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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 problemits linear con-
straints on the derivative. More precisely, given a smoagkridution D C T'M on M
and a time-dependent Lagrangiandefined onD, we consider an action functiondl
defined on the sé® pg (M, D) of horizontal curves iV connecting two fixed submani-
folds P, @ C M. Under suitable assumptions, the gt (M, D) has the structure of a
smooth Banach manifold and we can thus study the criticaitpaif £. If the Lagrangian

L satisfies an appropriatg/per-regularitycondition, we associate to it a degenerate Hamil-
tonian H onT'"M* using a general notion dfegendre transfornfior maps on vector bun-
dles. We prove that the solutions of the Hamilton equatidng @re precisely the critical
points of L. In the particular case wheteis given by the quadratic form corresponding to
a positive definite metric o>, we obtain the well-known characterization of thermal
geodesicsn sub-Riemannian geometry (see [10]); by adding a poteetiargy term to
L, we reobtain the equations of motion for ti@konomic mechaniasith non holonomic
constraints (see [8]).

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to generalize to the context of cairstd variational problems
some classical results about the correspondence betwgeariggan and Hamiltonian for-
malisms (see for instance [1]). Particular cases of thisrthare thesub-Riemannian
geodesic problertsee for instance [10, 11, 13, 17]), and the so cal@kbnomi@approach
to the non holonomic mechanics (see for instance [2, 5, §, 19]

The constrained variational problem studied is modelledhgyfollowing setup: we
consider am-dimensional differentiable manifolt/ endowed with a smooth distribution
D C TM of rank k; moreover, we assume that it is given a (possibly time-depet)
Lagrangian functior. onD. In the non holonomic mechanick] represents the configu-
ration space]D the constraint, and is typically the difference between the kinetic and a
potential energy. In the sub-Riemannian geodesic prohieimsimply the quadratic form
corresponding to a positive definite metric Bn

The solutions of the constrained variational problem avemgby curves : [a,b] — M

that are critical points of the action function&ly) = f: L(t,~(t),%(t)) dt defined on the
space:

Qpq([a,b], M, D) = {~ : [a,b] SNy Vo v(a) € P, v(b) € Q, v'(t) € Dforall ¢}

of horizontal curves of clag§"! in M connecting two fixed submanifoldd Q C M. Itis
well-known that the sef2pg ([a, b], M, D) is in general not a submanifold of the Banach
manifold of C* curvesy : [a,b] — M; when P andQ are points, the singularities of

Date September 2001.
2000Mathematics Subject Classificatio7J05, 37J50, 37J60, 53C17, 70H03, 70HO5.
The authors are partially sponsored by CNPq, Brazil.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0004148v3

CONSTRAINED VARIATIONAL PROBLEMS 2

QPQ([a, b], M, D) are known in the context of sub-Riemannian geometrglasormals
extremals(see [4, 10, 11, 12, 13, 17]). Such singularities can be yidekcribed using
the canonical symplectic structure of the cotangent buidi€* (see Corollary 3.7). In
this paper we are interested in studying the action funetighin the regular part of
Qpq([a,b], M, D). We remark that in several important cases theses ([a, b], M, D)
contains no singular curves (see, for instance, Coroll&8yw8d Remark 3.9).

Recall from [1] that when a Lagrangian functidn: 7'M — IR is hyper-regularthen
the critical points of the corresponding (unconstraineatjational problem are given by
the solutions of the Hamilton equations corresponding t@eionianH : TM* — IR
which corresponds td by means of thd.egendre transform The Legendre transform
described in [1] can be generalized in a straightforward weageneral vector bundles;
namely, ifL : £ — IR is a smooth map on a vector bundlevhich is hyper-regular (in a
suitable sense) then one can naturally associate to it atbmwap H : £ — IR on the
dual bundle£*. At such level of generality, the Legendre transform dodsaem to have
a meaningful interpretation in the context of calculus afiations, as it does in the case
& = TM. Our goal is to show that wheh= D is a vector subbundle of a tangent bundle
TM (i.e., a distribution on\/) then the Legendre transform for smooth mapsivhas
a nice application to the study of constrained variatiomabfems. The key observation
here is that, when passing to the dual bundles,ibkisionarrowD — T M reverses
and gives rise to @rojectionarrowT'M* — D*; thus, while aconstrained Lagrangian
L : D — IR has no canonical extension to a Lagrangiarfav, its Legendre transform
Hy : D* — IR naturally induces a mafl : TM* — IR given by the composition aoff,
and the projectio M* — D*. Our main result (Theorem 4.1) is that the critical points
of the constrained action functionélare the solutions of the Hamilton equationsif
satisfying suitable boundary conditions. Observe thagssD = T M, the Hamiltonian
H is always degeneratand thus it cannot arise as the Legendre transform of a hyper-
regular Lagrangian on the whole tangent buridle .

In the particular case wherB and @) are single points of\/, D is endowed with a
smoothly varying positive definite inner producandL is given byL(t, ¢, ¢) = £9(4, 4).
then the solutions of the corresponding Hamiltonfrare known in the context afub-
Riemannian geometrgs thenormal extremalof (M, D, g). The critical points of the
constraint definingpo([a, b|, M, D) are the abnormal extremals. In particular, we ob-
tain a variational proof of [10, Theorem 1]. By adding a poigrenergy term ta., the
Hamilton equations off become the equations of motion for the Vakonomic mechanics
(see [8]). Theorem 4.1 thus provides a unifying approackhfestudy of Lagrangian vari-
ational problems with linear constraints in the derivatit@lso provides the appropriate
setting for the study of theecond variatiorof a constrained Lagrangian action functional
and for the development of andex theoryfor such functional using the notion &aslov
indexfor a solution of a Hamiltonian (see [18]).

The proof of Theorem 4.1 is based on the method of Lagrangidtiptiers, which is
used to pass from a constrained Lagrangian variationalgmoto a non constrained one.
The main technical difficulty is the proof of the regularitfythe Lagrangian multiplier
(Lemma 4.9); such proof is based on a suitable version of 8dfais generalized functions
calculus which is developed in Subsection 4.1.

We give a brief description of the material presented in eschion of the paper.

In Subsection 2.1 we describe a general notion of Legenainsfiorm. In Subsection 2.2
we recall some standard results concerning the correspoadetween hyper-regular La-
grangians and Hamiltonians and in Section 3 we present sattdmown facts about the
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manifold structure of the set of horizontal curves conmegtivo fixed submanifolds of a
given manifold.

