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Abstract

This paper shows that the time ¢ map of the averaged Euler equations, with
Dirichlet, Neumann, and mixed boundary conditions is canonical relative to a
Lie-Poisson bracket constructed via a non-smooth reduction for the corresponding
diffeomorphism groups. It is also shown that the geodesic spray for Neumann
and mixed boundary conditions is smooth, a result already known for Dirichlet
boundary conditions.

1 Introduction

The role of Hamiltonian structures for evolutionary conservative equations in mathe-
matical physics is well established. In the finite dimensional case, that is, the situation
of ordinary differential Hamiltonian systems, classical symplectic and Poisson geometry
and their Lagrangian counterparts form the framework in which the dynamics is for-
mulated. When dealing with infinite dimensional systems, namely the case of partial
differential equations, one is immediately confronted with serious technical and con-
ceptual difficulties. The main issue is that, with the exception of certain equations in
quantum mechanics, all these PDEs need to be formulated using a weak symplectic form.
Also, for many equations, the time evolution is not smooth in the function spaces that
are natural to the problem. If the system is linear, this corresponds to the fact that the
right hand side of the evolutionary equation is given by an unbounded operator. Unfor-
tunately, there is very little general theory dealing with the natural questions that arise
when working with Hamiltonian PDEs. The first systematic attempt at such a devleop-
ment can be found in Chernoff and Marsden [1974] and more recently, motivated by
questions regarding coherent states quantization, in Odzijewicz and Ratiu [2003]. The
present paper adds to this literature, by presenting a precise Hamiltonian formulation
of an equation appearing in fluid dynamics.

Arnold [1966] has given a Hamiltonian formulation of the Euler equations for an in-
compressible homogeneous perfect fluid (see also Arnold [1989], Arnold [1998], Marsden and Ratiu
[1999]). Ebin and Marsden [1970] have shown that in appropriate Sobolev spaces, the
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Euler equations are the spatial representation of a geodesic spray that coincides with
the dynamics of such a fluid in material representation and that this geodesic spray
is a smooth vector field. In fact, this paper gives a rigorous explanation with all the
analytical details on how one obtains the classical Euler equations as an Euler-Poincaré
equation associated to the group of volume preserving diffoemorphisms; the derivative
loss of the flow occuring in the passage from material to spatial representation is also
explained in this paper. Vasylkevych and Marsden [2004] have given a Hamiltonian
formulation of the Euler equations by carefully analyzing the function spaces on which
Poisson brackets are defined and carrying out a Lie-Poisson reduction that takes into ac-
count all analytical difficulties. They formulate an analytical precise sense in which the
flow of the Euler equations are canonical. The remarkable fact is that the passage from
the previous analytically rigorous Lagrangian formulation to this Hamiltonian picture is
nontrivial, mainly due to the fact that the flow is not C'' from the Sobolev space of the
initial condition to itself. We shall comment below on the exact class of Sobolev spaces
needed in this formulation. A similar analysis can be carried out for the incompressible
non-homogeneous Euler equations due to the resuls of Marsden [1976] which will involve
semidirect product groups.

The first goal of this paper is to carry out the program outlined in Vasylkevych and Marsden
[2004], that is, a non-smooth Lie-Poisson reduction, for another equation appearing in
fluid dynamics that has attracted a lot of attention lately, namely the averaged or a-Euler
equation (Holm, Marsden and Ratiu [1998]). It has been shown in Marsden, Ratiu, and Shkoller
[2000], Shkoller [1998], Shkoller [2000] that these equations, either on boundaryless man-
ifolds or with Dirichlet boundary conditions, have the same remarkable property, namely
in Lagrangian formulation they are smooth geodesic sprays of H'-like weak Riemannian
metrics on appropriate diffeomorphism groups. These equations are intimately related
to the Camassa-Holm equation (Camassa and Holm [1993]) for which this program can
also be carried out. We have chosen to work with the averaged Euler equations because
they have certain technical difficulties not encountered for the homogeneous or inhomoge-
neous Euler equations or the Camassa-Holm equation; besides presenting more technical
problems in several steps, there also appears a one derivative loss when formulating the
precise sense in which they are a Lie-Poisson system and the flow is canonical.

The second goal of the paper is to show that the geodesic spray for Neumann (or
free-slip) and mixed boundary conditions is also smooth. This completes the program
outlined in Marsden, Ratiu, and Shkoller [2000], Shkoller [1998], Shkoller [2000] for these
boundary conditions. This shows in a different way that the averaged Euler equations
are well posed, a result due to Shkoller [2002] who uses one more derivative than the
present paper. We need this result in order to achieve our third goal, namely to carry
out a non-smooth Lie-Poisson reduction for the averaged Euler equations with mixed
boundary conditions.

The plan of the paper is as follows. Section 2 recalls the relevant facts about the av-
eraged Euler equations. Section 3 gives the formulation of the averaged Euler equations
as a smooth geodesic spray of a weak Riemannian metric on an appropirate group of
volume preserving diffeomeorphism. Section 4 gives the precise formulation of the Pois-
son bracket, explicitly defines the correct function spaces on which the Poisson bracket
formula makes sense and satisfies the usual axioms. Section 5 shows that the averaged



Euler equations are Hamiltonian relative to the Poisson bracket defined previously with
Hamiltonian function given by the energy of the weak Riemannian metric. It is also
shown in what function spaces the flow of these equations is a canonical map. The
Lie-Poisson reduction is also carried out explicitly in this section. Section 6 proves the
smoothness of the spray for the averaged Euler equations with mixed boundary con-
ditions and generalizes to this case all the results previously obtained in for Dirichlet
boundary conditions.

We close this introduction by presenting the geometric setting of this paper and
briefly recalling some of the key facts about the Euler equations. Let (M, g) be a C™,
compact, oriented, finite dimensional Riemannian manifold of dimension at least two
with C'* boundary OM. The Riemannian volume form on M is denoted by p and the
induced volume form on OM by py. Let V be the covariant derivative of the Levi-Civita
connection on M.

Let N be another smooth boundaryless manifold. Recall that if s > %dimM then
amap v : M — N is of class H® if its local representative in any pair of charts is of
class H* as a map between open sets of R¥™M and RYI™Y respectively. If s < %dimM
then, in general, a map could be H® in one pair of charts and fail to be H® in another
one. Denote by H*(M,N) :={¢ : M — N | ¢ of class H*} the space of H® maps from
M to N for s > dim M. The set H*(M, N) can be endowed with a smooth manifold
structure (see, e.g., Ebin and Marsden [1970]; Palais [1968]).

Let M denote the boundaryless double of M. Then if s > %dimM + 1 the set

D®:={ne€ H*(M, M) | n: M — M bijective, n~* € H*(M, M)} (1.1)

is a group and a smooth submanifold of H*(M, M). If OM = &, then D* is an open
subset of H*(M, M). By the Sobolev embedding theorem, n € D* and its inverse are
necessarily of class C*. Therefore, n(OM) C OM. The tangent space at the identity
T,D? consists of the H® class vector fields on M which are tangent to OM, denoted by
ﬁ. Let

D, ={neD |nn=n} (1.2)
be the subset of D* whose elements preserve p. As proven in Ebin and Marsden [1970],
the set D}, is a subgroup and a smooth submanifold of D*. The tangent space 1.D;, at the
identity equals Xp; | = {u e Xy | divu = 0}, the vector space of all H® divergence free
vector fields tangent to the boundary. If dim M = 1 each of its connected components
is diffeomorphic to the circle S'. Taking on S' the usual length function, we see that
the volume preserving diffeomorphisms on the circle are rotations. So, in this case we
have for each connected component Dj, = S ! which is not an interesting case. Thus,
since dim M > 2 we always have s > 2.

On X* we can introduce the L? inner product

(1, 0} = /M o) (ulz), () ()

for any u,v € X°. This inner product on X* is the value at the identity of two distinct
weak Riemannian metrics on D?, namely

QO(U)(um Un) = <u77 © 77_17 Uy © 77_1>0
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and

G(n) g ) = [ gl (a). (o))

for any w,, v, € T,D*. Note that G" is right invariant by construction, whereas G is not.
Their pull backs to D;, coincide and yield a right invariant weak Riemannian metric on
Dy,. The Euler equations

Opu(t) + Vypu(t) = — grad p(t)
u(t) € Xy u(0) =up given

are the spatial representation of the geodesic spray on Dj relative to this weak Rie-
mannian metric on D; and this geodesic spray is a smooth vector field on 7D} (see
Ebin and Marsden [1970]). The averaged Euler equations will be presented in the next
section.

2 The geometry of LAE-a equation

In this section we shall quickly review the results of Shkoller [2000] regarding the motion
of the averaged Euler equations. For s > 1 + %dimM we define three subsets of D*
which correspond to various boundary conditions. The Dirichlet diffeomorphism
group is defined by

DSD = {77 e D? | Nom = ZdaM}

The Neumann diffeomorphism group is defined by
Dy :={ne€D’| (Tnom on)™ =0 on IM},

where n denotes the outward-pointing unit normal vector field along the boundary 0M,
and ()" denotes the tangential part to the boundary of a vector in TM|OM. The
mized diffeomorphism group is defined by

DS

mix

= {n € D* | n leaves I'; invariant, nr, = idr,, (T, on)*" =0 on Iy},

where I'; and I'y are two disjoint subsets of 9M such that OM = I'yUI'y; and I'; = OM \Iy;
furthermore, we assume that for all m € I'; we can find a local chart U of M at m such
that U NOM C T;.

The groups D7), D}, and D;, ... are smooth Hilbert submanifolds and subgroups of D*.

