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Abstract
On a Riemannian manifold (M, g) we consider the k+ 1 functions Fi, ..., Fi, G and construct the
vector fields that conserve Fi, ..., Fi and dissipate G with a prescribed rate. We study the geometry
of these vector fields and prove that they are of gradient type on regular leaves corresponding
to Fi,..., F. By using these constructions we show that the cubic Morrison dissipation and the
Landau-Lifschitz equation can be formulated in a unitary form.
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1 Introduction

An isolated dynamical system is a conservative system in the sense that there exist certain conserved
quantities. Such systems are often described in a Hamilton-Poisson setting for which the energy and the
Casimir functions are conserved quantities. In real life certain dynamical parameters are not conserved
due to the fact that the systems are not completely isolated. Another instance when we have a dissipative
behavior of some parameters is when control terms are added. For a large class of dissipative terms
various mathematical formulations have been found.

Starting from the notion of Poisson bracket, a dissipative bracket was introduced in the study of
dissipative Hamilton-Poisson systems by M. Grmela [12], A. Kaufman [15], and P.J. Morrison [22]. In
[22], P.J. Morrison coined the notion of metriplectic systems which are Hamilton-Poisson systems that
are perturbed with a dissipation of metric type. Dissipative terms and their implications for dynamics
have also been studied in connection to various dynamical systems derived from mathematical physics,
see [3], [9], [13], [16], [17], [18], [21].

Another type of dissipation which is called double bracket dissipation, was introduced by Brockett,
see [10] and [11]. The double bracket equation is defined in a Lie algebra setting and has an important
role in the study of various completely integrable systems, see [4], [5], [6], [7]. It has been shown that
this flow is a gradient flow on the adjoint orbits, see [6]. The metric considered is the "standard” or
“normal” metric, see [I] and [2]. A particular example of such dissipation is given by Landau-Lifschitz
equation.

We show in the current paper that the cubic Morrison dissipation and the Landau-Lifschitz equation
can be formulated in an unitary form. In Section 2 we start with the k& + 1 functions Fi, ..., Fx, G and
construct the vector fields that conserve Fi, ..., Fj, and the function G oscillates along these vector fields
with a prescribed rate. We prove that all these control vector fields are generated by a vector field that
we will call the standard control vector field. We apply this construction to the case when we have a
dynamical system which has k + 1 conserved quantities. We construct a perturbation which dissipates
one of the conserved quantities and conserves the remanning k of them.

In the Euclidean case such a dissipation was constructed in [24] using exterior algebra. In Section
3 we extend this construction to a general Riemannian manifold and moreover, we prove that this
dissipation is minus the standard control vector field constructed in Section 2. This generalization
allows the study of dissipative models which have as phase space a general Riemannian manifold.
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In Section 4 we study the geometry of the standard control vector field. In analogy with the case
of double bracket dissipation, see [6], we prove that when restricted to regular leaves of the function
F = (Fy, ..., F}), the standard control vector field has a gradient formulation. On every regular leaf we
construct a certain Riemannian metric such that the restricted standard control vector field is a gradient
vector field with respect to this metric. First we construct a symmetric contravariant 2-tensor that is
degenerate on the phase space. We prove that this tensor is in fact nondegenerate when restricted to
regular leaves. The Riemannian metric on the regular leaves will be the inverse of the restriction of this
tensor. Moreover, we prove that this metric is a conformal metric with the first fundamental form of
the regular leaves.

In Section 5 we prove that the standard control vector field can also be written as a scaled orthogonal
projection on the regular leaves of the gradient vector field VG. Using this formulation, we study
the connection between the standard control vector field generated by sets of functionally dependent
conserved quantities.

In Section 6 we prove that the Landau-Lifschitz equation can be regarded as a perturbed system
with the perturbation being a standard control vector field. This perturbation was formulated before as
a double bracket dissipation, see [19], [8], [23]. We will also show that the cubic dissipation of the rigid
body introduced by Morrison [22] is again of the form given by a standard control vector field. Both
systems can be described as perturbed Hamilton-Poisson systems on the Lie algebra so(3). Double
bracket dissipation is obtained by conserving the Casimir function and dissipating the Hamiltonian
function. Morrison dissipation is obtained by conserving the Hamiltonian function and dissipating the
Casimir function.

Various formulas and notations that are used throughout this paper are listed in the Appendix.

2 Construction of the dissipation

Having the k£ + 1 functions F, ..., Fi, G, we construct in this section a family of vector fields that
conserves I, ..., F and the function G oscillates along these vector fields with a prescribed rate.

Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold and F,..., Fy,G : M — R be k + 1 smooth functions. We
construct a vector field u € X(M) that conserves Fi,..., Fy, and dissipates G. A function F, is a
conserved quantity if and only if
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where < -,- > is the scalar product generated by the metric g and VF, = g% ?91: o« % is the gradient
vector field generated by the function F,, on the Riemannian manifold (M, g). The function G oscillates

along the solutions of the vector field u after the rule

dG
dt

(@(t,20)) = h(x(t, 20)),

where the rate of dissipation h: M — R is a smooth function and z(-, z¢) is the solution of the system
& = u(z) with the initial condition zy. We can write the above statements equivalently

<u,VF; >=0
<u,VF,>=0 (2.1)
<u,VG >=h.