In Section 4 we state the main result of the paper (Theore that establishes the
correspondence between the critical points of the actiootfanal of a hyper-regular con-
strained Lagrangian and the solutions of the corresportisggnerate Hamiltonian. The
proof of Theorem 4.1 is given in Subsection 4.2. In Subsaetid it is presented a suitable
version of Schwartz’s generalized functions calculusdeedor 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]akbare presented in a more
general context needed for the statement and the proof afr€he4.1. In Subsection 2.1
we present a general version of the Legendre transform friowepaces; we then apply it
fiberwise to obtain a notion of Legendre transform for fibemdies. In Subsection 2.2 we
present the classical Hamiltonian formulation for the &@oinal problem corresponding to
a hyper-regular (non constrained) Lagrangian. The stahndeults from [1] are proven
in a slightly more general setup; namely, we consider cuwidfs endpoints varying in
submanifolds, time-dependent Lagrangians and rather vegalarity assumptions for the
data.

2.1. The Legendre transform

Let ¢, be a real finite-dimensional vector space £fgtenote its dual, and et : U — IR
be a function of clas€'? defined on an open subdétc &.

Definition 2.1. Assume that the differential” is a diffeomorphism onto an open subset
V C &. TheLegendre transformof Z is theC! mapZ* : V — IR defined by:

(2.1) Z* =Ezo(dZ)7,
whereEz : U — IR is given by
(2.2) Ez(v)=dZ(w)v— Z(v), vel.

Lemma 2.2. Using the canonical identification @f, and its bi-dualé;*, the mapdZ* is
the inverse oflZ. Therefore,Z* is a map of clas§’?.

Proof. Differentiating the equality’* o dZ = Ez and (2.2), we obtain:
dZ*(dZ(v)) 0 d*Z(v) = dEz(v), dEz(v)=1b0d’Z(v),

whered € £* denotes evaluation at Sinced?Z(v) : & — & is an isomorphism, the
conclusion follows. O

Corollary 2.3. Z** = Z.
Proof. By Lemma 2.2, we have:

Z* = Egz. o (dZ*)"' = Ez. 0o dZ.
Hence, by definition ofrz-, we get:

Ez«(dZ(v)) =dZ*(dZ(v)) dZ(v) — Z*(dZ(v)) =
=dZ(W)v — Ez(v) = Z(v).
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Let now M be a smooth manifold and : ¢ — M be a smooth vector bundle ovaf;
for m € M, we denote by, the fiberr=1(m). The dual bundle of will be denoted by
£*; the bi-duals** is canonically identified witlg.

LetZ : U C £ — IR be a map such that, for eveny € M, U N &, is open ing,,, and
the restriction ofZ to U N &, is of classC?.

Definition 2.4. Thefiber derivativeFZ : U — £* is the map defined by:
(2.3) FZ(v) = d(Z|ure,,)(v), veU,

wherem = 7(v). LetV C &* denote the image dfZ. We say thatZ is regular if
for eachm € M, the setV N ¢, is open ing,, and the restriction ofF Z to U N &,,, is

a local diffeomorphismZ is said to behyper-regularif for eachm such restriction is a
diffeomorphism ontd” N ¢,. If Z is hyper-regular, we define theegendre transfornof

Z as the maZ* : V — IR whose restriction t&” N &, is the Legendre transform of the
restriction of Z to U N &,,,.

In analogy with (2.2) we also set:
(2.4) Ez(v)=FZ(v)v—Z(v), veU,

obviouslyZ* = Ez o FZ~1.
Applying Lemma 2.2 and Corollary 2.3 fiberwise, we obtain iethately the following:

Proposition 2.5. Assume tha? : U C £ — IR is hyper-regular. Then, for each € M,
the restriction ofZ* to V N ¢, is of classC?. MoreoverFZ andFZ* are mutually inverse
bijections andzZ** = Z. O

2.2. Time dependent Lagrangians and Hamiltonians on manifolds

Let M be a smootm-dimensional manifold and Ief'AM, T'M* denote respectively the
tangent and the cotangent bundleMdf, with a slight abuse of notation, we will denote
both the projections df' M and ofT'M* by . Consider the following vector bundles:

E=RxTM "y Rx M, ¢ =RxTM -7 R x M.

Observe that the fibe; ,,,) is {t} x T, M and that(, ) = {t} x T M™.

Definition 2.6. A (time-dependent) Lagrangian ai is a functionL : U C £ — IR
defined on an open sét C ¢ and satisfying the following regularity conditions:

(1) L is continuous;
(2) for eacht € IR, the mapL(t,-) is of classC' on U N ({t} x TM) and its
differential is continuous ot/;
(3) for eacht € IR, the mapFL(t,-) : U N ({t} x TM) — {t} x TM* is of class
Cl.
A (time-dependent) Hamiltonian a¥ is a functionH : V C £* — IR defined on an open
setV C &* and satisfying the following regularity conditions:

(1) forallt € IR, the mapH (¢, -) is of classC* onV N ({t} x TM*);
(2) foreach(t,m) € IR x M, the restriction off to V' N 5E‘t,m) is of classC?.

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

Using the Legendre transform defined in Subsection 2.1 (iiefirR.4), given a hyper-
regular Lagrangiard. on M, the mapH = L* is a hyper-regular Hamiltonian oi/.
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Namely, the fact thatl (¢, -) is of classC* follows by applying the Inverse Function The-
orem to the mafF L(t, -); moreover, the fact that = FL(U) is open in¢* follows from
the Theorem of Invariance of Domain (see [14]) by observivedIF L is continuous and
injective.

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

FL(t,v) = (t, FL®(t,v)), FH(t,p)= (t, FH®(t,p)),

so thatFL(?) andFH () are respectively & M *-valued and & M-valued map.

