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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. These solutions are given by curvesγ in a differentiable man-
ifold M that are everywhere tangent to a smooth distributionD on M ; such curves are
called horizontal. We study the manifold structure of the set ΩP,Q(M,D) of horizontal
curves that join two submanifoldsP andQ of M . We consider an action functionalL
defined onΩP,Q(M,D) associated to a time-dependent Lagrangian defined onD. If the
Lagrangian satisfies a suitable hyper-regularity assumption, it is shown how to construct an
associated degenerate HamiltonianH on TM∗ using a general notion ofLegendre trans-

form for maps on vector bundles. We prove that the solutions of theHamilton equations of
H are precisely the critical points ofL.

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is to generalize to constrained variational problem the classical
results about the correspondence between Lagrangian and Hamiltonian formulations (see
for instance [1]). Particular cases of this theory are thesub-Riemannian geodesic problem,
and the so calledVakonomic approach to the non holonomic mechanics.

The constrained variational problem is modeled by the following setup: we consider a
differentiable manifoldM endowed with a smooth distributionD ⊂ TM ; moreover,L is
a (possibly time dependent) Lagrangian function onD. In the non holonomic mechanics,
M represents the configuration 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 to the constrained variational problem are given by horizontal curvesγ in
M which are stationary points of the action functionalL(γ) =

∫ b

a
L(t, γ(t), γ̇(t)) dt, and

that satisfy suitable boundary conditions.
We consider the setΩP,Q([a, b],M,D) of horizontal curves inM of classC1 joining

two submanifoldsP andQ of M . If eitherP orQ is transversal toD, then we show that
ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D) has a natural structure of a Banach manifold. More in general, we give
conditions that guarantee the existence of a differentiable structure onΩP,Q([a, b],M,D)
in terms of the symplectic structure of the cotangent bundleTM∗. In this situation,L is a
smooth map onΩP,Q([a, b],M,D) and we describe its critical points.

In order to be able to treat the case of a general Lagrangian function, in the paper we
have considered as domain of the action functional the set ofhorizontal curves of classC1.
If one considers a Lagrangian of some specific form, like for instanceL(t, q, q̇) quadratic
in q̇, then one can extend the domain of the action functional to include curves that satisfy
weaker regularity conditions, for instance of Sobolev type. Considering such extension
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may be more appropriate for developing an existence theory for the solutions of the vari-
ational problem by techniques of Global Analysis. We remarkhere that virtually all the
results presented in this paper may be extended in this direction by minor modifications of
the arguments.

When the Lagrangian functionL satisfies a hyper-regularity condition, we introduce an
associated HamiltonianH0 onD∗ using a suitable version of the Legendre transform for
general vector bundles. The HamiltonianH0 has a canonical extension to a Hamiltonian
H in TM∗, which is degenerate, given byH(t, q, p) = H0

(
t, q, p|D

)
. The solutions of

the Hamilton equations ofH whose momenta annihilateTP andTQ at the endpoints are
shown to be precisely the critical points of the action functionalL in ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D).
In this way, we obtain a Hamiltonian formulation of our variational principle.

In the particular case whereD is endowed with smoothly varying positive definite inner
productg andL is given byL(t, q, q̇) = 1

2g(q̇, q̇), then the solutions of the correspond-
ing Hamiltonian are known in the context ofsub-Riemannian geometry as thenormal ex-

tremals of (M,D, g). The critical points of the constraint definingΩ([a, b],M,D) are
calledabnormal extremals. In particular, we obtain a variational proof of [7, Theorem1].

In Reference [5] it is studied the case of Vakonomic mechanics, by considering a La-
grangianL of the formL(t, q, q̇) = 1

2g(q̇, q̇) − V (q), whereV : M 7→ IR represents the
potential energy of the force acting on the system.

We conclude with a remark about a possible index theory for trajectories of Vakonomic
mechanics. Every such solution comes with a well defined Morse index, possibly infi-
nite, which is the dimension of a maximal negative space for the second variation of the
Lagrangian action functional. In the case of non constrained hyper-regular Lagrangians,
this number is related to theMaslov index of the corresponding solution of the Hamilton
equations (see [12]). However, an index theorem for the action functional of a general
constrained Lagrangians is not known yet, and we suggest that further investigation can
be done in this direction. A sub-Riemannian version of the Morse index theorem can be
found in [4].

We give a brief description of the material presented in eachsection of the paper.
In Subsection 2.1 we present an abstract version of the Legendre transform for maps

defined on general vector bundles. In Subsection 2.2 we recall the classical theory con-
cerning the relations between the critical points of the action functional associated to a
time-dependent Lagrangian function and the solutions of the corresponding Hamiltonian
obtained by the Legendre transform. We consider rather weakregularity assumptions on
the LagrangianL and we also study the case of variable endpoints. For the caseof time in-
dependent non constrained smooth Lagrangians and curves with fixed endpoints, we refer
to [1].

In Subsection 3.1 we show the existence of local time-dependent referentials for a gen-
eral vector bundle defined in the neighborhood of the graph ofa given continuous curve.
Using these referentials, in Subsection 3.2 we describe a convenient atlas for the Banach
manifold structure on the set of horizontal curves with freefinal endpoint. In Subsec-
tion 3.3 we study the differential structure ofΩP,Q([a, b],M,D) in terms of critical points
of theendpoint map onΩP ([a, b],M,D). Such critical points are completely characterized
in terms ofcharacteristic curves of D, which are the curves inTM∗ everywhere tangent
to the kernel of the restriction toDo of the canonical symplectic form ofTM∗. Some
questions concerning the genericity of the property of existence of critical points of the
endpoint map are answered in [2]. In Subsection 3.4 we study the differentiable structure
of ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D) in terms of local referentials of the annihilatorDo of D.



CONSTRAINED VARIATIONAL PROBLEMS 3

In Section 4 we state the main result of the paper (Theorem 4.0.5), that establishes
the correspondence between the critical points of the action functional of a hyper-regular
constrained Lagrangian and the solutions of the corresponding degenerate Hamiltonian.
In Subsection 4.1 it is presented a suitable version of Schwarz’s distributional calculus,
needed for technical reasons in the proof of Theorem 4.0.5. In Subsection 4.2 we give the
proof of Theorem 4.0.5.

2. THE LEGENDRETRANSFORM.
LAGRANGIANS AND HAMILTONIANS ON MANIFOLDS

2.1. The Legendre transform

Let ξ0 be a real finite dimensional vector space, letξ∗0 denote its dual, and letZ : U 7→ IR

be a function of classC2 defined on the open subsetU ⊂ ξ0.

Definition 2.1.1. Assume that the differentialdZ is a diffeomorphism onto an open subset
V ⊂ ξ∗0 . TheLegendre transform of Z is theC1 mapZ∗ : V 7→ IR defined by:

Z∗ = EZ ◦ (dZ)−1,(2.1.1)

whereEZ : U 7→ IR is given by

EZ(v) = dZ(v) v − Z(v), v ∈ U.(2.1.2)

Lemma 2.1.2. Using the canonical identification of ξ0 and its bi-dual ξ∗∗0 , the map dZ∗

is the inverse of dZ . Therefore, Z∗ is a map of class C2.

Proof. Differentiating the equalityZ∗ ◦ dZ = EZ and (2.1.2), we obtain:

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

wherev̂ ∈ ξ∗∗0 is the evaluation atv. Sinced2Z(v) : ξ0 7→ ξ∗0 is an isomorphism, the
conclusion follows.

