . The latter two conditions mean that F preserves Cauchy data of functions. The conformal factor c satisfies c|_{∂Σ} = 1. We remark that the first linearization (3.2) is invariant under conformal mappings, but the minimal surface equation itself is not.

The notation will be temporarily quite heavy. To recover the conformal factor we consider the third order linearizations Δ_g w^{(jkl)}_β = −∇ ·_β [ ∇v^{(j)}_β (∇v^{(l)}_β · ∇v^{(k)}_β ) ] −∇ ·_β [ ∇v^{(k)}_β (∇v^{(l)}_β · ∇v^{(j)}_β ) ] − ∇ ·_β [ ∇v^{(l)}_β (∇v^{(j)}_β · ∇v^{(k)}_β ) ] in Σ_β , w^{(jkl)}_β = 0 on ∂Σ.

Here ·_β and ∇ = ∇_β are the respective quantities on (Σ_β , g_β). We use F to transform our analysis to (Σ_1, g_1) as follows. We simplify our notation by setting

v^{(j)} := v^{(j)}_1 , ~v^{(j)} := v^{(j)}_2 ∘ F and w^{(jkl)} := w^{(jkl)}_1 , ~w^{(jkl)}_2 = w^{(jkl)}_2 ∘ F.

Since F is the identity on the boundary and

Δ_{g1} ~v^{(j)} = Δ_c−1_F ∗_{g2} ~v^{(j)} = cΔ_F ∗_{g2} v^{(j)}_2 ∘ F = cF^∗(Δ_{g2} v_2) = 0,

we see that both v^{(j)}_1 and v^{(j)}_2 ∘ F satisfy the same equation Δ_{g1} v = 0 on Σ_1 and have the same boundary value f_j . Here we used that the Laplace-Beltrami operator in dimension 2 is conformally invariant. By uniqueness of solutions, we thus have

v^{(j)} = ~v^{(j)}.

By Lemma 2.2, the associated integral identities of the third order linearizations on Σ_β are ∫ ∂Σ f_m ∂^3_{ϵj ϵk ϵl} | |_{ϵ=0}Λ_{gβ} (f_ϵ) dS_{gβ} + ∫ ∂Σ v^{(m)}_β [( ∂_{νβ} v^{(j)}_β ) g_β(∇v^{(l)}_β , ∇v^{(k)}_β ) + ( ∂_{νβ} v^{(k)}_β ) g_β(∇v^{(l)}_β , ∇v^{(j)}_β ) + ( ∂_{νβ} v^{(l)}_β ) g_β(∇v^{(j)}_β , ∇v^{(k)}_β ) ] dS_{gβ} = ∫ Σ_β [ g_β(∇v^{(m)}_β , ∇v^{(j)}_β )g_β (∇v^{(l)}_β , ∇v^{(k)}_β ) + g_β(∇v^{(m)}_β , ∇v^{(k)}_β )g_β(∇v^{(l)}_β , ∇v^{(j)}_β )

+ g_β (∇v^{(m)}_β , ∇v^{(l)}_β )g_β (∇v^{(j)}_β , ∇v^{(k)}_β ) ] dV_{gβ} .

(3.3)

Here we used w^{(jkl)}_β |_{∂Σ} = 0. We change variables by using the conformal mapping F on the

right-hand side of (3.3) with β = 2. Using also v^{(j)} = v^{(j)}_2 ∘ F , the right-hand side becomes ∫ Σ_1 F^∗ [ g_2(∇v^{(m)}_2 , ∇v^{(j)}_2 )g_2(∇v^{(l)}_2 , ∇v^{(k)}_2 ) + g_2(∇v^{(m)}_2 , ∇v^{(k)}_2 )g_2(∇v^{(l)}_2 , ∇v^{(j)}_2 )

+ g_2(∇v^{(m)}_2 , ∇v^{(l)}_2 )g_2(∇v^{(j)}_2 , ∇v^{(k)}_2 ) ] F^∗dV_{g2} = ∫ Σ_1 [ F^∗g_2(∇v^{(m)}, ∇v^{(j)})F^∗g_2(∇v^{(l)}, ∇v^{(k)}) + F^∗g_2(∇v^{(m)}, ∇v^{(k)})F^∗g_2(∇v^{(l)}, ∇v^{(j)})