LetL :U Cc R x TM — IR be a Lagrangian oM and~ : [a,b] — M be a curve of
classC!, with (¢,%(t)) € U for all t. Theaction£(~) of L on the curvey is given by the
integral:

(2.5) L(y) = /b L(t,%(t)) dt.
L defines a functional on the set: '
(2.6) Qpo([a,b], M;U)
= {7110t =S5 M (@) € P y(b) €Q, (1,5(1) €U, Vi€ fab]},

where P and Q are two smooth embedded submanifoldsiéf It is well known that
QPQ([a, bl, M; U) has the structure of an infinite dimensional smooth Banachifold
(see for instance [15, 16]), an@lis a functional of clas€! on QPQ([a, b], M; U). We
will call £ theaction functionahssociated to the Lagrangian

We have the following characterization of the critical geiof £:

Proposition 2.7. A curvey € QPQ([a, b], M; U) is a critical point of £ if and only if the
following three conditions are satisfied:

(1) FL®(a,5(a)) |1, ., = 0andFLP (b,5(b)) |z, ), = O;
(2) t — FL(t,4(t)) is of classC?;
(3) for all [to,t1] C [a,b] and for any charly = (¢1,... ,q,) on M whose domain
containsy([to, 1)), theEuler-Lagrange equatids satisfied irto, 1]
d dL . oL .
(2.7) I a—q(f,Q(t)7Q(t)) = 8—q(t,q(f),q(t)),

whereL(t, ¢, ¢) denotes the coordinate representatiori.of

Proof. Let v € Qpq([a,b], M;U) be a critical point ofL. Let [to,t1] C [a,b] be an
interval and consider a chagt= (qi,... ,¢,) in M whose domain containﬁ([to,tl]).
Choose an arbitrary € T, pq ([a, b], M; U) with support contained ifto, ¢1[; by stan-
dard computations it follows that:

(2.8) /t 1 ‘Z—s (t,q(t),q()) v(t) + Z—S(t, q(t),4(t)) v(t) dt = 0.

0

1As a matter of fact, this same argument shows Bat: U — V is a homeomorphism and therefore the
HamiltonianH = L* is continuous.
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The fact that the equality above holds for every smaot¥ith support contained itto, ¢1|
implies that the tern%—g (t,q(t), 4(t)) is of classC*; this will follow? from the generalized
functions calculus developed in Subsection 4.1 (see Guoll.5). Integration by parts in
(2.8) and the Fundamental Lemma of Calculus of Variatior@yrthen that equation (2.7)
is satisfied. Observe also that the coordinate representattithe mag — FL(2) (t, 7(75))
is given byt — ‘Z—g(t, q(t), q(t)), so that condition (2) is satisfied. Condition (1) follows
easily by integrating by parts (2.8) in intervals of the fdumt; | and[to, b].

Conversely, if conditions (1), (2) and (3) are satisfied, iy (2.8) follows easily,
which implies thatd£, (v) = 0 for all v € T,Qpgq([a,b], M;U) with small support.
Since such’s spanT,Qpq ([a, b], M; U), it follows that is a critical point ofZ. O

We now pass to the study of the Hamiltonian formalism, and evesicler thecanonical
symplectic formv on T M*, given byw = —d, where thecanonicall-form on T M*
is defined by, (¢) = p(dm,(¢)), forallp € TM*, ¢ € T,TM*. If g = (q1,... ,qn) iS @
chartonM and(q,p) = (q1,--- ,qn,P1,--- ,Pn) IS the corresponding chart @/ *, the
formsy andw are given by:

(2.9) U= zn:pi dgi, w= Xn:d%’ A dp;.
=1 i=1

Given a HamiltoniarH on M, we define itsHamiltonian vector fieldd to be the unique
time-dependent vector field ahM * satisfying:

w(H,-) = dH;,
whereH; = H(t, ).
We say that a curve : [a,b] — M is asolution of the Hamiltoniad if there exists a
Cl-curverl : [a,b] — TM* with 7 o T' = ~ and such that:

d _
2.10 —T(t)=H(t,T(¢
(2.10) — () = H(t.1(1))
forall t. In this case, we say thhtis aHamiltonian liftof ~. In coordinate$q, p), equation
(2.10) is written as:

% — %—I;(t,q(t)vp(t))v
% _ _%—Zl(t,q(t),p(t))-

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

(2.12) y(t) = FH® (t,1(1)).

Theorem 2.8. Let L. be a hyper-regular Lagrangian of/ and letH = L* be the cor-
responding hyper-regular Hamiltonian. Lét and @ be smooth submanifolds af; a
curvey € QPQ([a, b, M; U) is a critical point of £ if and only ify is a solution of the
Hamiltonian H which admits a Hamiltonian liff* such that

(2.13) F(a)lT.,(a)P =0, ]‘—‘(b)|T’y(b)Q =0.

(2.11)

2AIternativer, one could use integration by parts and tfmetfaatfttol ¢v = 0 for all smoothv with support
in J¢o, t1[ implies ¢ = constant.
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Proof. Lety € Qpg([a,b], M;U) be a critical point ofC; setI'(t) = FL®) (t,5(t)).
SinceFH andFL are mutually inverse, equation (2.12) follows. Moreover,Ryopo-
sition 2.7,T is of classC' and (2.13) holds. We now prove that the second Hamilton
equation holds, using a chdtrt p) of TM*. To this aim, we differentiate with respectgo
the equality:

oL

oL o .
H(t q, a—(t q, q)) 33 —(t,q,4) 4 — L(t,q,49),

obtaining:

OH OH 9L 9L .. 0L .
(2.14) a—q(tq,pHa—(tq,p)8 93 (t.q.q) = 9404 (,q7q)q—8—q(t,q,q)7

wherep = 54 9L (¢, q,¢). Using thatF H andF L are mutually inverse, we g%ﬂ(t,q,p) =
q; it follows from (2.14) that:

oH oL .
(2.15) a—q(t,q,p) = —3—q(t,q,q)-

The second Hamilton equation now follows from formula (2.88d from the Euler—
Lagrange equation (2.7).

Conversely, suppose thatis a solution of the Hamiltoniai/ which admits a Hamil-
tonian lift I" satisfying (2.13). Sinc&H andFL are mutually inverse, from (2.12) it
follows that'(t) = FL® (t,4(t)). Finally, equality (2.15) and the second Hamilton
equation imply the Euler—Lagrange equation (2.7), and ¢imelcision follows from Propo-
sition 2.7. O

3. THE SPACE OFHORIZONTAL CURVES AND ITSDIFFERENTIABLE STRUCTURE

In this section we recall some results concerning the mihgtucture of the set of
horizontal curves connecting two fixed submanifolds of agimanifold. Most of the
material presented here is well-known in the context of Rigmannian geometry (see [3,
4,10, 11, 12, 13]). Detailed proofs can be found in [17]. Atllyy some minor adaptations
of the proofs of [17] have to be made due to the fact that [1@]sleith curves of Sobolev
classH'! while we have to deal hetevith curves of clasg'.

Throughout the section we consider fixedradimensional differentiable manifoldl/
and a smooth distributio® c TM on M of rankk < n. By ahorizontal curvewe
mean a curve : [a,b] — M of classC! with v/(¢) € D for all ¢ € [a, b]. Given smooth
embedded submanifold’d @ C M we consider the following spaces:

Q([a,b], M) = {y:[a,b] = M : visof classC" };
Qp(la, 0], M) = {7 € Q[a,b], M) : y(a EP}
Qpq([a,b], M) = {y € Q([a,b], M) : v(a b) € Q};
Q([a,b], M,D) = {y € Q([a,b], M) : vis honzonta}

Qp([a,b], M, D) = Qp([a,b], M) NQ([a,b], M, D);
Qpq(la,b], M, D) = Qpg([a,b], M) N Q([a,b], M, D).