The corresponding tangent spaces at the identity are given by
Vi = Tiay Dp = {u € X} | worr = 0},

Vi = Tia,, Dy = {u € X | (Vo)™ + Sp(u) =0 on M},
Viniz = Tiay Di = {u € X} | (Vouyr,)' ™" + Sp(u) = 0 on Ty, r, = 0},

where S, : TOM — TOM is the Weingarten map defined by S,,(u) := —V,n. We can

also form the corresponding sets Dy, ,, D}, y and Dy, ;.. which have the volume-preserving



constraint imposed. These sets are smooth Hilbert submanifolds and subgroups of D;,
and D?. The corresponding tangent spaces at the identity are given by

s . s s _
wD Ed}\{,D/J,D - {u S :{div,H | Ulom = 0}7

;iN = Tia, D MN = {u € X3, A | (V nu|8M)tan + Sp(u) =0 on M},

VZ miz * T‘idMD,u,mim = {u € xdiv N | ( nu|rl)tan + Sn(u) =0 on Fl? Ulry = 0}
Note that, as vector spaces, V}, and V) ,, make sense for r>1,and Vi, V.. V) v and
V,.miz make sense for r > 2 but it is only for s > 1+1dim M that they are the tangent
spaces at the identity to the corresponding dlffeomorphlsm subgroups. If 1 <r < 2 we
set

Vi =X, V)i

mix

={ueXj| ur, =0}

T R T . T —
w,N +— “Mdiv,|» Vu,mix T {u € xdiV,H | Uy, = O}

For an arbitrary constant o > 0, consider on X' the inner product

(u, v)1 ZI/M(g(fﬁ)(U(v‘C)av(v‘C))+2a2§($>(Def(U)($)aDef(v)(fﬂ)))u(fﬂ)a (2.1)

for all u,v € X', where
Vu+ (Vu)
2

is the deformation tensor. In this formula, (Vu)' denotes the transpose of the
(1,1)-tensor Vu relative to the metric g, that is, g(V,u,w) = g(v, (Vu)(w)), for all
u,v,w € X'. The symbol § denotes the naturally induced inner product on (1,1)-
tensors; in coordinates, if R, S are (1,1)-tensors then g(R, S) = guwg’' RSy = Tr(R"- S).
This inner product induces by right translations a right invariant weak Riemannian
metric on D}, .. given by

G'(n)(uy,vy) == (uyon~ v, on™ 1) (2.3)

Def (u) = (2.2)

for u,,v, € T,D;

wmix*

We shall use throughout the paper the index lowering and raising operators b : X —
Q! and f:=b"!: Q! — X induced by the metric g, that is, v’ := g(u, -) for any u € X.
Our conventions for the curvature and the Ricci tensor and operator are

R(u,v) :=V,V, = V,Vy = Viuy
R(u,v,w, 2) := g(R(u, v)w, 2)
Ricci(u, v) := Tr(w — R(w, u)v)
g(Ric(u), v) := Ricci(u, v)
Let ¢ be the codifferential associated to g. We denote by

Au = —[(d6 + 6d)u’]*



the usual Hodge Laplacian on vector fields and let
A, = A+ 2Ric
be the Ricct Laplacian. We shall also need the operator
L:= A, +graddiv.
wich appears in the following formula (Shkoller [2000])

(u,v); = {(1 — a*L)u, v, for all u,v € V2,

(2.4)

that will be used many times in this paper. For completeness we shall provide below a
complete proof. Denote by %CQ(U ) the C? vector fields on an open subset U of M. We
begin with the following.

Lemma 2.1 (Weitzenbock formula) Let {e; | i =1,...n} be a local orthonormal frame
on an open subset U of M. Then on %CQ(U) the following identity holds:

A=V —Ric (2.5)

where V2. . = V¢ Ve, = Vy, ., is the second covariant derivative. In particular we
remark that vgm does not depend on the local orthonormal frame and so can be defined
globally on M.

Proof : We will use the formula da = —i.,(V.,«) where {e;} is a local orthonormal
frame on an open subset U of M and « is a k-form (see Petersen [1997]). We also need
the identities da(u, v) = (V,a)(v) — (V,a)(u) where a is a one-form and V,2° = (V,v)°
for any vector fields u,v on M. Let u € ¥°°(U) and recall that du’ = — div(u) . On U
we have :

d(0u’)(v) = —d(div(u))(v) = —d(9(Veu, €))(v) = —g(V, Ve, ) = 9(Veu, Voey).

We also have:

5(du’)(v) — i, (Ve,(du’)) (v) = =V, (du’) (e;, v)

= —V, (du’(e;,v)) + du’(V.,e;,v) + du’(e;, Vev)

= -V, (Veiub(v) — Vvub(ei)) + Vveieiu"(v) — Vvub(Veiei)
+Ve '’ (Ve,v) — Vveivub(ei)

= =V, (g(Veu,v)) + Ve, (9(Vyu,e;)) + g (Vvel,eiu, v) — g (Vyu, Ve,e)
+9 (Ve,u, Ve,v) — g (Vveiv% ei)

= —9(Ve,Veu,v) = g(Ve,u, Vev) + 9(Ve, Vyu, ;) + g(Vou, Ve,e)
+g (Vveieiu, v) — g (Vou,Vee;) + g (Veu, Ve,v) — g (Vveivu, ei)

= —g (ngu, v) +9(Ve,Vou,e;) — g (Vvel,vu, ei) .



Using the formula for the curvature R and the Ricci curvature we obtain

—(dd+8d)w’(v) = g(VZ . u,v) = g(Rlei,v)u, &) + g(Veu, Vaes) + 9(V,eu, €)
= ¢(V2 ,u.v)— Ricci(u,v) +0
= g(V? .u—Ric(u),v).
The fact that ¢(Veu,Vye;) + g(Vy,e,u,€;) = 0 can be simply proved pointwise at
x € M, assuming Ve;(z) = 0. (See Petersen [1997] p.176/7 for a proof for a general
local orthonormal frame). H

Lemma 2.2 For all u,v € X°° (M) we have
div(V,u) = Tr(Vu - Vo) + Ricci(u, v) + g(grad div(u), v)

Proof : We shall prove the identity at a fixed point € M so we can choose a local
orthonormal frame {e;} such that Ve;(x) = 0. For the (1,1) tensor Vu we shall use the
notation Vu(v) := V,u. At x we have :

Tr(Vu - Vo) + Ricci(u, v) = g (Vu (Vo(e)) ,ei) + g (R(e;, v)u, e;)
=g (Vveivu, ei) + 9 (Ve,Vou,€;) — g (Vo Veu, ;) — g (Vie, o us €)
= g(Ve,Vou,e;) —g(V,Veu,e;) because Vv =le;,v]at x
= g(Ve,Vou,e;) — Vio(9(Ve,u, ) + g(Ve,u, Vye;)
= div(V,u) — d(div(u))(v) + 0
= div(V,u) — g(grad div(u), v)

We can do that at each x so the identity is proved. B

We shall denote below by T'Y*(L(TM,TM)) the L? sections of the vector bundle
L(TM, TM) s M.

Lemma 2.3 Consider on T'Y*(L(TM, TM)) the L* inner product

(R7 S)O = g(Rv S):U’
M
Then the following identities hold:
(1) For allu,v € ¥°° (M) :

(Vu, Vo)o = / g(Vau,v) g — ((A + Ric)(u), v)g

oM
(Vu, (Vo)) = /aM g(Vyu,n)uy — ((Ric+ grad div) (u), v)o.
(2) For all u,v € X{*(M) :

—2(Def(u), Def(v))o = (L(u),v)o — / g (Vow)' ™ + S, (u), v) po.

oM

Here n denotes the outward-pointing unit normal vector field along the boundary OM .
We let S, : TOM — TOM be Weingarten map defined by S,(u) := =V ,n. The symbol
(L)' denotes the tangential part to the boundary of a vector in TM|OM.
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Proof : (1) Let {e;} be a local orthonormal frame on an open subset U of M. Recall
the formula div(fu) = fdiv(u) + df (u). On U we have :

3(Vu, Vo) = Tr((Vu)' - Vv) = g(Vu,V.v)

= d(g(Ve,u,v))(e;) — g(Ve,Ve,u,v)

= div(g(Veu,v)e;) — g(Veu,v) divie;) — g(Ve, Ve,u, v).
Using the relation V¢ e; = >, g(Ve,e;, €;)e; in the third equality below, we get

g(veiua U) div(ei) = g(VEiu’ U)g(vej'eia ej) = _g(VEiua U)g(eia vejej) = g(vvejej'ua U)
and hence we conclude
§(Vu, Vo) = div(g(Veu, v)e;:) — g(Ve, . u,0)
= div(g(Ve,u,v)e;) — g((A + Ric)(u),v) (2.6)

because of formula (2.5). We remark that the vector field g(V.,u,v)e; does not depend

on the choice of the local orthonormal frame, so it defines a vector field on M. Denote
by w this vector field. We obtain from (2.6) using Stokes’ theorem:

(Vu, Vo), = /Mg(Vu,Vv):/Mdiv(w)u—/Mg((A%—Ric)u,v)u
= [ gtwmo = (A + Rio)u). o

On U we have g(w,n) = g(g(Ve,u,v)e;,n) = g(Vyu,v). So the first identity is proved.
We proceed similarly with the proof of the second identity. We have:
g(Vu, (Vo)) = Tr(Vo-Vu) = g(e;, Vv, uv)
d(g(ei, v))(Ve,u) = g(Vy, uéi, )
= div(g(ei, v)Veu) — g(ei,v) div(Ve,u) — g(Ve,, u€i, v).
Using the formula div(V.,u) = Tr(Vu - Ve;) + Ricci(u, e;) + g(grad div(u), ;) proved in
Lemma 2.2, we obtain
glei,v)div(Veu) = gle;,v) Tr(Vu - Ve;) + g(e;, v)g((Ric+ grad div)(u), e;))
= g(e;,v) Tr(Ve; - Vu) + g((Ric + grad div)(u), v)
= g(ei,v)9(Vv, uei, €;) + g((Ric+ grad div)(u), v)
—g(ei,v)g(ei, Vo, u€;) + g((Ric+ grad div)(u), v)
= —9(v,Vy,u€;) + g((Ric+ grad div)(u), v).
Thus §(Vu, (Vv)t) = div(g(e;, v)Ve,u) — g((Ric+ grad div)(u), v). As before, the vector

field w := g(e;, v)V,,u does not depend on the choice of the local orthonormal frame.
We obtain :

(Vu, (Vo)h)y = /ME(VU, (Vv)t):/Mdiv(w)u—/Mg((Richgraddiv)(u),v),u

= /é)Mg(w, n)ps — ((Ric+ grad div)(u), v)o
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by Stokes’ theorem. On U we have g(w,n) = g(g(e;,v)Veu,n) = g(Vyu,n). So the
second identity is proved.
(2) Using the two formulas in part (1) and the defintions

Vu+ (Vu)

Defu =
efu 5

and L = A+ 2Ric+ graddiv

a direct computation gives

—2(Def u, Defv)g = (L(u),v) — /

oM

Q(Vnuav)ua—/ 9(Vou,n)py.

oM

If u,v are tangent to the boundary, then on OM we get the relations ¢g(V,u,v) =
g((Vau)'er,v) and g(Vyu, n) = d(g(u,n))(v)—g(u, Von) = 04g(u, Sy(v)) = g(Sp(u),v). B

Now we shall prove the following useful Lemma.