+ F^∗g_2(∇v^{(m)}_β , ∇v^{(l)})F^∗g_2(∇v^{(j)}, ∇v^{(k)}) ] cdV_{g1} = ∫ Σ_1 c^{−1} [ g_1(∇v^{(m)}, ∇v^{(j)})g_1(∇v^{(l)}, ∇v^{(k)}) + g_1(∇v^{(m)}, ∇v^{(k)})g_1(∇v^{(l)}, ∇v^{(j)})

+ g_1(∇v^{(m)}_β , ∇v^{(l)})g_1(∇v^{(j)}, ∇v^{(k)}) ] dV_{g1} . Here we used F^∗[g_2(η, σ)] = c^{−1}g_1(F^∗η, F^∗σ) for 1-forms η, σ ∈ T^∗Σ_2. Thus the power of c is indeed −1 as a result of the two minus one powers coming from the gradient terms and plus one power coming from the volume form.

Let us then consider the two terms on the left hand side of (3.3). Since F is conformal and F |_{∂Σ} = Id and c|_{∂Σ} = 1, we have dS_{g1} = dS_{g2} . Since also F_∗ν_1 = ν_2, we have ∂_{ν1} = ∂_{ν2} . Since Λ_{g1} = Λ_{g2} , ∂^3_{ϵj ϵk ϵl} | |_{ϵ=0}Λ_{g1} (f_ϵ) = ∂^3_{ϵj ϵk ϵl} | |_{ϵ=0}Λ_{g2} (f_ϵ).

Using these, the left hand side of (3.3) for β = 2 reads ∫ ∂Σ f_m ∂^3_{ϵj ϵk ϵl} | ϵ=0Λ_{g1} (f_ϵ) dS_{g1} + ∫ ∂Σ v^{(m)} [( ∂_{ν1} v^{(j)} ) g_1(∇v^{(l)}, ∇v^{(k)}) + ( ∂_{ν1} v^{(k)} ) g_1(∇v^{(l)}, ∇v^{(j)}) + ( ∂_{ν1} v^{(l)} ) g_1(∇v^{(j)}_1 , ∇v^{(k)}_1 ) ] dS_{g1} , which is also exactly the left hand side of (3.3) for β = 1.

We write from now on

g = g_1, dV = dV_{g1} , Σ = Σ_1 and Q = 1 − c^{−1}.

By subtracting the integral identities (3.3) on Σ_1 and Σ_2, we conclude that Λ_{g1} = Λ_{g2} implies 0 = ∫ Σ Q [ g(∇v^{(m)}, ∇v^{(j)})g(∇v^{(l)}, ∇v^{(k)}) + g(∇v^{(m)}, ∇v^{(k)})g(∇v^{(l)}, ∇v^{(j)}) + g(∇v^{(m)}_β , ∇v^{(l)})g(∇v^{(j)}, ∇v^{(k)}) ] dV_g . (3.4)

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is completed by Proposition (3.1), which shows that Q ≡ 0. The proof of Proposition (3.1) uses the basic concepts of the calculus on Riemannian surfaces, which we now recall. In isothermal coordinates (x, y) the Riemannian metric is given by γ(x, y)(dx^2 + dy^2), where γ is smooth function. In the holomorphic coordinates z = x + iy, the metric can be written as g(z) = γ(z)dzdz, where dz = dx + idy and dz = dx − idy. We will use the terms isothermal coordinates and holomorphic coordinates interchangeably.

Let f be a complex valued function on the Riemannian surface. The operators ∂ and ∂ are defined by ∂ = (∂_x − i∂_y)/2 and ∂ = (∂_x + i∂_y)/2.

Especially, if u and v are complex valued functions, and (∇u)^a = g^{ab}∂_bu and (∇v)^a = g^{ab}∂_bv are their Riemannian gradients, then in the holomorphic coordinates g(∇u, ∇v) = 2γ^{−1}(∂u∂v + ∂u∂v). If f_{hol} is holomorphic, then by Cauchy-Riemann equations ∂f_{hol} ≡ 0 and ∂f_{hol} ≡ 0.

The Riemannian volume form dV_g = |g|^{1/2}dxdy can be written as γ(z) i 2 dz ∧ dz. We will write dz ∧ dz simply as dzdz. The Laplacian acting on functions reads Δf = −2iγ^{−1}∂∂f. Proposition 3.1. Let (Σ, g) be a 2-dimensional smooth Riemannian manifold with boundary ∂Σ. Let v^{(j)}, j = 1, . . . , 4, solve Δ_g v^{(j)} = 0 in Σ and have boundary value f_j . Assume that (3.4) holds for Q ∈ C^∞(Σ) and for any f_j ∈ C^∞(∂Σ). If all derivatives of Q vanish on the boundary, then Q ≡ 0.

