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LAGRANGIAN AND HAMILTONIAN FORMALISM FOR CONSTRAINED
VARIATIONAL PROBLEMS

PAOLO PICCIONE AND DANIEL V. TAUSK

ABSTRACT. We consider solutions of Lagrangian variational problemswith linear con-
straints on the derivative. More precisely, given a smooth distributionD ⊂ TM on M

and a time-dependent LagrangianL defined onD, we consider an action functionalL
defined on the setΩPQ(M,D) of horizontal curves inM connecting two fixed submani-
foldsP,Q ⊂ M . Under suitable assumptions, the setΩPQ(M,D) has the structure of a
smooth Banach manifold and we can thus study the critical points ofL. If the Lagrangian
L satisfies an appropriatehyper-regularitycondition, we associate to it a degenerate Hamil-
tonianH onTM∗ using a general notion ofLegendre transformfor maps on vector bun-
dles. We prove that the solutions of the Hamilton equations of H are precisely the critical
points ofL. In the particular case whereL is given by the quadratic form corresponding to
a positive definite metric onD, we obtain the well-known characterization of thenormal
geodesicsin sub-Riemannian geometry (see [10]); by adding a potential energy term to
L, we reobtain the equations of motion for theVakonomic mechanicswith non holonomic
constraints (see [8]).

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to generalize to the context of constrained variational problems
some classical results about the correspondence between Lagrangian and Hamiltonian for-
malisms (see for instance [1]). Particular cases of this theory are thesub-Riemannian
geodesic problem(see for instance [10, 11, 13, 17]), and the so calledVakonomicapproach
to the non holonomic mechanics (see for instance [2, 5, 8, 19]).

The constrained variational problem studied is modelled bythe following setup: we
consider ann-dimensional differentiable manifoldM endowed with a smooth distribution
D ⊂ TM of rank k; moreover, we assume that it is given a (possibly time-dependent)
Lagrangian functionL onD. In the non holonomic mechanics,M represents the configu-
ration space,D the constraint, andL is typically the difference between the kinetic and a
potential energy. In the sub-Riemannian geodesic problem,L is simply the quadratic form
corresponding to a positive definite metric onD.

The solutions of the constrained variational problem are given by curvesγ : [a, b] → M

that are critical points of the action functionalL(γ) =
∫ b

a
L
(
t, γ(t), γ̇(t)

)
dt defined on the

space:

ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
=

{
γ : [a, b]

C1

−−−→ M : γ(a) ∈ P, γ(b) ∈ Q, γ′(t) ∈ D for all t
}

of horizontal curves of classC1 in M connecting two fixed submanifoldsP,Q ⊂ M . It is
well-known that the setΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
is in general not a submanifold of the Banach

manifold ofC1 curvesγ : [a, b] → M ; whenP andQ are points, the singularities of
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ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
are known in the context of sub-Riemannian geometry asabnormals

extremals(see [4, 10, 11, 12, 13, 17]). Such singularities can be nicely described using
the canonical symplectic structure of the cotangent bundleTM∗ (see Corollary 3.7). In
this paper we are interested in studying the action functional L in the regular part of
ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
. We remark that in several important cases the setΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)

contains no singular curves (see, for instance, Corollary 3.8 and Remark 3.9).
Recall from [1] that when a Lagrangian functionL : TM → IR is hyper-regularthen

the critical points of the corresponding (unconstrained) variational problem are given by
the solutions of the Hamilton equations corresponding to a HamiltonianH : TM∗ → IR
which corresponds toL by means of theLegendre transform. The Legendre transform
described in [1] can be generalized in a straightforward wayto general vector bundles;
namely, ifL : ξ → IR is a smooth map on a vector bundleξ which is hyper-regular (in a
suitable sense) then one can naturally associate to it a smooth mapH : ξ∗ → IR on the
dual bundleξ∗. At such level of generality, the Legendre transform does not seem to have
a meaningful interpretation in the context of calculus of variations, as it does in the case
ξ = TM . Our goal is to show that whenξ = D is a vector subbundle of a tangent bundle
TM (i.e., a distribution onM ) then the Legendre transform for smooth maps onD has
a nice application to the study of constrained variational problems. The key observation
here is that, when passing to the dual bundles, theinclusionarrowD → TM reverses
and gives rise to aprojectionarrowTM∗ → D∗; thus, while aconstrained Lagrangian
L : D → IR has no canonical extension to a Lagrangian onTM , its Legendre transform
H0 : D∗ → IR naturally induces a mapH : TM∗ → IR given by the composition ofH0

and the projectionTM∗ → D∗. Our main result (Theorem 4.1) is that the critical points
of the constrained action functionalL are the solutions of the Hamilton equations ofH
satisfying suitable boundary conditions. Observe that, unlessD = TM , the Hamiltonian
H is always degenerateand thus it cannot arise as the Legendre transform of a hyper-
regular Lagrangian on the whole tangent bundleTM .

In the particular case whereP andQ are single points ofM , D is endowed with a
smoothly varying positive definite inner productg andL is given byL(t, q, q̇) = 1

2g(q̇, q̇),
then the solutions of the corresponding HamiltonianH are known in the context ofsub-
Riemannian geometryas thenormal extremalsof (M,D, g). The critical points of the
constraint definingΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
are the abnormal extremals. In particular, we ob-

tain a variational proof of [10, Theorem 1]. By adding a potential energy term toL, the
Hamilton equations ofH become the equations of motion for the Vakonomic mechanics
(see [8]). Theorem 4.1 thus provides a unifying approach forthe study of Lagrangian vari-
ational problems with linear constraints in the derivative; it also provides the appropriate
setting for the study of thesecond variationof a constrained Lagrangian action functional
and for the development of anindex theoryfor such functional using the notion ofMaslov
indexfor a solution of a Hamiltonian (see [18]).

The proof of Theorem 4.1 is based on the method of Lagrangian multipliers, which is
used to pass from a constrained Lagrangian variational problem to a non constrained one.
The main technical difficulty is the proof of the regularity of the Lagrangian multiplier
(Lemma 4.9); such proof is based on a suitable version of Schwartz’s generalized functions
calculus which is developed in Subsection 4.1.

We give a brief description of the material presented in eachsection of the paper.
In Subsection 2.1 we describe a general notion of Legendre transform. In Subsection 2.2

we recall some standard results concerning the correspondence between hyper-regular La-
grangians and Hamiltonians and in Section 3 we present some well-known facts about the
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manifold structure of the set of horizontal curves connecting two fixed submanifolds of a
given manifold.

In Section 4 we state the main result of the paper (Theorem 4.1), that establishes the
correspondence between the critical points of the action functional of a hyper-regular con-
strained Lagrangian and the solutions of the correspondingdegenerate Hamiltonian. The
proof of Theorem 4.1 is given in Subsection 4.2. In Subsection 4.1 it is presented a suitable
version of Schwartz’s generalized functions calculus, needed for technical reasons in the
proof of Theorem 4.1.

2. THE LEGENDRETRANSFORM.
LAGRANGIANS AND HAMILTONIANS ON MANIFOLDS

In this section we recall some classical results from [1] which are presented in a more
general context needed for the statement and the proof of Theorem 4.1. In Subsection 2.1
we present a general version of the Legendre transform for vector spaces; we then apply it
fiberwise to obtain a notion of Legendre transform for fiber bundles. In Subsection 2.2 we
present the classical Hamiltonian formulation for the variational problem corresponding to
a hyper-regular (non constrained) Lagrangian. The standard results from [1] are proven
in a slightly more general setup; namely, we consider curveswith endpoints varying in
submanifolds, time-dependent Lagrangians and rather weakregularity assumptions for the
data.

2.1. The Legendre transform

Let ξ0 be a real finite-dimensional vector space, letξ∗0 denote its dual, and letZ : U → IR
be a function of classC2 defined on an open subsetU ⊂ ξ0.

