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SUBMERSIONS, HAMILTONIAN SYSTEMS AND OPTIMAL
SOLUTIONS TO THE ROLLING MANIFOLDS PROBLEM

ERLEND GRONG

ABSTRACT. Given a submersion 7 : Q — M with an Ehresmann connection H,,
we describe how to solve Hamiltonian systems on M by lifting our problem
to Q. Furthermore, we show that all solutions of these lifted Hamiltonian
systems can be described using the original Hamiltonian vector field on M
along with a generalization of the magnetic force. This generalized force is
described using the curvature of H along with a new form of parallel transport
of covectors vanishing on H. Using the Pontryagin maximum principle, we
apply this theory to optimal control problems M and @ to get results on
normal and abnormal extremals. We give a demonstration of our theory by
considering the optimal control problem of one Riemannian manifold rolling
on another without twisting or slipping along curves of minimal length.

1. INTRODUCTION

Finding a path of minimal length for rolling a ball on a table without twisting
or slipping is a problem with surprising depth and relations to geometry. This was
first addressed with the paper of V. Jurdjevic [13], where it was shown that the
mimimal paths of the plate-ball problem are given by elastica. In this setting, an
elastic refers to a curve «y(¢) in the euclidean space that minimizes the integral over
its geodesic curvature, given initial and final values for both position and veloc-
ity. A similar result holds in the setting of Riemannian manifolds with constant
sectional curvature [25] [16]. We would like to consider a more general case of two
arbitrary Riemannian manifolds rolling on each other without slipping or twist-
ing. These restrictions describe situations with high friction, such as two rubber
surfaces rolling against each other [I8]. Rolling of higher dimensional manifolds
was first introduced in [22]. For higher dimensional applications, we mention [24],
where an interpolation problem of a satellite is solved using a rolling of SO(3) on
three-dimensional euclidean space. Several results concerning controllability of this
problem exist, see e.g. [4l, [T, [6, 8 [ [10], however, results of optimality have been
limited to the case of constant sectional curvature, even for surfaces.

Rather than considering the rolling manifolds problem exclusively, we first want
to develop tools to deal with optimal control problems that we will call lifted.
Locally, we can give the following description of a lifted optimal control problem.
Consider an n + r-dimensional manifold @) as the configuration space with local
coordinates ¢ = (z,y) = (z1,...,Zn,y1,...,¥,) and let M be the image of the
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map (z,y) — 2. Let U C R* be the space of control parameters and consider the
control system
b:QxU—TQ, (q,u) — b(q,u).

Relative to a fixed qp € Q, if [0,T] — U, ¢t — u(t) is a measurable, bounded curve
in U, write g, (t) = (24 (t), yu(t)) for the solution of

Gu(t) =b(qu(t),u(t)),  ¢u(0) = go.
For a given ¢, we want to find a control @ : [0,7] — U such that ¢z(0) = qo,
qa(T) = 1 and such that the functional

T
e / gul)u®)dt, ceC¥(QxU),
0

is minimized. Roughly speaking, we then say that this optimal control problem
is lifted from M if q,(t) is uniquely determined by z,(¢) and c is constant in the
directions of y1, . . ., y,,. For a more precise global statement in terms of submersions,
see Section Rolling a ball on a table can be seen as such an optimal control
problem. Our configuration space is five dimensional, with two coordinates for
each surface and one coordinate for their relative configuration. However, by the
restrictions of high friction, any rolling motion is uniquely determined by its path
along the table. Furthermore, it is the length of the path along the table that we
are trying to minimize. Similarly, rolling two manifolds against each other without
twisting or slipping can be seen as an optimal control problem lifted from one of
the manifolds.

We would like to give a general description of solutions to lifted optimal con-
trol problems. We will then apply this description to manifolds rolling without
twisting or slipping, but the theory is applicable to any optimal control problem
satisfying the above description. Since optimal solutions are related to Hamiltonian
systems through the Pontryagin maximum principle, we will start with results on
Hamiltonian systems on a submersion 7 : @ — M. We introduce lifted Hamil-
tonian functions in Section Using this concept, we will show in Section 2.4]
that Hamiltonian system on the base space M can be solved on the top space Q.
This possibility can be a great advantage if computations can be done more easily
on the top space rather than the base space. Our result is a generalization for
the case of Riemannian submersions, where the geodesics of the base space can be
found by computing the geodesics on the top space, see e.g. [11]. Furthermore,
we will show that projections to the base space of solutions of a lifted Hamiltonian
system on () are given by the original Hamiltonian vector field on M in addition to
a generalization of the magnetic force. The result of [20] relating principal bundles
over Riemannian manifolds with gauge theory is contained as a special case. The
key element of our approach is a new form of parallel transport introduced in Sec-
tion We describe how our result can be applied to optimal control problems
in Section This is applied to sub-Riemannian manifolds in Section 7 giving
several results for normal geodesic and abnormal curves.

Understanding how to solve Hamiltonian systems by going “upstairs” or “down-
stairs” on a submersion will both be important for finding the equations for the
optimal solutions of the rolling problem in Section We will give the equations
for the optimal solution of the rolling manifold problem with some additional de-
tails given for the lower dimensional cases. We will also describe the relation of a
general n-dimensional manifold rolling on a constant curvature space and g*-gauge
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theory in Section B35 where g is so(n + 1), so(1,n) or se(n + 1). In particular,
optimal solutions of two rubber surfaces, with one surface being flat, can be con-
sidered a physical interpretation of se(3)*-gauge theory, which has no Riemannian
formulation, see Example

Proofs of many of the results in Section [2] are left to Section Ml

2. LIFTING HAMILTONIAN SYSTEMS

2.1. Notation and conventions. All manifolds are smooth and connected. If
pf : &€ = M is a vector bundle over a manifold M, we will denote the space of its
smooth sections by I'(€). For any element X € I'(£), we will use X|, rather than
X (z) for its value at x € M. If £ has a metric tensor g, we will write (., .)g for the

fiberwise inner product and |le||g = (e, e>é/ ? for the corresponding norm.

For the natural projection from the cotangent bundle T* M, we will simply write
pM : T*M — M. If X is a vector field on M and 7 is a form, we denote their
interior product by txn or n(X,.). If A € T*M is a covector and v € T, M is a
vector, both over the same point, we write A(v) as just Av whenever there is no
possibility of confusion. We will use the same convention for one-forms and vector
fields.