Proof. We use results of [GT11] to construct the harmonic functions v^{(j)}, j = 1, . . . , 4, that we intend to use in (3.4).

Let P ∈ Σ be an interior point such that there exists a Morse holomorphic function Φ : Σ → C , with Φ(P ) = ∂Φ(P ) = 0, and with finitely many critical points in Σ. By [GT11, Proposition 2.3.1] the set of points such as P is dense in Σ. For large N ∈ N, by [GT11, Lemma 2.2.4], there exists a holomorphic function a : Σ → C such that in complex coordinates around P (which we take to have coordinates z = 0) we have (3.5) a(z) = 1 + O(|z|^N ), and also vanishes to order N at all other critical points of Φ. We choose

v^{(1)} = v^{(2)} = e^{iτ Φ}a, v^{(3)} = v^{(4)} = e^{iτ Φ̄}ā, with a large parameter τ > 0. These are harmonic on Σ as they are products of holomorphic functions.

Using local isothermal coordinates, we can pick a chart around P so that it corresponds to z = 0, does not contain any part of the boundary, and in this chart g(∇v^{(j)}, ∇v^{(k)}) = 2γ^{−1}(∂v^{(j)} ¯∂v^{(k)} + ¯∂v^{(j)}∂v^{(k)}), where γ is a smooth nonvanishing conformal factor. Since Φ is both holomorphic and Morse, and Φ(P ) = ∂Φ(P ) = 0, we have that

Φ(z) = λz^2 + O(|z|^3), where λ ∈ C \ {0}. We will rescale Φ so that λ = 1.

The whole Σ may be covered with finitely many local isothermal coordinate charts. Let φ_α, α = 0, . . . , M, be a partition of unity associated with this covering, where the labeling can be chosen so that the chart containing P corresponds to α = 0. In any of these charts, we have that

g(∇v^{(1)}, ∇v^{(2)})g(∇v^{(3)}, ∇v^{(4)})+g(∇v^{(1)}, ∇v^{(3)})g(∇v^{(2)}, ∇v^{(4)})+g(∇v^{(1)}, ∇v^{(4)})g(∇v^{(2)}, ∇v^{(3)})

= 8γ^{−2}e^{2iτ (Φ+Φ̄)}(∂a + iτa∂Φ)^2(∂a − iτa∂Φ)^2.

Here we used that g(∇v^{(1)}, ∇v^{(2)}) = 0 by holomorphicity. For α = 1, . . . , M it is not hard to see that there exists an order N^′ ∈ N so that

(3.6) ∫ Qγ^{−2}φ_αe^{2iτ (Φ+Φ̄)}(∂a + iτa∂Φ)^2(∂a − iτa∂Φ)^2dV_g = O(τ^{−N ′} ). Here dV_g = γ(z)^i_2 dzdz = γ(z)dxdy. Indeed, there are two possible cases: either Φ does not have a critical point on the chart α, or it does. If there is no critical point then for any smooth function f supported on the chart we have by integration by parts that τ^{N ′} ∫ fe^{2iτ (Φ+Φ̄)}dzdz = ∫ f [ (2i∂Φ)^{−1}∂ ]_N ′ e^{2iτ (Φ+Φ̄)}dzdz = 2^{−N ′} i^{N ′} ∫ e^{2iτ (Φ+Φ̄)}∂ [ (∂Φ)^{−1}∂ ]_N ′_{−1} (∂Φ)^{−1} fdzdz, which implies the claim in this case. If Φ does have a critical point at a point different than P and f is as above, but with the additional property that it vanishes to a very high order at the critical point, then the above computation is still valid. It follows that (3.6) holds also in this case. Note that the presence of the boundary in either of these two cases does not affect the result since we are assuming all the derivatives of Q vanish on the boundary, so the integrations by parts can still be carried out in the same way.