Definition 2.1. Assume that the differentialdZ is a diffeomorphism onto an open subset
V ⊂ ξ∗0 . TheLegendre transformof Z is theC1 mapZ∗ : V → IR defined by:

Z∗ = EZ ◦ (dZ)−1,(2.1)

whereEZ : U → IR is given by

EZ(v) = dZ(v) v − Z(v), v ∈ U.(2.2)

Lemma 2.2. Using the canonical identification ofξ0 and its bi-dualξ∗∗0 , the mapdZ∗ is
the inverse ofdZ. Therefore,Z∗ is a map of classC2.

Proof. Differentiating the equalityZ∗ ◦ dZ = EZ and (2.2), we obtain:

dZ∗
(
dZ(v)

)
◦ d2Z(v) = dEZ(v), dEZ(v) = v̂ ◦ d2Z(v),

wherev̂ ∈ ξ∗∗0 denotes evaluation atv. Sinced2Z(v) : ξ0 → ξ∗0 is an isomorphism, the
conclusion follows. �

Corollary 2.3. Z∗∗ = Z.

Proof. By Lemma 2.2, we have:

Z∗∗ = EZ∗ ◦ (dZ∗)−1 = EZ∗ ◦ dZ.

Hence, by definition ofEZ∗ , we get:

EZ∗

(
dZ(v)

)
= dZ∗

(
dZ(v)

)
dZ(v)− Z∗

(
dZ(v)

)
=

= dZ(v) v − EZ(v) = Z(v). �
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Let nowM be a smooth manifold andπ : ξ → M be a smooth vector bundle overM ;
for m ∈ M , we denote byξm the fiberπ−1(m). The dual bundle ofξ will be denoted by
ξ∗; the bi-dualξ∗∗ is canonically identified withξ.

Let Z : U ⊂ ξ → IR be a map such that, for everym ∈ M , U ∩ ξm is open inξm and
the restriction ofZ to U ∩ ξm is of classC2.

Definition 2.4. Thefiber derivativeFZ : U → ξ∗ is the map defined by:

FZ(v) = d(Z|U∩ξm)(v), v ∈ U,(2.3)

wherem = π(v). Let V ⊂ ξ∗ denote the image ofFZ. We say thatZ is regular if
for eachm ∈ M , the setV ∩ ξm is open inξm and the restriction ofFZ to U ∩ ξm is
a local diffeomorphism;Z is said to behyper-regularif for eachm such restriction is a
diffeomorphism ontoV ∩ ξ∗m. If Z is hyper-regular, we define theLegendre transformof
Z as the mapZ∗ : V → IR whose restriction toV ∩ ξm is the Legendre transform of the
restriction ofZ to U ∩ ξm.

In analogy with (2.2) we also set:

EZ(v) = FZ(v) v − Z(v), v ∈ U ;(2.4)

obviouslyZ∗ = EZ ◦ FZ−1.
Applying Lemma 2.2 and Corollary 2.3 fiberwise, we obtain immediately the following:

Proposition 2.5. Assume thatZ : U ⊂ ξ → IR is hyper-regular. Then, for eachm ∈ M ,
the restriction ofZ∗ toV ∩ξ∗m is of classC2. Moreover,FZ andFZ∗ are mutually inverse
bijections andZ∗∗ = Z. �

2.2. Time dependent Lagrangians and Hamiltonians on manifolds

Let M be a smoothn-dimensional manifold and letTM , TM∗ denote respectively the
tangent and the cotangent bundle ofM ; with a slight abuse of notation, we will denote
both the projections ofTM and ofTM∗ by π. Consider the following vector bundles:

ξ = IR× TM
Id×π

−−−−−→ IR×M, ξ∗ = IR × TM∗ Id×π
−−−−−→ IR ×M.

Observe that the fiberξ(t,m) is {t} × TmM and thatξ∗(t,m) = {t} × TmM∗.

Definition 2.6. A (time-dependent) Lagrangian onM is a functionL : U ⊂ ξ → IR
defined on an open setU ⊂ ξ and satisfying the following regularity conditions:

(1) L is continuous;
(2) for eacht ∈ IR, the mapL(t, ·) is of classC1 on U ∩

(
{t} × TM

)
and its

differential is continuous onU ;
(3) for eacht ∈ IR, the mapFL(t, ·) : U ∩

(
{t} × TM

)
→ {t} × TM∗ is of class

C1.

A (time-dependent) Hamiltonian onM is a functionH : V ⊂ ξ∗ → IR defined on an open
setV ⊂ ξ∗ and satisfying the following regularity conditions:

(1) for all t ∈ IR, the mapH(t, ·) is of classC1 onV ∩
(
{t} × TM∗

)
;

(2) for each(t,m) ∈ IR ×M , the restriction ofH to V ∩ ξ∗(t,m) is of classC2.

We use the notions of regularity and hyper-regularity givenin Definition 2.4 for La-
grangians and Hamiltonians on manifolds.

Using the Legendre transform defined in Subsection 2.1 (Definition 2.4), given a hyper-
regular LagrangianL on M , the mapH = L∗ is a hyper-regular Hamiltonian onM .
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Namely, the fact thatH(t, ·) is of classC1 follows by applying the Inverse Function The-
orem to the mapFL(t, ·); moreover, the fact thatV = FL(U) is open inξ∗ follows from
the Theorem of Invariance of Domain (see [14]) by observing thatFL is continuous and
injective1.

If H is the hyper-regular Hamiltonian obtained by Legendre transform from the La-
grangianL, then by Proposition 2.5, we have thatH∗ = L, and thatFH andFL are
mutually inverse bijections. In order to simplify the notation, in what follows we will
write:

FL(t, v) =
(
t,FL(2)(t, v)

)
, FH(t, p) =

(
t,FH(2)(t, p)

)
,

so thatFL(2) andFH(2) are respectively aTM∗-valued and aTM -valued map.
Let L : U ⊂ IR × TM → IR be a Lagrangian onM andγ : [a, b] → M be a curve of

classC1, with
(
t, γ̇(t)

)
∈ U for all t. TheactionL(γ) of L on the curveγ is given by the

integral:

L(γ) =

∫ b

a

L
(
t, γ̇(t)

)
dt.(2.5)

L defines a functional on the set:

(2.6) ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M ;U

)

=
{
γ : [a, b]

C1

−−−→ M : γ(a) ∈ P, γ(b) ∈ Q,
(
t, γ̇(t)

)
∈ U, ∀ t ∈ [a, b]

}
,

whereP andQ are two smooth embedded submanifolds ofM . It is well known that
ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M ;U

)
has the structure of an infinite dimensional smooth Banach manifold

(see for instance [15, 16]), andL is a functional of classC1 on ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M ;U

)
. We

will call L theaction functionalassociated to the LagrangianL.
We have the following characterization of the critical points ofL:

Proposition 2.7. A curveγ ∈ ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M ;U

)
is a critical point ofL if and only if the

following three conditions are satisfied:

(1) FL(2)
(
a, γ̇(a)

)
|Tγ(a)P

= 0 andFL(2)
(
b, γ̇(b)

)
|Tγ(b)Q

= 0;
(2) t 7→ FL

(
t, γ̇(t)

)
is of classC1;

(3) for all [t0, t1] ⊂ [a, b] and for any chartq = (q1, . . . , qn) on M whose domain
containsγ

(
[t0, t1]

)
, theEuler–Lagrange equationis satisfied in[t0, t1]:

d

dt

∂L

∂q̇

(
t, q(t), q̇(t)

)
=

∂L

∂q

(
t, q(t), q̇(t)

)
,(2.7)

whereL(t, q, q̇) denotes the coordinate representation ofL.

Proof. Let γ ∈ ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M ;U

)
be a critical point ofL. Let [t0, t1] ⊂ [a, b] be an

interval and consider a chartq = (q1, . . . , qn) in M whose domain containsγ
(
[t0, t1]

)
.