2.2. Lifted Hamiltonian functions and Ehresmann connections. Let H :
T*@Q — R be a Hamiltonian function on an n 4 v-dimensional manifold Q. Assume

that locally we can always find coordinates (z,y) = (z1,...,%y,91,-..,Y,) and
one-forms 7, ..., 7, such that if we give a covector A in T*Q) coordinates (z,y, a, b)
whenever

(21) ;\ = Z U«idxi|m,y + Z bnTH|z,yu
i=1 k=1

then we have H(\) = H(x,y,a,b) = H(x,a) for some function H. We want to
consider such Hamiltonian functions, which we will call lifted. We remark that for
the coordinates in (21)) to be well defined, 71, ..., 7, must be linearly independent
and transverse to the span of dx1, ..., dz,. We will show that solutions will depend
on both the function H and the geometric data of the subbundle H = NJ_; ker 7,
of TQ.

To make our definition precise, let @ : @ — M be a surjective submersion
between two connected manifolds Q and M, that is, a surjective map such that
. : TQ — TM is surjective as well. Since every point z € M is a regular value
of m, Q. := 7~ 1(x) is always an embedded submanifold of M. The tangent bundles
of these submanifolds @, together form the vertical bundle V := kerm, of m. We
will also call elements of V wvertical vectors and say that a vector field is vertical if
it only takes values in V.

If m(¢) = x, then we have natural maps 7., : T,Q — T, M and 7; : TyM —
T7Q. To have choices of inverses for these maps, we add the additional structure
of an Ehresmann connection on m, that is, a subbundle H of T'Q such that TQ =
HEV. Relative to this Ehresmann connection, define the horizontal lift of v € T, M
to ¢ € @ as the unique element h,v € H, satisfying m,.hqv = v. This gives us a
corresponding map 72 : T*@Q — T*M such that

(V) = Ahgv),  ANET;Q,ve TuM,q € Q.
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In other words, if Ann(#) is the subbundle of covectors vanishing on H,
Amm(H)={ € T;M : v =0for any v € H,,x € M},

is the unique map such that ker7? = Ann(H) and such that 72 is an
2 since we have the following

2 2

then w
inverse of 7, on every fiber. We use the notation
commutative diagram

T*Q — s T*M

Q—F—M
For more details on Ehresmann connections, we refer to [19, Chapter 111.9].

Definition 2.1. We say that a Hamiltonian function H : T*Q — R is lifted
from M if H = H on? for some Hamiltonian function H : T*M — R, with n2
defined relative to some Ehresmann connection H on 7.

In the local coordinates of (Z1]), we have w(z,y) = z,

n 1% n

2

T E a;dxilyy + E buTile,y — E a;dw; |z,
i=1 k=1 i=1

V =span{0y,, ..., 0y, }, Ann(V) = span{dz1,...,dz,}, Ann(H) = span{7,..., 7.}
and H = Ny _, ker 7. Furthermore,

ho,yOs; = aﬂcj|w7y — Pry aﬂcj|w7y = aﬂcj|w7y - Z Crj(,Y)0y, |2,y
k=1
with (c.;) = AB™', where A is the matrix A = (Ay;) = (7x(8s,)) and B is the
invertible matrix B = (Byxy) = (7x(0y,,))-

2.3. Parallel transport of vertical vectors. If we have a given Ehresmann con-
nection H on a submersion 7 :  — M, we can also define horizontal lift of vector
fields and curves. For a vector field X on M, we define a vector field hX on @Q
by hX|; = h¢X|x(g)- As for curves, we say that a curve ¥(t) in Q is H-horizontal
if 5(t) is absolutely continuous and satisfies ¥(t) € Hs(;) for almost every t. We
say that 7 : [0,7] — @ is a horizontal lift of the curve v : [0,T] = M to qo € Qo)
if 4(t) is H-horizontal, 4(0) = qo and w(¥(t)) = ~(t). In other words, ¥(¢) is a
horizontal lift of ~(¢) if it is a solution to the initial value problem

(2.2) () = hy@y¥@#),  7(0) = qo € Q~(0)-

The formulation (22 shows that we have uniqueness of horizontal lifts. However,
existence is only assured for sufficiently short time, i.e. for a a sufficiently small
value of € > 0 there is a horizontal lift of 7|[ .. If horizontal lifts of any absolutely
continuous curve in M exist for all time, then H is called complete.

Horizontal lifts of curves can be considered as a generalization of parallel trans-
port with respect to an affine connection. Indeed, let V be an affine connection
defined on the tangent bundle p™ : TM — M. We can then define an Ehres-
mann connection HY on p?™ by the property that any smooth curve X (t) in TM
is #V-horizontal if and only if X (¢) is a parallel vector field along its projection
y(t) = p™(X(t)) in M. In this case, horizontal lifts of curves in M to TM are
just the parallel transport of vectors with respect to V.
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However, there exists a second point of view regarding parallel transport of affine
connections that involves vertical lifts. Let p® : & — M be a vector bundle. For
any pair of elements eq,es € E;,x € M we define the vertical lift of e5 to e; by

Ve, €2 = %(61 + teg)}t:O eT.,¢E.

Similarly, for any element X € I'(£), we define the vertical lift of X as the vector
field v X € T'(T€) given by

vl X|e = vl X|,e() for any e € €.

Note that vertical lifts always take values in ker p£. With this definition, it can be
verified that for any pair of vector fields X, Y € T'(T'M), we have the relation

[hX,v1Y] =vlVxY,.

where hX € I'(T(TM)) is the horizontal lift to TM with respect to HV. We would
like to generalize this idea of parallel transport to submersions, even if we have no
notion of vertical lifts in this setting.

Recall that if f: M — M is a smooth map between two manifolds, then two
vector fields X and X on M and M respectively are called f-related if f.X|, =
)A(|f($) for any z € M. If X and Y are f-related to X and }A/, respectively, then

X, Y] = [X , }A/]| f(z)- Let H be an Ehresmann connection on the submersion
m : Q — M with vertical bundle V = kerm.. We introduce an operator V¥ :
[(TM) x T(V) — T(V) defined by

(2.3) vV :=[hX,V], X eD(TM),VeT(V).

This map is indeed well defined, since hX and V are m-related respectively to X
and the zero section of T M, so their bracket [hX, V] must be w-related to the zero
section as well. It is only R-linear in the second argument, but C'*° (M )-linear in
the first argument, making ¥ x V[, only depend on X|.(,). Hence, for any v € T, M
and V € T'(V), v,V|, is well defined for any ¢ € Q,. For this reason, we can
consider ¥,V as a vector field on Q, for any v € T, M and V € T'(V). Finally, it
follows that if y(¢) is a curve in M with a horizontal lift 4(¢) in @ and if V(¢) is a
vertical vector field along (), then ¥V (t) is well defined. We will use this fact
to introduce parallel transport of vertical vectors along curves in M.