For α = 0, by the stationary phase theorem (e.g. see [Hör15, Theorem 7.7.5]), we have that ∫ Qγ^{−2}φ_0e^{2iτ (Φ+Φ̄)}(∂a + iτa∂Φ)^2(∂a − iτa∂Φ)^2dV_g = τ^4 ∫ Qγφ_0e^{2iτ (Φ+Φ̄)}|∂Φ|^4dxdy + O(τ^{−N ′} ) = −2πτQ(P )γ(P )φ_0(P ) + O(τ^0).

Here we also used (3.5) in the first equality. By (3.4) it follows that Q(P ) = 0 and, since the set of points P for which the above argument applies is dense in Σ, we have that Q ≡ 0. □

The following proposition concludes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 3.2. If Q is as in the statement of Proposition 3.1, then all derivatives of Q vanish on the boundary.

Proof. Let P ∈ ∂Σ and m ∈ N. We can pick boundary normal coordinates (for example see [LU89]) in a neighborhood of P so that locally Σ is contained in the set

{(x^1, x^2) : x^2 ≥ 0}, and that ∂Σ is contained in the set {(x^1, x^2) : x^2 = 0}, and P has coordinates (0, 0). In these coordinates the metric g has the form g(x^1, x^2) = γ^{−1}(x^1, x^2)(dx^1)^2 + (dx^2)^2, with γ a smooth positive function, with a positive lower bound. Therefore a g-harmonic function v satisfies the equation (3.7) ∂_1(γ^{12} ∂_1v) + ∂_2(γ^{− 12} ∂_2v) = 0.

We intend to use special solutions constructed in [KY02]. Using similar notation to which was used in the reference, let λ, α ∈ R_+ be λ = 1 m^2 + m + 1 , α = m^2 + 1 m^2 + m + 1 . Let η ∈ C^∞_0 (R) be such that 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, ∫ η(y)^2dy = 1, supp(η) ⊂ (−1, 1).

For N ∈ N let Ω_N = {(x^1, x^2) ∈ R^2 : |x^1| < N^{−α}, 0 ≤ x^2 < N^{−1/2}}.

It is a particular case of [KY02, Lemma 2.1] that there exist approximate solutions Φ_N of (3.7) which are of the form

Φ_N (x^1, x^2) = e^{iNx1} e^{−κNx2} m/λ∑ j=0 N^{−jλ}v_j (N^αx^1, Nx^2),

with κ = √ γ(0) > 0, v_0(y_1, y_2) = η(y_1) and all other v_j (y_1, y_2) are polynomials in y_2 with a vanishing zero order term whose coefficients are functions of y_1 which belong to C^∞_0 ((−1, 1)). The polynomials are chosen so that on Ω_N we have | | |∂1(γ^{12} ∂1ΦN ) + ∂2(γ^{− 12} ∂2ΦN ) | | | ≤ CN^{2−m−λ}p(Nx^2)e^{−κNx2} , where p(y) is a polynomial with positive coefficients.

Let ζ : [0, ∞) → [0, 1] be a smooth function such that ζ(y) = 1 if 0 ≤ y ≤^1_2 and ζ(y) = 0 if y ≥ 1. We set Ψ_N (x^1, x^2) := ζ(N^{1/2}x^2)Φ_N (x^1, x^2) and we use the same name for the extension by zero of these functions to the entire Σ. Denoting Ω̃_N = {(x^1, x^2) ∈ R^2 : |x^1| < N^{−α}, 0 ≤ x^2 < N^{−1/2}/2}

we have that | | |∂1(γ^{12} ∂1ΨN ) + ∂2(γ^{− 12} ∂2ΨN ) | | | ≤ CN^{2−m−λ}p(Nx^2)e^{−κNx2} , on Ω̃N , and | |∂_1(γ^1_2 ∂_1Ψ_N ) + ∂_2(γ_−^1_2 ∂_2Ψ_N ) | | ≤ Ce_{−κ̃}^√_N , on Ω_N \ Ω̃_N , with a κ̃ > 0. We can then conclude that ‖△_gΨ_N ‖_L2_{(Σ)} ≤ CN^{32 −m−λ− α2} .