Choose an arbitraryv ∈ TγΩPQ

(
[a, b],M ;U

)
with support contained in]t0, t1[; by stan-

dard computations it follows that:
∫ t1

t0

∂L

∂q

(
t, q(t), q̇(t)

)
v(t) +

∂L

∂q̇

(
t, q(t), q̇(t)

)
v̇(t) dt = 0.(2.8)

1As a matter of fact, this same argument shows thatFL : U → V is a homeomorphism and therefore the
HamiltonianH = L∗ is continuous.



CONSTRAINED VARIATIONAL PROBLEMS 6

The fact that the equality above holds for every smoothv with support contained in]t0, t1[
implies that the term∂L

∂q̇

(
t, q(t), q̇(t)

)
is of classC1; this will follow2 from the generalized

functions calculus developed in Subsection 4.1 (see Corollary 4.5). Integration by parts in
(2.8) and the Fundamental Lemma of Calculus of Variations imply then that equation (2.7)
is satisfied. Observe also that the coordinate representation of the mapt 7→ FL(2)

(
t, γ̇(t)

)

is given byt 7→ ∂L
∂q̇

(
t, q(t), q̇(t)

)
, so that condition (2) is satisfied. Condition (1) follows

easily by integrating by parts (2.8) in intervals of the form[a, t1] and[t0, b].
Conversely, if conditions (1), (2) and (3) are satisfied, equality (2.8) follows easily,

which implies thatdLγ(v) = 0 for all v ∈ TγΩPQ

(
[a, b],M ;U

)
with small support.

Since suchv’s spanTγΩPQ

(
[a, b],M ;U

)
, it follows thatγ is a critical point ofL. �

We now pass to the study of the Hamiltonian formalism, and we consider thecanonical
symplectic formω onTM∗, given byω = −dϑ, where thecanonical1-formϑ onTM∗

is defined byϑp(ζ) = p
(
dπp(ζ)

)
, for all p ∈ TM∗, ζ ∈ TpTM

∗. If q = (q1, . . . , qn) is a
chart onM and(q, p) = (q1, . . . , qn, p1, . . . , pn) is the corresponding chart onTM∗, the
formsϑ andω are given by:

ϑ =
n∑

i=1

pi dqi, ω =
n∑

i=1

dqi ∧ dpi.(2.9)

Given a HamiltonianH onM , we define itsHamiltonian vector field~H to be the unique
time-dependent vector field onTM∗ satisfying:

ω( ~H, ·) = dHt,

whereHt = H(t, ·).
We say that a curveγ : [a, b] → M is asolution of the HamiltonianH if there exists a

C1-curveΓ : [a, b] → TM∗ with π ◦ Γ = γ and such that:

d

dt
Γ(t) = ~H

(
t,Γ(t)

)
(2.10)

for all t. In this case, we say thatΓ is aHamiltonian liftof γ. In coordinates(q, p), equation
(2.10) is written as:





dq

dt
=

∂H

∂p

(
t, q(t), p(t)

)
,

dp

dt
= −

∂H

∂q

(
t, q(t), p(t)

)
.

(2.11)

These are called theHamilton equationsof H ; observe that the first equation in (2.11) can
be written intrinsically as:

γ̇(t) = FH(2)
(
t,Γ(t)

)
.(2.12)

Theorem 2.8. Let L be a hyper-regular Lagrangian onM and letH = L∗ be the cor-
responding hyper-regular Hamiltonian. LetP andQ be smooth submanifolds ofM ; a
curveγ ∈ ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M ;U

)
is a critical point ofL if and only ifγ is a solution of the

HamiltonianH which admits a Hamiltonian liftΓ such that

Γ(a)|Tγ(a)P = 0, Γ(b)|Tγ(b)Q = 0.(2.13)

2Alternatively, one could use integration by parts and the fact that
∫ t1
t0

φv̇ = 0 for all smoothv with support

in ]t0, t1[ impliesφ ≡ constant.
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Proof. Let γ ∈ ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M ;U

)
be a critical point ofL; setΓ(t) = FL(2)

(
t, γ̇(t)

)
.

SinceFH andFL are mutually inverse, equation (2.12) follows. Moreover, by Propo-
sition 2.7,Γ is of classC1 and (2.13) holds. We now prove that the second Hamilton
equation holds, using a chart(q, p) of TM∗. To this aim, we differentiate with respect toq
the equality:

H
(
t, q,

∂L

∂q̇
(t, q, q̇)

)
=

∂L

∂q̇
(t, q, q̇) q̇ − L(t, q, q̇),

obtaining:

∂H

∂q
(t, q, p) +

∂H

∂p
(t, q, p)

∂2L

∂q ∂q̇
(t, q, q̇) =

∂2L

∂q ∂q̇
(t, q, q̇) q̇ −

∂L

∂q
(t, q, q̇),(2.14)

wherep = ∂L
∂q̇

(t, q, q̇). Using thatFH andFL are mutually inverse, we get∂H
∂p

(t, q, p) =

q̇; it follows from (2.14) that:

∂H

∂q
(t, q, p) = −

∂L

∂q
(t, q, q̇).(2.15)

The second Hamilton equation now follows from formula (2.15) and from the Euler–
Lagrange equation (2.7).

Conversely, suppose thatγ is a solution of the HamiltonianH which admits a Hamil-
tonian lift Γ satisfying (2.13). SinceFH andFL are mutually inverse, from (2.12) it
follows thatΓ(t) = FL(2)

(
t, γ̇(t)

)
. Finally, equality (2.15) and the second Hamilton

equation imply the Euler–Lagrange equation (2.7), and the conclusion follows from Propo-
sition 2.7. �

3. THE SPACE OFHORIZONTAL CURVES AND ITS DIFFERENTIABLE STRUCTURE

In this section we recall some results concerning the manifold structure of the set of
horizontal curves connecting two fixed submanifolds of a given manifold. Most of the
material presented here is well-known in the context of sub-Riemannian geometry (see [3,
4, 10, 11, 12, 13]). Detailed proofs can be found in [17]. Actually, some minor adaptations
of the proofs of [17] have to be made due to the fact that [17] deals with curves of Sobolev
classH1 while we have to deal here3 with curves of classC1.

Throughout the section we consider fixed ann-dimensional differentiable manifoldM
and a smooth distributionD ⊂ TM on M of rank k ≤ n. By a horizontal curvewe
mean a curveγ : [a, b] → M of classC1 with γ′(t) ∈ D for all t ∈ [a, b]. Given smooth
embedded submanifoldsP,Q ⊂ M we consider the following spaces:

Ω
(
[a, b],M

)
=

{
γ : [a, b] → M : γ is of classC1

}
;

ΩP

(
[a, b],M

)
=

{
γ ∈ Ω

(
[a, b],M

)
: γ(a) ∈ P

}
;

ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M

)
=

{
γ ∈ Ω

(
[a, b],M

)
: γ(a) ∈ P, γ(b) ∈ Q

}
;

Ω
(
[a, b],M,D

)
=

{
γ ∈ Ω

(
[a, b],M

)
: γ is horizontal

}
;

ΩP

(
[a, b],M,D

)
= ΩP

(
[a, b],M

)
∩Ω

(
[a, b],M,D

)
;

ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
= ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M

)
∩ Ω

(
[a, b],M,D

)
.