Lemma 2.2. Let vy :[0,T] — M be an absolutely continuous curve with v(0) = xg.
Let qo be an element in Qu, and assume that the horizontal lift 4(t) of v(t) with
(0) = qo exists. Then, for any Vo € V,, there is a unique vertical vector field V (t)
along 4(t) which solves the equation

v.V(it)=0 and V(0)="V.

Proof. Let the respective dimensions of M and @ be n and n + v. Around the
point qo, choose a coordinate system (z,y) = (z1,...,Tn,¥1,---,Yy) such that the
submersion 7 can be written as 7(z,y) = x. Since the image of 4 is compact, we
may assume that 74 is contained in the domain of the local coordinate system by
taking a finite subdivision. Write

Y(t) = @i(t)dx, and Vo, 0, = > T,
i=1 p=1



6 E. GRONG

Then #(t) = S°0, @(t) ha%i and V(t) = >, _; ve(t)V |50 is a solution to

V() =) (vn(t) +Y > :vi(t)vu(t)l“fu> By, |51 = 0.

k=1 i=1 p=1

These equations, along with the initial conditions, uniquely determine V' and since
it is given by a linear system, we also have existence. ([

From Lemma [Z2] given an element gy € @, and a curve v : [0,T] — M with
v(0) = x9, we can define parallel transport of any element Vy € V,,. However,
this parallel transport is only well defined for sufficiently small times such that the
horizontal lift of v exists. If H is a complete Ehresmann connection, then parallel
transport of elements in V along curves in M is defined for all time.

Like elements in V, we can define parallel transport of elements in Ann(#) by
VYx 3 = pr}, Lyxp for any X € I'(T'M) and § € T'(Ann(#)). Here Lyx denotes
the Lie derivative and pr,, is the projection to V with respect to the decomposition
TQ = H @V with pull-back pry,, i.e., (pr}, A\)(v) = A(pryv). Note that if X €
I(TM), 8 € T(Ann(H)) and V € I'(V), then

hX(BV) = (YxB)V + B(¥YxV).

2.4. Curvature and lifted Hamiltonian functions. Let M be a manifold with a
Hamiltonian function H € C*°(T*M). Let w : Q — M be a surjective submersion
with Ehresmann connection H, and let H = H o 72 be the corresponding lifted
Hamiltonian. Associated to every Ehresmann connection H, we have a vector-
valued two-form R € 1"(/\2 T*Q ® TQ) called the curvature of H. For any pair of
vector fields X,Y € T'(TQ), define

R(Xv Y) = Py [er X? Pry YL

where pry, and pry, are the respective projections to V and ‘H with respect to the
decomposition TQ = H & V. Since this map is C°°(Q)-linear in each coordinate,
R is a well defined vector-valued two-form.

We remark that for any pair of vector fields X,Y € I'(T' M), we have [hX,hY] =
h[X,Y]+R(hX,hY) since hX and hY are m-related to X and Y, respectively. With
slight abuse of notation, we will write R(hX,hY) simply as R(X,Y). Similarly,
for any pair of vectors v,w € T,M, we let R(v,w) denote the vector field on
Q. = 7~ 1(x) given by q — R(hgv, hyw). We also note that by the Jacobi identity,

(vay —VyVx — V[X)y]) V= [R(X, Y), V] , X, Ye F(TM), Ve F(V)

With this formalism in place, we are ready to state our main theorem. For any
Hamiltonian function H, we let H be its Hamiltonian vector field. We will use
the term integral curve of H to mean an integral curve of its Hamiltonian vector
field. Note that our decomposition of the tangent bundle TQ = H ® V gives us a
corresponding direct sum representation 7*Q = Ann()V) @ Ann(H) of the cotangent
bundle.

Theorem 2.3. Let H € C®°(T*M) be a Hamiltonian function on M and define
H = Hon?, where n? is induced by some Ehresmann connection H onm:Q — M
with curvature R.
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(a) A curve in A(t) is an integral curve of H if and only if every sufficiently short
segment is the projection of an integral curve S\(t) of H which is contained
in Ann(V). Actually, it is sufficient to require that \(t) meets Ann(V) in just
one point.

(b) Let \:[0,T] — T*Q be an integral curve of H with

By := pry A(0) ”‘{
(t

The curve 4(t) is then an H-horizontal lift of v(t). The curve A(t) is a solution
to the equation

(2.4) At) = Hlxy + viae BORG(E), 4,

where B(t) is the curve in Ann(H) defined as the parallel transport of By along v(t),
that is

(2.5) v.8(1t) =0 B(0) = fBo.

The above results can be interpreted in the following way. First of all, The-
orem (a) tells us that given a Hamiltonian system on M, we can solve this
Hamiltonian system by only doing our computations on Q. Even though @Q is a
larger space, there might be reasons why computations on ) are simpler, e.g. exis-
tence of group actions or a trivial tangent bundle. An example where we have both
of these benefits are homogeneous spaces M = G/K, where G is a Lie group and
K C @ is a closed subgroup. Any choice of Ehresmann connection on 7 : G — M
will allow us to solve Hamiltonian systems on M by doing computations in G. The
result of Theorem 23 (b) tells us that as long as we understand the behavior of
V-parallel transport, we can solve some Hamiltonian systems of ¢Q on M as well.
By the proof of Theorem 2.3] it follows that 3(t) = pr}, A(t), hence A(t) is given as
At) = 75 A(t) + B(t). We leave the proof of Theorem 2.3 to Section ELII

2.5. Special cases. We look at two important special cases; one where the Hamil-
tonian H comes from a Riemannian metric and one where the submersion 7 is
a principal bundle. We end with the case of charged particles in a Riemannian
manifold, which is included in both of these special cases.

2.5.1. Hamiltonian of a Riemannian manifold. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian man-
ifold where g is the metric tensor. Let b : TM — T*M be the map v — (v, .)g
with inverse f. Associated to the Riemannian structure, we have a Hamiltonian
function H(X) = 2A($A). The projections of integral curves of H give us Riemann-
ian geodesics, i.e., solutions to the equation V:¥(¢) = 0 where V is the Levi-Civita

connection of g.