Lemma 2.4 (1) Forr > 1, L: X" — X"? is a continuous linear map.
(2) For all u,v € V. with r > 2 we have

(u,v)1 = {(1 — a®L)u, v)o.

Proof : The first part is a direct verification. To prove the second we use the preceding
Lemma to obtain (u,v); = ((1 — a2L)u,v), for all u,v € V. . By the Sobolev embed-
ding theorem, the identity holds for all u,v € V5., s > 1dimM + 2. Using the fact that
Vs . is dense in V2, with the H? topology, and the fact that (, )o,{, )1, and L are
continuous on X?, the identity holds for vector fields in VZ,,. B

Using the previous lemma and solving a boundary value problem we can prove (see
Shkoller [2000]) that for » > 1 the linear map

(1—a?L): V. — X2

miT
is a continuous isomorphism with inverse

(1—a?L)™t:x2— vy .
We recall from Shkoller [2000] the two principal results concerning the geometry of the
Lagrangian averaged Euler equation (LAE-«).

Theorem 2.5 (Stokes decomposition) Forr > 1 we have the following ( , )1—orthogonal
decomposition.:

P =V @ (1 —aPL) P grad H (M)

miz Hymix

We denote by Pe : V5w — Vi 0w the projection onto the first factor (Stokes projector).
Then

P.TD:,..|D: .. — TD?

H,maT H,maz

defined by P(uy) = [Pe(u,on=)] on, is a C> bundle map.



Theorem 2.6 Let n(t) € D;, p be a curve in D;, , and let u(t) := TRyp-1(n(t)) =
n(t)on(t)™" € Vs . Then the following properties are equivalent :
(1) n(t) is a geodesic of (D}, ,G")
(2) u(t) is a solution of LAE-«v :
(1= a2A)0u(t) + Vg [(1 — a2A)u(t)] — a?Vau(t)' - Agu(t) = — grad p(t)
(3) u(t) is a solution of :
du(t) + Pe (Vauu(t) + F*(u(t)) =0 (2.7)
where F* :=U"+ RV, , — V}, with :
U (u) = (1 — L) a? Div(Vu - Vu' + Vu - Vu — Vu' - Vu) (2.8)
RO(u) = (1 — a?L) La? ( Tr (V.(R(, u)u) + R(-, u)V.u + R(u, V.u) - )
— (V, Ric)u — V' - Ric(u)) (2.9)
(4) V(t) :=n(t) (Lagrangian velocity) is a solution of :
V() =S8'(V(t))
where S* € X7 (T'D;, ) is the geodesic spray of (D, , G").
In part (3), Div denotes the divergence of a (1, 1)-tensor :
Div(S) := (V,,S)(e;)

for {e;} a local orthonormal frame. In the last section we will generalise the previous
theorem to the case of Neumann and mixed boundary conditions.

3 Geodesic spray and connector of (D;, 5, Gl

In this section we shall give the formula of the geodesic spray S' and the connector
K' of the weak Riemannian metric G' on D;, p- Recall that the geodesic spray is the
Lagrangian vector field on T'D;, ;, associated to the Lagrangian L : TD;, , — R given
by L(u,) = 261 (n)(uys ), that is

ig1Qp = dL

where €y is the weak symplectic form associated to L, that is, the pull back by the
Legendre transformation defined by L of the canonical weak symplectic form on 7"Dy, ,,
(see, e.g. Marsden and Ratiu [1999]). So the integral curves of the geodesic spray are
V(t) = n(t) where n(t) is a geodesic of (D5, 5, G"). Using that u(t) := 7(t) on(t)~" is a
solution of (2.7) we will prove the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1 The geodesic spray of (D5 ,G') is given by :
S'(uy) = TP(S o u, — Ver,, (?a(un)))

where F* (uy) := F*(u,on~") on and S is the geodesic spray of (M, g) and Ver,, (v,) €
T.,(TD;, p) is the vertical lift of v, € T,D;, , at u, € T,D;, p, that is,

d
Ver,, (v,) = —

o (uy + toy).

t=0

Proof : Let n(t) be a goedesic of (D, 5, G"). Then u(t) := 7(t) o n(t)~" is a solution of
Oyu(t) + Pe(Vuwu(t) + F*(u(t))) = 0.

We have V (t) = n(t) = u(t) on(t). In the following computation we denote by u(t) the

t-derivative of u(t) thought of as a curve in T'D;, ,. However, u(t) € V; |, for all ¢ and

therefore, one can take the derivative dyu(t) of u(t) as a curve in the Hilbert space V p,.

The relation between these two derivatives is 1(t) = Ver,y (Jyu(t)) using the standard

identification between a vector space and its tangent space at a point. Differentiating
V(t) and using the preceding equation we obtain

V(t) = T(u(t))on(t)+u(t)on(t)
T(u(t)) o n(t) + Veryw (Ou(t)) o n(t)
= T(u(t)) on(t) — Veryw) (Pe(Vuwu(t) + F(u(t)))) o n(t).

We conclude that
S'ug) = T(uyon™)ouy = Veryoy1 (Pe(Vuyon-1 (g on™") + F(uyon™))) o
= Tuouon—Ver, (P(Vyu+ F*(u))on where u:=u,on '€V .
Now it suffices to prove that for all u € V; , we have :
(1) TP(Tuou)=Tuowu and
(2) TP(Ver,(Vou+ F(u))) = Very(P.(Vou + F(u))).

(1) Let c(t) be a curve in D;, , such that ¢(0) = idy and ¢(0) = u. Let d(t) :=uoc(t).
Then we have d(0) = u and d(0) = Tu o u. We get

TP(Tuou) = % . Pluoc(t)) = % . Pe(u) o c(t)
d
= —| woc(t)=Tuou.
dt],—
(2) Let v := V,u + F(u) € Vi . We get
_ _/d d| =
TP(Very(v)) = TP( 7| (u+tv)) = qi| Pt

d

pn (u+tP.(v)) = Very(P.(v)).

t=0
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So, using right-invariance of TP in the second equality below and the expression of the
spray S on (M, g), namely S ou = Tuou — Ver,(V,u), we obtain
S'(u,) = TP(Tuou— Ver,(V,u+ F*(u)))on
TP[(Twou— Ver,(V,u)) on — Ver,(F*(u)) o n]
= TP(Sowuon— Ver, (F*(u)on))
= TP(Sou,— Ver,, (F* (uy))). M

Recall that locally the expressions of the geodesic spray and the connector of a
Riemannian manifold are given by

81 (777 u) = (777 u,u, _Fl(n) (u7 u))
and
K (n,u,0,w) = (n,w+ T (n)(u,0))

where the symetric bilinear map I''(n) is the Christoffel map of the Riemannian metric.
Using these formula and the previous Lemma we obtain the global expression of K'
below.

Lemma 3.2 The connector K* : TTD;, , — TD;, 1, of (D}, p,G') is given by :
KN(X0) = P(K 0 Xoy 4 5 (p | (X,). Ty (X)),

where

5 (g, vn) o= %(f“wn o) = F )~ F(wy),

Toe : TD,, p = D} p and : TTD,, p, — TD,, , are tangent bundle projections,

and K : TTM — TM is the connector of (M, g).

Proof = Let n € D5, p, uy, v, € T,D;, p, and w, € T, Dp. We write S%(u,) := S ou, (in
case M has no boundary, S° is the geodesic spray of (D*,G")).
In local representation we have (with (n,u), (n,v), (n,w) the local expressions of

u777 Um w77>:

S'(n,u) = (9, u,u, =T (n)(u,u)),i = 1,2 where I'" are the Christoffel maps,

F(nu) = (1, Frpe(n,u)) and F°((n, 1), (0,0)) = (1, Tpoe(n) (u, v)),

Ver ) (F (0, 1) = (0, 4,0, Froe(n, u)),

ﬁ(nv u) = (7]7 floc(nu u))7

Tﬁ(TL u,v, ’UJ) - (777 flOC(n7 U,), v, DﬁlOC(nu U) (Uv ’LU)) - (777 u,v, ﬁloc(”? w))
Thus we find

S'(n,u) = TP(S(n,u) — Ver(.(F (n,u))) by Lemma 3.1

(n
= TP(n,uu,~°()(u, 1) = Froe(n, u))
= (n,u,u Ploc (FO(U (u7u) _'_floc(n? ))) :

12



We deduce that ' (1) (u, u) = P (T°(n)(u,u) + Fp.(n,u)) and then that

() (u, 0) = Proe(T(0) (1, 0) + Froe(n) (u, 0))-

Thus, with u,, v, w, € T;D;, p, we obtain

K (n,u,0,w) = (n,w+T"(n)(u,v))
= (w4 Proc (L) (1,0) + Froe(n) (u,0)))
= P ((n.w+T(n)(u,v)) + (1, Tpoe(n) (1, v)))
= P(K°(n,u,v,w)+F ((n,u), (n,0))),

where K°(X,, ) := Ko X, with K : TTM — TM the connector of (M,g). A
globalisation of the previous formula gives the result :

Kl(Xun) = 5<K0X“n +§Q(WTDS D(Xun)vTTFDS D(X“n>))' u

4 The Lie-Poisson structure of LAE-a equation

In this section we shall define a Lie-Poisson bracket on a certain class of functions
on V) p, ifr > s> %dimM + 1 and shall specify precise sharp conditions on their
smoothness class. In particular, we shall also determine the conditions under which the
Jacobi identity holds.