Let u_N be the harmonic function such that u_N |_{∂Σ} = Ψ_N |_{∂Σ}. We can write u_N = Ψ_N + R_N , where R_N ∈ H^2(Σ) ∩ H^1_0 (Σ) and, by the above estimates and elliptic regularity, we have that ‖R_N ‖_H2_{(Σ)} ≤ CN^{32 −m−λ− α2} . By Sobolev embedding we also have that for any p ∈ (1, ∞) ‖∇R_N ‖_Lp_{(Σ)} ≤ CN^{32 −m−λ− α2} . Note that in Ω̃_N

∂_1Ψ_N = iNΨ_N + N^αe^{iNx1} e^{−κNx2} m/λ∑ j=0 N^{−jλ}(∂_1v_j )(N^αx^1, Nx^2)

= iNΨ_N + N^αe^{N(ix1−κx2)}G(N^αx^1, Nx^2), and

∂_2Ψ_N = − √ γ(0)NΨ_N + N^{1−λ}e^{iNx1} e^{−κNx2} m/λ−1 ∑ j=0 N^{−jλ}(∂_2v_{j+1})(N^αx^1, Nx^2) = − √ γ(0)NΨ_N + N^{1−λ}e^{N(ix1−κx2)}H(N^αx^1, Nx^2).

We choose in (3.4) v^{(1)} = v^{(2)} = u_N , v^{(3)} = v^{(4)} = u_N .

Since g(∇v^{(j)}, ∇v^{(k)}) = ( γ∂_1v^{(j)}∂_1v^{(k)} + ∂_2v^{(j)}∂_2v^{(k)} ) , we have that in Ω̃_N

g(∇Ψ_N , ∇Ψ_N ) = 2N^2γ(0)|Ψ_N |^2 + γ(x^1, 0) − γ(0) x^1

N^{2−α}(N^αx^1)|Ψ_N |^2 + γ(x^1, x^2) − γ(x^1, 0)

x^2

N(Nx^2)|Ψ_N |^2 − N^{1+α}γ2iIm ( Ψ_N e^{N(ix1−κx2)}G(N^αx^1, Nx^2) )

+ N^{2α}γe^{−2Nκx2} |G(N^αx^1, Nx^2)|^2 − N^{2−λ}κ2Re ( Ψ_N e^{N(ix1−κx2)}H(N^αx^1, Nx^2) ) + N^{2(1−λ)}|H(N^αx^1, Nx^2)|^2, and g(∇Ψ_N , ∇Ψ_N ) = − γ(x^1, 0) − γ(0) x^1

N^{2−α}(N^αx^1)Ψ^2_N − γ(x^1, x^2) − γ(x^1, 0) x^2

N(Nx^2)Ψ^2_N + N^{1+α}γ2iΨ_N e^{N(ix1−κx2)}G(N^αx^1, Nx^2) + N^{2α}γe^{2N(ix1−κx2)}G(N^αx^1, Nx^2)^2 − N^{2−λ}κ2Ψ_N e^{N(ix1−κx2)}H(N^αx^1, Nx^2) + N^{2(1−λ)}H(N^αx^1, Nx^2)^2.

Recall that u_N = Ψ_N + R_N . Note that by (3.4) and fairly elementary Cauchy-Schwartz estimates for the terms involving the remainders R_N we have 0 = ∫ Σ Q ( 2g(∇u_N , ∇u_N )^2 + |g(∇u_N , ∇u_N )|^2 ) dV_g = ∫ Σ Q ( 2g(∇Ψ_N , ∇Ψ_N )^2 + |g(∇Ψ_N , ∇Ψ_N )|^2 ) dV_g + O(N^{4−m−λ−α}) = ∫ Ω̃_N Q ( 2g(∇Ψ_N , ∇Ψ_N )^2 + |g(∇Ψ_N , ∇Ψ_N )|^2 ) γ^{− 12} dx^1dx^2 + O(N^{4−m−λ−α}), so ∫

Ω̃_N Q ( 2g(∇Ψ_N , ∇Ψ_N )^2 + |g(∇Ψ_N , ∇Ψ_N )|^2 ) γ^{− 12} dx^1dx^2 = O(N^{4−m−λ−α}). Let k ∈ N be such that all derivatives of Q up to order k − 1 vanish on the boundary ∂Σ and suppose that there exists an ϵ > 0 such that ϵ ≤ Q(x^1, x^2)

(x^2)^k ≤ ϵ^{−1} in a neighborhood of the point P . Then for large N

2N^4γ(0)^2 ∫ Ω̃_N

γ^{− 12} Q|Ψ_N |^4dx^1dx^2

= 2N^4γ(0)^2 ∫ Ω̃_N

γ^{− 12}

Q(x^1, x^2)