3This is due to the fact that thesub-Riemannian energy functionalstudied in [17] is smooth on the space of
H1 curves while the action functional of an arbitrary Lagrangian is not in general even well-defined on such
space.
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It is well-known thatΩ
(
[a, b],M

)
has a natural structure of a Banach manifold (see for

instance [15, 16]) and thatΩP

(
[a, b],M

)
andΩPQ

(
[a, b],M

)
are embedded Banach sub-

manifolds ofΩ
(
[a, b],M

)
. AlsoΩP

(
[a, b],M,D

)
is an embedded Banach submanifold of

Ω
(
[a, b],M

)
. The proof of this fact is obtained by using a suitable atlas for Ω

(
[a, b],M

)

whose construction is described below.
If ξ is a vector bundle overM then atime-dependent referentialof ξ over an open subset

A ⊂ IR ×M is a family(Xi)
k
i=1 of smooth mapsXi : A → ξ such that

(
Xi(t,m)

)k
i=1

is
a basis of the fiberξm for all (t,m) ∈ A. Given a time-dependent referential(Xi)

n
i=1 of

the tangent bundleTM over an open subsetA ⊂ IR×M , we define a map:

B : Ω
(
[a, b],M ; Â

)
−→ C0

(
[a, b], IRn

)
,

byB(γ) = (h1, . . . , hn), where:

γ′(t) =

n∑

i=1

hi(t)Xi

(
t, γ(t)

)
,

for all t ∈ [a, b] and:

Â =
{
(t, v) ∈ IR × TM :

(
t, π(v)

)
∈ A

}
,(3.1)

Ω
(
[a, b],M ; Â

)
=

{
γ ∈ Ω

(
[a, b],M

)
:
(
t, γ′(t)

)
∈ Â, for all t ∈ [a, b]

}
.(3.2)

Lemma 3.1. If φ : U ⊂ M → Ũ ⊂ IRn is a local chart onM andB is defined as above
then the map:

{
γ ∈ Ω

(
[a, b],M ; Â

)
: γ(a) ∈ U

}
∋ γ 7−→

(
φ(γ(a)),B(γ)

)
∈ IRn × C0

(
[a, b], IRn

)
,

(3.3)

is a local chart on the Banach manifoldΩ
(
[a, b],M

)
.

Proof. It is a simple application of the Inverse Function Theorem onBanach manifolds
(see [17, Corollary 4.2] for details on a similar construction). �

The proposition below implies that the local charts defined on Lemma 3.1 form an atlas
for Ω

(
[a, b],M

)
.

Proposition 3.2. Let ξ be a vector bundle over a differentiable manifoldM . Given a
continuous curveγ : [a, b] → M , there exists a time-dependent referential(Xi)

k
i=1 of ξ

whose domainA is an open neighborhood of the graph ofγ in IR×M , i.e.,
(
t, γ(t)

)
∈ A

for all t ∈ [a, b].

Proof. See [17, Lemma 2.3]. �

Using the atlas constructed above we can prove easily thatΩP

(
[a, b],M,D

)
is a sub-

manifold ofΩ
(
[a, b],M

)
.

Proposition 3.3. ΩP

(
[a, b],M,D

)
is an embedded Banach submanifold ofΩ

(
[a, b],M

)
.

Proof. Applying Proposition 3.2 to the vector bundleD and to a complementary vector
bundle ofD in TM we obtain a time-dependent referential(Xi)

n
i=1 of TM such that

(Xi)
k
i=1 is a time-dependent referential forD; moreover, we may choose(Xi)

n
i=1 so that

its domainA ⊂ IR ×M contains the graph of any prescribed continuous curve inM . If
φ is a local chart ofM which sendsP to an open subset ofIRr ∼= IRr × {0} ⊂ IRn then
the corresponding chart (3.3) onΩ

(
[a, b],M

)
sendsΩP

(
[a, b],M,D

)
to an open subset of

IRr × C0
(
[a, b], IRk

)
. �
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Given Banach manifoldsM, N , recall that a mapf : M → N of classC1 is said to
be asubmersionat a pointx ∈ M if the differentialdfx : TxM → Tf(x)N is surjective
and its KernelKer(dfx) is complemented inTxM, i.e., it admits a closed complementary
subspace inTxM. Whenf is a submersion atx, then the intersection off−1

(
f(x)

)
with

some open neighborhood ofx in M is a Banach submanifold ofM whose tangent space at
x isKer(dfx). More generally, ifP ⊂ N is a Banach submanifold ofN andx ∈ f−1(P)
then we say thatf is transverseto P at x if the composition ofdfx with the quotient
mapTf(x)N → Tf(x)N/Tf(x)P is surjective and has complemented kernel inTxM;
equivalently,f is transverse toP atx if Im(dfx) + Tf(x)P = Tf(x)N anddf−1

x (Tf(x)P)

is complemented inTxM. If f is transverse toP atx then the intersection off−1(P) with
some open neighborhood ofx in M is a Banach submanifold ofM whose tangent space
atx is df−1

x (Tf(x)P).

Definition 3.4. A curveγ ∈ ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
is calledregular in ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
if

theendpoint map:

ΩP

(
[a, b],M,D

)
∋ µ 7−→ µ(b) ∈ M(3.4)

is transverse toQ at the pointγ. Whenγ is not regular inΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
, we say that

γ is singular in ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
.

SinceM is finite-dimensional, a curveγ is regular inΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
if and only if

the image of the differential of (3.4) atγ plusTγ(b)Q equalsTγ(b)M .
Below we described an explicit method for computing the image of the differential of

the endpoint map.

Definition 3.5. Denote byDo ⊂ TM∗ the annihilator ofD. A curveη : [a, b] → TM∗ of
classC1 is called acharacteristicfor D if η

(
[a, b]

)
⊂ Do andη′(t) ∈ Tη(t)D

o belongs to
the kernel of the restriction ofωη(t) to Tη(t)D

o (recall (2.9)).

Proposition 3.6. The annihilator of the image of the differential of(3.4) at a curveγ is
the subspace ofTγ(b)M

∗ given by:
{
η(b) : η is a characteristic ofD, π ◦ η = γ, η(a)|Tγ(a)P = 0

}
.

Proof. The proof is a minor adaptation of the proof of [17, Theorem 4.9] where we con-
sider the case thatP is a point and we useH1 curves instead ofC1 curves. �

Corollary 3.7. A curveγ ∈ ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
is singular inΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
if and

only if there exists a non zero characteristicη : [a, b] → TM∗ of D with π ◦ η = γ and
η(a)|Tγ(a)P = 0, η(b)|Tγ(b)Q = 0.

Proof. Follows from Proposition 3.6 observing that a characteristic η : [a, b] → TM∗ that
vanishes at somet0 ∈ [a, b] is identically zero (see [17, Lemma 4.8]). �

Corollary 3.8. If eitherTγ(a)P + Dγ(a) = Tγ(a)M or Tγ(b)Q+Dγ(b) = Tγ(b)M thenγ
is regular inΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
. �

Remark3.9. If the distributionD satisfies a strong non integrability condition (for instance,
if D is acontact distribution) then the restriction of the symplectic formω to the annihilator
Do of D is nondegenerate outside the zero section and therefore allnon zero characteristic
curves ofD are constant. In particular, every non constant curve inΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
is

regular.
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So far we have looked atΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
as the set of curvesγ in the Banach

manifoldΩP

(
[a, b],M,D

)
satisfying the constraintγ(b) ∈ Q. We could also think of

ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
as the set of curves in the Banach manifoldΩPQ

(
[a, b],M

)
satisfying

the constraintIm(γ′) ⊂ D. Actually, the latter point of view will be needed in the proof
of our main theorem in Subsection 4.2. Our goal now is to show that both constraints have
the same singularities. This fact was shown in [17] in the context of curves of classH1.
However, in the case of curves of classC1 the problem is a little harder due to the fact that
not every closed subspace of a Banach space is complemented.We have thus decided to
give all the details of the proof.

The lemma below is a general principle that says that if a set is defined by two con-
straints then the singularities of the first in the space defined by the second constraint
equals the singularities of the second in the space defined bythe first.