For z € M, we can decompose the vector u(z) = v(x)+w(z), where v(z) € Sp[VFi(z), ..., VF(z), VG(z)]
is the dissipative part and w(z) € Spt[VFi(z),..., VFx(z), VG(z)] is the conservative part. Conse-
quently, there exists aq(z), ..., ar(z), a(z) € R such that

k
v(z) = Zai(:v)VFi(x) + a(z)VG(z). (2.2)
i=1



If VFi(x),..., VF,(x), VG(x) are linear independent, then locally around 2 € M the functions as, ..., ax,
can be chosen to be smooth and they are unique with this property.
The algebraic system (2] becomes

SF L ai(z) < VFi(z), VFi(z) > +a(z) < VG(z), VF (z) >=0
S ai(2) < VE (@), VE () > +a(z) < VG(@), VFi(x) >= 0 (2:3)
S ai(x) < VFi(2),VG(z) > +a(z) < VG(z),VG(x) > = h(z)

In what follows, we will introduce several notations. If f1,..., fr, g1, ...,9s : M — R are smooth functions
on the manifold M, we define the r X s matrix

<Vg1,Vfi> .. <Vgs,Vfi>
Bt - (2.4)
<Vq1,Vf-> .. <Vgs,Vfr>

(F1,.., Fr,G)

We solve the linear system (23] for the unknowns aq, ..., ax, . The associated matrix is E(Fl vvvvv FC)

and the augmented matrix is given by

0

<(Fr,.. . Fe,G) _ (F1,....Fy,G)

X oG = Xy FaC)
0
h

The determinant of the Gram matrix generated by the vectors VFi(z),..., VF(z), VG(x) has the

properties that det Egg?’;g;(m) > 0 and equality holds when the vectors are linear dependent, see
Fi,...,Fy,,G Fi,...,Fy,G S(Fy,.., Fi,G

[14]. Tf det S gt (2) # 0, then rankS(3 (G (@) = rankS(p (G (x). Consequently, the

linear system (2.3]) is compatible and according to Cramer’s rule we obtain the solution

i h(x Fy,....F
a;i(z) = (-1) +k+1m<m,.(.—.,)pk,c>()det EEFI ok &®)
o et Fki? © o LBt , (2.5)
a(r) = —mrmer — det B g ()

(Fy,.... Fk,G)(I)

where * represent the missing term.

In the case when det Egg?ﬁg;(a@) = 0, we will discuss the compatibility of the linear system

F1,...F Fi,....Fy,G Fi,....Fy,G S(Fy,.. Fi,G
23). 1t rankEgFim’F:?G)(:C) < rankEEFi).”)FZG;(x), then rankEEFi)m)F;Gg(x) = rankEEFLm’F:)G;(x)

and the linear system is compatible. If rankzgg’:::’%)@(;ﬁ) = rankEE?i?igg(x), then the matrices

Eg%?i)@(:v) and Egi?:g;(x) have a common principal minor. The system is compatible if and
only if h(z) = 0.
On the open set  := {x € M| det Eggizgg(x) # 0} we can use the solution found in (23] and

write the vector field in (22) as v = Fay Vo, where vo € X(M) is the vector field which we
(Fp,... Fj,,G)

will call the standard control vector field and is given by

k

_ itk (Fi,...,F) . (Fu,o Fy)
Vo= 2(_1) det E(Fi ..... ?k ,,,,, Fk,G)VFZ + det E(Fi VG, (2.6)

For any & € M, it is straightforward to see that the set {a%(x),...,a%(x),a®(x)}, where o?(z) :=
1 k 7
(—1)Hk+1 det EE?""’%) . G)(a:) and o®(z) := det EE?iF’;)(x) is a solution of the system (23)) for
B R e SEREEEAY X}

h(z) = det Zg%?}:gg (x). Consequently, the vector field vq is a solution for ([2) in the particular



case when we consider h(z) = det Eg%?:g;(x) for any x € M. For the case when we have only two

conserved quantities, F' and G for the initial system the standard control vector field has the form
vo = — < VF,VG > VF +||VF||*VG.
As a summary of the above considerations we have the following result.

Theorem 2.1. We have the following characterization of the control vector field u € X(M) that is a
solution of (Z1)).

(i) Let Q :={x € M| det S F’“G)(x) # 0} which is an open subset of M. Any control vector field

(F1, Fr,G)
u € X(Q) that satisfies @) (i.e. dissipates the function G with the rate of dissipation h) is of
the form
h(z)
x) = vo(z) + w(z), Va € Q,
(F1,...,Fy,G)
det £ 70 ()

where w € X(Q) with w(z) € Spr[VFi(z),..., VF;(z), VG(z)].
(ii) If the function W : 2 — R can be prolonged to a continuous function q : M — R,

then the control vector field has the form u(x) = q(x)vo(z) + w(z), where w € X(M) with
w(x) € Spt[VF(),..., VF(z), VG(2)].

(i11) In the particular case when h = det Egi?’;gg, the control vector field that is a solution of (2.1

has the form
u(z) = vo(z) + w(z),
where w € X(M), with w(z) € SpT[VFi(z), ..., VFx(z), VG(z)].
The dissipative part of the control vector field u can be written always as v = gvg, where ¢ is a
smooth function defined at least on the open subset 2 of M. In the paper [24] is constructed an infinite
sequence of high-order dissipative vector fields. As a consequence of the above theorem, we obtain that

this sequence is generated by the standard control vector field vg.
We apply the above construction to the case when we have a dynamical system

&= X(x), (2.7)

where X € X(M). Suppose (27) admits Fi, ..., Fi,,G : M — R smooth k + 1 conserved quantities. We
search for control vector fields u € X(M) such that the perturbed system

&= X(z)+u(z) (2.8)

conserves Fi, ..., Fy, and dissipates G with a given rate. These vector fields are the solutions of (Z.1]).
The next result gives the dissipation behavior of the function G along the solutions of the perturbed
system (Z8), where u = vo + w.