Corollary 2.1.3. Z∗∗ = Z

Proof. By Lemma 2.1.2, 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).

Let nowM be a smooth manifold andπ : ξ 7→ M be a smooth vector bundle overM ; for
m ∈ M , we denote byξm the fiberπ−1(m). The dual bundle ofξ will be denoted byξ∗;
the bi-dualξ∗∗ is canonically identified withξ.

Let Z : U ⊂ ξ 7→ IR be a map such that, for everym ∈ M , U ∩ ξm is open inξm and
such that the restriction ofZ toU ∩ ξm is of classC2.

Definition 2.1.4. Thefiber derivative FZ : U 7→ ξ∗ is the map defined by:

FZ(v) = d(Z|U∩ξm
)(v), v ∈ U,(2.1.3)

wherem = π(v). Let V ⊂ ξ∗ be the image ofFZ; we say thatZ is regular if for
eachm ∈ M , the restriction ofFZ to U ∩ ξm is a local diffeomorphism;Z is said to
behyper-regular if for eachm such restriction is a diffeomorphism ontoV ∩ ξ∗m. If Z is
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hyper-regular, we define theLegendre transform of Z as the mapZ∗ : V 7→ IR whose
restriction toV ∩ ξm is the Legendre transform of the restriction ofZ toU ∩ ξm.

Applying Lemma 2.1.2 and Corollary 2.1.2 fiberwise, we obtain immediately the fol-
lowing:

Proposition 2.1.5. Let Z : U ⊂ ξ 7→ IR be hyper-regular. Then, for each m ∈ M , the

restriction of Z∗ to V ∩ ξ∗m is of class C2. Moreover, FZ and FZ∗ are mutually inverse

bijections, and Z∗∗ = Z .

2.2. Time dependent Lagrangians and Hamiltonians on manifolds

LetM be a smoothn-dimensional manifold, letπ : TM 7→ M andπ : TM∗ 7→ M be
respectively the tangent and the cotangent bundle ofM ; we 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 , andξ∗(t,m) = {t} × TmM
∗.

Definition 2.2.1. A (time-dependent) Lagrangian on M is a functionL : U ⊂ ξ 7→ IR

defined on the open setU and satisfying the following continuity and differentiability con-
ditions:

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

(
{t}×TM

)
, and its differential

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

(
{t} × TM

)
7→ {t} × TM∗ is of classC1.

A (time-dependent) Hamiltonian on M is a functionH : V ⊂ ξ∗ 7→ IR defined on the
open setV and satisfying the following properties:

1. for all t ∈ IR,H(t, ·) is of classC1;
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 2.1.4 for La-
grangians and Hamiltonians on manifolds.
Using the Legendre transform defined in Subsection 2.1 (Definition 2.1.4), given a hyper-

regular LagrangianL onM , the mapH = L∗ is a hyper-regular Hamiltonian onM . To see
thatH(t, ·) is of classC1, one applies the Inverse Function Theorem to the mapFL(t, ·).1

If H is the hyper-regular Hamiltonian obtained by Legendre transform from the La-
grangianL, then by Proposition 2.1.5, we have thatH∗ = L, and thatFH andFL are
mutually inverse bijections.

Let L : U ⊂ IR × TM 7→ IR be a Lagrangian onM andγ : [a, b] 7→ M be a curve of
classC1, with (t, γ̇(t)) ∈ U . Theaction L(γ) of L on the curveγ is given by the integral:

L(γ) =

∫ b

a

L(t, γ̇(t)) dt.(2.2.1)

L defines a functional on the set:
ΩP,Q([a, b],M ;U) =

=
{
γ : [a, b]

C1

7−→M : γ(a) ∈ P, γ(b) ∈ Q, (t, γ̇(t)) ∈ U, ∀ t
}
,

(2.2.2)

1As a matter of fact, the HamiltonianH = L∗ is continuous. This can be seen by applying the Theorem of
Invariance of Domain (see [10]) to conclude thatFL is a homeomorphism onto an open subset ofIR × TM∗.
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whereP andQ are two smooth embedded submanifolds ofM . It is well known that
ΩP,Q([a, b],M ;U) has the structure of an infinite dimensional smooth Banach manifold
(see for instance [11]), andL is a functional of classC1 on ΩP,Q([a, b],M ;U). We will
callL theaction functional of the LagrangianL.

We have the following characterization of the critical points ofL:

Proposition 2.2.2. A curve γ ∈ ΩP,Q([a, b],M ;U) is a critical point of L if and only if

the following three conditions are satisfied:

1. FL(a, γ̇(a))|Tγ(a)P
= 0 and FL(b, γ̇(b))|Tγ(b)Q

= 0;

2. t 7→ FL(t, γ̇(t)) is of class C1;

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

contains the image γ([t0, t1]), the following equation is satisfied in [t0, t1]:

d

dt

∂L

∂q̇
(t, q(t), q̇(t)) =

∂L

∂q
(t, q(t), q̇(t)),(2.2.3)

where L(t, q, q̇) is the coordinate representation of L.

Proof. Let γ ∈ ΩP,Q([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 contains the image
γ([t0, t1]). Let us consider an arbitraryC1 variational vector fieldv alongγ with support
contained in]t0, t1[; by standard computations it follows:

∫ t1

t0

∂L

∂q
(t, q(t), q̇(t)) v(t) +

∂L

∂q̇
(t, q(t), q̇(t)) v̇(t) dt = 0.(2.2.4)

Remark 2.2.3. The term∂L
∂q̇

(t, q(t), q̇(t)) is of classC1; this will follow immediately from
Corollary 4.1.3 and the generalized functions calculus developed in Subsection 4.1.

Integration by parts in (2.2.4) and the Fundamental Lemma ofCalculus of Variations
imply then that equation (2.2.3) is satisfied.

Observe that the coordinate representation of the mapFL(t, γ̇(t)) is given by the partial
derivative∂L

∂q̇
(t, q(t), q̇(t)).

The equalitiesFL(a, γ̇(a))|Tγ(a)P
= 0 andFL(b, γ̇(b))|Tγ(b)Q

= 0 follow easily from
integrating by parts (2.2.4) in intervals of the form[a, t1] and[t0, b].

Conversely, if conditions 1, 2 and 3 are satisfied, equation (2.2.4) follows easily, which
implies thatγ is a critical point.

We now pass to the study of the Hamiltonian formalism, and we consider the canonical
symplectic formω onTM∗, given byω = −dϑ, where the canonical1-form ϑ onTM∗

is defined byϑp(ζ) = p(dπp(ζ)). If q = (q1, . . . , qn) is a chart inM and (q, p) =
(q1, . . . , qn, p1, . . . , pn) is the corresponding chart onTM∗, ϑ andω are given by:

ϑ =
n∑

i=1

pi dqi, ω =
n∑

i=1

dqi ∧ dpi.

Given a HamiltonianH onM , we define theHamiltonian vector field ~H to be the time-
dependent vector field onTM∗ defined by:

ω( ~H, ·) = dHt,

whereHt = H(t, ·).
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We say that a curveγ : [a, b] 7→ M is asolution of the Hamiltonian H if there exists a
C1-curveΓ : [a, b] 7→ TM∗ with π ◦ Γ = γ and such that

d

dt
Γ(t) = ~H(t,Γ(t))(2.2.5)

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





dq

dt
=
∂H

∂p

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

)
,

dp

dt
= −

∂H

∂q

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

)
.