Lemma 3.10. LetM, N1, N2 be Banach manifolds andP1 ⊂ N1, P2 ⊂ N2 be Banach
submanifolds. Assume that we are given mapsfi : M → Ni, i = 1, 2, of classC1 and
a pointx ∈ f−1

1 (P1) ∩ f−1
2 (P2) such thatfi is transverse toPi at x, i = 1, 2. Then the

restriction f1|f−1
2 (P2)

is transverse toP1 at x if and only if the restrictionf2|f−1
1 (P1)

is
transverse toP2 at x.

Proof. Consider the Banach spacesX = TxM, Yi = Tfi(x)Ni/Tfi(x)Pi, i = 1, 2, and
the continuous linear mapsLi : X → Yi, i = 1, 2, given by composition ofdfi(x) with
the quotient mapTfi(x)Ni → Tfi(x)Ni/Tfi(x)Pi. We know that bothL1 andL2 are sur-
jective and have complemented kernel. We have to show thatL1|Ker(L2) is surjective with
complemented kernel if and only ifL2|Ker(L1) is surjective with complemented kernel. To
this aim, observe first thatL1|Ker(L2) is surjective if and only ifKer(L1) +Ker(L2) = X
and the latter condition is symmetric inL1 andL2. Finally, to complete the proof we show
that, giveni = 1, 2, thenKer(L1) ∩ Ker(L2) is complemented inKer(Li) if and only if
it is complemented inX . If Ker(L1) ∩ Ker(L2) is complemented inX then by intersect-
ing a closed complement ofKer(L1) ∩ Ker(L2) in X with Ker(Li) we obtain a closed
complement ofKer(L1) ∩ Ker(L2) in Ker(Li). Conversely, ifZ is a closed complement
of Ker(L1) ∩ Ker(L2) in Ker(Li) andZ ′ is a closed complement ofKer(Li) in X then
Z ⊕ Z ′ is a closed complement ofKer(L1) ∩Ker(L2) in X becauseX = Ker(Li)⊕ Z ′

has the product topology ofKer(Li) andZ ′. �

We can now prove the following:

Proposition 3.11. Let (θi)
n−k
i=1 be a time-dependent referential ofDo defined over an open

subsetA ⊂ IR × M ; set θ = (θ1, . . . , θn−k), so thatθ(t,m) : TmM → IRn−k is a
surjective linear map withKer(θ(t,m)) = Dm for all (t,m) ∈ A. Consider the map:

Θ : ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M ; Â

)
−→ C0

(
[a, b], IRn−k

)

defined by:

Θ(γ)(t) = θ
(
γ′(t)

)
, t ∈ [a, b].

Thenγ is regular inΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
(in the sense of Definition 3.4) if and only ifΘ is

a submersion atγ.

Proof. LetΘ denote the extension ofΘ to

ΩP

(
[a, b],M ; Â

)
= ΩP

(
[a, b],M

)
∩Ω

(
[a, b],M ; Â

)
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which is again defined byΘ(γ)(t) = θ
(
γ′(t)

)
. The conclusion will follow by applying

Lemma 3.10 withM = ΩP

(
[a, b],M ; Â

)
, N1 = C0

(
[a, b], IRn−k

)
, P1 = {0}, N2 = M ,

P2 = Q, f1 = Θ andf2 : M → N2 equal to the endpoint mapµ 7→ µ(b). Sincef2 is
obviously a submersion, we only need to show thatf1 = Θ is a submersion. Choose a
distributionD′ ⊂ TM with TM = D ⊕D′ and let(Xi)

n−k
i=1 be the time-dependent refer-

ential ofD′ overA which is dual to(θi)
n−k
i=1 , i.e.,θi(Xj) = 1 for i = j andθi(Xj) = 0 for

i 6= j. Choose a time-dependent referential(Xi)
n
i=n−k+1 of D over an open neighborhood

of the graph ofγ. The coordinate representation ofΘ in the chart (3.3) corresponding to
(Xi)

n
i=1 is the natural projection ofIRn ⊕ C0

(
[a, b], IRn

)
ontoC0

(
[a, b], IRn−k

)
. This

shows thatΘ is a submersion and concludes the proof. �

4. LAGRANGIANS WITH LINEAR CONSTRAINTS AND DEGENERATEHAMILTONIANS

Let M be ann-dimensional manifold andD ⊂ TM be a smooth distribution of rank
k. We considerD as a vector bundle overM with projectionπ : D → M . We apply the
theory of Subsection 2.1 to the vector bundleξ = IR×D over the manifoldIR×M , with
projectionId× π. The fiberξ(t,m) is given by{t} × Dm.

LetL : U ⊂ ξ → IR be a map of classC2 defined in an open setU ⊂ ξ; we assume that
L is hyper-regular in the sense of Definition 2.4, so that (by the Inverse Function Theorem)
the fiber derivativeFL : U → V is aC1 diffeomorphism onto an open subsetV ⊂ ξ∗. Let
H0 = L∗ be the Legendre transform ofL. ThenH0 : V → IR is a map of classC1 whose
restriction to each fiber ofξ∗ is of classC2; moreover, the fiber derivativeFH0 : V → U
is the inverse ofFL (see Proposition 2.5).

For everyp ∈ TM∗ we denote byp|D the restriction ofp ∈ TmM∗ to Dm. Observe
that therestriction mapTM∗ ∋ p → p|D ∈ D∗ is the transpose of the vector bundle
inclusionD → TM . By composingH0 with the restriction mapTM∗ → D∗ we obtain a
mapH : Ṽ → IR given by:

H(t, p) = H0

(
t, p|D

)
, (t, p) ∈ Ṽ ,(4.1)

where:

Ṽ =
{
(t, p) ∈ IR× TM∗ : (t, p|D) ∈ V

}
.

Observe thatH is a Hamiltonian onM (see Definition 2.6) of classC1 defined in the
open set̃V ⊂ IR × TM∗. We will call L a constrained Lagrangianon M , andH the
correspondingdegenerate Hamiltonian(observe indeed thatH cannot be regular unless
D = TM ).

Given any two submanifoldsP andQ of M then a constrained LagrangianL on M
defines an action functionalL onΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D;U

)
by formula (2.5). Our goal is to

determine the critical points ofL.
The following is the main result of the paper and its proof is given in Subsection 4.2:

Theorem 4.1. LetM be ann-dimensional manifold,D ⊂ TM be a smooth distribution of
rankk andL : U ⊂ IR×D → IR be a hyper-regular constrained Lagrangian of classC2.
LetH0 = L∗ be the Legendre transform ofL and letH be the corresponding degenerate
Hamiltonian as in(4.1).

Fix two submanifoldsP andQ of M and letL be the action functional ofL defined
in the spaceΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D;U

)
= ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
∩ ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M ;U

)
, given by

(2.5). Let γ ∈ ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D;U

)
be a regular curve. Then,γ is a critical point ofL

if and only if it is a solution ofH that admits a Hamiltonian liftΓ : [a, b] → TM∗ with
Γ(a)|Tγ(a)P = 0 andΓ(b)|Tγ(b)Q = 0.
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The classical example of a constrained hyper-regular Lagrangian functionL is given
by:

L(t, v) = 1
2 g(v, v)− V

(
π(v)

)
,(4.2)

whereg is a sub-Riemannian metricon (M,D) (i.e., a smooth Riemannian structure on
the vector bundleD) andV : M → IR is a map of classC2. The fiber derivativeFL of
(4.2) is given by:

FL(t, v) = g(v, ·) ∈ D∗,

so thatL is indeed hyper-regular. Recalling (2.4), we compute as follows:

EL(t, v) =
1
2 g(v, v) + V

(
π(v)

)
, v ∈ D,

H0(t, ρ) =
1
2 g

−1(ρ, ρ) + V
(
π(ρ)

)
, ρ ∈ D∗,

whereg−1 denotes the induced Riemannian structure on the dual bundleD∗. The degen-
erate HamiltonianH corresponding to (4.2) is thus given by:

H(t, p) = 1
2 g

−1(p|D, p|D) + V
(
π(p)

)
, p ∈ TM∗.