Theorem 2.2. The function G increases along the solutions of the system
i = X(2) + vo(x) + w(z),
where w € X(M) with w(z) € Spt[VFi (), ..., VF(z), VG()].

(Fy,..., Fy,G)

Proof. The standard control vector field v is a solution of 21 with h(z) = det E(Fl,...,Fk,G)( ) >0
for any x € M. Consequently,

e Fi,...Fi,G

=7 (a(t20)) = hla(t, z0)) = det S e (@(t, ) > 0,
where (-, zg) is the solution of the dynamical system & = vg(z) + w(z) with the initial condition
2(0,20) = zo. O



3 The covariant formulation of the standard control vector field

In the Euclidean case, a dissipation was constructed in [24] that preserves k conserved quantities of
a dynamical system and dissipates another conserved quantity. We generalize this construction to
a general Riemannian manifold and moreover, we prove that this dissipation is minus the standard
control vector field vg.

In analogy to [24], we introduce the following one form

w=(=1)"*(dFy N\ ... NdF Ax(dG NdFy A ... N dF})),

where * is the Hodge star operator associated to the Riemannian metric g. The dissipation vector field
#4(w), for the Euclidean case, was introduced in [24]. Next we will prove that this dissipation is precisely
the standard control vector field, i.e. vo = —f,(w), where £, : Q}(M) — X(M) is associated with the
Riemannian metric g.

In local coordinates we have

OF, OF oG
Sz dFy = o da®, dG =
B ST Dt

By direct computation we obtain

\/|g| 8F1 8Fk oG
(n—k—1)! 9za " Qxr Jxor+

dx®s+1,

dFy =

ayl a l l ln
R ¢ S U PRNY PR Y/ Aon e AWVAs 2

*(dFy N .NAFRNAQ)

Consequently, we have the following computation
w = (=1)"™* % (dFy A ... NdF), A %(dFy A ... A dF), A dG))
@I (kg 9F,  OF, OF, 0F, G

(n—k — 1)1 9zbr 7" 9xbx Gz T Jzok Jxok+r

galll mgak+1lk+1g;ﬂk+2lk+2mgpnln

b1s1 b sk

q
€s1..5kPrya- - pngdT

€l lpriliga.. . ln9 g

(_1)n+k|g| oFy, OF, OFy O0F, O0G
(n—k— 1)1 9zbr 7" 9xbe dxar " Gk Qxtrtr

g

bis1 q

|971|€a1---akak+1pk+2---Png "'gkak 651»»»Sk10k+2»~10nqu
(1)t 9F  OF, OF, OF, 0G
(n—k — 1)1 9zbr 7" 9xbx Qxar T Jzok Jxok+r
eal,,,akak+1pk+2,,,pngblsl A (—1)""“‘1651,,,Skqpk+2mpnd:vq
CH+TD 1 OF, 0F, OFy 0F, 0G .
(n—k—1)! 9xbr " 9zbe 9z " Hrok Jxartr
k+1

= _(Zwi)a

OF, OF, OF; IFy G b1sy br Sk $81...5LQ;5 a;
9aP1 " Dzt Ozl zok oz ki1 d g 6a1...akalk+1dx i

We need to analyze the one forms wi, ..., wk, wit+1. We have

0Fy O0F, 0Fy O0F, 0G bess o5t Sra a
W1 = Db Dbr Dmer " Bpar Dt PLLgTRROY a’;a’jcfldx k1
CD OR OF OF OFk s OG_pa,
Oxbr " Oxbe Oxer T gk Mk Gprta

g

b sk 1 S1...5kq q
(n—k 1)!5a1...akak+ld‘r

g

where w; =

_ 0F, O0F, OF; OFy, bysy gbksk 51...5% oG dp
Oxbr T Oxbr §ro(s1) T 9o (sk) 0(51)...0(88) §par+1

— E % blsl bksk Z Sgn 1 8Fk ) 8G A1
PR 8;5‘7 (s1) " 9golse) ” Hpar+1



Also

@ (_1)k 8F1 8Fk 8F2 8Fk oG b1sy bkskasl...skal 8F1 al
w1 - Oxbr 7 Oxbr Oxaz T Oxar Orak+1 -9 a2:-Gk+101 Hoay
OF, OF, oG OF: OF,
_ _1\k 1 k  bisy by sk 2 k
= (-1) B B gt g (Z sgn(o) B or) Gae o) B (on D) YdFy
CIo k (Fuy F)
= (CRdet s dR
Analogously, for i = 2, k, w; = (—1)k¥T+1 det y(Erens Fe) dF;
’ T Fi, By FoG) o

As a consequence of the above computations and of the definition of the standard control vector field
[236), we obtain the following result.

Theorem 3.1. On the Riemannian manifold (M, g), we have the equivalent description of the standard
control vector field

vo = (=1)" T, (x(dFy A ... ANdEx A*(dG AN dFy A ... A dFy))).

4 The gradient formulation of the standard control vector field

The standard control vector field vq is tangent to every regular leaf L. := F~1(c) generated by the
regular values of the function F := (Fy, ..., F},) : M — R¥. We will endow every regular leaf L. with a
Riemannian metric 7, such that vq is a gradient vector field on L, i.e.

