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Abstract We establish a 1-to-1 relation between metrics on comparh&in sur-
faces without boundary, and mechanical systems having gw$aces as configuration
spaces.

1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation

Let M be a smootlm—dimensional manifold endowed with the local coordinates
i =1,...,n, that we regard as the configuration space of some class&ctanical
system with the Lagrangian functidn

L=T-V= %aij(Q)‘jiij - V(a). 1)

Here V denotes the potential energy of the system, @nid the kinetic energy (a
positive definite quadratic form in the velociti¢3. Using these data we can construct
a Riemannian metric as follows. Consider the momeptaonjugate to the;,

oL )
pi(q) = 95~ % (9)4;- (2)
Then the 1-form )
pidg; = a;4;dg; = —a;;dg;dg;, 3

dt
is the integrand of Hamilton’s principal function (or timiedependent action):

Slg] == /piin' (4)
Now conservation of energy implies that the Hamiltonianchion H,
|
H = 5aijdig; + V(g), (5)

is a constant of the motion, that we denotefyWe can solve[{5) for the square root
of the quadratic form,

Vaijdgidg; = \/2(E — V(q))dt, (6)
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and substitute the result infd (4) after usibp (3), to find

Sl :/\/2(E_V(Q))\/aijd(h‘d% =: /d8~ (7

Determining the actual trajectory followed by the partidetherefore equivalent to
finding the shortest path between two given points, withatises measured with re-
spect to the (square root of the) quadratic forsh:d

ds® := gi;(¢)dg:dg;, 9ij(q) == 2(E — V(q))ai;(q) (8)

The factor2(E — V(q)) is positive away from those points at which the particle is at
rest (wherel’ = 0, henceE = V(q)). Let M’ denote the subset of all points Bf at
which the particle isot at rest:

M :={¢qeM:T|, > 0}. 9)

We will assume thabl’ qualifies as a manifold (possibly as a submanifol®9f and
that the matrixa;;(¢) is everywhere nondegenerate bfi. This implies thaty;;(q)

is nondegenerate a¥l’. Moreover, the quadratic form;;(¢) is positive definite and
symmetric. AltogetheiM’ qualifies as a Riemannian manifold. On the latter, deter-
mining the actual trajectories for the particle is equinate determining the geodesics
of the metric[(8).

Of course, all of the above is well known in the literature [Ihe statement that the
actual motion of the particle follows the geodesics of thérimé8) goes by the name of
Fermat's principle(see.e.qg, ref. [2] for a nice account). The latter is equivalent to the
principle of least action in Lagrangian mechanics. In tlsipgr we address the converse
problem, namely: to determine a point mechanics startingfthe knowledge of a
Riemannian metric on a given manifold. The sought-afterhaeical system must
somehow be canonically associated with the given metriti@rsense that it must be a
natural choice so to speak, among all possible point mechanics that onpassibly
define on the given Riemannian manifold.

This problem will turn out to be too hard to solve in all gerigya—if it possesses a
solution at all. Indeed, on amdimensional manifold, a general metric is determined
(in local coordinates) by the knowledgewfn + 1)/2 coefficient functiong;;, out of
which some potential functioti and some positive—definite kinetic enefgynust be
concocted. We can, however, make some simplifying assomgptiAn educated guess
leads us to restrict our attention to 2—dimensional maaéfbl, the simplest on which
nontrivial metrics can exist. On the latter class of mauifplany Riemannian metric
is conformal, so it is univocally determined by the knowledd just one function, the
so—calledconformal factor Having got this far we can unashamedly declsté€our
would—be configuration space) to be a compact Riemann suvfibout boundary.
Compactness ensures the convergence of the integrals Wweosi with, without the
need to impose further conditions on the integrands (sucl.gsfast decay at infin-
ity). The absence of a boundary ensures the possibilitytegnating by parts without
picking up boundary terms. However it should be realisetlithposing these two re-
quirements (compactness and the absence of a boundary}édid, bbut by no means



necessary, condition to achieve our goal, namely: to reta&ics on configuration
space with mechanical models on that same space. Contrtrg frevious example,
we will not require that geodesics of the metric be actugkttaries for the mechan-
ics. This notwithstanding, interesting links between naatbs and geometry will be
exposed.