Theorem 4.1 implies that the critical points of the action functionalL corresponding to
(4.2) on the spaceΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
are the solutions ofH that admit a Hamiltonian lift

Γ : [a, b] → TM∗ satisfying the boundary conditionsΓ(a)|Tγ(a)P = 0 andΓ(b)|Tγ(b)Q =
0. Observe that (in the case whenP andQ are points) we obtain the equations for the
trajectories of the Vakonomic mechanics given in [8]; whenV = 0 we obtain the equations
for the normal geodesics of the sub-Riemannian manifold(M,D, g) (see [10]).

Remark4.2. We emphasize that, in general, a minimum of the action functionalL may
not be a regular curve inΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D

)
, and in this situation it may not satisfy the

Hamilton equations ofH . Examples of this phenomenon are given in [10, 11] in the sub-
Riemannian caseL(t, v) = 1

2g(v, v). Hence, one can only conclude that a minimum ofL
is either a solution of the Hamilton equations or the projection of a non null characteristic
of D.

4.1. Generalized functions calculus

For the proof of Theorem 4.1 we will occasionally have to consider derivatives of functions
that are in principle only continuous4. These derivatives should be understood in the sense
of Schwartz’s generalized functions calculus. However, the usual definition of the gener-
alized functions space as the dual of the space of smooth compactly supported maps only
allows products of generalized functions by smooth maps. Toovercome this difficulty, we
introduce a calculus for generalized functions ofstrongerregularity, that are elements of
the dual of a space of functions withweakerregularity.

Let V be a real finite dimensional vector space. Fork ≥ 0, we defineCk
0

(
[a, b], V

)

to be the Banach space ofV -valuedCk maps on[a, b] whose firstk derivatives vanish
at a and atb; we endow it with the standardCk-norm. We denote byDk

(
[a, b], V

)
the

dual Banach space ofCk
0

(
[a, b], V ∗

)
(dual spaces willalwaysbe meant in thetopological

sense). Denoting byLp
(
[a, b], V

)
the Banach space ofV -valued measurable functions on

[a, b] whosep-th power is Lebesgue integrable, we have an inclusion:

L1
(
[a, b], V

)
→֒ Dk

(
[a, b], V

)
(4.3)

4This situation already occurred in the proof of Proposition2.7. In that case the difficulty could also be
circumvented by a simpler technique.
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defined by

〈f, α〉 =

∫ b

a

α(t) f(t) dt, f ∈ L1
(
[a, b], V

)
, α ∈ Ck

0

(
[a, b], V ∗

)
;

in the formula above we have denoted by〈f, α〉 the evaluation atα of the linear functional
which is the image off by (4.3). In what follows we will always identify a function
f ∈ L1

(
[a, b], V

)
with its image by (4.3); moreover, the evaluation off ∈ Dk

(
[a, b], V

)

atα ∈ Ck
0

(
[a, b], V ∗

)
will always be denoted by〈f, α〉.

Observe that we have inclusionsDk →֒ Dk+1 defined by restriction of the function-
als, i.e.,Dk →֒ Dk+1 is simply the transpose of the inclusion ofCk+1

0

(
[a, b], V ∗

)
in

Ck
0

(
[a, b], V ∗

)
.

We summarize the observations above by the following diagram:

· · · →֒ C1 →֒ C0 →֒ L1 →֒ D0 →֒ D1 →֒ · · ·

An elementf of any spaceDk
(
[a, b], V

)
is called ageneralized function. In what follows,

we will occasionally write simplyCk, Ck
0 , Dk, Lp instead ofCk

(
[a, b], V

)
, Ck

0

(
[a, b], V

)
,

Dk
(
[a, b], V

)
, Lp

(
[a, b], V

)
.

In addition to the standard vector space operations inDk, we define the following:

• derivative operation:for f ∈ Dk
(
[a, b], V

)
, we define thederivativeof f to be

the generalized functionf ′ ∈ Dk+1
(
[a, b], V

)
defined by:

〈f ′, α〉 = −〈f, α′〉,

for all α ∈ Ck+1
0

(
[a, b], V ∗

)
;

• product operation:for f ∈ Dk
(
[a, b], V

)
, g ∈ Ck

(
[a, b],W

)
and a fixed bilinear

mapV × W → U , we define the productfg ∈ Dk
(
[a, b], U

)
as follows. The

bilinear mapV × W → U induces a bilinear mapW × U∗ → V ∗ defined by
(w · u∗)(v) = u∗(v · w); we set:

〈fg, α〉 = 〈f, g · α〉,

for all α ∈ Ck
0

(
[a, b], U∗

)
;

• restriction operation:for f ∈ Dk
(
[a, b], V

)
and[c, d] ⊂ [a, b], we set:

〈f |[c,d], α〉 = 〈f, α〉,

for all α ∈ Ck
0

(
[c, d], V ∗

)
, whereα ∈ Ck

0

(
[a, b], V ∗

)
is the extension to zero ofα

outside[c, d].

It is easily seen that when we apply the above operations to elements ofDk which
correspond to functions then we obtain the standard operations on functions. Moreover,
the standard Leibnitz rule for derivatives of products holds for generalized functions, i.e.:

(fg)′ = f ′g + fg′,

for all f ∈ Dk andg ∈ Ck+1.
In order to prove some regularity results we present the following elementary lemmas.

Lemma 4.3. Letf ∈ Dk
(
[a, b], V

)
be such thatf ′ = 0. Thenf is a constant function.

Proof. We first consider the caseV = IR. If f ′ = 0, then 〈f, α′〉 = 0 for all α ∈

Ck+1
0

(
[a, b], IR

)
, hence〈f, β〉 = 0 for all β ∈ Ck

0

(
[a, b], IR

)
with

∫ b

a
β = 0. Choose

β0 ∈ Ck
0

(
[a, b], IR

)
with

∫ b

a
β0 = 1; setc = 〈f, β0〉. It is easily seen thatf ≡ c.
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For the general case, observe that for allλ ∈ V ∗, the productλ f ∈ Dk
(
[a, b], IR

)

has vanishing derivative, and hence it is constant. Sinceλ is arbitrary, it follows thatf is
constant. �

Lemma 4.4. Let f ∈ Dk
(
[a, b], V

)
, k ≥ 1; there exists an elementF ∈ Dk−1

(
[a, b], V

)

withF ′ = f . If f ∈ D0
(
[a, b], V

)
, there existsF ∈ L2

(
[a, b], V

)
with F ′ = f .

Proof. Consider the mapd : Ck+1
0 → Ck

0 given byd(α) = α′. It is easily seen thatd
is injective with closed image. It follows that thetranspose mapd∗ : Dk → Dk+1 is
surjective; clearly, the derivative operator for generalized functions is−d∗, which proves
the first part of the thesis.

For the casek = 0, letH1
0 denote the Sobolev space of absolutely continuous functions

α : [a, b] → V ∗ having square integrable derivative, and such thatα(a) = α(b) = 0.
Again, the derivation mapd : H1

0 → L2 is injective and has closed image. Therefore, given
f ∈ D0, we can findF ∈ L2∗ ≃ L2 with d∗F = −f |H1

0
. It follows thatF ′ = f . �

Corollary 4.5 (Bootstrap lemma). Letf be a generalized function.

(1) If f ′ ∈ D0 thenf ∈ L2;
(2) If f ′ ∈ L2 thenf ∈ C0;
(3) If f ′ ∈ C0 thenf ∈ C1.

Proof. We prove, for example, the first item. By Lemma 4.4, we can findF ∈ L2 with
F ′ = f ′. By Lemma 4.3, it follows thatF − f is constant, hencef ∈ L2.