VO\LC = V‘FCG\LC'

In order to do this we first construct a degenerate symmetric contravariant 2-tensor T on the manifold
M that is nondegenerate when restricted to every regular leaf L.. The Riemannian metric 7. will be
Te 1= Tl_Llc'

In what follows, we will construct the tensor T. In Riemannian geometry we can write the gradient
vector field of the function G' as VG = izgg~!, where ¢! is the contravariant 2-tensor ¢~ !(z) =
gpq(x)% ® a%q constructed from the metric tensor g and i is the interior product. We recall the

following standard results in Riemannian geometry which will be used several times in this section,
VH(a) =g *dH,a) = a(VH), dH(VK) =< VH,VK >,

where a € QY (M) and H, K € C®(M).
We have the following contravariant 2-tensor VF; @ VF; : Q1(M) x Q' (M) - R

VE ® VE (a,6) = o(VE)B(VE)).
Lemma 4.1. Fori,j € {1,...,k} we have the equalities
(1) iac(VF; @ VF;) =< VG,VF; > VF;

y OF, OF; 9 0
(it) VE; @ VE; = g"Pg* 150 52 505 © g7

Proof. (i) The proof is a direct computation,
iga(VF;, ® VF})(a) = VF; @ VF; (dG, a) = dG(VF;)a(VF;) =< VG,VF; > VF;(a),
for any o € QY(M).
(i) By straightforward computation we have
OF; OF}

VF, ® VF; (da?,dz?) = daP (VE;)dz?(VF}) = g~ (dF;, d2P) g™ (dFj, dx?) = g”’gsq% Dps”




We define the symmetric contravariant 2-tensor T : Q'(M) x Q'(M) — R by

k ~
T:= ) (- 1)“”*1detEE?:mg:m: ))VF ® VF, +detEEF1:m:?;gg L (4.1)
i,j=1

E(Fl »»»»» Fj »»»»» Fk):( (F1yeees Fi ----- Fk))T

(Foo B Fi) and consequently,

For proving the symmetry of T we notice that

det EE? """ ? """ }I:k)) det EE? """ ? """ 1;’“)) The contravariance can be deduced by the expressions in local
Pyeens Fliyeess Fie 1yeeerFyye, Fie

coordinates, namely the coefficients of the symmetric 2-tensor T are

k —_—
 OF1  OF;  OF) OF; OF; ~

E : 1)itigabr, Gabs | garbr J k 97 975 _ F..F.F

: * g g g g axbl "'axbj ”'8$bk axr axs 77a1...aj...ak( 1o L7 k)

8F1 8Fk

arbr  qakbk ,pq
_g g axbl afl;bk nal...ak(Fl---Fk)7
OF, OF}
Ozl Ozl
where we have used (ZI0) and made the notation 7, .. .q, (F1...F) := det
OF, OF}
0%k o Ox%

(F1,...Fj,...,Fy)

Remark 4.1. For the case £ = 1 and using the notation F; = F', the expression det E(F S
1yeeny [EEEET) k

becomes the constant function 1 and the expression det EE?’... ’;g becomes ||V F||?, where || - || is the

norm generated by the Riemannian metric g. Consequently, the symmetric contravariant 2-tensor T

has the form
T=-VFQVF +||[VF|?¢ " (4.2)

In local coordinates we have the expresion

or or
Ox% Oxb’

TP = (g°Pg" — g*g"?)

For the Euclidean case, the above expression of the tensor T with F' being the Hamiltonian function of
a Hamilton-Poisson system was used in [3].

A

Next, we study a few properties of the symmetric contravariant 2-tensor T that we need in what
follows. The functions F, ..., Fy : M — R generate the following distribution on M,

xtan(M) = {X € x(MHdFs(X) =0,s :_k}

and its dual distribution

Q%an( )_{QGQI(M)|Q(VFS):07S:Lk}'
Proposition 4.2. We have the following results:
(i) VF, @ VFj(a, ) =0, Ya € Q4,,(M),V3 € Q' (M).

(ii) T(a, B) = det S g~ (0, B), Ya € O, (M), 78 € Q1 (M).

.....

(iii) T(ov, ) = det S5 (8o |2, Vo € O, (M).

(iv) T(dFs,3) =0, Vs = 1,k, VB € QY(M).



Proof. (i) By definition we have VF; @ VFj(a, 8) = a(VE;)3(VFj). Because a € ],
equality a(VE;) = 0.
(44) From the definition of T we have that for any a € Qf,,, (M) and for any 3 € Q' (M),

(M) we have the

tan
a (F1,....Ej,...,Fy)
i1y v (F1,eees Gaeees Fu,...,Fy) —
T(a,8) = lzl(—l)+J+1detE(F;MFiW)F:)VE®VFj(a,ﬁ)+detEgFi _____ 9~ (a, B)
4,j=
Fr,...,Fy) —
= det X g 0, B).

(ii7) From (ii) we have that for any a € Q},,, (M)

tan

Fi,...,F}) — Fi,..., F,
T(a, ) = det S5 g™ (o, ) = det B 7o 2

(iv) From Lemma (@I)) (i), for any s € 1,k we obtain

k .
igr, T = Z (—1) T+ det EEFi ..... Fj vvvvv F:))ldFsti ® VFj + det EEFi _____ F:;ldpsg 1
i,j=1
: (Fiyeoes By Fi) ( )
o 1+j+1 Laeeny FEERD) k . . Fy,..., F)
— Z (—1)"i+1 det E(Fhmﬂw) < VF,,VE > VE; +det X, VE,s
i,5=1
: : (oo By ) ( >
_ k+i+1 . _1\k+7 Loy Yy 3 ) Fy,...,F)
- 2(—1) < VF,,VF; > (2( D det 3 IVE) + det B VS
1= ]=
<VF,VF > .. <VE,VF >
_ Z(_l)k+i+l < VFS VFl > det < VFl,VE > < ka,vE >
i
<VF,VF> .. <VF, VF; >
VF, VF
(Fi.o Fy)
+det X VE,
<VF,VF > .. <VF,VF > <VF,VF
= dt| YR VR > .. <VE.VF,> <VE.VE> |~
VFE VF, VF,

O

Property (iv) of the above proposition shows that the 2-tensor T is degenerate and consequently it
is not the inverse of any covariant metric 2-tensor. Nevertheless, the standard control vector field vq
still behaves like a gradient vector field with respect to the degenerate symmetric contravariant 2-tensor
T.