3This is due to the fact that treub-Riemannian energy functiorstudied in [17] is smooth on the space of
H?' curves while the action functional of an arbitrary Lagramgis not in general even well-defined on such
space.



CONSTRAINED VARIATIONAL PROBLEMS 8

It is well-known thatQ([a, b], M) has a natural structure of a Banach manifold (see for
instance [15, 16]) and th&tp ([a, b], M) andQpq ([a, b], M) are embedded Banach sub-
manifolds of2([a, b], M). Also Qp([a, b], M, D) is an embedded Banach submanifold of
Q([a,b], M). The proof of this fact is obtained by using a suitable attasX([a, b], M)
whose construction is described below.

If £ is avector bundle oveY! then atime-dependent referentiaf £ over an open subset
A C R x M is afamily (X;)%_, of smooth maps\; : A — ¢ such that{ X; (¢, m))f:1 is
a basis of the fibet,, for all (¢,m) € A. Given a time-dependent referenti;)?"_, of
the tangent bundl& M over an open subset C IR x M, we define a map:

B: Q([a,b], M; A) — C°([a,b], R™),
by B(y) = (h1,... , hyn), Where:

forall ¢ € [a,b] and:
(3.1) A={(t,y) e RxTM : (t,n(v)) € A},
B2)  Q([a,b], M;A) = {y € Q[a,b], M) : (t,7'(t)) € A, forallt € [a,b]}.

Lemma3.1l.If¢:UC M — U c IR" is a local chart onM and 3 is defined as above
then the map:
(3.3)
{v € Q([a,b], M; A) : v(a) €U} 3 v+ (¢(v(a)), B(v)) € R" x C°([a,b], R"),
is a local chart on the Banach manifofdl([a, b], M).

Proof. It is a simple application of the Inverse Function TheoremBamach manifolds
(see [17, Corollary 4.2] for details on a similar constranji O

The proposition below implies that the local charts definetdlemma 3.1 form an atlas
for Q([a, ], M).

Proposition 3.2. Let £ be a vector bundle over a differentiable manifdld. Given a
continuous curvey : [a,b] — M, there exists a time-dependent referentill,)%_, of ¢
whose domair is an open neighborhood of the graphoin IR x M, i.e., (t, 'y(t)) €A
forall ¢t € [a,b].

Proof. See [17, Lemma 2.3]. O

Using the atlas constructed above we can prove easilyﬂlaz{\ta, b], M, D) is a sub-
manifold ofQ([a, b], M ).

Proposition 3.3. Qp ([a, b], M, D) is an embedded Banach submanifold(fa, b], M ).

Proof. Applying Proposition 3.2 to the vector bundi®2 and to a complementary vector
bundle of D in TM we obtain a time-dependent referent{&;)?_, of TM such that
(X:)k_, is a time-dependent referential for, moreover, we may chooge;)?_, so that
its domainA C IR x M contains the graph of any prescribed continuous curvé inlf

¢ is a local chart of\f which sendsP to an open subset dR” = [R" x {0} C IR" then
the corresponding chart (3.3) 6X([a, b], M) sends2p([a, b], M, D) to an open subset of
R x C%([a,b], R"). O
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Given Banach manifoldg, A, recall that a magf : M — A of classC"! is said to
be asubmersiorat a pointz € M if the differentiald f, : T, M — Ty,)N is surjective
and its KerneKer(d f,) is complemented iff, M, i.e., it admits a closed complementary
subspace iff, M. When{ is a submersion at, then the intersection gf ! (f(:c)) with
some open neighborhood®in M is a Banach submanifold dé1 whose tangent space at
xis Ker(df,). More generally, if> ¢ N is a Banach submanifold ¢f andz € f~1(P)
then we say thaf is transverseto P at x if the composition ofd f,, with the quotient
map T\ N — Ty N /TP is surjective and has complemented kernellin\;
equivalently,f is transverse t@ atx if Im(df.) + TP = TN anddf;l(Tf(I)P)
is complemented iff, M. If f is transverse t® atz then the intersection gf 1 (P) with
some open neighborhood ofin M is a Banach submanifold 0§41 whose tangent space
atris df;l(Tf(w)P).

Definition 3.4. A curvey € Qpq ([a,b], M, D) is calledregularin Qpq ([a, b], M, D) if
theendpoint map

(3.4) Qp([a,b], M, D) 5 p— pu(d) € M

is transverse t@) at the pointy. When~ is not regular irﬂpQ([a, b], M, D), we say that
v is singularin Qpq([a, b], M, D).

SinceM is finite-dimensional, a curve is regular inQpQ([a, b|, M, D) if and only if
the image of the differential of (3.4) atplusT’, ;) Q equalsr’, ;) M.

Below we described an explicit method for computing the imagthe differential of
the endpoint map.

Definition 3.5. Denote byD° C T M* the annihilator ofD. A curven : [a, b] — T M* of
classC" is called acharacteristicfor D if 7([a, b]) C D° andy/(t) € T, D° belongs to
the kernel of the restriction af,,(;) to T, D° (recall (2.9)).

Proposition 3.6. The annihilator of the image of the differential (8.4) at a curvey is
the subspace df’, ;) M * given by:

{n(b) : nis a characteristic ofD, 7 oy =, n(a)|z,,,r =0}

Proof. The proof is a minor adaptation of the proof of [17, Theore8] #«there we con-
sider the case that is a point and we us& ' curves instead of! curves. O

Corollary 3.7. A curvey € Qpg([a,b], M, D) is singular inQpq ([a,b], M, D) if and
only if there exists a non zero characteristic [a,b] — T M* of D with 7 oy = v and
77(@)|TW<Q)P =0, W(b)|Tw<b>Q = 0.