The other items are proven similarly. �

We now give a result that shows thatregularity of a generalized function is a local
property:

Lemma 4.6. Letλ be a generalized function on[a, b]. Suppose that for allt ∈ [a, b] there
existsε > 0 such that the restrictionλ|[t−ε,t+ε]∩[a,b] is of classCk, k ≥ 0. Thenλ is of
classCk.

Proof. Consider a partitiona = t0 < t1 < . . . < tr = b such thatfi = λ|[ti,ti+2] is
of classCk for all i = 0, . . . , r − 2. Since the operation of restriction for generalized
functions gives the standard operation of restriction for functions, it follows that:

fi|[ti+1,ti+2] = λ|[ti+1,ti+2] = fi+1|[ti+1,ti+2],

for i = 0, . . . , r − 3. Hence there exists aCk mapf on [a, b] such thatf |[ti,ti+2] = fi for
all i = 0, . . . , r − 2. We know that〈f, α〉 = 〈λ, α〉 if α has support contained in some
interval]ti, ti+2[; but suchα’s span a dense subspace of the domain of the linear functional
λ and thereforeλ = f . �

Finally, we need the following result that relates the dual spaces ofC0 andC0
0 . For

t ∈ [a, b] andσ ∈ V , we denote byδσt ∈ C0
(
[a, b], V ∗

)∗
theDirac’s delta, defined by:

〈δσt , α〉 = α(t)σ, α ∈ C0
(
[a, b], V ∗

)
.

Lemma 4.7. If λ ∈ C0
(
[a, b], V ∗

)∗
vanishes identically onC0

0

(
[a, b], V ∗

)
then there exist

σa andσb in V such that:

λ = δσa
a + δσb

b .(4.4)
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Proof. If A denotes the subspace ofC0
(
[a, b], V ∗

)
consisting ofaffine mapsα(t) = Pt+

Q then obviously:

C0
(
[a, b], V ∗

)
= C0

0

(
[a, b], V ∗

)
⊕A.

It is easy to see that we can findσa, σb ∈ V such that both sides of (4.4) agree onA. Since
both sides of (4.4) vanish onC0

0

(
[a, b], V ∗

)
, the conclusion follows. �

4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.1

The proof of Theorem 4.1 is based on the method of Lagrange multipliers, and we start
with the precise statement of the result needed for our purposes.

Proposition 4.8. Let M be a Banach manifold,E a Banach space andF : M → IR,
g : M → E maps of classC1. Letp ∈ g−1(0) be such thatg is a submersion atp. Then,
p is a critical point forf |g−1(0) if and only if there existsλ ∈ E∗ such thatp is a critical
point for the functionalfλ = f − λ ◦ g in M.

Proof. The pointp is critical for f |g−1(0) if and only if df(p) vanishes onTpg
−1(0) =

Ker
(
dg(p)

)
. The conclusion follows from elementary functional analysis arguments. �

The linear functionalλ ∈ E∗ of Proposition 4.8 is called theLagrange multiplierof the
constrained critical pointp; it is easily seen that suchλ is unique. We can now prove the
main result of the section. In the argument we will need a regularity result for a Lagrangian
multiplier; such proof is postponed to Lemma 4.9.

Proof of Theorem 4.1.We start by choosing an arbitrary complementary distribution D′

to D, i.e., a smooth distribution of rankn − k in M such thatTmM = Dm ⊕ D′
m for

all m ∈ M ; moreover, we fix an arbitrary smooth Riemannian structureg on the vector
bundleD′. LetπD : TM → D andπD′ : TM → D′ denote the projections and define an
extensioñL : Ũ ⊂ IR ×M → IR of L by:

L̃(t, v) = L
(
t, πD(v)

)
+ 1

2 g
(
πD′(v), πD′(v)

)
,(4.5)

where

Ũ =
{
(t, v) ∈ IR× TM :

(
t, πD(v)

)
∈ U

}
.

ThenŨ is open inIR × TM andL̃ is a Lagrangian onM as in Definition 2.6; we denote
by L̃ the corresponding action functional inΩPQ

(
[a, b],M ; Ũ

)
, defined as in (2.5).

Let θ, Θ, A and Â be as in the statement of Proposition 3.11 (recall also (3.1)and
(3.2)). Then, sinceγ is regular, the mapΘ is a submersion atγ; moreover,γ is a critical
point ofL in ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M,D;U

)
if and only if it is a critical point ofL̃|Θ−1(0). By the

method of Lagrange multipliers (Proposition 4.8), this is equivalent to the existence ofλ ∈

C0
(
[a, b], IRn−k

)∗
such thatγ is a critical point ofL̃λ = L̃−λ◦Θ in ΩPQ

(
[a, b],M ; Â∩

Ũ
)
.
We will prove in Lemma 4.9 below that the Lagrange multiplierλ is of classC1, i.e.,

that it is given by:

λ(α) =

∫ b

a

λ0(t)α(t) dt, ∀α ∈ C0
(
[a, b], IRn−k

)
,(4.6)
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for someC1 mapλ0 : [a, b] → (IRn−k)∗. Therefore,L̃λ is the action functional corre-
sponding to the LagrangiañLλ in M defined by:

L̃λ(t, v) = L̃(t, v)− λ0(t) θ(t,m)(v), (t, v) ∈ Â ∩ Ũ ,(4.7)

wherem = π(v).
We now prove that̃L andL̃λ are hyper-regular and we compute their Legendre trans-

forms. The fiber derivativesFL̃ andFL̃λ are easily computed as:

FL̃(t, v) = FL
(
t, πD(v)

)
◦ πD + g

(
πD′(v), πD′( · )

)
∈ TmM∗,(4.8)

FL̃λ(t, v) = FL̃(t, v)− λ0(t) θ(t,m) ∈ TmM∗,(4.9)

wherem = π(v). The hyper-regularity is proven by exhibiting explicit inverses:

FL̃−1(t, p) = FL−1(t, p|D) + g−1(p|D′),

FL̃−1
λ (t, p) = FL̃−1

(
t, p+ λ0(t) θ(t,m)

)
;

(4.10)

by g−1 in the above formula we mean the inverse ofg seen as a linear map fromDm to
D∗

m.
We now compute the Legendre transformsH̃ andH̃λ of L̃ andL̃λ respectively. Using

Definition 2.1 and equations (4.8), (4.9), we compute easily:

E
L̃λ

(t, v) = E
L̃
(t, v) = EL

(
t, πD(v)

)
+ 1

2 g
(
πD′(v), πD′(v)

)
;(4.11)

and, using (4.10), we therefore obtain:

H̃(t, p) = H(t, p) + 1
2 g

−1(p|D′ , p|D′),

H̃λ(t, p) = H̃(t, p+ λ0(t) θ(t,m))

=H(t, p) + 1
2 g

−1
(
(p+ λ0(t) θ(t,m))|D′ , (p+ λ0(t) θ(t,m))|D′

)
.

We now compute the Hamilton equations of the HamiltonianH̃λ with the help of lo-
cal coordinates(q1, . . . , qn, p1, . . . , pn) in TM∗ and of a localg-orthonormal referential
X1, . . . , Xn−k of D′.

We write:

H̃λ(t, p) = H(t, p) +
1

2

n−k∑

i=1

(
p+ λ0(t) θ(t,m)

)
(Xi)

2,(4.12)

and, using (2.11), the Hamilton equations ofH̃λ are given by:





dq

dt
=

∂H

∂p
+

n−k∑

i=1

(p+ λ0 θ)(Xi)Xi,

dp

dt
= −

∂H

∂q
−

n−k∑

i=1

(p+ λ0 θ)(Xi)

[
λ0

∂θ

∂q
(Xi) + (p+ λ0 θ)

(
∂Xi

∂q

)]
.