(2.2.6)

These are called theHamilton equations ofH ; observe that the first equation in (2.2.6) can
be written intrinsically as:

γ̇(t) = FH(t,Γ(t)).(2.2.7)

Theorem 2.2.4. Let L be a hyper-regular Lagrangian on M and let H be the correspond-

ing hyper-regular Hamiltonian by the Legendre transform. Let P and Q be smooth sub-

manifolds of M ; a curve γ ∈ ΩP,Q([a, b],M ;U) is a critical point of L if and only if γ is

a solution of the HamiltonianH which admits a Hamiltonian lift Γ such that

Γ(a)|Tγ(a)P = 0, Γ(b)|Tγ(b)Q = 0.(2.2.8)

Proof. Let γ ∈ ΩP,Q([a, b],M ;U) be a critical point ofL; setΓ(t) = FL(t, γ̇(t)). Since
FH andFL are mutually inverse, equation (2.2.7) follows. Moreover,by Proposition 2.2.2,
Γ is of classC1 and (2.2.8) holds. We now prove that the second Hamilton equation holds,
in 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),(2.2.9)

wherep = ∂L
∂q̇

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

(t, q, p) =

q̇; it follows from (2.2.9):

∂H

∂q
(t, q, p) = −

∂L

∂q
(t, q, q̇).(2.2.10)

The second Hamilton equation follows from formula (2.2.10)and from Proposition 2.2.2.
Conversely, suppose thatγ is a solution of the HamiltonianH which admits a Hamilton-

ian lift Γ satisfying (2.2.8). SinceFH andFL are mutually inverse, from (2.2.7) it follows
thatΓ(t) = FL(t, γ̇(t)). Equality (2.2.10) and the second Hamilton equation imply (2.2.3),
and the conclusion follows from Proposition 2.2.2.

3. THE SPACE OFHORIZONTAL CURVES AND ITS DIFFERENTIABLE STRUCTURE

Let M be ann dimensional manifold; a smoothdistribution D of rank k onM is a
smooth subbundleD ⊂ TM whose fibers arek-dimensional spaces. This means that, for
eachm ∈ M , Dm = D ∩ TmM is ak-dimensional subspace ofTmM which is smoothly
varying withm, i.e., there existk smooth vector fields around each point ofM which form
a pointwise basis forD.
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We will consider throughout a manifoldM with a fixed distributionD; a C1-curve
γ : [a, b] 7→M will be calledhorizontal if γ̇(t) ∈ D for all t.

Let Ω([a, b],M) denote the space of curvesγ : [a, b] 7→M of classC1 and letP ,Q be
two submanifolds ofM . We define the following subsets ofΩ([a, b],M):

ΩP ([a, b],M) =
{
γ ∈ Ω([a, b],M) : γ(a) ∈ P

}
,

ΩP,Q([a, b],M) =
{
γ ∈ ΩP ([a, b],M) : γ(b) ∈ Q

}
,

Ω([a, b],M,D) =
{
γ ∈ Ω([a, b],M) : γ horizontal

}
,

ΩP ([a, b],M,D) =
{
γ ∈ Ω([a, b],M,D) : γ(a) ∈ P

}
,

ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D) =
{
γ ∈ ΩP ([a, b],M,D) : γ(b) ∈ Q

}
.

(3.0.11)

Given a subsetU ⊂ IR × TM , we will denote byΩ([a, b],M ;U) the set of curvesγ ∈
Ω([a, b],M) such that(t, γ̇(t)) ∈ U for all t; similar notations will be used for all the
spaces appearing in formula (3.0.11).

In this section we will prove thatΩP ([a, b],M,D) is a Banach submanifold of the man-
ifold ΩP ([a, b],M), while ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D) may have singularities.

In the Subsection 3.1 we give a couple of preliminary resultsneeded to the study of the
geometry of the set of horizontal paths in(M,D).

The main reference for the geometry of infinite dimensional manifolds is [6]; for the
basics of Riemannian geometry we refer to [3].

3.1. Existence of time-dependent referentials.

Definition 3.1.1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold andx ∈ M . A positive number
r ∈ IR+ is said to be anormal radius for x if expx : Br(0) 7→ Br(x) is a diffeomorphism,
whereexp is the exponential map of(M, g), Br(0) is the open ball of radiusr around
0 ∈ TxM andBr(x) is the open ball of radiusr aroundx ∈ M . We say thatr is totally

normal for x if r is a normal radius for ally ∈ Br(x).

By a simple argument in Riemannian geometry, it is easy to seethat if K ⊂ M is a
compact subset, then there existsr > 0 which is totally normal for allx ∈ K.

Given an vector bundleπ : ξ 7→ M of rankk over a manifoldM , a time-dependent

local referential of ξ is a family of smooth mapsXi : A 7→ ξ, i = 1, . . . , k, defined
on an open subsetA ⊆ IR ×M such that{Xi(t, x)}k

i=1 is a basis of the fiberξx for all
(t, x) ∈ A.

Lemma 3.1.2. Let M be a finite dimensional manifold, let π : ξ 7→ M be a vector bundle

over M and let γ : [a, b] 7→ M be a continuous curve. Then, there exists an open subset

A ⊆ IR×M containing the graph of γ and a smooth time-dependent local referential of ξ

defined in A.

Proof. We first consider the case thatγ is a smooth curve.
Let us choose an arbitrary connection inξ, an arbitrary Riemannian metricg onM and

a smooth extensionγ : [a − ε, b + ε] 7→ M of γ, with ε > 0. Since the image ofγ is
compact inM , there existsr > 0 which is a normal radius for allγ(t), t ∈ [a− ε, b+ ε].
We defineA to be the open set:

A =
{
(t, x) ∈ IR ×M : t ∈ ]a− ε, b+ ε[, x ∈ Br(γ(t))

}
.
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Let nowX1, . . . , Xk be a referential ofξ alongγ; for instance, this referential can be
chosen by parallel transport alongγ relative to the connection onξ. Finally, we obtain a
time-dependent local referential forξ in A by setting, for(t, x) ∈ A and fori = 1, . . . , k,
Xi(t, x) equal to the parallel transport (relative to the connectionof ξ) of Xi(t) along the
radial geodesic joiningγ(t) andx.

The general case of a continuous curve is easily obtained by adensity argument. For,
let γ : [a, b] 7→ M be continuous and letr > 0 be a totally normal radius forγ(t), for all
t ∈ [a, b]. Let γ1 : [a, b] 7→ M be any smooth curve such thatdist(γ(t), γ1(t)) < r for all
t, wheredist is the distance induced by the Riemannian metricg onM . Then, if we repeat
the above proof for the curveγ1, the open setA thus obtained will contain the graph ofγ,
and we are done.

The abstract result of Lemma 3.1.2 will now be used in the situation that we are interested
in. Namely, let us consider a manifoldM endowed with a smooth distributionD of rank
k.

Let A ⊂ IR ×M be an open set and letX1, . . . , Xn be a time-dependent referential
of TM defined inA. We say that such referential isadapted to the distributionD if
X1, . . . , Xk form a referential forD.

Corollary 3.1.3. Given any continuous curve γ : [a, b] 7→ M , there exists a time-dependent

referential of TM adapted to D defined in an open set A ⊂ IR×M containing the graph

of γ.

Proof. Let D′ be any fixed complementary bundle toD in TM , for instance,D′ can be
chosen to be the orthogonal complement ofD with respect to an arbitrarily fixed Riemann-
ian metric onM . Then apply Lemma 3.1.2 to the vector bundlesD andD′.