Let s > %dimM + 1. Because of the existence of the geodesic spray S' of the weak
Riemannian Hilbert manifold (D;, ;,,G") and the fact that the inclusion b : T, D5, , —
1D 1 is dense, we can use the results of section 4 in Vasylkevych and Marsden [2004].
Therefore, by those results, 7D}, ;, carries a Poisson structure in the precise sense given
there. To give it explicitly in our case for the metric G' we need a few preliminaries.

It F:TD, , — Ris of class C"' we define the horizontal derivative of F' by

OF s *TY8
Gy IDin = TPl
by
oF d
<a—n(u77>7v17> T E o F(fy(t)%

where () is the duality paring and y(t) C T'D;, ;, is a smooth path defined in a neighbor-
hood of zero, with base point denoted by n(t) C D;, p, satisfying the following conditions:

e 7(0) = u,
e 1(0) = v,

e v is parallel, that is, its covariant derivative of the G' Levi-Civita connection
vanishes.

13



The vertical derivative
oF

ou

of F'is defined as the usual fiber derivative, that is,

)=
ou ") dt,,

These derivatives naturally induce corresponding functional derivatives relative to the
weak Riemannian metric G!. The horizontal and vertical functional derivatives

:TD;, p — 1D, p

F(u, + tu,).

0F OF

517 o TDZD—>TDZD

are defined by the equalities

7w () = (L) ewd G0 () = (Lo,

for any u,, v, € TD;, . Note that due to the weak character of G!, the existence of the

fucntional derivatives is not guaranteed. But if they exist, they are unique.
We define, for k > 1 and r,t > %dimMjL 1:

OF OF

k t k t
CHTD, ) = {Fec (TDuD)‘EI g

TD, TD;,D} .

With these definitions the Poisson bracket of F,G € C}(TD!, ;) is given by

(6 () =00 (G (). 5ot ) = 00 (G (). o)) ()

As in the case of Euler equation (see Vasylkevych and Marsden [2004]) we have the
following result.

Proposition 4.1 Let mg : TD;, , — V;, D be definied by Tr(u,) == u, on~'. Let F; be

the flow of S' and F,:=mroF,. Then F, is the flow of LAE-a equation. Moreover we
have the following commutative diagram :

an lm

Vip . Vip
Proof : Let u € V5, and V(t) = Fy(u). Then V is an integral curve of S' with

initial condition u. Note that F,(u) = mz(V(t)) = V(£) o n(t)~", where 5(t) is the base
point of V(t), which by Theorem 2.6 (1) is the geodesic of S'. Therefore, by Theorem
2.6 (2), Fi(u) is the integral curve of LAE-a with initial condition w.

14



We still need to show that ﬁ} omr = mr o F}. Indeed, since S! is a right invariant
vector field, its flow F} is right equivariant and we conclude

(ﬁ’t omg)(uy) = (g o Fyomg)(u,) = (mg o Fy o TR,-1)(uy,)
= (mpo TR,-1 0 Fy)(uy,) = (g o Fy)(u,). B

We shall need later the fact that 7z € C*(T DZJ}’;, Vi p) so if k=0 then 7p is only
continuous.

Our goal is to first study the Lie-Poisson structure of V; j, and secondly to show in

what sense the maps F}, 7, F, are Poisson maps. We begln with the definition of some
function spaces needed later when we introduce the relevant Poisson bracket.

Definition 4.2 Let s > %dimM + 1.
(1) Fork,t > 1 and r > s define:

Coi(Vip) ={f € C*"Vip)3f: Vi p — V,p} and C{(V;p):=Cl(V; p)

where 0 f is the functzonal derwatz've of f with respect to the inner product (| >1:
(0f(u),v)1=Df(u)(v), Vu,veV,p

(2) For k>0, 17> s, andt > 1 define:

K Vip) =A{f € Ci (Vi p)lof € C* (V) p, V,.p)} and K*(V; p) = K5 ,(V;i p)-
(3) Let k 2 1, 7>s, and t > $dim M + 1. The Poisson bracket on CF( uD) is
defined by:

{f, 935 (W) = (u, [6g(u), 6 f (W)])1, Yu€ V). (4.2)
Remark When ¢ > %dimM + 2 we have
{f, 935 (w) = (u, [6g(u), 6 f ()] i)t

where [, ]F._ is the right-Lie bracket on the “Lie-algebra” of D* 5.p- We recognize the
classical Lie-Poisson bracket.

Theorems 4.6 and 4.7 will summarize the properties of this Poisson bracket. In the
proofs we will use the three following Lemmas.

Lemma 4.3 Let s > %dimM + 1.
(1) Let u € X3, | and v,w € X°. Then:

<U7 vuw>0 - —(VHU,’(U)(]
(2) Let w,v € V5, and w € Vp,. Then:
(v, Vyw), = —(V,v + D¥(u,v),w),

where D* : Vi , X V; , — Vi, is the bilinear continuous map giwen by

D*(u,v) == a*(1 — a2£)_1<Div(Vv -Vu' + Vo - Vu)
+ Tr (V.(R(-,w)v) + R(-,u)V.0)
+ grad ('Tr(Vu - Vo) 4 Ricci(u, v)) — (V, Ric)(v))
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Proof : The first part follows by an integration by parts argument which is justified since
all vector fields are of class C'! by the Sobolev embedding theorem. Indeed, integrating
the identity £,(g9(v,w)) = Vu(g9(v,w)) = g(V,v,w) + g(v, V,w) and using £,p =
(divu)p = 0 we get

<Vuv,w>o+<v,vuw)0:/J\/[g(Vuv,w)u+/ g (v, Vyw) p

M

:/Mi?u(g(v,w))uz/Mi?u(g(v,w)ﬂ):/Mdiu(g(vjw)ﬂ)
:/aMiu(g(v,w)u):/ o(0, w)g(e, myiy = 0

oM

by the Stokes theorem and the hypothesis that g(u,n) =0 on OM.
For the second part we will use the following formula (see Lemma 3 in Shkoller
[2000)): for all w € V5 1, and v € V;, j,, 7 > 5 dim M + 3 we have:

(1—a?L)'V,[(1 — a?A,)v] = Vo + D*(u,v) (4.3)
Using Lemma 2.4, the first part, and formula (4.3) we obtain for u € V;, ,,w € V},
and v € V), p,r > §dim M + 3:
(v, Vaw), = {((1—a®A)v, V)
= —(V,[(1—=a2A)v], w)o
= —{(1 =a2L) 'V, [(1 — a?A)v], w),
= —(Vu +D%u,v),w);.

Using the fact that v € V] ,r > % dim M +3 is dense in V;, ;,, and the fact that ()., V,
and D are continuous on V; ;, we obtain that

(v, Vyw)y = —(V,v +D%(u,v),w)y, for all u,v € V; p and w € V). B

Lemma 4.4 Let s > %dim]\%jL 1. Let B* : VZB x X5 — VZB the continuous bilinear
map given by
B*(v,w) := Pe(1 — L) (V' - (1 — a*A,)v).

Then we have

(v, Vyw); = (B*(v,w), u),
for allu €V} p,r >3 1dim M, and for all v € Vs ", and w € X°.

Proof : Using Lemma 2.4 and the Stokes decomposition (see Theorem 2.5), we obtain:

(v, Vow), = {((1—a?A)v, V)
= (Vu'- (1 —a?A)v, u)g
= (- ) HVaw' - (1—a?A)v), uh
= (P.(1—aL) " (Vuw'- (1 —a?A,)v),u);. A
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Lemma 4.5 Let s > 3dim M +1. Let k > 1 and f € C*(V5 1)) be such that there exists
of € C'(V, p,Vip)r>s,t>1. Then:

(Do f(u)(v),w)r = (Do f(u)(w),v)1,Yu,v,w €V, p

Proof : The proof is similar to that of Lemma 5.5 in Vasylkevych and Marsden [2004].
We have

(DSF()(w), w)r = L (54 )= o DF(o+ tu)w)
t=0 t=0
d d
= @ szof(v+tu+sw)
d d
= W tzof(v+tu+sw)

= (Ddf(u)(w),v),. W
Theorem 4.6 Let s > %dimM +1and k> 1. Then:

{, }i 3’Ck( i,D) X ’Ck( Z,D) — ’Clstisa( Z,D)

and for all u € VSJE)I we have

0({f. 9} (1) = Pe(Vig)0.f (1) = Visadg(u)

+ Dég(u) (Pe (Vspwyu+ D6 f (u),u)) + B*(u, 0 f(u))

— Do f(u) (Pe (Vaguyu + D*(0g(u), u)) + B*(u, dg(u))
Proof : Let h:={f,g}}. We have to show that h € ICSJrl s-1Vip)-
e Let’s show that h € C*(V3 ).
We have h(u) = (u, V)0 f(u))1 — (u, Vspuydg(u))1. Using the facts that V : Vs, x
Vip — Vitand ()1 : V5! x V5! — R are bilinear continuous maps, and that
5f, dg € C’k( 0 Vip) by hypothe51s we obtain the result.
e Let’s show that i € C*(V; ) admits a functional derivative 6h € C*~ 1(V;J},1, Vi ).