Proof. Follows from Proposition 3.6 observing that a characterist [a,b] — T M* that
vanishes at somg € [a, b] is identically zero (see [17, Lemma 4.8]). O

Corollary 3.8. If either T", ) P + D) = Ty M O Ty )@ + Dy = T, 1) M theny
is regular inQpq ([a, b], M, D). O

Remarl3.9. If the distributionD satisfies a strong non integrability condition (for instanc
if D is acontact distributiofithen the restriction of the symplectic fornto the annihilator
De of D is nondegenerate outside the zero section and therefareraitero characteristic
curves ofD are constant. In particular, every non constant cur\@ﬁ@z([a, b], M, D) is
regular.
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So far we have looked dﬂpQ([a,b],M, D) as the set of curves in the Banach
manifold Qp ([a, b], M, D) satisfying the constraint(b) € Q. We could also think of
Qpq([a,b], M, D) as the set of curves in the Banach manifflg, ([a, b], M) satisfying
the constrainim(y’) C D. Actually, the latter point of view will be needed in the pfoo
of our main theorem in Subsection 4.2. Our goal now is to st@thoth constraints have
the same singularities. This fact was shown in [17] in thetexinof curves of clas$l .
However, in the case of curves of clags the problem is a little harder due to the fact that
not every closed subspace of a Banach space is compleméfiéedave thus decided to
give all the details of the proof.

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

Lemma 3.10. Let M, N7, > be Banach manifolds arl®; c A7, P2 C N5 be Banach
submanifolds. Assume that we are given maps M — N;, i = 1,2, of classC! and

apointz € f1(P1) N f5 1 (P2) such thatf; is transverse t&®; at x, i = 1,2. Then the
restriction f1|f;1(7>2) is transverse tdP; at « if and only if the restrictionf2|ff1(7,l) is

transverse té>; at x.

Proof. Consider the Banach spac&s= T, M, Y; = Tfi(m)j\/i/Tfi(m)Pi, 1 =1,2, and
the continuous linear mags; : X — Y;, i = 1,2, given by composition ofl f; () with
the quotient mag’y, ,)Ni — T, (o)Ni/ Ty, () Pi- We know that both; and L, are sur-
jective and have complemented kernel. We have to show/that..(z.,) is surjective with
complemented kernel if and only Ifs | k.1, ) IS Surjective with complemented kernel. To
this aim, observe first thdl; |kc.(1,) is surjective if and only if<er(L;) + Ker(Ls) = X
and the latter condition is symmetricin andL-. Finally, to complete the proof we show
that, giveni = 1,2, thenKer(L;) N Ker(L2) is complemented ider(L;) if and only if

it is complemented irX . If Ker(L,) N Ker(L2) is complemented itX then by intersect-
ing a closed complement &fer(L;) N Ker(Lz) in X with Ker(L;) we obtain a closed
complement oKer(L;) N Ker(Lz) in Ker(L;). Conversely, ifZ is a closed complement
of Ker(L;) NKer(Ls) in Ker(L;) andZ’ is a closed complement &er(L;) in X then
Z @ Z'is a closed complement &fer(L,) N Ker(L2) in X becauseX = Ker(L;) ® Z’
has the product topology &er(L;) andZ’. O

We can now prove the following:

Proposition 3.11. Let (191-);:1’C be a time-dependent referential Bf defined over an open
subsetA C R x M; setf = (61,...,0,_x), SO thatb .,y : TnnM — IR is a
surjective linear map wittiKer(6; ,,y) = D, for all (t,m) € A. Consider the map:

0 : Qpg([a,b], M; A) — C°([a, b], R"*)
defined by:
Ot =0(y'(®)), t€ [a,b].

Thenr is regular in QPQ([a, b|, M, D) (in the sense of Definition 3.4) if and onlyéf is
a submersion af.

Proof. Let © denote the extension 6f to

Qp ([a,b], M; A) = Qp([a,b], M) N Q([a, b], M; A)
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which is again defined b®(v)(t) = 6(1/(t)). The conclusion will follow by applying
Lemma 3.10 withM = Qp ([a, b], M; A), N} = C°([a, b], R"7%), Py = {0}, No = M,
Py =Q, fi = O andf, : M — N, equal to the endpoint map — u(b). Sincef, is
obviously a submersion, we only need to show tfiat= © is a submersion. Choose a
distributionD’ ¢ TM with TM = D @ D’ and let(X;)?=} be the time-dependent refer-
ential of D’ over A which is dual to(6;)"=", i.e.,6;(X;) = 1fori = j andf;(X;) = 0 for

i # j. Choose a time-dependentreferentisl);’_ _, ., of D over an open neighborhood
of the graph ofy. The coordinate representation®fin the chart (3.3) corresponding to
(X;)1, is the natural projection al?" & C°([a, b], IR") onto C°([a, b], R"~*). This
shows thab is a submersion and concludes the proof. O

4. LAGRANGIANS WITH LINEAR CONSTRAINTS AND DEGENERATEHAMILTONIANS

Let M be ann-dimensional manifold an® c T'M be a smooth distribution of rank
k. We considefD as a vector bundle ovéd with projectiont : D — M. We apply the
theory of Subsection 2.1 to the vector bunglle IR x D over the manifoldR x M, with
projectionld x . The fiber{ ) is given by{t} x D,,.

LetL : U C £ — IR be a map of clas€? defined in an open sét C &; we assume that
L is hyper-regularin the sense of Definition 2.4, so that (lgytiverse Function Theorem)
the fiber derivativé L : U — V is aC' diffeomorphism onto an open sub3étc £*. Let
Hy = L* be the Legendre transform éf ThenH, : V — IR is a map of clas€’! whose
restriction to each fiber af* is of classC?; moreover, the fiber derivativieH, : V — U
is the inverse oF L (see Proposition 2.5).

For everyp € TM* we denote by|p the restriction ofp € T,,M* to D,,,. Observe
that therestriction mapTM* > p — p|p € D* is the transpose of the vector bundle
inclusionD — T'M. By composingH, with the restriction mag’M* — D* we obtain a
mapH : Vo R given by:

(4.1) H(t,p) = Ho(t,p|p), (t,p) €V,
where:
V={(t,p) e Rx TM*: (t,p|p) € V}.

Observe thatf{ is a Hamiltonian onM/ (see Definition 2.6) of clas€! defined in the
open sef c IR x TM*. We will call L a constrained Lagrangiaon M, and H the
correspondinglegenerate Hamiltoniafobserve indeed thall cannot be regular unless
D =TM).

Given any two submanifold® and(@ of M then a constrained Lagrangidnon M
defines an action functiondl on QPQ([a, b], M, D; U) by formula (2.5). Our goal is to
determine the critical points af.

The following is the main result of the paper and its proofiieg in Subsection 4.2:

Theorem 4.1. Let M be ann-dimensional manifold) C 7'M be a smooth distribution of
rankk andL : U C IR x D — IR be a hyper-regular constrained Lagrangian of class
Let Hy = L* be the Legendre transform éfand let H be the corresponding degenerate
Hamiltonian as in(4.1).