3.2. Charts in Ω([a, b],M) adapted to a time dependent referential.

Given a time-dependent referential ofTM defined in an open setA ⊂ IR ×M , we are
going to associate to it a map

B0 : Ω([a, b],M ; Â) 7−→ C0([a, b], IRn),

whereÂ denotes the open subset ofIR × TM given by:

Â =
{

(t, v) ∈ IR× TM : (t, π(v)) ∈ A
}
,(3.2.1)

andC0([a, b], IRn) is the Banach space of continuousIRn-valued functions on[a, b]. We
defineB0 by:

B0(γ) = h,(3.2.2)

whereh = (h1, . . . , hn) is given by

γ̇(t) =

n∑

i=1

hi(t)Xi(t, γ(t)),(3.2.3)

for all t ∈ [a, b]. The mapB0 is smooth; its differential is computed in the following:

Lemma 3.2.1. Let γ ∈ Ω([a, b],M ; Â) and v be C1 vector field along γ. Set h = B0(γ),
z = (dB0)γ(v). We define a time-dependent vector field in A by

X(t, x) =
n∑

i=1

hi(t)Xi(t, x), (t, x) ∈ A(3.2.4)
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and a vector field w along γ by

w(t) =

n∑

i=1

zi(t)Xi(t, γ(t)).(3.2.5)

Given a chart (q1, . . . , qn) defined in an open set V ⊂ M , denote by ṽ(t), X̃(t, q) and

w̃(t) the representation in coordinates of v, X and w respectively. Then, the following

relation holds:

d

dt
ṽ(t) =

∂X̃

∂q
(t, γ(t))ṽ(t) + w̃(t),(3.2.6)

for all t ∈ [a, b] such that γ(t) ∈ V .

Proof. Simply consider a variation ofγ with variational vector fieldv and differentiate
relation (3.2.3) with respect to the variation parameter, using the local chart.

Corollary 3.2.2. Let φ : V 7→ Ṽ ⊂ IRn be a local chart in M , and let X1, . . . , Xn be a

time-dependent referential of TM defined on the open set A ⊂ IR×M . Let B be the map:

B(γ) = (φ(γ(a)),B0(γ)),

defined whenever γ ∈ Ω([a, b],M ; Â) and γ(a) ∈ V .

Then, B is a local chart in Ω([a, b],M) taking values in an open subset of IRn ×
C0([a, b], IRn).

Proof. The differential ofB is given by:

dBγ(v) =
(
dφγ(a)(v(a)), (dB0)γ(v)

)

where(dB0)γ(v) is given in Lemma 3.2.1. By standard results on the existenceand unique-
ness of the solution of a linear differential equation with given initial conditions, it follows
thatdBγ is an isomorphism, henceB is a local diffeomorphism. The injectivity ofB fol-
lows easily from the uniqueness of solutions of ordinary differential equations with given
initial conditions. This concludes the proof.

Now, using the chartB, we can prove thatΩP ([a, b],M,D) has the structure of a smooth
Banach manifold:

Proposition 3.2.3. ΩP ([a, b],M,D) is a submanifold of ΩP ([a, b],M).

Proof. If the referentialX1, . . . , Xn definingB is adapted to the distributionD, then a
curveγ in Ω([a, b],M ; Â) is horizontal if and only ifB0(γ) = h satisfieshk+1 = . . . =
hn = 0. This means that, ifφ is asubmanifold chart for P thenB is a submanifold chart
for ΩP ([a, b],M,D). The conclusion follows from Corollary 3.1.3.

Using the mapB we can now give a good description of the spaceTγΩP ([a, b],M,D).
Let γ ∈ Ω([a, b],M ; Â) and seth = B0(γ). Define a time-dependent vector field

X in A as in (3.2.4). By Lemma 3.2.1, the kernelKer (dB0)γ is the vector subspace
of TγΩ([a, b],M) consisting of thosev whose representation in coordinatesṽ satisfy the
homogeneous part of the linear differential equation (3.2.6), namely:

d

dt
ṽ(t) =

∂X̃

∂q
(t, γ(t))ṽ(t).(3.2.7)

By the uniqueness of the solution of a Cauchy problem, it follows that, for allt ∈ [a, b],
the evaluation map

Ker (dB0)γ ∋ v 7→ v(t) ∈ Tγ(t)M
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is an isomorphism. Therefore, for everyt ∈ [a, b] we can define a linear isomorphism
Φt : Tγ(a)M 7→ Tγ(t)M by:

Φt(v(a)) = v(t), v ∈ Ker (dB0)γ .(3.2.8)

Using the mapsΦt we can give a coordinate free description of the differential of B0, based
on the “method of variation of constants” for solving non homogeneous linear differential
equations.

Lemma 3.2.4. Let γ ∈ Ω([a, b],M ; Â) and v ∈ TγΩ([a, b],M). Set h = B(γ) and z =
(dB0)γ(v). Define the objects X , w and Φt as in (3.2.4), (3.2.5)and (3.2.8)respectively.

Then, the following equality holds:

v(t) = Φt

(
v0 +

∫ t

a

Φ−1
s w(s) ds

)
,(3.2.9)

where v0 = v(a).

Proof. Both sides of (3.2.9) coincide att = a, therefore, to conclude the proof, one only
has to show that its representation in local coordinates satisfies the differential equation
(3.2.6). This follows by direct computation, observing that the representation in local
coordinates of the mapsΦt is a solution of the homogeneous linear differential equation
(3.2.7).

Corollary 3.2.5. Suppose that the referentialX1, . . . , Xn that defines B0 is adapted to D.

Let γ be an horizontal curve in ΩP ([a, b],M ; Â).
Then, the tangent space TγΩP ([a, b],M,D) consists of all vector fields v of the form

(3.2.9), wherew runs over all continuous horizontal vector fields along γ and v0 ∈ Tγ(a)P .

Proof. Follows directly from Lemma 3.2.4, observing thatB is a submanifold chart for
ΩP ([a, b],M,D), as it was remarked in the proof of Proposition 3.2.3, provided that the
chartφ used to defineB is chosen to be a submanifold chart forP .

3.3. Characteristic curves and the critical points of the endpoint map

We have proven thatΩP ([a, b],M,D) is a submanifold ofΩ([a, b],M). In order to study
the differentiable structure of the setΩP,Q([a, b],M,D), we define theendpoint map end :
Ω([a, b],M) 7→M by:

end(γ) = γ(b).

Definition 3.3.1. A curveγ ∈ ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D) is calledregular if the differential atγ
of the restriction ofend to ΩP ([a, b],M,D) is transversal toQ, i.e., if

Im
(
d(end|ΩP ([a,b],M,D))(γ)

)
+ Tγ(b)Q = Tγ(b)M.

The curveγ will be calledsingular if it is not regular.

We recall the definition of transversality for maps between Banach manifolds.

Definition 3.3.2. Let M andN be Banach manifolds andQ ⊂ N a submanifold. A
smooth mapf : M 7→ N is said to betransversal to Q at x ∈ f−1(Q) if Im(df(x)) +
Tf(x)Q = Tf(x)N and if df(x)−1(Tf(x)Q) is a complemented subspace ofTxM. We
say thatf is asubmersion atx ∈ M if f is transversal to{f(x)} atx; f is transversal to
Q (resp., a submersion) iff is transverse toQ (resp., a submersion) at everyx ∈ f−1(Q)
(resp., at everyx ∈ M).
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It is well known (see for instance [6]) that iff is transverse toQ at x, thenf−1(Q)
is a smooth submanifold ofM aroundx. We can now motivate the introduction of the
endpoint map:

Proposition 3.3.3. If γ ∈ ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D) is a regular curve, then ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D)
is a submanifold of ΩP ([a, b],M,D) around γ.