Let u,v € Vf;rDl. Using Lemmas 4.4, 4.3, and 4.5 we obtain:

Dh(u)(v) = (v, Vg0 f(u))1 + (U, Vpsg(uyw) 0 f (u))1
+ (U, Vg Do f(u)(v))1 — (f > g)
= (v, Pe(Vig(uy0 f (u)))1 + (B*(u, 6 f(u)), Dég(u)(v))

— (Vsgyu +D(dg(u), u), Déf(u)(v))1 — (f < 9)

= (0, Pe(Vsguyd f(u)))1 4+ (Ddg(u)(B*(u,d f(u))

— (D f(u) (Pe (Vsgayu + D*(0g(u), u))) ,v

Thus we conclude that the functional derivative exists and equals

0h(u) = Pe(Vig(u)0.f (1) = Virwdg(u))
+ D6g(u) (P. (Vssuyu+D*(0f(u), u)) + B*(u, 5 f(
— Do f(u) (Pe (Vsgayu +D*(dg(u), u)) + B*(u, 5g(u))

<
=
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A meticulous analysis show that dh € C*~ 1(VS+1 V;‘Dl). [

With all these preparations we can now establish the precise sense in which (4.2) is
a Lie-Poisson bracket.

Theorem 4.7 Let s,t > + sdim M+ 1,7 > s, and k > 1.
(1) { . }L is R-bilinear cmd anti-symmetric on CF, (V5 ) x CF (V5 p).
(2) {, }L is a derivation in each factor:

{fgah'}—i- {fah}+g+f{g’h}+>vf g,hGCft( )

(3) If s > sdim M + 2, { , }, satisfies the Jacobi identity:
For all f,g,h € KF(V: 1) and u € V375 we have:

{f g B3 () + {g, {hy S () + {h {933} (w) = 0

Proof: (1) This is obvious.

(2) A direct computation, using Lemma 4.3, the fact that for all f, g € ijft( D) We
have fg € CF,(Vs ), and the relation §(fg)(u) = df(u)g(u) + f(u)dg(u) proves the
required identity.

(3) Let f,g,h € KF(V5p), and w € V'), By Theorem 4.6 we obtain {g,h}} €

Kt (Vip) CcChy o 1(VMD). Since s — 1 > 5 dim M + 1 we can compute the expres-

sion {f {g,h}1}} (u). Using Lemmas 4.4, 4.3, and 4.5 we obtain:

{f.{g, Wi (w)
= (u, [0{g. h}} (), 0 f (w)]):
U, Vg nyt wy0f (w)1 — (u, Vs odg, h¥(u))y
(a8 (1)), 8{g. b} ()} + (Vg + D*(5f(u). u). 5{g. B} (),
519, hYL (1), B (1, 6£(w) + Pe (Vapayte + D6 (w), )}y
0{g. h}y(u), By)s,
where we denoted, for convenience, By := B*(u, 0 f(u)) +Pe (Vspwyu + D*(6f(u), u)) €
V.. p- Using the formula in Theorem 4.6 this equals
(Pe(Vinu)0g(u) = Vig)oh(u)), B
+(Doh(u) (Pe (Vsgu + D*(0g(u),u)) + B*(u,dg(w))) , Beh
— (Ddg(u) (Pe (Vonwu + D(6h(u),u)) + B*(u,6h(w))) , Bs)
= ([0h(w), dg(w)], B (u, 0 f (w)) + Vsswyu +D(0f (u), )1 + Digs — Dony,

where we denote
Digy = (Doh(u) (Pe (Vsg(yu + D*(0g(u),u)) + B*(u,dg(u)) , By)1.
Note that by Lemma 4.5, we have Djy¢ = Dprg. Using Lemma 4.4 and 4.3 this equals
(Visnu).sgn0.f (W), upr = (Vs [0h(u), 6g(w)], u)r + Digr — Dgny

= ([[0h(w), 0g(w)],0f (w)], u)r + Dhgy — Dyny
= ([[0h(u), 0g9(w)], 0 (w)], w)r + Dagr — Dgyn-

=
= (B
=
=
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Using Jacobi identity for the Jacobi-Lie bracket of vector fields we obtain:

{f,{g. WY (w) +{g. {h, FY Y (u) + {h{f, g} (u)
=0+ (Dngs — Dysn) + (Dyng — Digy) + (Dggn — Dyng) =0 W

5 Geometric Properties of the Flow of LAE-«

Now we will prove that the maps g, F}, and F} in Proposition 4.1 are Poisson maps. As
we shall see, the considerations below need the hypothesis that 7 be at least of class C*.
Note that g : TD;, , — V;, p is only continuous. Later on we shall use the fact that
TR € C'k(TDZT[]f,V;D) for all k> 0 (see Ebin and Marsden [1970]). If f € C*(V5 1)), we
shall denote fr:= fomg € Ck(TDZf[’)“).

Lemma 5.1 Let k> 1 and r > %dim]WjL 1 such that s+ k > r. Let f € Cff( Z,D)'
Then the vertical functional derivative of fr with respect to G* exists and is given by:

5fn

L (u,) = TR, (0f (wa(u,))) € D} p,  ¥u, € TD

Proof: This is a direct computation using the chain rule, the right-invariance of G*, and
the fact that the naturel isomorphism between a vector space and its tangent space at
a point is the vertical-lift. Indeed, we have:
d
fr(u, +tv,) = —

OfR (3 0y = L
ou ) T dt|,_,
d

~ ) (| (mutu) + tmat,)))
= df (7)) (Vernyu (Tr(e,)) = D (ma(us))(ma(vy)
= (6 (R (o)), (o)1 = G (n) (TR0 (ma(g)), vy )

(f omr)(uy, + tvy)

t=0

where in the fifth equlity D denotes the Fréchet derivative of f thought of as a func-
tion defined on the Hilbert space V; j, and in the third equality d denotes the exterior
derivative of f thought of as a function defined on the manifold V; ;.

So we conclude that the functional vertical covariant derivative exists and is given

by 5
2R 0,) = TRy (5 ).

Since s + k > r, it is an element of TDL,D. [ |

The computation of the horizontal functional derivative of fr will involve the con-
nector and therefore the map F* defined in Theorem 2.6. The following Lemma gives a
useful expression for F°.
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Lemma 5.2 (1) For all w € V; , we have:
Vu' - Ayu = Div(Vu' - Vu) — Tr(R(u, V.u)-)
+ Vu' - Ricu — %grad(Tr(g(V.u, V.u))).

This shows that Vul - Ayu is in X572,
(2) For allu € V;, , we have:

Fu) =Du,u) — (1 — a2£)_1a2<grad(F(u)) + V' - Aru),
where D% was defined in Lemma 4.5 and F € C*(V;, p) is given by
1
F(u) = Tr(Vu - Vu) + Ricci(u, u) + 5 Tr(g(V.u, V.u)).

Proof: (1) We shall prove the identity at a given point x € M so we can choose a local
orthonormal frame {e;} such that Ve;(x) = 0. The computation below is carried out at
the point x and we shall not write this evaluation. We have

Div(Vu' - Vu) = V,,(Vu' - Vu)(e;) = V,,(Vu' - Vu(e;))
= Ve, (9(Vu' - Vu(e), ex)er) = Ve, (9(Ve,u, Ve u))ex
= 9(Ve,Veu, Ve uler + g(Veu, Ve, Ve u)ey,
= g(Vu' - V. Veu,er)er + g(Ve,u, Res, ep)u)er + g(Ve,u, Ve, Ve ey

=Vu' -V, Veu+ gR(u, Veu)e;, ep)er + %Vek (9(Ve,u, Ve,u))es
VU Vo Ve + R(u, Vo u)es + %d(g(veiu, Vo) (en)en
=Vu' -V, V.u+ Tr(R(u, V.u)-) + %g(grad(g(veiu, Vett)), ex)er
= Vu' -V, Veu+ Tr(R(u, V.u)-) + %grad(g(veiu, Veu))

which, using the Weitzenbock formula in Lemma 2.1, proves the desired formula.
(2) Using the formulas (2.8) and (2.9), and part (1) above, we have:

Fo(u) = U () + R(w)
= D(u,u) + (1 — a2£)_1a2( — grad (Te(Vu - Vau) + Ricei(u, u))
— Div(Vat - V) + Tr(R(u, V.u)-) — Vat - Ric u)
— D(u,u) — (1 — a2L) " 'a? (Vut A

+ grad [ Tr(Vu - Vu) + Ricci(u, u) + %Tr(g(v.u, Vu))}) [ |
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Lemma 5.3 Let k > 1 and r > 5dim M + 2 such that s + k > r. Let f € CF(Vs ).
Then the horizontal functional derivative of fr with respect to G' ewists. It is given by:

5fn

S0 ,) = ST R[5 (.0 (0) = B*(6f(u). ) + P (D6 (u). ) = D85 )

for all u, € TDZ}’;, where v := mp(u,) and B* was defined in Lemma 4.4. So we have:

5fn

S (uy) € TD;, p, Vu, € TDS.

Proof : By Lemma 3.2, we will have the two following formula
K'Y (Tuov) = P.(Vyu+ F*(u,v)), (5.1)
where, using part (2) in Lemma 5.2 and the definition of §* in Lemma 3.2, we have

5, 0) = 5 (Folutv) - F(w) — ()
1
2

(Da(u,v) + DY(v,u)
— (1 =a’L)'a?(grad(G(u,v)) + Vu' - A,v + Vo' - Aru)> (5.2)

denoting G(u,v) := F(u+v) — F(u) — F(v).
Let u,,v, € TDZ%€ and v(t) C TD;, , a smooth path defined in a neighborhood of
zero, with base point denoted by n(t) C D, p, satisfying the following conditions:

e (0) = uy,
e 7(0) = v,
e 7 is parallel.

By definition we have:
(fomr)(7(1))

<%(un),vn> = % =0
d tzom(v(t)))

- aitratun) (5
— df (r(uy)) (Verm(un) (K 1 (% o ”R(V(t)))»

dtﬂwﬂ%QO)-

=D K'( —
fntu) (5 (5
For the third equality, it suffices to remark that 4| o TrR(7(1)) is a vertical vector field.