Fix two submanifolds® and @ of M and let L be the action functional of. defined
in the spacepq ([a,b], M, D;U) = Qpg([a,b], M, D) N Qpg([a,b], M;U), given by
(2.5) Lety € QPQ([a, b], M, D; U) be a regular curve. Theny is a critical point of £
if and only if it is a solution offf that admits a Hamiltonian Iifl" : [a,b] — TM* with
l"(a)|T7(a)p =0 andF(b)|TW(b)Q =0.
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The classical example of a constrained hyper-regular lreg@a functionZ is given
by:
(4.2) L(t,v) = 5 9(v,v) = V(n(v)),

whereg is asub-Riemannian metrien (M, D) (i.e., a smooth Riemannian structure on
the vector bundl®) andV : M — IR is a map of clas€?. The fiber derivativeF L of
(4.2) is given by:

FL(t,v) = g(v,-) € D*,
so thatlL is indeed hyper-regular. Recalling (2.4), we compute devd:
EL(t,v) =3 g(v,0) +V(r(v)), veD,
Ho(t,p) =59 ' (p,p) +V(n(p)), peD,

whereg~—! denotes the induced Riemannian structure on the dual b@dl&@he degen-
erate Hamiltoniar{ corresponding to (4.2) is thus given by:

H(t,p) = 39 '(lp,plp) + V(x(p)), peTM".
Theorem 4.1 implies that the critical points of the actiondtional £ corresponding to
(4.2) on the spachQ([a, b|, M, D) are the solutions off that admit a Hamiltonian lift
[': [a,b] — T'M* satisfying the boundary conditiod¥a)|r, ,,pr = 0 andl'(b)|z, ;@ =
0. Observe that (in the case whéhand @ are points) we obtain the equations for the
trajectories of the Vakonomic mechanics given in [8]; wi&r- 0 we obtain the equations
for the normal geodesics of the sub-Riemannian manifdldD, g) (see [10]).

Remark4.2 We emphasize that, in general, a minimum of the action fonatiZ may

not be a regular curve iﬁpQ([a, b], M, D), and in this situation it may not satisfy the
Hamilton equations ofi. Examples of this phenomenon are given in [10, 11] in the sub-
Riemannian cas&(t,v) = $g(v,v). Hence, one can only conclude that a minimunCof

is either a solution of the Hamilton equations or the pragecof a non null characteristic

of D.

4.1. Generalized functions calculus

For the proof of Theorem 4.1 we will occasionally have to édesderivatives of functions
that are in principle only continuofisThese derivatives should be understood in the sense
of Schwartz’s generalized functions calculus. Howeves,ubual definition of the gener-
alized functions space as the dual of the space of smoothadsupported maps only
allows products of generalized functions by smooth mapsvBscome this difficulty, we
introduce a calculus for generalized functionssttbngerregularity, that are elements of
the dual of a space of functions witbeakerregularity.

Let V be a real finite dimensional vector space. Fopr 0, we defineC¥ ([a,b],V)
to be the Banach space bf-valuedC* maps on[a, b] whose firstk derivatives vanish
ata and atb; we endow it with the standar@*-norm. We denote by* ([a,b], V') the
dual Banach space 6t} ([a, b], V*) (dual spaces wilalwaysbe meant in théopological
sensg Denoting byLP([a, b], V) the Banach space &f-valued measurable functions on
[a, b] whosep-th power is Lebesgue integrable, we have an inclusion:

(4.3) L'([a,b],V) = D¥([a,0],V)

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

b
(f.q) = / a(t) f() dt, fe L' ([ab,V), ac Ch(la,b],V");

in the formula above we have denoted{fy«) the evaluation at of the linear functional
which is the image off by (4.3). In what follows we will always identify a function
f € L*([a,b],V) with its image by (4.3); moreover, the evaluationfot D* ([a,b], V)
ata € C§([a,b], V*) will always be denoted byf, o).

Observe that we have inclusiof® — DF*+! defined by restriction of the function-
als, i.e., D — DF+! s simply the transpose of the inclusion 651" ([a,b], V*) in
C(])g([av b]? V*)

We summarize the observations above by the following diagra

i Ot " s L' - DV D ...
An elementf of any spaceD* ([a, b], V) is called ageneralized functionin what follows,
we will occasionally write simply”*, C§, D*, L instead ofC* ([a, b], V'), C§ ([a, 8], V),
D¥([a,b], V), L?([a,b], V).

In addition to the standard vector space operatiods/inwe define the following:

o derivative operationfor f € D’“([a,b], V), we define thalerivativeof f to be
the generalized functioff € D**!([a,b], V') defined by:

<f/7 O[> = _<fa O/>7
foralla € Cgt* ([a, b, V*);

e product operationfor f € D*([a,b],V), g € C*([a,b], W) and a fixed bilinear
mapV x W — U, we define the producty € D*([a,b],U) as follows. The
bilinear mapV x W — U induces a bilinear mapl’ x U* — V* defined by
(w-u*)(v) = u*(v-w); we set:

<fgva> = <.fvg'a>a
foralla € C§([a,b],U*);
e restriction operationfor f € D*([a,b],V) and[c,d] C [a, b], we set:

<f|[c,d]7 CY> = <f7a>a
forall o € C§([c, d], V*), wherea € C§ ([a, b], V*) is the extension to zero of
outsidelc, d].
It is easily seen that when we apply the above operationseimasits of D* which

correspond to functions then we obtain the standard opesatin functions. Moreover,
the standard Leibnitz rule for derivatives of products kdlar generalized functions, i.e.:

(f9) = f'g+ fd,

forall f € D¥ andg € C*+1.
In order to prove some regularity results we present thevioilg elementary lemmas.

Lemma4.3. Let f € D*([a,b],V) be such thaf’ = 0. Thenf is a constant function.

Proof. We first consider the casé = R. If f/ = 0, then(f,o/) = 0forall a €
C5t'([a,b], R), hence(f,8) = 0 forall 3 € C§([a,b], R) with ffﬁ = 0. Choose
Bo € C¥([a,b], IR) with ff Bo = 1; setc = (f, Bo). Itis easily seen thaf = c.
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For the general case, observe that for)ale V*, the producth f € D*([a,b], RR)
has vanishing derivative, and hence it is constant. Siisearbitrary, it follows thatf is
constant. (]

Lemma 4.4. Let f € D*([a,b],V), k > 1; there exists an elemetit € D*~*([a,b], V)
with F/ = f.If f € D%([a,b], V), there exists" € L?([a,b],V) with I’ = f.