(x^2)^k

N^{−k}(Nx^2)^ke^{−4κNx2} η(N^αx^1)^4dx^1dx^2 + O(N^{3−k−λ−α}) ≥ δN^{3−k−α}, where δ > 0. Similarly absorbing all the other lower order terms in N into the principal term we obtain that∫

Ω̃_N Q ( 2g(∇Ψ_N , ∇Ψ_N )^2 + |g(∇Ψ_N , ∇Ψ_N )|^2 ) γ^{− 12} dx^1dx^2 ≥ δ^′N^{3−k−α}. This is a contradiction as long as k ≤ m − 1. It follows that in this case all derivatives of Q up to order k vanish at P , which was chosen arbitrarily. Proceeding inductively and by choosing arbitrarily large values for m we obtain the result. □

Appendix A

In this appendix we recall the proof that the graphs of the solutions of the minimal surface equation are minimal surfaces. We also derive some formulas, such as (3.8), which are needed in the main text. We start by defining notations. Let

g = ds^2 + 2∑ α,β=1 g_{αβ} (x)dx^αdx^β¸, be the product metric e ⊕ g on M = R × Σ. Here g is the metric on Σ. Let F (x) = (u(x), x) be the graph function of u : Σ → R. The volume form on the graph Y = {(u(x), x) : x ∈ Σ} of F is given by the determinant of the induced metric on the graph Y .

For simplicity, let us assume that (x^1, x^2) are global coordinates on Σ. The general case when Σ is covered with finitely many coordinate charts can be considered using a suitable partition of unity. Then (s, x^1, x^2) are global coordinates for R × Σ. We also write s = x^0 for notational reasons. Coordinates on Y are induced by the coordinates on Σ and the mapping F . Let (y^1, y^2) be the induced coordinates on Y and let ∂_{y1} = F_∗∂_{x1} and ∂_{x2} = F_∗∂_{x2} be the corresponding coordinate vectors. Here the pushforward F_∗ of F is given by the formula F_∗∂_{xj} = DF^a_j ∂_a, where (DF^a_j ) is the Jacobian matrix of F , j = 1, 2 and a = 0, 1, 2. Here also ∂_a are the coordinate vectors of R × Σ. We assume here and below the Einstein summation over the indices of the coordinates (x^0, x^1, x^2) of R × Σ.

Let us denote by h_{jk} the induced metric on Y . That is

h_{jk} (x) = g_{F (x)}(F_∗∂_{xj} , F_∗∂_{xk} ), j, k = 1, 2, x = (x^1, x^2) ∈ Σ.

Note that if a ≠ 0, then DF^a_j = δ^a_j . We also have DF^0_j = ∂_j u. It follows that the induced metric on Y reads

h_{jk} = DF^a_j DF^b_k g_{F (x)}(∂_a, ∂_b) = DF^0_j DF^0_k g_{00}|_{F (x)} + 2∑ α,β=1 DF^α_j DF^β_k g_{F (x)}(∂_α, ∂_β)

= ∂_j u(x)∂_ku(x) + g_{jk}|_{F (x)} = ∂_j u(x)∂_ku(x) + g_{jk} (x).

The area of the surface Y is ∫ Σ √ det(h(x))dx^1 ∧ dx^2.

As h(x) = g(x) + ∇u ⊗ ∇u = g(x)(I + (g(x)^{−1}∇u) ⊗ ∇u), we have

det(h(x)) = det(g(x)) det ( I + (g(x)^{−1}∇u) ⊗ ∇u ) . By Lemma 1.1 in [DZ07] we have det ( I + (g(x)^{−1}∇u) ⊗ ∇u ) = 1 + (g(x)^{−1}∇u) · ∇u = 1 + |∇u|^2_{g(x)}.

Finally, the area of Y equals

Area(Y ) = ∫ Σ √ 1 + |∇u|^2_{g(x)}dV_g (x) where in local coordinates dV_g (x) = det(g(x))^{1/2}dx^1 ∧ dx^2.

Let us next compute the minimal surface equation. For that, we consider a variation Y (u + tv) := {(u(x) + tv(x), x) : x ∈ Σ} ⊂ R × M of the surface Y , where v : M → R is a smooth function. We denote the area of Y (u + tv) by Area(u + tv). Then, d dt | | t=0 Area(u + tv) = 1 2 ∫ Σ 1 √ 1 + |∇u|^2_{g(x)} d dt | | t=0 ( |∇(u + tv)|^2_{g(x)} ) dV_g (x) We have d dt | | |_{t=0}|∇(u + tv)|^2_{g(x)} = 2(∇u, ∇v)g . Thus d dt | |_{t=0}Area(u + tv) = ∫ Σ 1 √ 1 + |∇u|^2_{g(x)} (∇u, ∇v)_g dV_g (x). (3.8)

We recall that if Y is a minimal surface (in the variational sense), t = 0 is a critical point of the map t → Area(u + tv) for all functions v that vanish on the boundary.