To obtain the last equality it suffices to use the natural isomorphism between a vector
space and its tangent space at a point.
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Using the formulas for the derivative of the composition and inversion we have:

GO RNCOR O
= (5| @) a0 oo (G a0)
- <% t:ow)) ot = Tu, o T(n(0)™") o (% tzon(t)) on(0)”!
= (% _ v(t)) on ' —Tu,oTn " ov,on™*
- (5| o) er =ron e won

Using the right-invariance of the connector, the definition of the covariant derivative
D/dt, and the fact that () is parallel we obtain:

K (4 e D) =K' ((jt

v(t)) . 77‘1) — K T(uyon ™) o (tyon™))

d
-5 (..
(3] 10)ewt =K@ oo yon™)
= 0= KN (T, o) o (v, 0771).

v(t)) on ™ — KN (T(uyon ™) o (vy0n7)

Thus we obtain:

<%—{f(“")’“’7> = —Df(uyon (K (T(uy o) o (vyon™"))

= —Df(u)(K'(Tuovw)) where u :=u, on~" and v :=v, oy

—D f(u)(Pe(Vyu+ F*(u,v))) by formula (5.1)

w), Pe(Vyu 4+ F(u, v)))1
),
),V

), Vot + F(u,v))1

oU %(D“(u, v) +D%v,u)))

(0 (), (1 = a’L) o (grad(G(u, v))) )1

(6 (), (1—a2L) " a®(Vu' - Ao+ Vo' - Ayu))y by formula (5.2).

—(0f(
= —{0f(
—(0f(

u

[\.’)I)—*N}Il—*

22



The second term is zero because of the Stokes decomposition (see Theorem 2.5). For
the first term we have by Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4:

{8 () T+ (D (u,0) + D (o, u)s
= (3 (w), § Vot 5D () + 3 (D (v ) + V),
5 (48 0), Tty + {5 (), D 00y — (Vb (), )y
5 (1B (6 ), ), o)1 + {8 (), D () + Vi)
— {0/ (w), Vs = (B*(u, 0f(w)), 0} )
5 (1B 6 ), ), v)1 — (Vb (u), 0}
(Vb f () + D*(u, 0f (), v)1 = (B, 6 (w)), v)1)

= %(Bo‘(u, 0f(u)) = B*(0f (), u) = D*(u, 0 f (u)), v)1-

By Lemmas 2.4, 4.3, the third term becomes:
(6f(u),(1=a”L) ' (Vu' - Ay + Vo' - Ayu))y
= (0f(u),®(Vu'- A+ Vo' - Ayu))o
—(0f(u), Vu'- (1 — ozzA VYo + (6 (u), Vu' - v
— (0 (u), Vo' - (1 = @A Ju)o + (0 (u), Vo' - u)g
—(Vsrwu, v)1 + (V(;f(u u, V)
— <V5f v,u)1 + (Vspv, u
—(Vsrau, v)1 + (Vep@u, v)o
+(Vsswu +D*(0f(uw), u), v)1 — (v, Vigwy)o
= (D*(0f (u), ), v)1.

w)o

So we obtain:

O

a—n(un)(vn)

= £ (B (w6 () — B(5f (u), ) + P (D(5F(u), w) — D, 6 (u), )y

= 261 n) (TR, [ B, () — B(5F(u),w) + P (D (5 () w) — D (u, 5 ()] ).

)
Therefore we obtain the existence of %(un) € 1D, p, given by
n b

TR () = 5T R [ B, 7)) = B (0. u) + Pu (DS (), 0) = D, 5 ),

where u := mp(u,). B

Lemmas 5.1 and 5.3 yield the following theorem:
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Theorem 5.4 Let k > 1 and r > §dim M + 2 such that s +k > r. Let f € CF(V ).
Then fr:= fomg isin C’T'?(TDZ%’“).

Theorem 5.5 (7y is a Poisson map) Let k > 1 andr > %dim M+2 such that s+k > r.
Then :

{fOWR,QOWR}l(Un) = ({fvg}}i- OWR) (un)v Vfge€ Cf( fL,D)a Uy € TDZ%C-

Proof : Let u, € T DZ?FD’“ and u := mr(u,). The proof is a direct computation using
Lemmas 4.3, 4.4, 5.1 and 5.3. Indeed, formula (4.1):

(f om0 7 (u) = 6'00) (220, 2200 ) = 6 () 22w )

So it suffices to compute the first term:
() (222 (0), 22 )
= G 0n) (TR, [B(u,0/(w)) — B8 (), ) + Po(D* (55 (u), w) — D*(w, 6 (w) .
TR,(6g(u)))
(B*(u,df(u)) = B*(0f(u), u) + D*(0f (u), u) = D*(u, 6 f(u)), 6g(u))

(4B, 0 (), gy — (B(6 (u), w), dg(u))y
+ (D (8F (), u) + Vissu, 59(w)1 = (Vageuyu, dg(u))s
— (D*(u, 6 (1)) + Vud f (), dg(u))1 + (V8 (), Gg(u))1)
= 5 (0 Vi £ )1 = (37 (0), Vigahs — {u, Fogudg )
— (Fagt: 09(u))s + (3£ (), Vudg(u))r + (Vud f (), dg(u))1 ).

N — DN —

where we have used Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 in the last equality. Finally, after cancellation
of several terms we obtain:

() (270, 22 0)) = 6 (). 22w )
= (u, Vg0 f ()1 = (u, Vssdg(w))r = ({f. g}} o mr) (uy). B

Theorem 5.6 (F; is a Poisson map) Let Fy be the flow of S*, ty,ty > %dimM + 1 such
that ty > ty. Then for all G, H € Cf,(TD)},) we have:

(1) Go Fy, H o F, € CE(TD)! )
(2) {GoF,,Ho F,}' ={G,F}' o F, on TD}} ;.
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Proof : This is done as in Proposition 5.12 of Vasylkevych and Marsden [2004]. First of
all we recall some general facts about weak Riemannian Banach-manifolds. Let (@, ((,)))
be a weak Riemannian Banach-manifold with smooth geodesic spray. We define:

KX(TQ) = {F e C™(TQ)|3 5—F, oF € COO(TQ,TQ)} :
on’ ou
Here, 0F/0n and OF/Ou are the partial derivatives and dF/dn and 6F/éu denote the
horizontal and vertical functional derivatives relative to the given weak Riemannian
metric on @ of F' € C*°(T'Q) as defined at the beginning of section 4.
Let F; be the geodesic flow and G € K*°(T'Q). Then G o F; € K*(TQ) and F; is a
Poisson map:

{GoF,,HoF;} ={G,H}o F,, VG, H € K™(TQ), (5.3)

where {,} is the Poisson bracket on K>°(7'Q) induced by the weak Riemannian metric
and the weak sympectic form on T*@Q) (see (4.1)).
We will use the following formula for G € K= (7T'Q):

G (X2,) = 5 (1) (T (Xe,) + G () (X,,), (5.4

where n € Q, u, € T,Q, X, € T,,,(TQ), 7q : TQ — Q is the tangent bundle projection,
and K is the connector of the given weak Riemannian metric on Q).

With these general preparations, let ) = fo p be endowed with the weak Riemannian
metric G

(1) Let G € CQ(TDZD), and u, € TDZD. So we have:

oG oG
5_77(Ft(u77))7 @(Ft(u")) e TD?),.

Let G € K> (T'D;?}) be such that:

oG 0G oG 0G

5_77(Ft(un)) = %(E(un)) and - (Fi(uy)) = = (Fi(uy)).

This is possible since fo p» and hence Tij p are Hilbert manifolds so they admit bump
fuctions. Using (5.4) we find

dGoF), . OF;
877](%7) = dG(Ft(Un)) (a—n(uﬁ>)

= 6 u) (2 E ). Ty, (G0 ) ) +6'0n) (S A0 B (G ) )

and so we obtain

J(G o F) B
T(Un) = T(“n)-



Since G € K> (TDZQ, p), We obtain the existence of

§5(GoF,
(uy) = (Tnt)(u?ﬂ S TDZD

5(G o Ft)
07
and the same is true for the vertical partial covariant derivative. Doing this for all

u, € TD;! |, we obtain that G o Fy is in Cf (TD;} ).

(2) Let u, be in TDZI,D. By part one, {G o F;, H o F;}'(u,) is well-defined and only

depends on
0G oG oH o0H
S B)). S (Fa). G (Flg), S (Fiu).

Choosing G and H as in part one, and using (5.3) we obtain the desired formula. B

Theorem 5.7 (Ft is a Poisson map) Let F, = mrp o F, be the flow of LAE-o equation.
Then we have

{foFt,goﬁ;}i(u): ({fvg}}i-oﬁt) (U), Vf,QECf( Z,D)7 UeVngka
where kK > 1 and r > %dimM + 2 such that s + k > r (for example k =1).

Proof : Let f € C¥( 2 p). Wehave forg € C’T'?(TDZ}’)“) by Theorer~n 5.4. Therefore, by
part (1) of Theorem 5.6 we get forgoF}; € C,’?(TDZ%) and hence fol}; = fompokF}

Cff(V;j}f). Since Tr(u) = u, we have

s+k e
VM»D

{foF,goF}.(u)={foF,omg,goF,ong} (u) by Theorem 5.5
= {fomgoF,, gongroF,} (u) by Proposition 4.1
= {fomg,gomr}' (F,(u)) by Theorem 5.6
= ({f,g9}} o mr)(Fi(u)) by Theorem 5.5
= ({f, g}. o F)(u) by Proposition 4.1.

Note that for the first equality we need u € V,fgk)% by Theorem 5.5. B

The last Theorem gives the Poisson formulation of the LAE-«a equation. We recall
that an integral curve u(t) of the LAE-a (or the Euler) equation is C! as a map in V;_Dl,
but it is believed to be continuous but not differentiable as a map in V;, p.