Proof. Consider the magd : C4™ — C¥ given byd(a) = o'. Itis easily seen that
is injective with closed image. It follows that thmnspose mapl* : D¥ — DFtl s
surjective; clearly, the derivative operator for genezedi functions is-d*, which proves
the first part of the thesis.

For the casé = 0, let H} denote the Sobolev space of absolutely continuous furstion
a : [a,b] — V* having square integrable derivative, and such that) = «(b) = 0.
Again, the derivation mag : H} — L? isinjective and has closed image. Therefore, given
f e D° wecanfindF € L*" ~ L2 with d*F = — f| ;. It follows thatF”" = f. O

Corollary 4.5 (Bootstrap lemma)Let f be a generalized function.
(1) If f' € D°thenf € L?
(2) If f' € L?>thenf € C°;
(3) If f/ € C%thenf € C*.

Proof. We prove, for example, the first item. By Lemma 4.4, we can fihng L2 with
F' = f'. By Lemma 4.3, it follows thaF" — f is constant, hencg € L2.
The other items are proven similarly. O

We now give a result that shows thagularity of a generalized function is a local
property:
Lemma 4.6. Let A be a generalized function dn, b]. Suppose that for all € [a, b] there
existss > 0 such that the restriction\|,_. 4 jn[a,y) iS Of classC*, k > 0. Then) is of
classC*.

Proof. Consider a partitiom = to < t; < ... < t, = bsuch thatf; = A, 4, is
of classC* for all i = 0,...,r — 2. Since the operation of restriction for generalized
functions gives the standard operation of restriction émrctions, it follows that:

fi =A

fori =0,...,r — 3. Hence there exists@" mapf on|[a, b] such thatf [titire] = Ji fOT

alli =0,...,r —2. We know that{f, «) = (\, a) if & has support contained in some
interval]¢;, t;2[; but suchn’s span a dense subspace of the domain of the linear funttiona
A and therefore\ = f. O

[tiy1,tita] [tig1,tiga] — fi-l—l [tiy1,tita]

Finally, we need the following result that relates the dysces ofC® and C{. For
t € [a,b] ando € V, we denote byy € C°([a,b], V*)" theDirac’s delta, defined by:

67,0y = a(t)o, a€C([a,b],V").

Lemma4.7.1f A € C°([a,b], V*)" vanishes identically ofi§ ([a, b], V*) then there exist
o, andaoy in V such that:

(4.4) A= 07e + 67",
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Proof. If A denotes the subspace®f ([a,b], V*) consisting ofaffine mapsy(t) = Pt +
Q then obviously:

C°([a,b],V*) = CY([a,b],V*) & A.

Itis easy to see that we can fiagd, o, € V such that both sides of (4.4) agree.dnSince
both sides of (4.4) vanish ofi{ ([a, b], V*), the conclusion follows. O

4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.1

The proof of Theorem 4.1 is based on the method of Lagrangéptiels, and we start
with the precise statement of the result needed for our p@Ro

Proposition 4.8. Let M be a Banach manifold a Banach space andl' : M — IR,
g: M — E maps of clas€. Letp € g~1(0) be such thay is a submersion gt. Then,
pis a critical point for f| -1 if and only if there exists. € E* such thafp is a critical
point for the functionalfy, = f — Ao gin M.

Proof. The pointp is critical for f|,-1 (o) if and only if df(p) vanishes orf,,g~'(0) =
Ker(dg(p)). The conclusion follows from elementary functional anaysguments. [

The linear functionah € E* of Proposition 4.8 is called theagrange multiplierof the
constrained critical poing; it is easily seen that suchis unique. We can now prove the
main result of the section. In the argument we will need alergy result for a Lagrangian
multiplier; such proof is postponed to Lemma 4.9.

Proof of Theorem 4.1We start by choosing an arbitrary complementary distrdouf®’

to D, i.e., a smooth distribution of rank — & in M such thatl;, M = D,, @ D,, for

all m € M; moreover, we fix an arbitrary smooth Riemannian structguoa the vector
bundleD’. Letnp : TM — D andnp : TM — D’ denote the projections and define an
extensionL : U € IR x M — IR of L by:

(4.5) L(t,v) = L(t,7p(v)) + 5 9 (70 (v), 7 (1)),

where

U={(t,v) e RxTM: (t,7p(v)) €U }.

ThenU is openinlkR x TM andL is a Lagrangian o/ as in Definition 2.6; we denote
bthhe corresponding action functionalitpg ([a, b], M; (7), defined as in (2.5).

Let 9, ©, A and A be as in the statement of Proposition 3.11 (recall also (@nt)
(3.2)). Then, since is regular, the ma® is a submersion ag; moreover;y is a critical
point of £ in Qpg ([a, b], M, D; U) if and only if it is a critical point of£|g-1 (o). By the
method of Lagrange multipliers (Proposition 4.8), thisgsigalent to the existence of
C°([a, b], R"~*)" such thaty is a critical point offy = L—X00inQpg (la,b], M; AN
U).

)We will prove in Lemma 4.9 below that the Lagrange multiplieis of classC!, i.e.,
that it is given by:

(4.6) Aa) = /b o) a(t) dt, Ve C[a,b], R"F),
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for someC! map o : [a,b] — (IR"*)*. Therefore L, is the action functional corre-

sponding to the Lagrangiai;TIA in M defined by:

(4.7) La(t,v) = L(t,v) — M(t) .m) (v),  (t,v) € ANT,

wherem = m(v).
We now prove that. and L are hyper-regular and we compute their Legendre trans-
forms. The fiber derivativeBL andF L are easily computed as:

(4.8) FL(t,v) = FL(t,mp(v)) o mp + g(7p: (v), 7/ (+)) € T, M,
(4.9) FL(t,v) = FL(t,v) — Ao(t) O(.m) € T M*,
wherem = m(v). The hyper-regularity is proven by exhibiting explicit erges:
FL™'(t,p) = FL™'(t,plp) + 9~ (p|p"),
FL (t,p) = FL (t,p + Mo(t) O );

by ¢~ ! in the above formula we mean the inversegadeen as a linear map from,, to
D,

We now compute the Legendre transforfisand H,, of L andL, respectively. Using
Definition 2.1 and equations (4.8), (4.9), we compute easily

(4.11) Eg (t,v) = Ep(t,v) = EL (t,mp(v)) + 3 g(7p (v), 7D (v));
and, using (4.10), we therefore obtain:
H(t,p) = H(t,p) + 297 (plpr,plpr),
Hy(t,p) = H(t,p+ Xo(t) Ot.m))
=H(t,p)+ 59 ((p+ M) Otm) D (0 + Ao(t) O .m)) D7)