Corollary 2.4. Let m : Q — M be a surjective submersion into a Riemannian
manifold (M,g). Let H be the Hamiltonian associated to g and let H be a chosen
Ehresmann connection with corresponding map 72 : T*Q — T*M.
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Let X : [0,T] — T*Q be any integral curve of H o w2 with projection 5(t) in Q

and with By = pry, A(0). Then A(t) is an H-horizontal lift of v(t), the latter being
a solution of the equation

Proof. Pick any local orthonormal basis X1, ..., X,, of vector fields relative to g and
use these vector fields to give the fibers of cotangent bundle T*M the coordinates

i = AX;. It is a standard result that the Hamiltonian vector field of H in these
coordinates is given by

H = Z)\lXZ - Z /\j)\kr‘;ka)\i, Ffj = <Xk, inXj>g-
i=1 i,j,k=1

Write A(t) = 72(A(t)) = >y Ai(t)bXily 1) Then from Theorem (b), we
obtain

(1) = dn(h0) = s (il + 1), SORG). )
= 3 NOMOT + BORG), X).
i,7,k=1

Hence, since ¥(t) = Y 1, (le()\(t))) Xi =Y Ni(t)X;, we obtain

3

<
=
=

Vi) =Y AOXilyo + Y MDA OTE Xkl )

1 i,k=1
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2.5.2. Principal connections on principal bundles. Let us consider the case when
m: Q — M is a principal G-bundle, with G acting on the right. An Ehresmann
connection H on 7 is itself called principal if Hq-a = Hg.q for every g € Q and a € G.
Principal Ehresmann connections are always complete. Every such Ehresmann
connection is uniquely determined by its corresponding connection form w, which
is a one-form taking its values in the Lie algebra g of G. For any g-valued function
f€C>®(Q,g), define a vector field £(f) on @ by

(26) €l = S0~ expo(tf(0)
t=0

In particular, this gives us a vector field £(A) for any constant element A € g.
A connection form on 7 is then a g-valued one-form w satisfying

w(@-a) =Ad(a " w(?) and w(é(A)) = A, 1eTQ,aec G, Acg.

Any principal Ehresmann connection H uniquely determines a connection form w
by kerw = H and w({(A)) = A. We can also define the curvature form § by

QX,Y) = dw(X,Y) +w(X,Y]) = —w(R(X,Y)).

Introduce the vector bundle Ad(Q) — M by Ad(Q) = (Q x g)/G where the right
action of G on @) X g is given by

(¢, 4)-a=(g-a,Ad(a")A), qeQ,A€gacq.
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Any section s of Ad(Q) can equivalently be considered as a function F* : Q — g
satisfying F*(q-a) = Ad(a=1)F*(q), that is, a G-equivariant function. This function
is defined such that if s|.(,) = (¢, A)/G, then F*(q) = A.

For any G-equivariant function F*®* and any vector field X on M, the function
dF?(hX) is also G-equivariant and so can be considered as a section of Ad(Q)
as well. We will denote this section by V%s, giving us an affine connection V¢
on Ad(Q). The property QX -a,Y -a) = Ad(a=")Q(X,Y) means that we can
consider 2 as a two-form on M with values in Ad(Q). The connection V¢ induces
a connection on the dual Ad(Q)* which we denote by the same symbol. We identify
Ad(Q)* with Ad*(Q), where Ad*(Q) is defined as @ x g* divided out by the action
(g, A*) = (q-a,Ad*(a"1)A%), a € G, A* € g*.

Corollary 2.5. Let H be a Hamiltonian function on T*M and let H = H o 72 be
a Hamiltonian function on T*Q, where n% : T*Q — T*M is the map corresponding

toH. Let \: [0,T] — Q be an integral curve of H and let A(t) = 72(\(t)) be its
image in T*M. Assume that A(0) € Ty, Q and that A* = X(0)(.) € g*.
Then A(t) is a solution to

A(t) = H|xe) — Viag c(OQUH(L), ),
where c(t) is a curve in Ad*(Q) over v, uniquely determined by

V;"c(t) =0, ¢(0) = (g0, A™)/G.
Proof. Notice first that for any f € C>(Q,g), we have

vx&(f) = [ X, 6(N)] = E(hXf).

It follows that W5V (t) = 0 for some curve (t) in M if and only if V(t) = £(A)|5¢)
for any A € g and some H-horizontal lift 4(¢) of (¢).

On the other hand, if s € T'(Ad(Q)) with corresponding equivariant function F'*,
then for any smooth curve 7(t), we have V¥s(t) = 0 if and only if LFs(3(t) =0
for any horizontal lift 4(¢). It follows that if s(¢) is any curve in Ad(Q) over ()
such that V¥s(t) = 0, then s(t) = (7(t), A)/G for some constant A € Ad(Q) and
horizontal 1ift 5(¢).

Putting these two facts together, if V'(¢) is a vertical vector field along a hori-
zontal lift 4(¢) in @ of v(¢), then

2(V5V (1) = VEz(V (1),
where z:V — Ad(Q), z2:0€ Ve (q,w(0))/G.
The result now follows from Theorem 2.3 (b). O

Ezample 2.6. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold with corresponding Hamilton-
ian function H = %/\(ﬂ/\). Let 7 : Q@ — M be a principal G-bundle with a principal
Ehresmann connection H. Let w and € be respectively the connection form and
curvature form of H with values in g. Let 72 : T*@Q — T*M also correspond to H.
Let A(t) be an integral curve of Hon? in T*Q and define (t) = m(p@? (A(t))). Com-
bining the results of Corollary 24 and Corollary 23] we get that ~(¢) is a solution
to

(2.7) ViAl) = —2e)Q(3(D), ), VEe(t) = 0.
These are the equations of a free particle in M with a “color charge” or gauge ¢
in a Yang-Mills field Q. If G is U(1) or R, then ¢ represents the charge and Q
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represents a magnetic field. If g has a bi-invariant metric (., .)4, then the curves
in (2717) also appear as projections of the geodesics of the Riemannian metric g on
Q given by (0,W)g = (M0, T W)g + (wW(?),w(W))g. In physics, the most important
cases of gauge theory are g = u(1),su(2) and su(3), which all have bi-invariant
metrics. However, this is not the case for g = se(n) considered in Section For
more details, see [20] and [2I] Chapter 12].

2.6. Lifted optimal control problems. There are many different definitions and
generalizations of an optimal control problem. We will use the definition found in [2
Section 2.1] and [1]. A smooth control system consists of a fiber bundle a: A — M
with fiber U along with a bundle morphism

A—2>2 sTM .

N

A curve A(t) in A is called an admissible control if its projection y(t) in M is an
L*-curve satisfying ¥(t) = b(A(t)). We want to consider the following optimal
control problem: For a smooth function ¢ : A — R and two points xg,z; € M, find
the admissible control A : [0,T] — A which satisfies

a(A(0)) = zo,  a(A(T)) = a1,

and minimize the functional
T
A /
0

The latter functional is called the cost functional and c is called the cost function.

Definition 2.7. We will denote the above optimal control problem as the optimal
control problem associated to (a,b,c).