Theorem 5.8 Let u(t) C V5 be a curve such that uw € C°(1,V5 p)NCH(I, V5 ). Then

%f(u(t)) = {f,h} (u(t)),Y f € CL(Vi ) <= ul(t) is a solution of LAE-ov equation

where h(u) := 5(u,u); is the reduced Hamiltonian.
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Proof : We remark that h € CH(V ) with dh(u) = u. We find:

< Fult) = DF(u(t) @(1)
= (0 (u(t)), Opu(t))y
and, by Lemma 4.3,

{f, hH (1) = (u(t), Vi f () — (ult), Viga)u(t)):
= —(Vuu(t) + D*(u(t), u(t)), 6 (u(t))1 — (1 — a*Ap)u(t), Vi u(t)o-

Using the remarkable fact that Vu' - Ayu is in X572 (Lemma 5.2), and the identity
Vu' - u = grad(g(u,u)), we obtain for the second term:

((1=a?Ap)u(t), Vsueyu(t))o
= (Vu(t)" - (1= oA )u(t), 0 f (u(t)))o
= (1= aL)"'Vu(t)" - (1 — oA )u(t), s (()))
= ((1 = L) gradlg(u(t), u(t))] — (1 — &*L) " a®Vu(t)" - Avu(t), 0f (u(t))):
= —((1—=a?L)'a®Vu(®)" - Ayu(t), 6 f(u (t))>1 by the Stokes decomposition.

So we obtain by Lemma 5.2:

{£.hH (u(®)
= (=Vupu(t) = D*(u(t), u(t)) + (1 — a*L) e’ Vu(t)" - Au(t),
< Vumu (t) f“(U(t))—(l—aQE) to? grad(F (u(t))), 0.f (u(t))1

—(Pe (V +F(u(t)) , 0f (u(t)r-

Thus c;lt flu(t)) ={f,h}i(u®)),Vf € C;(VZ;DI) is equivalent to:

duult) + P, (Vugyult) + F*(u(t))) = 0
which is LAE-o. R

6 The case of free-slip and mixed boundary condi-
tions

In this section we shall generalize all our results to the case of free-slip and mixed
boundary conditions. Note that setting I'y = @ in the mixed case, gives the free-slip
case. The fundamental difference between these boundary conditions and the no-slip
case we studied before is the following. For all vector fields w,v in Vj,, the vector field
V.o lies in V5!, This is a fact we used several times in our previous computations.
Unfortunately, for vector fields u,v in V¥ . this is not true since V,v may not be in

mix

Vil In this case we will use that V,v — V,u = [u,v] is in V5,1, As a first consequence,

the useful identity (4.3) for the no-slip case
(1 —aL) 'V, [(1 — a?A,)v] = Vo + D*(u, v),
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where w is in Vj p, s > %dimM + 1, visin V] p, and r > %dimM + 3, is replaced by
(1—aL) 'V, [(1 - a?A)v] = (1 — L) (1 — a?L)V v + D*(u,v) (6.1)

if wisin Vs . s>3idimM+1,visine€ V), ., and r > §dim M + 3.

Recall that for 7 > 1, (1 — a®L) denotes the continuous linear map (1 — (A +
2 Ric + grad div)) : X" — X" "% acting on all H" vector fields, and (1—a?£)~!: X"2 —
Ve denotes the inverse of the isomorphism (1 —a?£)r . Formula (6.1) induces some

changes in Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 which must be replaced by the following.

Lemma 6.1 Let s > %dimM +1. Let u,v € V* and w € V? Then:

H,mix maix
((1— azAr)v, Vaw)y = —((1 — a2£)_1(1 — Ozzﬁ)Vuv + D*(u,v), w);
where D% : V* x VS — VS

. i 5 i 1S the bilinear continuous map given by

D (u,v) := o*(1 — a2£)_1<Div(Vv -Vu' + Vv - Vu)
+ Tr (V.(R(-,w)v) + R(-,u)V.0)

+ grad (Tr(Vu - Vo) + Ricci(u, v)) — (V, Ric)(v))
Proof : Using the first part of Lemma 4.3 and formula (6.1) we obtain foru € V;, ., w €
s and v eV’ r> 1 dim M + 3:

miT w,maz)

(1 —a®A)v, V) = —(V,[(1—a?A)v],w)e
= —((1—=aL)7'V,[(1 = a?A)], w),
—((1 = a?L) (1 — &®L)V v + D¥(u,v), w);.

Using the fact that V), ., 7 > § dim M + 3 is dense in V5 . and the fact that (), V,
and D* are continuous on V5 5, and (1 — o?£)~'(1 — a’L) is continuous on V5 we

obtain the desired result. B

Lemma 6.2 Let s > sdimM + 1. Let B* : VZ*;nlm x X — Vljﬁm the continuous
bilinear map given by

BY(v,w) = P(1 — L) 1 (Vuw' - (1 — a*A,)v).

Then we have
(1= a®A)v, Vaw)y = (B*(v,w), u);

for allu e V" r>1dim M, and for allv € V. and w € X,

ymix? pHymiax?

Proof : The proof is similar to that of Lemma 4.3. Note that {(1 — o?A,)v, V,w)o does
not equal (v, V,w); since V,w does not belong to V! . . B

In order to carry out the Lie-Poisson reduction procedure for the mixed boundary
conditions, we have to establish the existence and the smoothness of the geodesic spray
of the weak Riemannian manifold (D, ..., G ). So we will need a reformulation of LAE-«

similar to (2.7) in the case of mixed boundary conditions. This reformulation is given
by the following proposition where we use the Euler-Poincaré reduction theorem.
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Proposition 6.3 Let n(t) be a curve in D? and let u(t) :== TR, (1(t)) = n(t) o

w,mix’

n(t)~t e vs Then the following properties are equivalent :

wymix”

(1) n(t) is @ geodesic of (D%, ur, G)
(2) u(t) is a solution of :

Ou(t) + P (1 — a2L) (1 — a2L)Vou(t) + F*(u(t))) =0 (6.2)

Proof : By the the Euler-Poincaré reduction theorem, 7(t) is a geodesic of (D, ;. gl
if and only if u(t) := n(t) on(t)~! is an extremum of the reduced action

for variations of the form

ou(t) = Oyw(t) + [u(t), w(t)]

where w(t) := dn(t) o n~1(t) vanishes at the endpoints. Integrating by parts, using the
fact that [u(t),w(t)] is in V3. and with Lemma 6.2 we find:

Ds(u)(6u) = / tu(t), Sut))dt
= [t daear+ [ o) o, o
-/ (Oyu(e) w(endt + / (1~ 2, ult) [u(e), w(o)od
- (Oput), w(O)hdt + / (1 A )ult), Vagu())odt
- / (1= a2, Yu(t), Ty u(t)odt
-/ (O(t) w(t)) vt — / (1 - 0?L) (1 - a2 L) V) + D (ult), (), w(B)hc
- /abwu(t)t (1= a®AN)u(t), w(t))odt.
With Lemma 4.3 (1), we have (Vu(t)" - u(t),w(t))o = 0, thus the last term equals

a2/ (Vu(t)" - Apu(t), w(t))odt

and we obtain:

/ (Opu(t) —a’L) (1 — &®L)Vyult)
+ D(u(t),u(t)) — (1 — o*L) "' Vu(t)" - Ayu(t), w(t)), dt.
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So by the Stokes decomposition theorem, Ds(u)(du) = 0 for all du, is equivalent to

Pe(Opu(t) + (1 — L) (1 — &*L)Vyyu(?)
+ D (u(t), u(t)) — o*(1 — 2L) ' Vu(t)' - Ayu(t)) =0

and, with Lemma 5.2 (which remains valid on V?

i mix)> this is equivalent to

Pe(0iu(t) + (1 = L) (1 = &’ L)Vyu(t) + F(u(t))) = 0. W

Let n € D;,, 7 > 0, and Hy = {u, € H"(M,TM)|r ou = n}. We denote by

Hy | Dy, the vector bundle over Dy, ., whose fiber at n € Dy, is Hy. The proof of

miz miz)

Proposition 5 in Shkoller [2000] shows that for s > %dimM + 1, the map

1 o . s s s—2 s
(1—a?L): Hy | D5y, — H2 LD

defined by (1 — a2L)(u,) == [(1 — L) (u,on~ )] on is a C*° bundle map. Furthermore,

(1—-a2L):TD;,.

— H;7? | D;

miz
is a bijection, whose inverse is denoted by

(1—a2L) ' :H:|D:,, — TD;

mix mix

With the same method and notations as in section 3, but using equation (6.2) instead
of (2.7), we obtain the following lemma

Lemma 6.4 The geodesic spray of (D5 .., G") is given by:

S'(uy) = TP [T ((1 —a2L) o (1 a2£)> (S0 uy) — Ver,, (Tf“(un))} ,

where S is the geodesic spray of (M, g).
The connector K' : TTD; .. — TD5 o of (D 0. G) is given by:

H,mix

K'X,,) =P (1= a%0)  o(I—a?L)(K 0 X,,) + 5 (mpm, (Xu,), T,

,mix

(%X.,))

TDS .
pymaix

where K : TTM — TM s the connector of (M,g).

Because of the existence of the geodesic spray S! € %COO(TDZ’WI) of the weak Rie-
mannian manifold (D5 .., G'), we can define the sets CF(TD!, ,;.), the Poisson bracket
{,}! on C}ID;

! miz), the sets CF (Vs ) and KF, (Vs ..), and the Poisson bracket
{,}} on CF,(Vi ) exactly in the same way we did in the case of no-slip boundary
conditions.

As we shall see, all the properties of the Poisson bracket { , }} on CF (Vs ..) (The-
orem 4.6 and 4.7) are still true in the mixed case but since the Levi-Civita connection
does not preserve the boundary conditions, the computations in the proofs are more

subtle.
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Theorem 6.5 Let s > l dimM +1 and k> 1. Then:

{ }—i- Ick( umz:c) X ]Ck(VZ,D) — ICI;—;%,S 1(VS )

w,mix

and for all u € VZJ;}M we have

S({f, g} 3) () = Pe(Vigayd f (u) = Vigaydg(w))
+ Ddg(u) (73 ((1 —a?L) M1 — QQE)ng(u)u + D f (u), u)) + B%(u, 5f(u))
— Ddf(u) ( ((1 —a?L)7 M1 - a2£)V5g(u)u + D*(6g(u), u)) + B%(u, 5g(u)) .