Theorem 4.3. On the manifold (M, g), the standard control vector field vo is given by the following
formula,

Vo = idG (T)
(Fl )"')Fk)

Proof. By developing the determinants det® (Fro B FsG)

after the last column in the expression



[23), we obtain

E

_ +h+1 (F1,.- F) ] (F1,...,Fy)
vo = z;( 1)/ det X F vvvvv ey VE +det S VG
J:
k k ( N ( :
_ j+k—+1 i+k Fu,...,Fy,...Fy) Fy,...,Fy,
= ;(—1)] (z;( D et Sl T < VG VE, »)VE + det S VG
Jj= i=

. il (Fry...,Fj,. Fy) (F1,...,Fy)
— Z (=1)"*t det E(Fi,...,ﬁi,...,% < VG,VEF; > VFj +det 35" VG
4,j=1

= ig(T).

(le ;Fu Fk) — (E(Flv“'vﬁj)"'Fk) )T D

In the above proof we have used the fact that ¥ (Fro B B
..... Grees 'k

The symmetric contravariant 2-tensor T is degenerate and consequently it cannot be inverted. We
will prove that it is invertible When restricted to Qtlm(M ) Throughout the remaining of this section

.....

we replace M with the open subset of regular points, i.e. {z € M| det ZEEF’“)( ) #0}.

Having a Riemannian manifold (M, g), we recall the following well known notions. One can define the
following operators b, : X(M) — QY (M), by(X) := g(X,-) and #, : Q' (M) — X(M), #,(a) :== g7 (e, ).
The nondegeneracy of the metric tensor g implies by = ﬁ;l. For the tensor T, we can define the operator

fr: QY M) — X(M), tr(a) = T(a,-).

We will prove by double inclusion the set equality #7(Q4,,,(M)) = Xian(M). Indeed, for o € Q},,, (M)
and using Proposition 2 (iv), we have dFs(fr(«)) = #r(a)(dFs) = T(a,dF;) = 0 which implies
that fir(e) € Xian(M). For the other inclusion, let Xo € Xian(M) and o = ——F——by(Xo).

(Fp,e.0) )

We will prove that #r(ag) = Xo. For this, we first need to show that ag introduced above is an

clement in Qf,,(M). We have ao(VFy) = ——m—770¢(X0)(VFs) = ——m—759(Xo, VF,) =
det D p R detZp )

WdF (Xo). Because Xg € Xian(M), we obtain that ag(VFs) = 0, Vs = 1,k, which implies
eV S(p Ly

that g € Q},,,(M). By direct computation we have

PE2(i) (Fi,...,Fy) 1
tr(c0)(8) = T(ao, B) = detZp g™ (a0, 8) = g7 (b4(Xo), B) = Xo(B),
for any B € Q1 (M).

The operator f#r is injective on Qf,,, (M). Indeed, for ai,as € Q},, (M), suppose that fr(a;) =
f7(az). This is equivalent with T(a1,3) = T(ag,3), for all 8 € QY(M). Using Proposition (ii),
we obtain the equality det EEFL ?“;g’l(al,ﬁ) = det EE?’ ’;::gg*l(ag, B), for all B € Q'(M). By the
nondegeneracy of the metric tensor g we obtain that a1 = as.

The restricted operator f7 : Qf,,, (M) — Xyq, (M) is invertible and consequently we can define the

inverse operator by : Xiqn(M) — Qf,,,(M). From the above considerations we obtain the equality

1
(X)) = —————by(X), (4.3)
dev X7

for all X € Xion(M).

Lemma 4.4. For a € QY(M) and Xo € Xyan(M) we have the equality

T(Oé, bT (Xo)) = a(Xo).



Proof. By direct computation we have

PHA2I(i
oo (X0)) 20 det S (0, br (X)) = g~ (o (Xo), ) = a( Xo).

O

Definition 4.1. We introduce the symmetric nondegenerate covariant 2-tensor T—! : Xian (M) x
Xian (M) — C®(M) defined by
T1(X,Y) = Tbr(X), br(Y)). (4.4)

On every regular leaf L. = F~1(c) we will construct a Riemannian metric 7. using the tensor T~1.
Let i, : L. — M be the canonical inclusion of the regular leaf L. into the manifold M. We have the
following inclusion ., (X(L.)) C Xyqn(M).

Definition 4.2. On a regular leaf L. we define the Riemannian metric 7. : X(L¢) X X(Le) = C*(L.)
To(XY) =T Mie, X ic, Y°).

The next result gives the formula for the standard control vector field by using coordinates on the
regular leaf L.. More precisely, we prove that vg restricted to L. is a gradient vector field with respect
to the Riemannian metric 7.. Moreover, we prove that this metric is a conformal metric with respect
to the first fundamental form induced by the ambient metric g on the submanifold L.

Theorem 4.5. On a regular leaf L. we have the following characterizations.
(i) 7 = ﬁlzg

(i) The standard control vector field vo is a vector field in Xian(M). Moreover, there exists a vector
field v € X(L.) such that i., (VvG) = VoL, where vo|, is the restriction of vo to the submanifold
ic(Le).