A sufficient condition for an admissible control to be a solution to this optimal
control problem is given by the Pontryagin maximum principle (PMP). In order to
present this result in a simpler way, we will write the formulation assuming that A
is a trivial fiber bundle A = M x U, which can be considered a local version of the
general case. See Remark for how this statement can be reformulated for the
case when A cannot be trivialized. For the proof of this theorem, we refer to [3|
Theorem 12.3].

Theorem 2.8. PMP for Optimal Control Problem with fixed time 7'
Let A(t) = (v(t),a(t)) be a solution to the optimal control problem associated to
(a,b,c), where y(t) is a curve in M and u(t) is a curve in U, both with domain [0, T).
For each v € R,u € U, consider a Hamiltonian function
(2.8) H, (A = Ab(z,u) + ve(z, u), AeT M.
Then there exists a curve [0,T] — T*M, t — A(t) and a number v < 0 such that
(i) P () = ().
(ii) A(t) = Hyaw|aw) for almost every t,
(iii) Hya@) (A1) = max H, (A(t)) for almost every t.
ue

Moreover, X never intersects the zero section 0 of T*M if v = 0.
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We will use the name extremals for solutions of PMP. They are called normal if
v < 0 (it is sufficient to consider v = —1) and abnormal if v = 0. As is seen in the
definition of H, ,, abnormal extremals do not depend on the function c, only the
control system (a, b).

Remark 2.9. If the fiber bundle cannot be trivialized, the PMP can be reformulated
in the following way. For any v € R, define H, : A X3y T*M — R by H, (4, \) =
Ab(A) +vc(A), which takes the place of the Hamiltonian in (Z8]). Requirement (ii)
is then replaced with the identity

a(A(®),pralaw A ) = AHul ) a0)»
where pry : A X T*M — T*M is the projection and o is the canonical symplectic
form on T*M. In requirement (iii), the maximum needs to hold over all elements

in A'Y(t) .

We will call H, the PMP-Hamiltonian of the optimal control problem associ-
ated to (a,b,c). Consider any optimal control problem on M associated to some
triple (a, b, c). Let 7 : @ — M be a submersion into M with Ehresmann connection
H and let 72 : T*Q — T*M be defined relative to . We then have a lifted optimal
problem on @ associated to a triple (&, b, €). This triple is defined by the points (a),
(b) and (c) below.

(a) Define the fiber bundle 3 : 74 — @ as the pull-back bundle of a : A — M.
Recall that this fiber bundle is defined as

T A={(q,A) €Q x A: 7(q) =a(A)}.
(b) Define a bundle morphism b : 7* A — TQ by

b(q, A) = hyb(A)  for any (g, A) € 7 A,
with hy being the horizontal lift with respect to H.
(¢) Let pry : 7*A — A be the map (¢, A) — A. Then ¢ € C*>°(7*A) is defined by
C=copry.

For this system, we have the following result.

Proposition 2.10. Forv <0, let H, : A xp T*M — R be the PMP-Hamiltonian
of the optimal control problem associated to (a,b,c). Then H, o (pr 4 xgm?) is the
PMP-Hamiltonian of (a, B,E). As a consequence, the following holds.

(a) A curve A(t) in T*M is a normal (resp. abnormal) extremal if and only if A(t),
at least for short time, is the projection of a normal (resp. abnormal) extremal
in T*Q contained in Ann(V) (it is sufficient to require this in only one point).

(b) If A(t) is a solution to the optimal control problem associated to (3,b,¢), then
there is a number v < 0 and a curve A(t) in T*M (in T*M \ 0 if v =0) such
that

(i) pM(A\(t)) = a(prg At)) =: y(t) and 3(t) = 3(A(t)) is a horizontal lift
of W(t)7~
(ii) of prg A(t) = A(t), then for almost everyt,

(), Pra |4y ay+) = AHulawyae) — BEREE), b2 Pra [a) ) »)-
with B(t) being a form along 4(t), vanishing on H and satisfying
v;53(t) = 0.
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(iii) for almost every t,

Hy (A(t), A(t)) = H, (k, A(t)).

(A(t), At)) RN (k, At))

Proof. We only need to show the result locally, so we may assume that A = M x U
and consequently 7 A = @ x U. We then verify that for any A € T*Q and v € U,
we have

Hl,u(}) =\ B(q, u) + ve(g,u),
= E\hqb(w(q),u) + ve(n(q),u)
=2 (N b(m(q), u) + ve(r(q),u) = Hyu(m*(N)).

The rest follows from Theorem and the fact that o(vla,.) = —a(pM.) for any
a € T(T*M), where o is the canonical symplectic form on 7M. g

2.7. Sub-Riemannian manifolds and submersions. Let M be a manifold, let
pP : D — M be a subbundle of TM and let inc : D — M denote the inclusion map.
Consider the control system (a,b) = (p”,inc). Let g be a metric tensor defined
only on D, and consider the optimal control problem associated to (a, b, c), where

1
(2.9) c(v) = §||UH§, veD.

Minimal curves can be considered as length-minimizing curves in a sub-Riemannian
manifold. A sub-Riemannian manifold is a triple (M, D, g), where M is a connected
manifold, D is a subbundle of TM and g is a metric tensor on D. The distance in
this geometry is given by

1
dec(z0,21) = inf {/ [I9]lg dt =~y is D-horizontal, v(0) = zo, (1) = xl} .
0

A sufficient condition for this distance to be finite, i.e. that any pair of points can
be connected by a D-horizontal curve, is that D is bracket-generating. This means
that vector fields with values in D along with the iterated brackets span the entire
tangent bundle. We will consider this as an optimal control problem.. Since the
cost function is as in (29), we use L2-controls rather than controls in L>°. For
more details on sub-Riemannian manifolds, see [21].

Normal extremals can be described in the following way. The metric tensor g
defines a bundle map #& : T*M — D by the identity (§8A,v)g = Av for any v € D.
Normal extremals are then the solution of the Hamiltonian system with Hamiltonian
H,r(\) = LA(#8)). Projections to M of normal extremals are always smooth and
are length minimizers locally. We therefore call such curves in M normal geodesics.

Abnormal extremals A(t) on a sub-Riemannian manifold also have an alternate
description. Let o be the canonical symplectic form on T*M and let A(¢) be a
curve in T*M. Then A(t) is an abnormal extremal if and only if it is an absolutely
continuous curve in Ann(D) with an L2-derivative, never meeting the zero section,
such that <(}\(t), J)lann(py = 0. A curve fulfilling the latter requirement, is often
referred to as a characteristic of D. We will use the term abnormal curve y(t) if
the curve is the projection to M of an abnormal extremal A(t).