Proof. Clearly,ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D) = (end|ΩP ([a,b],M,D))
−1(Q). If γ is regular, this re-

striction of the endpoint map is easily seen to be transverseto Q at γ, since it has finite
dimensional range.

We want to relate the differential of the endpoint map with the symplectic structure
of TM∗. We denote byDo ⊂ TM∗ the annihilator ofD. The restrictionω|Do of the
canonical symplectic form ofTM∗ to Do is in general no longer nondegenerate and its
kernelKer(ω|Do)(p) at a pointp ∈ Do may be non zero. We say that an absolutely
continuous curveη : [a, b] 7→ Do is acharacteristic curve for D if

η̇(t) ∈ Ker(ω|Do)(η(t)),

for almost allt ∈ [a, b].
We take a closer look at the kernel ofω|Do . Let Y be a horizontal vector field in an

open subset ofM . We associate to it a Hamiltonian functionHY defined by

HY (p) = p(Y (x)),

wherex = π(p). We can now compute theω-orthogonal complement ofTpDo in TpTM
∗.

Recall that~HY denotes the corresponding Hamiltonian vector field inTM∗.

Lemma 3.3.4. Let p ∈ TM∗ and set x = π(p). The ω-orthogonal complement of TpDo in

TpTM
∗ is mapped isomorphically by dπp onto Dx. Moreover, if Y is a horizontal vector

field defined in an open neighborhood of x in M , then ~HY (p) is the only vector in the

ω-orthogonal complement of TpDo which is mapped by dπp into Y (x).

Proof. The functionHY vanishes onDo and thereforeω( ~HY , ·) = dHY vanishes on
TpDo. The conclusion follows by observing that, sinceω is nondegenerate, theω-orthogo-
nal complement ofTpD

o in TpTM
∗ has dimensionk = dim(Dx).

Corollary 3.3.5. The projection of a characteristic curve of D is automatically horizontal.

Moreover, let γ : [a, b] 7→ M be a horizontal curve, let X1, . . . , Xn be a time-dependent

referential of TM adapted to D, defined in an open subset A ⊂ IR ×M containing the

graph of γ. Define a time-dependent vector field X in A as in (3.2.4). Let η : [a, b] 7→ Do

be a curve with π ◦ η = γ. Then η is a characteristic curve of D if and only if η is an

integral curve of ~HX .

Proof. For p ∈ Do, the kernel of the restriction ofω to TpDo is equal to the intersection
of TpDo with the ω-orthogonal complement ofTpDo in TpTM

∗. By Lemma 3.3.4, it
follows that the kernel ofω|Do projects bydπ into D, and therefore the projection of a
characteristic is always horizontal.

For the second part of the statement, observe that fort ∈ [a, b], X(t, ·) is a horizontal
vector field in an open neighborhood ofγ(t) whose value atγ(t) is γ̇(t). Thereforeη̇(t) is
ω-orthogonal toTη(t)D

o if and only if η̇(t) = ~HX(η(t)).

Corollary 3.3.6. Let γ : [a, b] 7→ M be a horizontal curve and X1, . . . , Xn be a time-

dependent referential of TM adapted to D, defined in an open subsetA ⊂ IR×M contain-

ing the graph of γ. LetX be defined as in (3.2.4). A curve η : [a, b] 7→ Do with π◦η = γ is
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a characteristic of D if and only if its representation η̃(t) ∈ IRn∗ in any coordinate chart

of M satisfies the following first order homogeneous linear differential equation:

d

dt
η̃(t) = −

∂X̃

∂q
(t, γ(t))∗η̃(t),(3.3.1)

where X̃ is the representation in coordinates of X .

Proof. Simply use Corollary 3.3.5 and write the Hamilton equationsof ~HX in coordinates.

Differential equation (3.3.1) is called theadjoint system of (3.2.7). It is easily seen that
η̃ is a solution of (3.3.1) if and only if̃η(t)ṽ(t) is constant for every solutioñv of (3.2.7).
From this observation we get:

Lemma 3.3.7. Let γ : [a, b] 7→ M be a horizontal curve and suppose that the referential

X1, . . . , Xn defining Φt in (3.2.8)is adapted to D. Then a curve η : [a, b] 7→ Do with

π ◦ η = γ is a characteristic for D if and only if η(t) = (Φ∗
t )

−1(η(a)) for every t ∈ [a, b].

Proof. By Corollary 3.3.6 and the observation above we get thatη is a characteristic if and
only if η(t)v(t) is constant for everyv ∈ Ker (dB0)γ . The conclusion follows.

We can finally prove the main theorem of the subsection.

Theorem 3.3.8. The annihilator of the image of the differential of the restriction of the

endpoint mapping to ΩP ([a, b],M,D) is given by:

Im
(
d(end|ΩP ([a,b],M,D))(γ)

)o

=
{
η(b) : η is a characteristic for D, η(a) ∈ Tγ(a)P

o and π ◦ η = γ
}
.

(3.3.2)

Proof. By Lemma 3.2.5, we have:

Im
(
d(end|ΩP ([a,b],M,D))(γ)

)
=

{
Φb

(
v0 +

∫ b

a

Φ−1
s w(s) ds

)
: w is a continuous horizontal vector

field alongγ andv0 ∈ Tγ(a)P
}
.

(3.3.3)

By Lemma 3.3.7, ifη is a characteristic withπ ◦ η = γ and withη(a) ∈ Tγ(a)P
o, then

η(b) annihilates the right hand side of (3.3.3). Namely:

η(b)
(
Φb

(
v0 +

∫ b

a

Φ−1
s w(s) ds

))
=

= (Φ∗

b)
−1(η(a))

(
Φb

(
v0 +

∫ b

a

Φ−1
s w(s) ds

)
)

= η(a)

(
v0 +

∫ b

a

Φ−1
s w(s) ds

)
=

∫ b

a

η(a)Φ−1
s w(s) ds

=

∫ b

a

(Φ∗

s)
−1η(a)w(s) ds =

∫ b

a

η(s)w(s) ds = 0.

(3.3.4)

We have to prove that ifη0 ∈ Tγ(b)M
∗ annihilates the righthand side of (3.3.3) then there

exists a characteristicη with π ◦ η = γ, η(a) ∈ Tγ(a)P
o andη(b) = η0.
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Defineη by η(t) = (Φ∗
t )

−1(Φ∗

b (η0)) for all t ∈ [a, b]. By Lemma 3.3.7, we only have to
prove thatη([a, b]) ⊂ Do and thatη(a) ∈ Tγ(a)P

o. Computing as in (3.3.4) withv0 = 0,
we see that, sinceη0 annihilates the righthand side of (3.3.3), then:

∫ b

a

η(s)w(s)ds = 0,

for any horizontal continuous vector fieldw alongγ, which proves thatη([a, b]) ⊂ Do.
Now, settingw = 0 in the righthand side of (3.3.3), we obtain that

η0(Φb(v0)) = η(a)(v0) = 0

for anyv0 ∈ Tγ(a)P , and this concludes the proof.

Corollary 3.3.9. The image of the differential of the restriction of the endpoint mapping

to ΩP ([a, b],M,D) contains Dγ(b).