(ZZZ) V0|Lc = Z.C*VTC (G o} Zc)
Proof. (i) We have the following computations

@2
(XOYY) = T X6 0 YY) = T(or(ie X°), br(ie. V)
PE2(ii) B Py _ ) . e
= detZéFi__:F:;g Ybr(ie, X€),br(ic. Y))
@3 Fiys F) 1 1
= detx!F ) m1 by (ic, X©) by(ic,Y))
(F1,...,Fg) (F1,...,Fy) "9\"Cx ) (Fy,...,Fy) 9\~
det E(Fi ..... F);) det E(Fl ..... F:)
1 1
= —————9(1c, X0, Y) = irg(X°Y°).
(Fr,. ) IV0es . (Fr,.Fr) . e
det E(Fi,...,Fi) det E(Fi,...,F:) O e

(#1) By construction, the standard control vector field vy is a solution of (ZII), which implies that
vo € Xian(M). As i : Lo — ic(Le) C M is a diffeomorphism, there exists a vector field v§ € X(L.)
such that i., (v§) = vo|r.

(i1i) By the definition of a gradient vector field we have

d(Goi)(Y) = 7:(Vr (G oic), YC), YV € X(L,).
which is equivalent with the equality
dG(ic,Y) = T (ic.Vr (G 0ic),ic, YC), VY € X(Le).
We have the following computations

T~ (Vojz..ic.Y) = Thr(voir.),br(ic,Y)) = g7 (g (Voiz,) b1 (ic. Y ) = voir. (07 (i, Y ©))
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TR, Tr(i,. YY) = TG, br (i, ) 2o, Vo).

Consequently we have the equality
Tﬁl(ic* v"’c (G 0 iC)a ic* YC) = Tﬁl(VO\Lca ic* Yc)a VYC € :X:(Lc)v

or equivalently
T ' (ic. (V7. (G o) — v§),ic,Y) =0, VY € X(L.).

And by the definition of 7. we obtain
Te(Vr (Goi.) —v(, Y =0, VY e X(Le).

By the nondegeneracy of the Riemannian metric tensor 7, we obtain V. (G oi.) = v§ or equivalently
iC*VTC(GOiC) = V0|Lc' O

For the case when we have only one conserved quantity F', i.e. k =1 and F; = F', we obtain that

1 .
T IVE|Roi.

*

Te cg-

5 The projection method formulation of the standard control
vector field

In this section we prove that the standard control vector field vg can be written as a scaled orthogonal
projection on the regular leaves L. of the gradient vector field VG. Using this formulation we study
the connection between the standard control vector field generated by sets of functionally dependent
conserved quantities.

Definition 5.1. Let W be a subspace of a finite dimensional inner product space (V,< -,- >). Denote
by W+ the orthogonal complement of W in V. Define Py : V — V by

Py (v) = w,

where v =w +u with w € W and u € W+.
The linear operator Py is called the orthogonal projection of V onto W along W+.

For x € M we consider the inner product space (T, M, < -,- >), where the inner product is generated
by the Riemannian metric g. For regular points of the function F = (Fy, ..., F},) : M — R we consider
the subspace T, L. = KerDF(z). Consequently, we have T, L = Sp[VF(z), ..., VFx(x)]. Indeed, for
y EﬁerDF(:v) we have <y, VFs(z) >= g;;(2)y'9% (x) gfg (x) = o¢y" ggg (x) = y“%(m) = 0 for any
s=1,k.

We define the following linear operator Pr,r_ : Ty M — T, M

< VF(2),VFi(x) > .. <VFg(z),VFi(z)> <v,VF(z)>
1
p _ dot
TmLC(V) det EE?l?e;(x) ¢ < VFl(I),VFk(I) > L < VFk(I),VFk(:Z?) > < V,VFk(ZC) >
btk VF(z) VEj(x) v
(5.1)

where v € T, M. The operator Pr, 1, is the orthogorﬁprojection of T, M onto T, L. along TzLCL.
Indeed, we observe that Pr, 1. (VF;(z)) =0, for all i = 1, k, as two columns in the determinant become
equal. Consequently, Pr, 1 (u) =0 for any u € T, L>. For w € T, L. we have

< VF(2),VFi(z) > .. <VF4(x),VF(z)> 0
Prp (w) = 1 et L
ToLe\W) = Foom 2 < VR (2),VE(2) > .. < VF(2),VF(z)> 0 | ™
det ¥ )(a:)
Lotk VFi(z) VFy(z) w
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Also, the standard control vector field vq, defined by the equation ([2.6]), can be formally written as

< VF(2),VFi(z) > .. <VFg(z),VF(x)> <VG(z),VF(x)>
vo@) =det | Gp ) VE(2)> .. < VEu(),VE(z)> <VG(z), VFi(z) > (5.2)
VF(x) VEj(x) VG(z)

From the above considerations we can conclude the following result.

Theorem 5.1. The standard control vector field can be written as a scaled orthogonal projection on the
reqular leaves L. of the gradient vector field VG, i.e. for x € L., we have

vo() = det (078 (2) Pr, 1, (VG ().