Let 7 : @ — M be a submersion with vertical bundle V and a chosen Ehresmann

connection H. We lift the sub-Riemannian structure as with more general optimal
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control problems. The lifted structure can be described as the sub-Riemannian
manifold (Q, D, g), where

D={hg:veD,;,Q€QuzeM}= ()" (D)NH,

and g = 7*g|p. We will say that this sub-Riemannian structure on Q is lifted
from M. We present the following corollaries of Theorem 2.3

Corollary 2.11. A curve A(t) in T*M is a normal extremal if and only if any
sufficently short segment is a projection of a normal extremal in T*Q contained
in Ann(V). Conversely, the image in T*M of normal extremals in T*Q satisfy
equation 24) and ZA) with H = Hsg.

In the special case when D = T'M, making the base space a Riemannian man-
ifold, projections of normal geodesics are given by Corollary 2.4l The top space
is then a sub-Riemannian manifold (Q,H,7*g|y). Also, H-horizontal lifts of Rie-
mannian geodesics are normal geodesics. The latter fact was first observed in [17,
Theorem 6.2, Corollary 6.5].

Proposition 2.12. A curve v(t) in M is abnormal if and only if any horizontal
lift of any sufficiently short segment of the curve is abnormal.

Conversely, a curve S\(t) m Ann(f)) with an L2-derivative is an abnormal ex-
tremal if and only if

satisfy
(i) #(t) is D-horizontal (and hence ~(t) is D-horizontal),
(it) o(A(t), )| ann(p) = =BEOREG(1), p2),

(iii) v55(t) =0,

and A(t) and S(t) do not vanish simultaneously.

The proof of this theorem uses elements of the proof of Theorem 23] and is
therefore left to Section 2l If we consider the special case when D = TM, Ann(D)
contains just the zero-section and the result is written as follows.

Corollary 2.13. Let 7 : Q — M be a submersion and let H be an Ehresmann
connection on w. Consider the sub-Riemannian manifold (Q,H, &) for some metric
tensor g on H. Then a H-horizontal curve ¥(t) in @ is an abnormal curve if and
only if there is a non-zero curve 3(t) € Ann(H)s ) such that

v;3(t) =0, BER(¥(t),.) =0, where w(3(t)) = v(¢).
3. OPTIMAL CONTROL OF ROLLING MANIFOLDS

3.1. Manifolds rolling without twisting or slipping. Throughout this section,
let (M, g) and (]\//7 , &) be two oriented Riemannian manifolds of the same dimension
n > 2. We want to consider the kinematic system of M rolling on M. Let us first
define our configuration space. For two oriented inner product spaces V and \7, let
SO(V, 17) be the space of all linear, orientation preserving isomorphisms from V' to
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V with the obvious induced manifold structure, making it diffeomorphic to SO(n).
Define a fiber bundle @ over M x M as

Q= {qGSO(TxM,TEJ\//T): xeM,EeM\}.

An element g : T, M — T@]\//T in @ represents a configuration where M lies tangent
to M at the points x and T. Two vectors, one in each tangent space, lie adjacent
if one is mapped to the other by gq.

A rolling is a curve ¢(t) in this configuration space. We will assume that we have
high friction, giving us the constraints that we cannot slip or twist. Let 7 : Q@ — M
and T:Q — M be the respective natural projections to M and M.

Definition 3.1. An absolutely continuous curve q(t) in Q with y(t) = w(q(t)) and

F(t) =7(q(t)) is a rolling without twisting or slipping if, for almost every t,

e (No slipping condition) q(¢)3(t) = ~(t),

e (No twisting condition) Any vector field X (t) along v(t) is parallel if and only if
q(t) X (t) is parallel along ().

Intuitively, the no slipping condition means that if v(t) = 7(g(t)) is a constant
curve, then so is J(t) = 7(q(¢)), while the no twisting condition means that if both
~(t) and 7(t) are constant, then so is ¢(¢). These constraints can be described by
a subbundle D of T'Q of rank n. We will describe this subbundle locally and refer
to [9] for details.

For any sufﬁmently small neighborhood U on M, choose an orthonormal basis

e1,...,en on U. Let U be a similar nelghborhood in M with orthonormal basis
€1,...,6n. We can then trivialize Q over U X U by
Qly.o — UxUx8S0(n)

q € SO(T,M,T:M) — (2,7, (qrs))
where ¢,s = (€|, qes|w)A. Relative to this trivialization, define vector fields

n
Z Qr gy — QrsOy,,.) -

k=1
Then D restricted to Q| 5 is spanned by
(3.1) e; +qe; + Z (<er, Ve, es>g — <qer, Ve, qes>

1<r<s<n

g\) WT‘S)
for j =1,...,n. Here, the ge; denote the vector fields g — ge;| (g

From now on, we will often omit the phrase “without twisting or slipping”, only
stating that M roll on M, with the constraints being implicit.

3.2. Rolling along minimal curves as an optimal control problem. We want

to solve the following problem.

(Opt) Given two configurations gy and ¢, find a rolling ¢(t) from gy to ¢; without
twisting or slipping such that v(¢) = 7(¢(¢)) has minimal length.

The no-slip condition ensures that looking for rolling motions which minimizes the

length of 7(t) = 7(q(t)) is an equivalent problem, as the lengths of () and 7(t)

must always coincide.
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We want to show that the problem (Opt) is an optimal control problem lifted
from M. Indeed, from the description of D in [B1), it follows that D is an Ehres-
mann connection on 7 :  — M. Hence, any curve tangent to D is uniquely
determined by its starting point and its image in M. Furthermore, we are minimiz-
ing a cost which only depends on the projection of a rolling ¢(t) to M. In summary,
our problem (Opt) is a lifting of the problem of finding curves of minimal length in
M using the Ehresmann connection D. Alternatively, (Opt) can be seen as finding
minimal curves in the sub-Riemannian manifold (Q, D,h) where the metric h on
D is defined as

(v1,V2)h = (TxV1, T4 V2) g, vi,v2 € D.
Relative to this metric, the vector fields in [B1]) form a local orthonormal basis.
Moreover, (vi,v2)n = (T«v1,TxV2)g, so the sub-Riemannian structure (D, h) can
be considered as lifted from M as well.
In general, this problem may not have a solution, since there may be no way to

roll from ¢g to g without twisting or slipping. We therefore assume the following
condition.

(A) Define Q, = 7~ 1(x). Let R be the curvature tensor of the Levi-Civita connec-
tion V on M,

R(X,Y)ZVXVY—Vva—V[ny], X, Y eI(TM).
Let R the curvature on M and define
(3.2) RY(v1, v2)v3 == ¢~ " R(quy, qu2)qus, q € Qu,vj € ToM.

For any q € Q,, * € M, we assume that the quadratic form s9 : /\2 T.M — R,
given by

s?(v Aw) = (R(v, w)v,w)g — <I§q(v,w)v,w>g
is non-degenerate.