Proof. By Theorem 3.3.8, the annihilator of the image of the differential of the restriction
of the endpoint mapping toΩP ([a, b],M,D) is contained in the annihilator ofDγ(b). The
conclusion follows.

Corollary 3.3.10. If Q is transverse to D, i.e., TxQ + Dx = TxM for all x ∈ Q,

then every γ ∈ ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D) is regular, and ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D) is a submanifold

of ΩP ([a, b],M,D).

Proof. It follows easily from Proposition 3.3.3 and Corollary 3.3.9.

The next corollary, which is obtained easily from (3.3.2), gives a characterization of sin-
gular curves in terms of characteristics:

Corollary 3.3.11. A curve γ ∈ ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D) is singular if and only if it is the pro-

jection of a non zero characteristic η of D with η(a) ∈ Tγ(a)P
o and η(b) ∈ Tγ(b)Q

o.

Observe that by Lemma 3.3.7 a characteristic either never vanishes or is identically zero.

3.4. Another description of the differentiable structure of ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D)

The setΩP,Q([a, b],M,D) can be thought as the subset ofΩP ([a, b],M,D) consisting of
curves with endpoint inQ, or as the subset ofΩP,Q([a, b],M) consisting of curves that
are horizontal. The first point of view was adopted in subsection 3.3; in this subsection we
consider the second approach.

Lemma 3.4.1. Let M, M1 and M2 be Banach manifolds, with M1 finite dimensional,

and let f : M 7→ M1, g : M 7→ M2 be submersions. Let p1 ∈ M1, p2 ∈ M2

and choose x ∈ f−1(p1) ∩ g−1(p2). Then, f |g−1(p2) is a submersion at x if and only if

g|f−1(p1) is a submersion at x.

Proof. In first place, the closed subspaceKer(df(x)) ∩ Ker(dg(x)) is complemented in
Ker(dg(x)), because it has finite codimension.
SinceKer(dg(x)) is complemented inTxM, it follows thatKer(df(x))∩Ker(dg(x)) is

complemented inTxM, henceKer(df(x))∩Ker(dg(x)) is complemented inKer(df(x)).
It remains to show thatdf(x)|Ker(dg(x)) is surjective ontoTf(x)M1 if and only if

dg(x)|Ker(df(x)) is surjective ontoTg(x)M2. This follows from a general fact: ifT :
V 7→ V1 andS : V 7→ V2 are surjective linear maps between vector spaces, thenT |Ker(S)

is surjective if and only ifKer(T ) + Ker(S) = V . Clearly, this relation is symmetric inS
andT , and we obtain the thesis.
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We now consider ann-dimensional manifoldM , endowed with a smooth distribution
of rankk.

Using Lemma 3.1.2, we describeD locally as the kernel of a time-dependentIRn−k-
valued1-form:

Proposition 3.4.2. Let γ : [a, b] 7→ M be a continuous curve. Then, there exists an open

subset A ⊆ IR × M containing the graph of γ and a smooth time-dependent IRn−k-

valued 1-form θ defined in A, with θ(t,x) : TxM 7→ IRn−k a surjective linear map and

Dx = Ker(θ(t,x)) for all (t, x) ∈ A.

Proof. Let ξ be the subbundle of the cotangent bundleTM∗ given by theannihilator Do

of D. Apply Lemma 3.1.2 toξ and setθ = (θ1, . . . , θn−k), where{θi}
n−k
i=1 is a time-

dependent local referential ofξ defined in an open neighborhood of the graph ofγ.

Let θ andA be as in Lemma 3.4.2, and defineΘ : ΩP,Q([a, b],M ; Â) 7→ C0([a, b], IRn−k)
to be the smooth map:

Θ(γ)(t) = θ(t,γ(t))(γ̇(t)),(3.4.1)

whereÂ ⊂ IR × TM is defined in (3.2.1).
Clearly,ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D; Â) = Θ−1(0).

Proposition 3.4.3. Θ is a submersion.

Proof. Let γ ∈ ΩP,Q([a, b],M ; Â) be a fixed curve; we choose a time-dependent referen-
tial X1, . . . , Xn of TM defined in a neighborhood of the graph ofγ such thatθi(Xj) =
δi,j−k, i = 1, . . . , k andj = k+1, . . . , n. This is easily done by considering an extension
of θ to a basis ofTM∗ (see Lemma 3.1.2), and then taking theXi’s to be a suitable rein-
dexation of the corresponding dual basis. We now consider the chartB of ΩP ([a, b],M)
associated toX1, . . . , Xn constructed in subsection 3.2 (see Corollary 3.2.2). In such a
chart, the mapΘ is simply a projection, and therefore it is a submersion.

It is easy to see that the endpoint map is a submersion onΩP ([a, b],M), hence we have
the following:

Corollary 3.4.4. Let Θ be defined as in (3.4.1). Then, γ ∈ ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D; Â) is regu-

lar if and only if the restriction of Θ to ΩP,Q([a, b],M ; Â) is a submersion at γ.

Proof. It follows easily from Lemma 3.4.1 and Proposition 3.4.3. Toapply Lemma 3.4.1,
we takeM = ΩP ([a, b],M ; Â), M1 = IRn−dim(Q), M2 = C0([a, b], IRn−k), f =
ψ ◦ end, g = Θ, whereψ is a submersion of an open subsetW ⊂ M aroundγ(b) taking
values inIRn−dim(Q) such thatψ−1(0) = Q ∩W .

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 7→ M . We apply
the theory of Section 2 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 7→ IR be a map of classC2 defined in the open setU ; we assume thatL
is hyper-regular in the sense of Definition 2.1.4. LetH0 = L∗ be the Legendre transform
of L, defined in an open subsetV ⊂ IR ×D∗. Define anextension H of H0 by setting:

H(t, p) = H0

(
t, p|D

)
,(4.0.2)

whenever(t, p|D) ∈ V . Observe that the mapsH0 andH are of classC1.
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In this context, we say thatL is a constrained Lagrangian onM , andH is the corre-
spondingdegenerate Hamiltonian.

Given any two submanifoldsP andQ ofM , a constrained LagrangianL onM defines
an action functionalL onΩP,Q([a, b],M,D;U) by formula (2.2.1) whose stationary points
are interpreted as the trajectories of the mechanical systems that we are interested in.

The following is the main result of the section and its proof is given in subsection 4.2:

Theorem 4.0.5. Let M be an n-dimensional manifold, D ⊂ TM be a smooth distribution

of rank k, L : U ⊂ IR × D 7→ IR be a hyper-regular constrained Lagrangian of class

C2, let H0 = L∗ be its Legendre transform and let H be the corresponding degenerate

Hamiltonian as in (4.0.2).
Fix two submanifoldsP andQ ofM and let L be the action functional ofL in the space

ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D;U) defined by (2.2.1). Let γ ∈ ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D;U) be a regular

curve. Then, γ is a critical point of L if and only if it is a solution of H that admits a

Hamiltonian lift Γ such that Γ(a) ∈ Tγ(a)P
o and Γ(b) ∈ Tγ(b)Q

o.

Theorem 4.0.5 is a generalization to the case of constrainedLagrangians of Theo-
rem 2.2.4, where it was required a weaker regularity assumption onL. We emphasize
that the rather awkward regularity assumption made in Theorem 2.2.4 is due to the fact
that the result will be now applied to the case of a Lagrangianwhose regularity in the
variablet is not cleara priori.