We will use the formula (3.8) in the main text of the paper to consider the Dirichlet-to- Neumann map for the minimal surface equation (1.1). For the convenience of the reader we use it also the prove the following well known lemma:

Lemma 3.3. Let u : Σ → R, u ∈ C^∞(Σ). Then u is a solution of the minimal surface equation (1.1) if and only if the graph Y = {(u(x), x) : x ∈ Σ} is a minimal surface in the variational sense.

Proof. Assume that Y = {(u(x), x) : x ∈ Σ} is a minimal surface in the variational sense. Then, d dt | | |_{t=0}Area(u + tv0) = 0 when v0 ∈ C^∞_0 (Σ) is a smooth function having the vanishing boundary values. Let U ⊂ Σ be an open set where X(x) = (x^1(x), x^2(x)) are local coordinates satisfying X(U) ⊂ R × [0, ∞) and X(∂Σ) ⊂ R × {0}. Let us assume that v_0 is supported on X(U) and v_0(x) = 0 for x ∈ X(∂Σ).

Then, applying integration by parts in formula (3.8) with v = v_0 yields 0 = d dt | |_{t=0}Area(u + tv0) = ∫ X(U) 2∑ α,β=1 det(g(x))^{1/2} √ 1 + |∇u|^2_{g(x)} g^{αβ} ∂_αu ∂_βv_0dx^1 ∧ dx^2

= − ∫ X(U) det(g(x))^{−1/2}∂_k ( det(g(x))^{1/2} √ 1 + |∇u|^2_{g(x)} g^{jk}∂_j u ) v_0 det(g(x))^{1/2}dx^1 ∧ dx^2.

As v_0 ∈ C^∞_0 (Σ) is here arbitrary function, we see that u satisfies 2∑ α,k=1 det(g(x))^{−1/2}∂_α ( det(g(x))^{1/2} √ 1 + |∇u|^2_{g(x)} g^{αβ} (x)∂_β u(x) ) = 0, x ∈ X(U). (3.9)

Thus u is a solution of the equation (1.1) on U. As U is an arbitrary coordinate neighborhood of Σ, we see that u is a solution of the equation (1.1) on Σ. The converse statement can be obtained in the same way. □

References

[ABN20] Spyros Alexakis, Tracey Balehowsky, and Adrian Nachman. Determining a riemannian metric from minimal areas. Advances in Mathematics, 366:107025, 2020.

[Câr20] C. I. Cârstea. On an inverse boundary value problem for a nonlinear time harmonic Maxwell system. Journal of Inverse and Ill-posed Problems, 2020.

[CF20] C. I. Cârstea and A. Feizmohammadi. A density property for tensor products of gradients of harmonic functions and applications. arXiv preprint arXiv:2009.11217, 2020.

[CF21] C. I. Cârstea and A. Feizmohammadi. An inverse boundary value problem for certain anisotropic quasilinear elliptic equations. Journal of Differential Equations, 284:318–349, 2021.

[CFK^+21] C. I. Cârstea, A. Feizmohammadi, Y. Kian, K. Krupchyk, and G. Uhlmann. The Calder\’{o} n inverse problem for isotropic quasilinear conductivities. Advances in Mathematics, 391:107956, 2021.

[CK20] C. I. Cârstea and M. Kar. Recovery of coefficients for a weighted p-Laplacian perturbed by a linear second order term. Inverse Problems, 37(1):015013, 2020.

[CNV19] C. I. Cârstea, G. Nakamura, and M. Vashisth. Reconstruction for the coefficients of a quasilinear elliptic partial differential equation. Applied Mathematics Letters, 2019.

[DZ07] Jiu Ding and Aihui Zhou. Eigenvalues of rank-one updated matrices with some applications. Appl. Math. Lett., 20(12):1223–1226, 2007.