In what follows we study the connection between the standard control vector fields generated by two
sets of functionally dependent conservation laws. More precisely, let

Hl = hl(Flu"'qu)

Hk = hk(F17 7Fk)

where h = (hy, ..., ht) : R¥ — RF is a local diffeomorphism. By a straightforward computation we have
the following equality, see ([2.4)),

(Frn By OF1L, o Fr) o O(F1, o i)
Y = J .
(FroesFe) — 9(21, ooy ) lg ](8(x1,...,xn))

By the same type of computation we have

(Hy,..., Hy) a(Hlu 7Hk)[ ij 6(H17' 7H/€) T
(Hyseoo o Hy) Oz, .y ) Oz, .oy )
_ 8(17’17' 7h'k) 8(F‘la aFk)[gZJ](a(Fla aFk))T(a(hla ahk) )T
a(Fh' 7Fk) 8($17 ,I'n) 8($1, wrn) a(Flu "7Fk)
Ok k) (P DR, e i)
= AR, ) om0 (R, R (5:3)

A(h1, ..., h 2
det (30 k) (@) = (det M@) det {1 E0) ().

where ¢ € R¥ with ¢ = (Fy(z), ..., Fx(z)). Consequently, on a regular leaf L. the standard control vector
fields v(()Hl """ Hy) generated by the set of conserved quantities (Hy, ..., Hx) and respectively V(()Fl """ Fi)

generated by the set of conserved quantities (Fi, ..., Fy) differ by a constant. More precisely,

2
(i, Hy) I(h1, .., hi) (Fi oo F)
Ol Le B (det o(Fn, -'-aFk)(C) VoL '

Vv

6 Examples

In this section we prove that the Landau-Lifschitz equation is a perturbed system which can be put in
the form given by the equation (Z.8)) with the perturbation being a standard control vector field. This
perturbation can also be formulated as a double bracket dissipation, see [19], [8], [23]. Also, we show
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that the cubic dissipation of the rigid body introduced by Morrison [22] is again of the form given by a
standard control vector field.

The Landau-Lifschitz equation

One of the main objectives of the micromagnetics theory is to develop a formalism in which the
macroscopic properties of a material can be simulated including the best approximation to the funda-
mental atomic behavior of the material. The history of micromagnetics starts with a paper of Landau
and Lifschitz, published in 1935, on the structure of a wall between two antiparallel domains.

The Landau-Lifschitz equation of motion for an individual spin has the form

M =~yM x B+ ———(M x (M x B)), (6.1)

A
[[a]2
where M is the magnetization vector, B is the magnetic field, v is the gyromagnetic ratio and A is the
damping constant. Due to physical reasoning, we assume that the magnetic field vB is of potential
type, i.e. yB = VH for a smooth function H : R3\ {(0,0,0)} — R. Also, we suppose that % > 0. The
phase-space of the problem is R3\{(0,0,0)} endowed with the Lie-Poisson bracket given by the cross
product. An equivalent form of L-L equation the (6.1J) is given by

. A A
M=MxVH+ ———— <M, VH > M - -VH. (6.2)
VI M| g
The unperturbed system M = M x VH conserves the Hamiltonian function H and the Casimir
function Cy = (M7 + M3 + M%). We prove that the perturbation

A A
——= < M,VH >M - -VH
AP Y
is the standard control vector field vy with the conserved function being F' = %CO and the dissipated

function being G = —H.
Using Remark [£.]] in the case of one conserved quantity, the symmetric contravariant 2-tensor T is
given by

T=-VFRVF+||[VF||?g}, (6.3)
where g is the Euclidean metric on R3. Using Theorem [4.3] we obtain
vo = igg(T)=—<VG,VF >VF +||VF|*VG
= <VH\/7 ——AVH:L<M,VH>M—AVH. (6.4)
0~ YT S YNIM|2 gl

We analyze the standard control vector field vy given by the equation (6.4 restricted on a regular leaf
L.. In Cartesian coordinates we have the following expression of the symmetric contravariant 2-tensor
field s
A 0 0 0 0
= M} + M3 + M3 — M} — M; M,
gocy QLM+ M5+ M )anz, © ang, Z o0t © gt
i=1 i,j=1,1#j

Because F is a constant of motion for the perturbed system (6.2)), the regular leaves which are given by
the spheres L. := F~1(c) are preserved by this perturbed dynamic. In spherical coordinates (6, ¢,7) we
have M7 = rsinf cosp, My = rsinflsinp, M3 = rcosf. The symmetric contravariant 2-tensor field

T(0, ¢, r) becomes

B )\(8®8+ 1 8@8)

2090 T 00 sin?00¢  Op
and it is a degenerate tensor field. If we choose a sphere L., where r = \/¥c, then Tz, becomes a
nondegenerate symmetric contravariant 2-tensor field on L.. We have the coordinate expression

T 7)\_2(§®Q+Li®i)
ILe ™ 32c2400 © 90 sin2 0 0y Ao’
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Consequently,
”Y2C2 2
Te = T(d@ ® df + sin” 0dp @ dyp).
According to Theorem (i41), the standard control vector field on the sphere L. is a gradient vector
field and it has the expression

. - 22 8H‘ch_ A2 8H\Lc£
Olhe ™ 7227890 09 2c2sin’0 Oy Op

Remark 6.1. The induced metric on the sphere L. is given by
itg = 1cX(db ® df + sin® fdp ® dep)

and consequently, we have

2

L i (d ® d6 + sin® §dp © dyp)
IVF|Roi, <d = X2 veae)

As stated in Theorem [F (7), we obtain the equality 7. = Wizg.
A

We can also write the standard control vector field vg by using the orthogonal projector defined by
the formula (&.I). More precisely,

1
Pr. VG = ———det

<VF,VF > <VG,VF >
[IVE|]?