We now compute the Hamilton equations of the Hamiltoni&n with the help of lo-

(4.10)

cal coordinate$qs, - .. , ¢n,p1,- .- ,Pn) iIN TM* and of a local-orthonormal referential
Xi1,...,X,_pof D.
We write:
~ 1 n—k )
(4.12) Ha(t,p) = H(t,p) + 5 D (p+ Mo (1) Oeam) (X0)°,
=1

and, using (2.11), the Hamilton equationsﬁi;f are given by:

n—k
dg _ 0H .
@ =t > (p+ 20 0)(X3) X,
(443 d OH Tk 00 X
a - o E (p+ X0 0)(X5) [)\0 _8q(Xz) + @+ Xb) ( 9 )} .

i=1

By Theorem 2.8y is a critical point ofC, if and only if it admits a liftT" : [a,b] = TM*
satisfying (4.13) witl'(a) € T’ o) P° andI'(b) € T’ ;) Q°.

Now, it follows easily from (4.1) tha%—g is in D; sincer is horizontal, i.e.,% € D,
from the first equation of (4.13) it follows thgb + Ao 0)(X;) = 0foralli = 1,... ,n—k.
Setting(p + Ao 0)(X;) = 0 in (4.13) we obtain the Hamilton equations Hf, which

concludes the proof. O
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We are left with the proof of theegularity of the Lagrange multiplieA. We will use
the generalized functions calculus developed in Subsedtib.

Lemma 4.9. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.1, using the notatiooptad in its
proof, if v is horizontal and if, for some € C°([a,b], R"*)", it is a critical point of
L — X\ o ©, then there exists &' map), : [a,b] — (IR"~*)* such tha(4.6)holds.

Proof. We set
Ao = Al (a,mn-r) € D°([a,b], (R"%)*);

we first prove the regularity of the generalized functign To this aim, welocalizethe
problem by considering variational vector fields alengaving support in the domain of a
local charty = (g1, ... ,¢,) In M.

Let[c,d] C [a,b] be such that/([c, d]) is contained in the domain of the local chart; we
still denote by\, the restriction of\ to [c, d].

Sincer is a critical point off — Ao ©, by standard computations it follows that the
following equality holds:

. _
(4.14) /g—s(t,q(t),q(t))v(t)—i—g—s(t,q(t),q'(t))@(t)dt

_<AO,<’;_Z

(08),3(1)) + g0 9(8)) = O,
(t,q(t))

for every vector fieldy of classC*! along~ having support ific, d[; in the formula above
we have regarded the derivati\g%](t_q(t)) as anIR"~*-valued bilinear map inR". In
terms of the local coordinates, the m@p%—ﬁ(, q), % and‘g—’;# evaluated along will be
interpreted as follows:

e 0 € C'([c,d],Lin(R", R"™*));

e P04 e (e, d), Lin(R", R H));

dq
oL 0L _ -
L a—q, 8_q eC ([C,d],R ),

whereLin(-, -) denotes the space of linear maps between two given vectoespa
Using the definition of derivative for generalized funcsofrom (4.14) we get:
oL\ OL a0, . ;N
(~(3g) + 5 Yo gg (i) +008)v) =0,
for everyC! mapv : [¢,d] — IR"™ having support irflc, d[, and, by density, for every
v € C} ([e, d], R™). It follows:

(4.15)

oL\’ 0L o0
4.16 —= — —Xo—=—(-, ¢ 00 0 =0.
( ) (aq') +aq Aoaq(,q)+A0 + Ao 0
Let X1,...,X,,_ be areferential oD’ along~; in terms of the local coordinates the

X's will be thought as elements 6t* ([c, d], IR"). Moreover, we set
X =(X1,...,Xp_k) € C*([e,d],Lin(R"*, R™)),

where the(n — k)-tuple (X1 (t),... , Xn—x(t)) is identified with the linear map that takes
thei-th vector of the canonical basis 6" " to X;(t).
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Composing (4.16) withX', we obtain:

90 . .. 0L oL
a—q(X#ﬂ‘i‘—X— (6_(1

(4.17) Ao O(X) + X0 (X) — No 9
Evaluating (4.8) afX; with v = v’ and using the horizontality of we get:

)/X:O.

(4.18) a—l,/Xi:O, 1=1,... ,n—Fk;
9q
hence:
oL\ . OL ., _ _, n—ky#
(4.19) (a_q')X__a_qX € C°(le,d), (R™)").

Now, considering thaf(X) € Lin(R"~*, R"~*) is invertible, by (4.19) we can write
(4.16) in the form:

(4.20) Ao = Ao h1 + ha,

with by € C°([c, d], Lin(lR"~", R"~*)) andh, € C°([c, d], (IR"~*)*).

Applying three times Corollary 4.5, from (4.20) we conclutiat Ay belongs to the
spaceC ([c, d], (IR"~*)*); now Lemma 4.6 implies thaty € C*([a, b], (IR"*)*).

By Lemma 4.7, there exist,, o, € (IR"~*)* such that:

(4.21) Ma) = /b Xoadt+ 0, a(a) +o,ab), o€ C([a,b], R"F).

To conclude the proof we show that = o, = 0. Let’'s show for instance that, = 0; the
proof of the equalityr, = 0 is analogous.

Using local charts around([a, d]), for d close toa, we consider variational vector
fieldsv of classC! supported ifa, d[, with v(a) € T, (ayP. Arguing as in the deduction
of formula (4.14), we get the following equality:

Lo~ -
(4.22) / g—s(t,q(t)vd(t)) u(t) + z—g(t,q(t),q(t))ﬂ(t) dt
- / d MO 221 (00).d(0) + B o0
a 941,90 |
00
— 04| — v(a),q(a)) + 0a,q(a)) 0(a)| = 0.
[561<a,q<a>(>()q( ) + Otag(an 0(@)]

From Corollary 4.5 and formula (4.16) it follows th%% is of classC!, and we can thus
use integration by parts in (4.22) to obtain an equality efftirm:

d
(423) / U(t) U(t) dt + Oq e(a,q(a)) ’U(a) = O,

for someu € C%([a,d], IR"*), whenever is chosen withv(a) = 0. By considering
arbitraryv supported ifa, d, from (4.23) we obtain that = 0 in [a, d], so that the integral
in (4.23) vanishes for all. Now, we can choosewith v(a) = 0 andv(a) arbitrary, so that
(4.23) implies thatr, = 0, becausé, 4(.)) is surjective. This concludes the proof. [J
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