Proof : Let h := {f,g}}. We have to show that h € K| (Vi .;.)- As in Theorem

©w,ymix

4.6 we obtain that h € C¥(V*, . ), so we can compute Dh(u)(v). Let u,v € VTl

w,ymix w,mix”

Using Lemmas 2.4, 6.1, 6.2, and 4.5 (still valid in the mixed case) we obtain:

Dh(u)(v)
= (0, Vig(u)0.f (u))1 + (U, Vg 0.f ()1 + (1, Vg DO f (u)(v))1

= (Vs Vs 09 (u))1 = (U, Vpssuy@)09(u) — (u, Vg Doglu) (v))a
= (v, [0g(u), o.f (u)])r + (u, [Dog(u)(v), 0. (w)])1 + (u, [0g(u), Do f (u)(v)])y
= (v, [8g(u), 6 f(W)])1 + (1 — @Ay )u, [Dig(u) (v), 0 f (u)])o

)
+{(1 = a®A)u, [6g(u), D3 f (u)(v)])o
— (v, Bg(u), 6 (@)1 + (1 — 0% ), V sy 8 ()
— (1 = &®A0)u, Vi DIg(w) (v))o + (1 — oA, Vg DI f (1) (v))o
<(1 — A )u VD(;f(u)(v)dg(u))o
= (v, [6g(u), 0 f(w)])1 + (B*(u,df(u)), Dég(u)(v))1
+{(1=a®L)7 (1 = a®L)Vspuyu + D8 f (u), u), Dig(u)(v))
—{((1=a”L)"H(1 — &®L)Vsyuu + D*(5g(u), u), DS f(u)(v))
— (B%(u,dg(u)), Do f(u)(v))1
= (v, [0g(u), 8 f(u)])1 + (Ddg(u) (B*(u,d f(u)), v)1
+ (Ddg(u) (776 ( (1—a’L) (1 = a®L)Vsiwmu + Do‘(éf(u),u))) ,UN
—(Déf(u) (P (1 = a?L)"1(1 — &*L)Vsguyu + D*(dg(u),u))) ,v)1

— (D f(u) (B*(u, 09 (u)) , v)1-

Now the result follows as in Theorem 4.6. B

e

Theorem 6.6 Let s,t > %dimMjL 1L, r>s,and k> 1.
(1) {, }} is R-bilinear and anti-symmetric on CF,(V5,...) x CF (Vs ).
(2) {, }L is a derivation in each factor:

{fg.h}Yy ={f. hYog+ f{g. B}V fo9.h € CE (VS in)-

(3) If s > 1 dim M + 2, {, }\ satisfies the Jacobi identity:
For all f, g, h e IC’“(VS ) and u € V. we have:

w,mix w,mix
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Proof: (1) This is obvious.
(2) Let f,g,h € CF, (V5 i0), and u € V7 Using Lemmas 2.4 and 6.1 we find:

My mix My maix*®

{fg, h}(u) = (u, [6(fg)(u), (u)]>1

= ((1 = @®Ap)u, V(gg)0h(u))o — (1 = ®A)u, Vanwyd(f9) (u))o
=((1- oﬁAr)u,v(;f (U)> g(u) + (1 — @Ay )u, Vigayoh(u))of (u)
+ (1= a?L) (1 = L) Venyu + D*(0h(u), u), 6(fg)(u))
= ((1 = @A )u, Vspaydh(u))og(u) + (1 — a® A, )u, Vigaydh(u))o f(u)
+ (1= a?L)7H(1 = @®L)Vsnwyu + D*(0h(u), u), d f (u))19(u)
+((1 = a?L)7 (1 = a®L)Vinguyu + D(0h(u), u), 5g(u)) 1 f (u)
= ((1 = @A )u, Vspaydh(u))og(u) + (1 — a® Ay )u, Vigaydh(u))o f(u

)

— (1 = a®Ar)u, Vanwd f(u))og(u) — (1 — oA )u, Vanwdg(u))of (u)
= ((1 = a®A)u, [0f (u), 6h(u)])og(u) + (1 — o*Ar)u, [0g(u), 6h(w)])of (
= (u, [0 (u), 6h(u)])1g(u) + (u, [0g(u), 6h(w)])1f (u)
= {f,h}L(w)g(u) + f(u){g, h}(w).

(3) Let f,g,h € KF(VS,...), and u € Vﬁj})l. By Theorem 4.6 we obtain {g,h}} €

w,mix

K?;is (Vi niz) © CF L (VS ). Since s —1 > 2dim M + 1 we can compute the

©w,mix w,mix

expression { f, {g, h}L }1 (u). We have:

{f {9, h} 1} (u)
= (u, [6{g, h}} (), 0 f (w)])y
= ((1 = @®A)u, Viggnyr @0 f ()1 — (1 = a®Ap)u, Vipayd{g, h}i(u)h

So we can use Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2 and then the expression for §{g, h}} (u) in Theo-
rem 6.5. Doing exactly the same computation as in Theorem 4.7 and using analogous
notations we find

{f:{g: M3 (w)

= (Visnwy.sa(u)0f (1), (1 = a?An)u)o — (Vg [0h(u), 6g(w)], (1 — a®Ar)u)o + Dagr — Dgng
= ([[6h(u), dg(w)], 0 f (w)], (1 = &®A)u)o + Dagy — Dyny

= ([[0h(u), dg(w)], 6 f(w)], w)1 + Drgs — Dygyn.

Using the Jacobi identity for the Jacobi-Lie bracket of vector fields we obtain the desired
result. H

As in section 5, for f € C*(V2, ..), we shall denote fr := fong € CH(TD:TE ).

w,mix w,mix

The proof of Lemma 5.1 remains valid in the mixed case, so if f € C* Vimic)s k> 1

and r > = dlmM + 1 are such that s + k& > r, then the vertical functional derivative of
fr with respect to G! exists and is given by:

5fn

ou
Lemma 5.3 about the horizontal functional derivative remains valid in the mixed case
but some computations in the proof should be adapted to this case. These computations
are given below.

(uy) = TR, (6f(mr(uy))) € TD], p, Vu, € TDstE

w,mix*
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Lemma 6.7 Let k> 1 and r > 5 dim M + 2 such that s + k > r. Let f € CF(V5 i)

Hymix
Then the horizontal functional derivative of fr with respect to G' ewists. It is given by:

0fr

) = TR [B" (0,6 () = B3 ) )+ P (D(3 ) ) = D, ()]

for all u, € TDk  where u = Tr(uy) and B* was defined in Lemma 6.2. So we have:

©wymix?
dfr

57]( ,) € TD

©,mix?

Yu, € TDE

w,mix*

Proof : As in Lemma 5.3, we find for u,, v, € TDZ?F[’;:

(S0 ) = =D g YTy 017 (0,07
= —Df(u)(K'(Tuov))  where u:=u,on " and v:=uv,0on"
With the formula for the connector in Lemma 6.4 we obtain the following identity:
K Tuov) =P((1—a®L) (1 —a?L)Vyu + F(u,v)).

So using formula (5.2) (still valid in the mixed case), and the notation L® := (1 —

L) (1 — a2L) we find:

(%05, > = —(5£(), L(V.u) + 5(D"(u, ) + D (v, ),

<5f( ), (1= a?L) a?(grad(G(u, v)))))
(5f(u), (1 —a?L) ta? (Vut A+ Vol Aru))l

w|»—~t\3|

= —(6f(u), L*(Vyu) + %(D“(U, v) +D*(v,u)))

%<5 ), 02 (Tl - Ao+ Vo - Ayu))o
— _(5f(u), %L“(Vvu) + %Do‘(u, o) + %(D“(v, u) + L (Vou))s
(6f(u), Vu' - (1 — oA )v)o + %<5f(u), Vau' - v)g

[\.’)I)—*N}Il—*

(6f(u), Vo' - (1 —a®A)u)g + %<5f(u), Vol - u)o.
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Using Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2, we obtain:

—(0f (u), L*(Vou))r = (8. (u), D*(u, )1 + (1 — @A )u, Voo f (u))o
—{(Vsswyu, (1 = a®Ar)v)o — (Vs (1 — @A, )u)o
—(0f(w), L*(Vou))1 — (0.f (u), L*(Vyv) + D*(u,v))1 + (0.f (w), L* (V)1
+ (B (u, 0 f (), v)1 = (Vspyu, (1 — a®A)v)o + (LY(Vspayu) + D (3 f (u), u), v)1
—(0f(u), L*(Vou))r + ((1—a2A v, Vud f(u))o + (0.f(w), L*(Vyv))1
+ (B (u, 0 f (), v)1 = (Vspayu, (1 — a®An)v)o + (L (Vspwyu), v)
+(D(3f(u),u),v)1
= (0f(u), L*(V,v — Vyu)) + (1 — oA, Vo f (u) — Vsrwyt)o

+ (LY (Vsgwyw), v)r + (B (u, 6 f(u)), )1 + (D0 f (u), u), v)s.

Since the Jacobi-Lie bracket of vector fields preserves the mixed boundary condition we
have:

(0f (), L*(Vov = Vo)1 + (1 = ®An)v, Vid f (1) = Visauo
= (0f(u), Vo = Voupr + (v, Vud f (u) = Vi gy
(1= a®A)df(u), Vav = Viu)o + (v, LY(Vud f (u) = Vssawu)h
(1= a®A)af(u), Vav)o — (1= a*A,)df (), Viu)
+ (v, LY (Vud f(u)) = (v, LY(Vspayu)

u)
—(L*(Vud f(u)) +D(u,d f (u),v)1 — (B(f(u),u), v)
+ (v, L*(Vuo f () — (v, LY (Vs pwu)h
—(D*(u, 6 f(u),v)1 — (B*(0.f(u),u),v)1 — (v, L*(Vsswyu))1-
So we obtain
2 <%<un>, > — (B*(u, 6 (u)) — B (3f(u), w) + D*(8f (), u) — D" (u, 6 (u)), v}y

and the result follow. B

We conclude that Theorem 5.4 remains valid in the mixed case. For proving that
7 is a Poisson map (in the sense of Theorem 5.5) it suffices to use Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2
insteed of Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 in the proof of Theorem 5.5. So Theorems 5.6, 5.7, and
5.8 are also valid in this case.
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