We should point out that there is, of course, a natural choi@mechanics for a
given family of metrics on a manifold—namely the one defingthe Einstein—Hilbert
gravitational action functional. However the latter defim®t a point mechanics, but
a field theory. Moreover, this field theory has the space ofratrics onM as its
configuration space. We are interested in a point mechahespnfiguration space of
which is the Riemann surfadd. Surprisingly, the point mechanics we will construct
will be intimately related with the gravitational actionrictional.

1.2 Setup

On our compact Riemann surface without bounddryhere exist isothermal coordi-
natese, y, in which the metric reads[9]

gij = e_féij, ds® = e_f(m’y)(dac2 + dy?) (10)

wheref = f(z,y) is a function, hereafter referred to@snformal factor The volume
element orM equald
Vadady = e~/ dady. (11)

Given an arbitrary functiow(z, y) on M, we have the following expressions for the
Laplacianv2¢ and the squared gradiefi¥ ¢)*:

1
V= 2 0n (VA" 0u0) = of (0 +070) = /D% (12)

(V6)? 1= g™ 0mo0nd = & [(0:0) +(9,0)°| = ¢/ (Do)*,  (13)

whereD? ¢ f;lnd(D(b)2 stand for the flat—space values of the Laplacian and the squar
gradient, respectively. The Ricci tensor reads

1 1
Rij = §D2f 5ij = Ee_fVQf 61] (14)

From here we obtain the Ricci scalar
R=e/D?f = V2. (15)

Now Perelman’s functionaf|[f, g;;] on the Riemann surfad¥ is defined ad {12, 13]

Fit.gil = [ ! [(v1)+ R] dady. (16)

Oour conventions arg = |det g;;| and Rim = g~ /20y, (I'%,9%/2) — 8;0m (Ing'/?) — T7,T3,..
for the Ricci tensorl"? = g™" (8ig;n + 9;9ni — Ongi;) /2 being the Christoffel symbols.



By (A5) we can expresE|f, ¢;;] entirely as a functional of the conformal facttir

FUY = Fitgs(1) = [ e (907 + 921 dody, ar
M
The Euler—Lagrange extremals corresponding tb (17) are
V2 — (Vf)* =0. (18)

A time—flow equation (gradient flow in the terminology of [13]) can be obtained from
(18) if we let f depend on a time variabteand add the corresponding first derivative.
Denoting the time—dependent conformal factorfbye havd

3f 27 7\’ _
S 42V f—(Vf) —0. (19)
It turns out that Perelman’s functional f, ¢;;] is nondecreasing under the joint action

of (I9) and of the Ricci flow equation

9gi;
5 = 2R;;, (20)
because
dF _F 512
Fr 2 | e /|Ry; +V,;V,fldzdy > 0. (21)
M

1.3 Summary of results

Theorem. LetM be a compact Riemann surface without boundary, and relyaas

the configuration space of a classical mechanical systeih, avpotentiall propor-
tional to the Ricci scalar curvature &fl. Then there exists a 1-to—1 relation between
conformal metrics oM, and classical mechanical models on the same space. Specifi-
cally the time—independent mechanical actfoHamilton’s principal function) equals

the conformal factoyf, while the potential functioly equals minus two times the Ricci
curvature ofM.

2 Proof of the theorem

A mechanics from a given Riemannian metric.
Starting from a knowledge of the metr[c {10) bf, we will construct a classical me-
chanical system havirigl as its confirguration space. We recall that, for a point plerti
of massm subject to a time—independent potentiglthe Hamilton—Jacobi equation
for the time—dependent actighreads

oS 1 -\ 2

= 5 (vs) +U=0. (22)

2The sign of the time derivative ifi{IL9) i®t arbitrary, see section 6.4 of ref_[13].