From [10, Theorem 3b, Theorem 5], we know that if (A) holds, then D is bracket-
generating and, furthermore, there are no abnormal length minimizers that are
not also normal. Hence, we know that a sufficient condition for a rolling ¢(t) to
satisfy (Opt) is that it is a projection of an integral curve of the sub-Riemannian
Hamiltonian H,g of (Q, D,h). We introduce the notation that if A € A\* T, M is a
two-vector with decomposition A = 225:1 A,sv- ANvg with respect to some basis of
T,M, then R(A) := Z?s:l ArsR(vy,vs). This definition clearly does not depend
on the choice of basis. We use this notation to state our equations for the optimal
solutions of the rolling problem.

Theorem 3.2. Let ¢(t) be a rolling without twisting or slipping with y(t) = 7(q(t))
that solves the problem (Opt). Assume that (A) holds. Then there exist a vector
field V() and a two-vector field A(t), both along v(t), such that (t),V(t) and A(t)

are solutions to

ViA(t) = RIA@)A(1) = RUO A0 (),

(3.3) VA = A AV(E), ViV (1) = RIOA@®)F ),
where RY is as in (3.2).
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We can write the equations of Theorem in so(n + 1). Choose any frame of
parallel vector ﬁelds fi(t), ..., fu(t) along ~(t) and write ¥(t) = >._; ui(t) fi(t),
A(t) =220 oy As () () A fs(t) and V(t) = 307 vi(t) fi(t). Furthermore, write

RU() < (fz() fj(t))fr(t)vfs(t)>g7 i,5,rs=12...,n
The fact that R}, = Rj? and R}%, = —RY, gives us a linear map TE : s0(n) — so(n)
by
T/ (Are) = | D RL(DA; |
ij=1

satisfying (T'A, B)so(n) = (A, T} B)so(n) With respect to (A, B)so(n) := — tr AB.
Define TR analogously with respect to the basis q(t)f1(t),...,q(t)fn(t). We can
consider these maps as endomorphisms on so(n + 1) by

TR A w\ (TFA w
t\ —wt 0 )T\ —wt 0 )

Define matrices in so(n + 1) by

L(t) = ( A ) v = ( gt ) ) 7= ( o )

where u(t) = (u1(t),...,u,(t))" and v(t) = (v1(t),...,v,(t))!. Then the equations
of Theorem are given by
U(t) = [U@), (@R - 1AL,

(3.4) : . _
L) = (2@, U], 20 = U0 TRLw)].

The condition (A) is equivalent to T}F — Ttﬁ always being an invertible map. When
M and M are locally symmetric, i.e., when their curvature tensors are parallel,

then the maps TF and T are independent of ¢, and ([B.4]) can be solved as matrix
equations in so(n + 1).

Remark 3.3. (a) Even though there is an apparent asymmetry between the two

manifolds, with the curvature of M , but not of M, being present in the equation
33), we could have defined W (t) = V (¢) + 4(t) and replaced ([B.3)) with

ViAW) =4O AW, VW) = RAD)AW).

(b) If the condition (A) does not hold, it is still true that normal extremals are
described in Theorem The only change is that there may be abnormal
minimizers and that the problem (Opt) may have no solution. (A) is a necessary
condition for D to be bracket-generating in the case n = 2, see [3| 4], but
not in higher dimensions. For more on controllability of the rolling problem,
see [11 [6] [8] [5, [10].

3.3. Proof of Theorem By the discussions in Section and Corollary [2.4]

we know that if ¢(t) is a solution of (Opt) with w(¢(t)) = v(t), then we have
Vid(t) = 48(OR(Y(E),+),  V4B(t) =0

Hence, to finalize the proof, we need to compute the curvature R and V-parallel

transport. Unfortunately, using local coordinates on @ and the basis [B.I) often
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lead to complicated calculations. We therefore lift our problem to a larger space Q
using Theorem (a). This will help us to find the solution.

3.3.1. Step 1: Lifting of the rolling problem. Let V be the Levi-Civita connection
on (M, g). We will define an oriented orthonormal frame bundle

SO(n) — FSO(M) 5 M

of M as follows. Let R™ denote the n-dimensional euclidean space with its standard
basis and orientation. For every x € M, let FS© (M), be the collection of all linear
orientation-preserving isometries f : R” — T,M. Each element can equivalently
be considered as a choice of a positively oriented orthonormal basis f1, fa,..., fx
of T, M by the relation

(3.5) f(rl,...,rn):Zrifi, (ri,...,rn) € R™.
i=1

It is clear that FS©(M), is diffeomorphic to SO(n) as a manifold, but there is no
canonical choice of diffeomorphism. Define a transitive and free right group action
of SO(n) on FS©(M), by f-a := f oa, where a € SO(n) is considered as an
endomorphism of R™. This action allows us to define F5O(M) =[], .., F3° (M),
as a principal SO(n)-bundle over M.

An advantage of the frame bundle is that it has a global basis of vector fields
whose brackets are uniquely determined by the curvature R. Let %V be the prin-
cipal connection of x : FSO(M) — M corresponding to the Levi-Civita connection,
that is, HV is the subbundle of T'Q defined such that f(¢) is tangent to HV if and
only if fi(t),..., fn(t) is a parallel frame along v(t) = x(f(¢)). This is well defined
since parallel transport with respect to the Levi-Civita connection preserves orien-
tation and orthonormality. The principal connection #V has a canonical choice of
basis of vector fields. For any j =1,2,...,n, define a vector field X; by

(3.6) Xjly = hsfs, feF3 M),

where hy denotes the horizontal lift to f with respect to #" and the vectors f; are
related to f by (B.5). This gives TFSO(M) a basis spanned by X, ..., X, and the
vector fields £(A), A € so(n), where £(A) is defined in (20).

Let w and Q be, respectively, the connection form and the curvature form of HV.
The brackets of the vector fields X7,..., X, and {(A), A € so(n), are given by

(3.7) [Xi, X5] = —€(QXs, X)), [£(A),&(B)] = &([4, B)),
(3.8) [§(A), X;] =D Ay X, A, B eso(n), A= (A).
r=1

The values of Q = (Q,) in s0(n) are described by
Qs (hX,hY) = (= (RX V) £ ). rs=12...n.