(4.13)

By Theorem 2.8,γ is a critical point ofL̃λ if and only if it admits a liftΓ : [a, b] → TM∗

satisfying (4.13) withΓ(a) ∈ Tγ(a)P
o andΓ(b) ∈ Tγ(b)Q

o.
Now, it follows easily from (4.1) that∂H

∂p
is in D; sinceγ is horizontal, i.e.,dqdt ∈ D,

from the first equation of (4.13) it follows that(p+λ0 θ)(Xi) = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , n−k.
Setting(p + λ0 θ)(Xi) = 0 in (4.13) we obtain the Hamilton equations ofH , which
concludes the proof. �
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We are left with the proof of theregularity of the Lagrange multiplierλ. We will use
the generalized functions calculus developed in Subsection 4.1.

Lemma 4.9. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.1, using the notations adopted in its
proof, if γ is horizontal and if, for someλ ∈ C0

(
[a, b], IRn−k

)∗
, it is a critical point of

L̃ − λ ◦Θ, then there exists aC1 mapλ0 : [a, b] → (IRn−k)∗ such that(4.6)holds.

Proof. We set

λ0 = λ|C0
0([a,b],IR

n−k) ∈ D0
(
[a, b], (IRn−k)∗

)
;

we first prove the regularity of the generalized functionλ0. To this aim, welocalizethe
problem by considering variational vector fields alongγ having support in the domain of a
local chartq = (q1, . . . , qn) in M .

Let [c, d] ⊂ [a, b] be such thatγ
(
[c, d]

)
is contained in the domain of the local chart; we

still denote byλ0 the restriction ofλ0 to [c, d].
Sinceγ is a critical point ofL̃ − λ ◦ Θ, by standard computations it follows that the

following equality holds:

(4.14)
∫ d

c

∂L̃

∂q

(
t, q(t), q̇(t)

)
v(t) +

∂L̃

∂q̇

(
t, q(t), q̇(t)

)
v̇(t) dt

−
〈
λ0,

∂θ

∂q

∣∣∣∣
(t,q(t))

(
v(t), q̇(t)

)
+ θ(t,q(t)) v̇(t)

〉
= 0,

for every vector fieldv of classC1 alongγ having support in]c, d[; in the formula above
we have regarded the derivative∂θ

∂q

∣∣
(t,q(t))

as anIRn−k-valued bilinear map inIRn. In

terms of the local coordinates, the mapsθ, ∂θ
∂q
(·, q̇), ∂L̃

∂q
and ∂L̃

∂q̇
evaluated alongγ will be

interpreted as follows:

• θ ∈ C1
(
[c, d],Lin(IRn, IRn−k)

)
;

•
∂θ

∂q
(·, q̇) ∈ C0

(
[c, d],Lin(IRn, IRn−k)

)
;

•
∂L̃

∂q
,
∂L̃

∂q̇
∈ C0

(
[c, d], IRn∗

)
,

whereLin(·, ·) denotes the space of linear maps between two given vector spaces.
Using the definition of derivative for generalized functions, from (4.14) we get:

〈
−
(∂L̃
∂q̇

)′

+
∂L̃

∂q
− λ0

∂θ

∂q
(·, q̇) + (λ0 θ)

′, v
〉
= 0,(4.15)

for everyC1 mapv : [c, d] → IRn having support in]c, d[, and, by density, for every
v ∈ C1

0

(
[c, d], IRn

)
. It follows:

−
(∂L̃
∂q̇

)′

+
∂L̃

∂q
− λ0

∂θ

∂q
(·, q̇) + λ′

0 θ + λ0 θ
′ = 0.(4.16)

Let X1, . . . , Xn−k be a referential ofD′ alongγ; in terms of the local coordinates the
Xi’s will be thought as elements ofC1

(
[c, d], IRn

)
. Moreover, we set

X = (X1, . . . , Xn−k) ∈ C1
(
[c, d],Lin(IRn−k, IRn)

)
,

where the(n− k)-tuple
(
X1(t), . . . , Xn−k(t)

)
is identified with the linear map that takes

thei-th vector of the canonical basis ofIRn−k toXi(t).



CONSTRAINED VARIATIONAL PROBLEMS 18

Composing (4.16) withX , we obtain:

λ′

0 θ(X) + λ0 θ
′(X)− λ0

∂θ

∂q
(X, q̇) +

∂L̃

∂q
X −

(∂L̃
∂q̇

)′

X = 0.(4.17)

Evaluating (4.8) atXi with v = γ′ and using the horizontality ofγ we get:

∂L̃

∂q̇
Xi = 0, i = 1, . . . , n− k;(4.18)

hence:

(∂L̃
∂q̇

)′

X = −
∂L̃

∂q̇
X ′ ∈ C0

(
[c, d], (IRn−k)∗

)
.(4.19)

Now, considering thatθ(X) ∈ Lin
(
IRn−k, IRn−k

)
is invertible, by (4.19) we can write

(4.16) in the form:

λ′

0 = λ0 h1 + h2,(4.20)

with h1 ∈ C0
(
[c, d],Lin(IRn−k, IRn−k)

)
andh2 ∈ C0

(
[c, d], (IRn−k)∗

)
.

Applying three times Corollary 4.5, from (4.20) we concludethat λ0 belongs to the
spaceC1

(
[c, d], (IRn−k)∗

)
; now Lemma 4.6 implies thatλ0 ∈ C1

(
[a, b], (IRn−k)∗

)
.

By Lemma 4.7, there existσa, σb ∈ (IRn−k)∗ such that:

λ(α) =

∫ b

a

λ0 α dt+ σa α(a) + σb α(b), α ∈ C0
(
[a, b], IRn−k

)
.(4.21)

To conclude the proof we show thatσa = σb = 0. Let’s show for instance thatσa = 0; the
proof of the equalityσb = 0 is analogous.

Using local charts aroundγ
(
[a, d]

)
, for d close toa, we consider variational vector

fieldsv of classC1 supported in[a, d[, with v(a) ∈ Tγ(a)P . Arguing as in the deduction
of formula (4.14), we get the following equality:

(4.22)
∫ d

a

∂L̃

∂q

(
t, q(t), q̇(t)

)
v(t) +

∂L̃

∂q̇

(
t, q(t), q̇(t)

)
v̇(t) dt

−

∫ d

a

λ0(t)
[ ∂θ

∂q

∣∣∣∣
(t,q(t))

(
v(t), q̇(t)

)
+ θ(t,q(t)) v̇(t)

]
dt

− σa

[ ∂θ

∂q

∣∣∣∣
(a,q(a))

(
v(a), q̇(a)

)
+ θ(a,q(a)) v̇(a)

]
= 0.

From Corollary 4.5 and formula (4.16) it follows that∂L̃
∂q̇

is of classC1, and we can thus
use integration by parts in (4.22) to obtain an equality of the form:

∫ d

a

u(t) v(t) dt+ σa θ(a,q(a)) v̇(a) = 0,(4.23)

for someu ∈ C0
(
[a, d], IRn∗

)
, wheneverv is chosen withv(a) = 0. By considering

arbitraryv supported in]a, d[, from (4.23) we obtain thatu ≡ 0 in [a, d], so that the integral
in (4.23) vanishes for allv. Now, we can choosev with v(a) = 0 andv̇(a) arbitrary, so that
(4.23) implies thatσa = 0, becauseθ(a,q(a)) is surjective. This concludes the proof. �
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appear in the Journal de Mathématiques Pures e Appliquées(2001).
[19] A. M. Vershik, V. Y. Gershkovich,Nonholonomic Dynamical Systems, Geometry of Distributions and Vari-

ational Problems, Dynamical Systems VII, Encyclopaedia of Mathematical Sciences, Eds. V. I. Arnold and
S. P. Novikov (1990), 4–79.

DEPARTAMENTO DEMATEMÁTICA ,
UNIVERSIDADE DE SÃO PAULO , BRAZIL
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