[FLL21] Ali Feizmohammadi, Tony Liimatainen, and Yi-Hsuan Lin. An inverse problem for a semilinear elliptic equation on conformally transversally anisotropic manifolds. arXiv preprint arXiv:2112.08305, 2021.

[FO20] Ali Feizmohammadi and Lauri Oksanen. An inverse problem for a semi-linear elliptic equation in Riemannian geometries. Journal of Differential Equations, 269(6):4683–4719, 2020.

[GT11] Colin Guillarmou and Leo Tzou. Calderón inverse problem with partial data on Riemann surfaces. Duke Mathematical Journal, 158(1):83–120, 2011.

[HL22] Bastian Harrach and Yi-Hsuan Lin. Simultaneous recovery of piecewise analytic coefficients in a semilinear elliptic equation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2201.04594, 2022.

[Hör15] Lars Hörmander. The analysis of linear partial differential operators I: Distribution theory and Fourier analysis. Springer, 2015.

[IN95] Victor Isakov and A Nachman. Global uniqueness for a two-dimensional elliptic inverse problem. Trans.of AMS, 347:3375–3391, 1995.

[IS94] Victor Isakov and John Sylvester. Global uniqueness for a semilinear elliptic inverse problem. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 47(10):1403–1410, 1994.

[KKU20] Yavar Kian, Katya Krupchyk, and Gunther Uhlmann. Partial data inverse problems for quasilinear conductivity equations. arXiv preprint arXiv:2010.11409, 2020.

[KLU18] Yaroslav Kurylev, Matti Lassas, and Gunther Uhlmann. Inverse problems for Lorentzian manifolds and non-linear hyperbolic equations. Inventiones mathematicae, 212(3):781–857, 2018.

[KU20] Katya Krupchyk and Gunther Uhlmann. A remark on partial data inverse problems for semilinear elliptic equations. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 148(2):681–685, 2020.

[KY02] H. Kang and K. Yun. Boundary determination of conductivities and Riemannian metrics via local Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator. SIAM journal on mathematical analysis, 34(3):719–735, 2002.

[LLLS21a] Matti Lassas, Tony Liimatainen, Yi-Hsuan Lin, and Mikko Salo. Inverse problems for elliptic equations with power type nonlinearities. Journal de mathématiques pures et appliquées, 145:44–82, 2021.

[LLLS21b] Matti Lassas, Tony Liimatainen, Yi-Hsuan Lin, and Mikko Salo. Partial data inverse problems and simultaneous recovery of boundary and coefficients for semilinear elliptic equations. Revista Matemática Iberoamericana, 37:1553–1580, 2021.

[LLS19] Matti Lassas, Tony Liimatainen, and Mikko Salo. The Poisson embedding approach to the Calderón problem. Mathematische Annalen, 2019.

[LLST22] Tony Liimatainen, Yi-Hsuan Lin, Mikko Salo, and Teemu Tyni. Inverse problems for elliptic equations with fractional power type nonlinearities. Journal of Differential Equations, 306:189–219, 2022.

[LU89] John M. Lee and Gunther Uhlmann. Determining anisotropic real-analytic conductivities by boundary measurements. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 42(8):1097–1112, 1989.

[LU01] Matti Lassas and Gunther Uhlmann. On determining a Riemannian manifold from the Dirichlet-to- Neumann map. Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. (4), 34(5):771–787, 2001.

[LZ20] Ru-Yu Lai and Ting Zhou. Partial data inverse problems for nonlinear magnetic schr\” odinger equations. arXiv preprint arXiv:2007.02475, 2020.

[Nur22] Janne Nurminen. An inverse problem for the minimal surface equation. arXiv preprint, 2022. [ST22] Mikko Salo and Leo Tzou. Inverse problems for semilinear elliptic pde with measurements at a single point. arXiv preprint arXiv:2202.05290, 2022.

[SU97] Ziqi Sun and Gunther Uhlmann. Inverse problems in quasilinear anisotropic media. American Journal of Mathematics, 119(4):771–797, 1997.

[Sun96] Ziqi Sun. On a quasilinear inverse boundary value problem. Math. Z., 221(2):293–305, 1996. [Sun04] Ziqi Sun. Inverse boundary value problems for a class of semilinear elliptic equations. Advances in Applied Mathematics, 32(4):791–800, 2004.

[Sun10] Ziqi Sun. An inverse boundary-value problem for semilinear elliptic equations. Electronic Journal of Differential Equations (EJDE), 37:1–5, 2010.