1
= - F F.
VF e > VG 23 <VF, VG >V

By using Remark 4.1l and Theorem E.I] we obtain

A

Vo= —F—5
VM2

A
<M,VH > M — —VH.
Y
The Hamiltonian function H decreases along the solutions of the Landau-Lifschitz equation as G is
an increasing function along these solutions, see Theorem

The metriplectic dissipation of the rigid body

The motion of a rigid body can be reduced to the translation of the center of mass and the rotation
about the center of mass. Rotation is conveniently described in a coordinate system with the origin at
the center of mass and the axes along the principal central axes of inertia, by Euler’s equations. These
equations can be written in the following form

T = (% - %)Iﬂg + ug
96:2 = (11—1 - ¥)ZC1UC3 + us
T3 = (E — I—I)lez + us

where x1 = lwy, v9 = Iswa, 3 = I3ws are the components of the angular momentum vector, and
Iy > Is > I3 are the principal moments of inertia, and wi,ws,ws are the components of the angular
velocity and wuq, us, uz are the components of applied torques. The system of free rotations has the well
known Hamilton-Poisson formulation (so(3)*,II_, H), where TI_ is the minus Lie-Poisson structure on

so(3)* and the Hamiltonian function is given by H(x1,z2,23) = %(?—? + % + ?—f), see [20). In [22],

Morrison has introduced the following class of metriplectic dissipation for the rigid body

u = [hWY]VC,
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where C' is a Casimir of IT_ and

2

x_g + % _ZT1T2 _T1T3
I3 I3 LI L
.. 2 2
] — _ ZT1x2 Ty T3 _ Z2x3
[hV](z) = nn, T L1y
2 2
_Zizx3 _ Zax3 Ly I
I I3 IPYES 12 12

Next, we prove that the above control vector field u is the standard control vector field generated by
the conserved function F' = H and the dissipated function G = C. As before, by using the expression
[#2) of the tensor T and Theorem 3] we have for this case

vo = i4c(T) = (-VH @ VH + ||[VH|]*T)VC = [n7]VC.

The above form of the dissipation vector field was also found in [3]. For a fixed z € R3, the matrix

associated with the linear operator ||VH (x)||?Pr, 1, is the matrix [h%](z).
In what follows we compute the standard control vector field v on the regular leaves L. := H~1(c).

A system of local coordinates (0, ¢, r) for the ellipsoid L. is given by
x1 =111 sinfcosy, xo =1/ I>sinfsinp, x3 =r+/I3cosb,

where r = v/2¢. For this choice of parameters we have

VH|? = 2C(sir12 6 cos? o N sin? # sin? ¢ N cos? 9)
I I I3
and the induced metric
i*g = 2¢(I; cos® O cos? o + I cos® Osin® ¢ + I3sin” 0)df @ df

+2¢(Iy — I1) sin B cos  sin p cos p(df & dp + dp @ db)
+2¢sin? O(1; sin® ¢ + I cos? )dy ® de.

For the standard Casimir function Cy = (2% + 23 + 23) and by Theorem [LT (iii), the standard control
vector field on the ellipsoid L. is a gradient vector field which has the expression

1 sin® 2o 0
VO‘LC:2csin90039(——M—M)—+2c(

! ) sin ¢ cos 0
1n -_—.
I I I LS

L I
We observe that for the axisymmetric case Iy = I3, the dissipation takes place only in the angle

coordinate 6,
1 1.0

VO‘LC = 2CSin9COS€(I—3 — I_2 %

7 Appendix

Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold. We will recall some standard formulas that we have used through-

out this paper.
Ricci symbol

1,  if4q,...,4, are distinct, and they are an even permutation of {1,...,7};
€iy..i, = —1, ifdq,...,4, are distinct, and they are an odd permutation of {1,...,7}; (7.1)
0, otherwise.

From the definition of the Ricci symbol, we have

6il~~~ir—1q = (_1)T_k_16i1 ...ikqilﬁ,l...iT,l (72)
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Generalized Kroneker J-symbol

o 1, if 41, ...,4, are distinct, and {j1, ..., j} is an even permutation of {i1, ..., 4, };
6l =49 =1, ifiy, ..., i are distinct, and{ji, ..., j» } is an odd permutation of {i1,...,i,}; (7.3)
0, otherwise.

Using the two definitions above, we obtain the equality

ST = €y i€y (7.4)
For a fixed ¢ we have o o
J1--Jr—14 __ §J1---Jr—1
5i1"'i7‘71q - 5i1"'i7‘71 : (75)
If we do the summation after the index ¢ from 1 to n, we obtain the formula
J1--Jr—1q __ J1---Jr—1
5i1"'i7‘71q - (n —-r+ 1)57;1“4:7‘71 ’ (76)
and more generally
i grivsroiy (=)
ill...iririll...i: = (n _p)!(sﬁ,,,i~ (7.7)

The determinant of an r X r matrix can be written using the formulas

ail oo Q1
det = €410, Q151 A245 -+ Qg (78)
Ar1 oo Qpp
and
ail oo Qg
€j1.dn det = Qj1iy Qjoig Qg0 €iy . 4, (79)
Ar1 oo Qpp

Using the notation (Z4]) and developing the determinant, we obtain

OF OFy
OF OF 9z°L " Ol

det S = L =Eghe gheedet | L (7.10)
1yeees bk Oxbr  Oxbr oF OF,
0x°k Tt Ox®k

The formula for the Hodge star operator * : Q" (M) — Q™" (M) in local coordinates is given by
¥ (dx™ A ... Ada't) = ] ‘_lgrl)!giljl...giTjTejlijjrﬂmjnd:z:jT“ A oo A dain (7.11)

where |g| is the determinant of the symmetric matrix associated to the Riemannian metric g.
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