The classical example of a constrained hyper-regular Lagrangian functionL is given
by:

L(t, v) =
1

2
g(v, v) − V (π(v)),(4.0.3)

whereg is a smoothly varying nondegenerate inner product onD andV : M 7→ IR is a
map of classC2. A version of Theorem 4.0.5 for Lagrangians of the form (4.0.3), with g
positive definite, is proven in [5, Proposition 3.3].

To see that (4.0.3) defines a hyper-regular Lagrangian, simply observe that the fiber
derivativeFL is given by:

FL(t, v) = g(v, ·).

For such Lagrangians, it is easily computed:

EL(t, v) =
1

2
g(v, v) + V (π(v)), v ∈ D,

H0(t, p) =
1

2
g−1(p, p) + V (π(p)), p ∈ D∗.

(4.0.4)

Theorem 4.0.5 implies that the critical points of the actionfunctionalL are the solutions
of the HamiltonianH given by:

H(t, p) =
1

2
g−1(p|D, p|D) + V (π(p)), p ∈ TM∗.

We emphasize that, in general, a minimum of the action functionalL may not be a regular
curve iΩP,Q([a, b],M,D), and in this situation it may not satisfy the Hamilton equations
ofH . Examples of this phenomenon are given in [7, 9] in the caseV = 0. 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 ofD (see Corollary 3.3.11).
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4.1. Generalized functions calculus

For the proof of Theorem 4.0.5, and also to justify the computation of the Euler–Lagrange
equations (see Remark 2.2.3), we will occasionally have to consider derivatives of func-
tions that are only continuous. These derivatives must be understood in the sense of
Schwarz-distributional calculus. However, the usual definition of distribution as the dual
space of smooth compactly supported maps only allows products of distributions by smooth
maps. To overcome this difficulty, we introduce a calculus for distributions ofstronger reg-
ularity, that are the dual of a space of functions withweaker regularity.

LetV 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 ata and at
b, endowed with the standardCk-norm. We denote byDk([a, b], V ) the dual Banach space
of Ck

0 ([a, b], V ∗). 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 )

defined by

〈f, α〉 =

∫ b

a

α(t) f(t) dt, f ∈ L1([a, b], V ), α ∈ Ck
0 ([a, b], V ∗).

Moreover, we have inclusionsDk →֒ Dk+1 defined by restriction of the functionals. We
summarize these observations by the following diagram:

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

An elementf of any spaceDk([a, b], V ) is called ageneralized function. We sometimes
omit the parameters inCk orDk, whenever there is no risk of confusion.

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

• derivative operation: for f ∈ Dk([a, b], V ), let f ′ be the element inDk+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 7→ U , we definefg ∈ Dk([a, b], U) as follows. The bilinear map
V ×W 7→ U induces a bilinear mapW × U∗ 7→ V ∗ 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 Leibniz rule for derivatives of products holdsfor distributions:

(fg)′ = f ′g + fg′,

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

Lemma 4.1.1. Let f ∈ Dk([a, b], V ) be such that f ′ = 0. Then f 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. Let β0 ∈

Ck
0 ([a, b], IR) with

∫ b

a
β0 = 1; setc = 〈f, β0〉. It is easily seen thatf = c.

For the general case, observe that for allα ∈ V ∗, the productα f ∈ Dk([a, b], IR) has
vanishing derivative, hence it is constant. Sinceα is arbitrary, thenf is constant.

Lemma 4.1.2. Let f ∈Dk([a, b], V ) with k ≥ 1; there exists an elementF ∈Dk−1([a, b],V )
with F ′ = f . If f ∈ D0([a, b], V ), there exists F ∈ L2([a, b], V ) with F ′ = f .

Proof. Consider the mapd : Ck+1
0 7→ Ck

0 given by derivative. It is easily seen that
d is injective, with closed and complemented image. It follows that thetranspose map

d∗ : Dk 7→ Dk+1 is surjective; clearly, the derivative of distributions 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] 7→ V ∗ having square integrable derivative, and such thatα(a) = α(b) = 0.
Again, the derivation mapd : H1

0 7→ L2 is injective and has closed and complemented
image. Therefore, givenf ∈ D0, we can findF ∈ L2∗ ≃ L2 with d∗F = −f |H1

0
. It

follows thatF ′ = f .

Corollary 4.1.3 (Bootstrap lemma). Let f be a generalized function.

1. If f ′ ∈ D0 then f ∈ L2;

2. If f ′ ∈ L2 then f ∈ C0;

3. If f ′ ∈ C0 then f ∈ C1.

Proof. We prove, for example, the first item. By Lemma 4.1.2, we can find F ∈ L2 with
F ′ = f ′. By Lemma 4.1.1, 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 4.1.4. Let λ be a generalized function on [a, b]. Suppose that for all t ∈ [a, b]
there exists ε > 0 such that the restriction λ|[t−ε,t+ε]∩[a,b] is of class Ck, k ≥ 0. Then λ is

of class Ck.

Proof. Consider a partitiona = t0 < t1 < . . . < tr = b such thatfi = λ|[ti,ti+2] is of
classCk for all i = 0, . . . , r − 2. By applyingλ to functions with support contained in
]ti+1, ti+2[, it is easily seen that, for alli, fi ≡ fi+1 in [ti+1, ti+2]. Hence there exists
a Ck mapf on [a, b] such thatf |[ti,ti+2] ≡ fi for all i. It follows thatf agrees withλ
on mapsα with support contained in some interval[ti, ti+2], and such functions span the
entire domain ofλ. This concludes the proof.

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

[a, b] andσ ∈ V , we denote byδσ
t ∈ C0([a, b], V ∗)∗ theDirac’s delta, defined by:

δσ
t (α) = α(t)σ, α ∈ C0([a, b], V ∗).

Lemma 4.1.5. Let λ∈C0([a, b], V ∗)∗ be such that λ vanishes identically onC0
0 ([a, b], V ∗).

Then, there exist σa and σb in V such that:

λ = δσa
a + δσb

b .(4.1.1)
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Proof. The codimension ofC0
0 ([a, b], V ∗) inC0([a, b], V ∗) is2 dim(V ), and so the annihi-

lator ofC0
0 ([a, b], V ∗) inC0([a, b], V ∗)∗ has dimension equal to2 dim(V ). The conclusion

follows immediately from the observation that the elementsδσa
a + δσb

b form a2 dim(V )-
dimensional subspace of such annihilator.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.0.5

The proof of Theorem 4.0.5 is based on the method of Lagrange multipliers, and we start
with the precise statement of the result needed for our purposes.

Proposition 4.2.1. Let M be a Banach manifold, E a Banach space, let F : M 7→ IR

and g : M 7→ E be maps of class C1. Let p ∈ g−1(0) be such that g is a submersion at

p. Then, p is a critical point for f |g−1(0) if and only if there exists λ ∈ E∗ such that p is a

critical point for the functional fλ = 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 proof follows from elementary functional analysis arguments.

The linear functionalλ ∈ E∗ of Proposition 4.2.1 is called theLagrange multiplier of the
constrained critical pointp; it is easily seen that suchλ is unique. We can now prove of the
main result of the section. In the argument we will need a regularity result for a Lagrangian
multiplier, whose proof is postponed to Lemma 4.2.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.0.5. We start by choosing an arbitrary complementary distributionD′

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 smoothly varying positive definite inner productg
on D′ (for the existence ofD′ andg, see for instance the proof of Corollary 3.1.3). Let
πD : TM 7→ D andπD′ : TM 7→ D′ be the projections and letL : U ⊂ IR×M 7→ IR be
theextended Lagrangian defined by:

L(t, v) = L(t, πD(v)) +
1

2
g(πD′(v), πD′(v)),(4.2.1)

where

U =
{
(t, v) ∈ IR × TM : (t, πD(v)) ∈ U

}
.