It is well known that, separating the time variable as per
S =S—Et, (23)
with S the time—independent action (Hamilton’s principal fuon)i, one obtains

1
2m

(VS)>+U = E. (24)
Eqn. [23) suggests separating variable§in (19) as per
f=f+Et, (25)

where the sign of the time variable is revefsadth respect to[(23). Substituting (25)
into (19) leads to
(Vf)? —2V2f =E. (26)

Comparing[(Zb) with[(24) we conclude that, picking a valu¢hef massn = 1/2, the
following identifications can be made:

S =f, U=—-2V%f =—-2R. (27)

A Riemannian metric from a given mechanics.

Conversely, if we are given a classical mechanics as datedrby an arbitrary time—
independent actiof onM, and we are required to construct a conformal metridign
then the solution readé = S. This concludes the proof.

3 Discussion

With the 1-to—1 relation established above one can exchengaformally flat metric
for a time—independent action functional satisfying thertiton—Jacobi equation. In
the second part of the theorem one defines a Riemann mearitngtfrom the knowl-
edge of a given mechanics. However it is not guaranteedlibanetric so obtained is
the canonicalone corresponding to the Riemann surface on which the giveaham-
ics is defined. An example will illustrate this point. Riemasurfaces in genus greater
than 1 can be obtained as the quotient of the open unitidisc C by the action of a
Fuchsian group' [9]. As the quotient spacP /T, the Riemann surfaddl now carries

a Riemannian metric of constant negative curvature, itdafrom that on the disD.
This hyperbolic metric is the canonical metric to consideMh On the other hand, the
metric provided our theorem need not be hyperbolic. For @tapby [2T) we have that
the Ricci scalar curvatur® and the potential functioty carry opposite signs. Given
a mechanics ob, this determines the sign éf (modulo additive constants), hence
also the sign of?, which need not be the constant negative sign corresportdiag
hyperbolic Riemann surface as explained above. Howeves te&o contradiction. It

3This time reversal is imposed on us by the time—flow egnl. (48, respect to which time is reversed in
the mechanical model. As recalled in the previous footrthie sign preceding the time derivative [n}19) is
mandatory. This time reversal is just a rewording of (paytsettion 6.4 of ref.[[13], where a corresponding
heat flow is rurbackwardsn time.



suffices to realise that the metric induced by the mechaminsidered need not (and
in general will not) coincide with the hyperbolic metric inced onD /T by D.

Our theorem may be regarded as providing a mechanical sytbt#ns naturally
associated with a given metric. Although we have consid#redlassicalmechanics
associated with a given conformal factor, one can immelgiaenstruct the corre-
spondingquantummechanics, by means of the Schroedinger equation for tlempal
U. In fact the spectral problem for time—independent Schrmgst operators with the
Ricci scalar as a potential function has been analysed in[i&]. We can therefore
restate our result as follows: we have established a 1-telation between confor-
mally flat metrics on configuration space, and quantum—nréchhsystems on that
same space. That the Ricci flow plays a key role in the quartteonry has been shown
inrefs. [3,4].

Moreover, the Perelman function&l {16) also arises in thenB+Dicke theory of
gravitation and in models of conformal gravity (for a revieee,e.g, ref. [5]). In
fact, the action integra[(16) is simply the sum of the Eiimstelilbert gravitational
action functional and that for a massless scalar. A mild gaisation of the Perelman
functional arises naturally in the semiclassical quatitsaof the bosonic strind [6].
Further applications have been worked out in refsl[[10,A &bhnection with emergent
quantum mechanicsl[7] 8].

Altogether we see that the Ricci flow and the Perelman funatibave important

links to classical and quantum physics. Our conclusions heaffirm the importance
of these links.
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