Then,L is a Lagrangian onM as in Definition 2.2.1; we denote byL the corresponding
action functional inΩP,Q([a, b],M ;U), defined as in (2.2.1).

Let θ andA be as in Proposition 3.4.2,̂A be as in (3.2.1) andΘ as in (3.4.1). Then,γ is
a critical point ofL in ΩP,Q([a, b],M,D;U) if and only if it is a critical point ofL|Θ−1(0).

By Corollary 3.4.4 and Proposition 4.2.1, this is equivalent to the existence ofλ ∈
C0([a, b], IRn−k)∗ such thatγ is a critical point ofLλ = L−λ ◦Θ in ΩP,Q([a, b],M ; Â∩
U).

We will prove in Lemma 4.2.2 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),(4.2.2)

for someC1 mapλ0 : [a, b] 7→ (IRn−k)∗. Therefore,Lλ is the action functional corre-
sponding to the LagrangianLλ in M defined by:

Lλ(t, v) = L(t, v) − λ0(t) θ(t,m)(v), (t, v) ∈ Â ∩ U,(4.2.3)

wherem = π(v).
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We now prove thatL andLλ are hyper-regular and we compute their Legendre trans-
forms. The fiber derivativesFL andFLλ are easily computed as:

FL(t, v) = FL(t, πD(v)) ◦ πD + g
(
πD′(v), πD′(·)

)
,

FLλ(t, v) = FL(t, v) − λ0(t) θ(t,m).
(4.2.4)

The hyper-regularity is proven by exhibiting explicit inverses:

FL
−1

(t, p) = FL−1(t, p|D) + g−1(p|D′),

FL
−1

λ (t, p) = FL
−1

(t, p+ λ0(t) θ(t,m)).
(4.2.5)

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 transformsH andHλ of L andLλ respectively. Using

Definition 2.1.1 and (4.2.4), we compute easily:

ELλ
(t, v) = EL(t, v) = EL(t, πD(v)) +

1

2
g(πD′(v), πD′(v));(4.2.6)

and, using (4.2.5), we therefore obtain:

H(t, p) = H(t, p) +
1

2
g−1(πD′ , πD′),

Hλ(t, p) =H(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′

)
.

(4.2.7)

We now compute the Hamilton equations of the HamiltonianHλ 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:

Hλ(t, p) = H(t, p) +
1

2

n−k∑

i=1

(
p+ λ0(t) θ(t,m)

)
(Xi)

2,(4.2.8)

and, using (2.2.6), the Hamilton equations ofHλ 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

)]
.

(4.2.9)

By Theorem 2.2.4,γ is a critical point ofLλ if and only if it admits a liftΓ : [a, b] 7→ TM∗

satisfying (4.2.9) withΓ(a) ∈ Tγ(a)P
o andΓ(b) ∈ Tγ(b)Q

o.
Now, it follows easily from (4.0.2) that∂H

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

dt
∈ D,

from the first equation of (4.2.9) it follows that(p+λ0 θ)(Xi) = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , n−k.
Setting(p + λ0 θ)(Xi) = 0 in (4.2.9) we obtain the Hamilton equations ofH , which
concludes the proof.

We are left with the proof of theregularity of the Lagrange multiplierλ. We will use the
generalized functional calculus developed in Subsection 4.1.
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Lemma 4.2.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.0.5, using the notations adopted in its

proof, if γ is horizontal and it is a critical point ofL−λ◦Θ for some λ ∈ C0([a, b], IRn−k)∗,

then there exists a C1 map λ0 : [a, b] 7→ (IRn−k)∗ such that (4.2.2)holds.

Proof. We set

λ0 = λ|C0
0 ([a,b],IRn−k) ∈ D0([a, b], (IRn−k)∗);

we first prove the regularity of the generalized functionλ0. To this aim, welocalize the
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 ofL − λ ◦ Θ, by standard computations it follows that the
following equality holds:

∫ d

c

∂L

∂q
(t, q(t), q̇(t)) v(t) +

∂L

∂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,

(4.2.10)

for every vector fieldv of classC1 alongγ having support in]c, d[. In terms of the local

coordinates, the mapsθ, ∂θ
∂q

(·, q̇), ∂L
∂q

and ∂L
∂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)

)
;

•
∂L

∂q
,
∂L

∂q̇
∈ C0

(
[c, d], IRn∗

)
,

where Lin(·, ·) denotes the space of linear maps between two vector spaces.
Using the definition of derivative for generalized functions, from (4.2.10) we get:

〈
−

(
∂L

∂q̇

)′

+
∂L

∂q
− λ0

∂θ

∂q
(·, q̇) + (λ0 θ)

′, v

〉
= 0,(4.2.11)

for everyC1 mapv : [c, d] 7→ IRn having support in]c, d[, and, by density, for every
v ∈ C1

0 ([c, d], IRn). It follows:

−

(
∂L

∂q̇

)′

+
∂L

∂q
− λ0

∂θ

∂q
(·, q̇) + λ′0 θ + λ0 θ

′ = 0.(4.2.12)

LetX1, . . . , 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)

)
.

Multiplying (4.2.12) byX , we obtain:

λ′0 θ(X) + λ0 θ
′(X) − λ0

∂θ

∂q
(X, q̇) +

∂L

∂q
X −

(
∂L

∂q̇

)′

X = 0.(4.2.13)
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Evaluating the first equation of (4.2.4) atXi, by the horizontality ofγ we get:

∂L

∂q̇
Xi = 0, ∀ i = 1, . . . , n− k,(4.2.14)

hence:
(
∂L

∂q̇
X

)′

= −
∂L

∂q̇
X ′ ∈ C0

(
[c, d], (IRn−k)∗

)
.(4.2.15)

Now, considering thatθ(X) is invertible, by (4.2.15) we can write (4.2.12) in the form:

λ′0 = λ0 h1 + h2,(4.2.16)

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

)
andh2 ∈ C0

(
[c, d], (IRn−k)∗

)
.

Applying three times Corollary 4.1.3, from (4.2.16) we conclude thatλ0 belongs to
C1
(
[c, d], (IRn−k)∗

)
. By Lemma 4.1.4,λ0 ∈ C1

(
[a, b], (IRn−k)∗

)
.

By Lemma 4.1.5, 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).(4.2.17)

To conclude the proof we show thatσa = σb = 0. Let’s show for instance thatσa = 0; the
equalityσb = 0 is totally 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 (4.2.10), we get the following equality:

∫ d

a

∂L

∂q
(t, q(t), q̇(t)) v(t) +

∂L

∂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.

(4.2.18)

From Lemma 4.1.3 and formula (4.2.12) it follows that∂L
∂q̇

is of classC1, and we can use
integration by parts in (4.2.18) to obtain an equality of theform:

∫ d

a

u(t) v(t) dt+ σa θ(a,q(a)) v̇(a) = 0,(4.2.19)

for someu ∈ C0([a, d], IRn∗), wheneverv is chosen such thatv(a) = 0. By considering
arbitraryv supported in]a, d[, from (4.2.19) we obtain thatu ≡ 0 in [a, d], so that the
integral in (4.2.19) vanishes for allv. Now, we can choosev with v(a) = 0 and v̇(a)
arbitrary, and from (4.2.19) we obtain thatσa = 0, becauseθ(a,q(a)) is surjective. This
concludes the proof.
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