The equations 7)) and [B.8]) are called the Cartan equations when written in
terms of forms. Let 6 = (61, ...,0,)" be the R"-valued one-form on F(M) defined
by

0;(0) = flx.0,  © e TFFSO(M).
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We remark that (3, 7;,X;) = (r1,...,7,)7, while 8(£(4)) = 0. If w = (wap) is
the connection form, then both ¢ and w are constant on vector fields X;, 1 < j < n,

and £(A), A € so, so by (B1) and (B.8) we have

(3.9) do; == wik N, dwps ==Y wrk Awks + Qs
k=1 k=1
For more information on frame bundles, see e.g. [12, Chapter 2.1].
Let FSO(]T/[\ ) be the oriented orthonormal frame bundle of (1\7 ,g) and write
Q = FSO(M) x FSO(]\//T). We will use x and ¥ for the projections to M and M,
respectively. Define a principal SO(n)-bundle over Q by

x: @ - Q
(fsf) = fof '’

We want to lift our problem to the manifold Q. We will use the following
reformulation of rolling without twisting or slipping.

Lemma 3.4. [I0, Corollary 1] Let q(t) be an absolutely continuous curve in Q

which projects to the curve (y(t),5(t)) in M x M. Then q(t) is a rolling without
twisting or slipping if and only if it is a projection of an absolutely continous curve

(f(t), f(t)) in Q such that
) f1(t), ..., fu(t) are parallel along (),
b) fi(t),..., fn(t) are parallel along (1),
() SO 3(®) = f(&) 1 (A()) for almost every t.
Let 6, w, Q, X; and £(A) be defined on FS©(M) as above and define 6‘A, @, ﬁ,
)A(j and E(A) similarly on FSO(M\). The submersion x : Q — @ then has vertical

bundle V := kerx, = {£(A) + &(A) : A € s0(n)}. We can then rewrite Lemma [3.4]
to say that an absolutely continuous curve ¢(t) is a rolling without twisting or

slipping if and only if it is the projection of a D-horizontal curve in Q with
D = kerw Nker® Nker(f — é) = span{X; + )A(j cj=1,...,n}.

In the above formula, the kernels of the three one-forms represent respectively
requirement (a), (b) and (¢) of Lemma [34] in that order. As D is a subbundle of
the Ehresmann connection

H = span{X;, X;, £(A) —E(A): Aecso(n),j=1,...,n}

on X, it follows that D is the horizontal lift of D with respect to this mentioned
connection.
From Theorem 23] (a), we know that rather than solving the Hamiltonian sys-

tems of H, on Q, we can look for integral curves of H = Hygox? = Hg o x? which
are contained in Ann(f)). We remark that x? is defined relative to the Ehresmann
connection ﬁ, while x? is defined relative to D on X Q — M. Using Corollary [2.4]
we know that our solutions are of the form

where R and ¥ are now defined with respect to D and 5(t) € Ann(D) N Ann(V).
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3.3.2. Step 2: Curvature and parallel transport of D. Since B(t) is a curve in
Ann(D) N Ann(V), we can write

Z“J |f(t )i T Z Ars(®)(wrs = @rs)l 1), j 1)

r,s=1
where A,s(t) = —AST(t). We observe that for any Y € I'(T'M), we have hY =
> (fi, Y)g(Xi + X;) and so by (3.7) and (3.8),

"l - —z (e EOCE -
ij=1
and hence
Vel =0)lpg = =D Ve = Gy)l g
=1
VY(W_a”f,f - 7 Z (fi,Y)g Q()?Z’)?J)é\ﬂj,f
ij=1

This allows us to write

M:

0= v55(t) ( )+ Y (i), () Ars(t)ﬁrs()?ia)?j)) (05 =90, 0
j=1 i,r,5=1
+ 3 (Rrs® = (£, A0 v6®) @rs = Bl ) 0

r,s=1

Define a vector field V(¢) and a two—vector field A(t) along ~y(t) by respectively
V(t) =30 vi(t) f(t) and A(t) = D27 ) Aps(t) £ () A fs(t). We see that

ViA() = D (felt), 7(O)g vs(8)fr (1) A fi(t) = 3(t) AV (1),

Finally, since the curvature R of D is determined by
R(X; + X, X + Xj) = =X, X;)) — E(QX;, X)),
we obtain

Vi (t) = 18(OR(Y(2), -)

i) A0 Arst) (2e(Xi X)) = QX3 X)) £5(0)

—

,],7,8=
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=R(A(£)3(t) — a(t) " R(a(t)A(1)a(t)¥ (D).
This completes the proof.

3.4. Lower dimensional cases. We look at the special case for solutions of the
rolling problem in two and three dimensions.

3.4.1. The two-dimensional case. Since |¥||Z is constant along solutions of (Opt),
we can without loss of generality assume that e;(t) := 4(t) is a unit vector field.
Since M is an oriented manifold, there exists a unique unit vector field es(t) such
that {e1(t),e2(t)} is a positively oriented orthonormal basis along y(¢). Let K (x)
and K (Z) be the Gaussian curvatures of respectively M and M. Our assumption
(A) is that K — K never vanishes.

Let A(t) and V() be as in Theorem [Z3] Define functions A(t),v1(¢) and va(t)
by

A(t) = A(t)er(t) Aea(t), V(t) = vi(t)er(t) + va(t)ea(t).

Let k(t) be the geodesic curvature of (t), defined by

R(t) = (Vser(t), ea(t))g = —(ea(t), Vsea(t))g-

Corollary 3.5. (a) If K is constant, then vy (£)2+vo(t)2+KA(t)? is also constant.
(b) If K =0, then there are constants A and 6y such that 6(t) = 6y + fot k(s)ds is

a solution to

d { 6(t) ,

— | == | = Asinf(t K(t) = K(v(1)).

e (K(t)> (), K(0) = K((1)

(¢c) If both K and K are constant, then there are constants A and 6 such that
0(t) = 6y + fot k(s)ds is a solution to

0(t) = Asin6(t).
We note that Corollary (c) appeared in [I3] for the special case of a ball
rolling on a plane.
Proof. Define, for now, 6(t) = ftfi(s)ds. Write K(t) = K(v(t)) and K(t) =
K(5(t)). By Theorem 3.2

O(t) = (Vs(t), e2(t))g = —A)(K(t) — K(8)),  A(t) = ua(t),
(V4V (), ex(t))g = 01(t) — O(t)va(t) = 0,
(V4V (), e2(t))g = v2(t) + O(t)vi (t) = —A(t)K (%)

We remark that from these equations,

& (02 + 00 ~ RWA®D) = ROA®D?,

which gives us (a). Since we know K (t) — K(t) # 0, we can write

d o(t) .
E <m> - Q(t)a
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where v(t) = (v1(t),v2(t))T. We look at the special cases of (b) and (c).
If K(t) =0, then va(t) can be written on the form Asin(6(t) 4 6p) and the result
follows. If the curvatures are both constant, we have

—0 K
w=( 5 10 ) (w0
o(t) 0 va(t)
It again follows that any solution of v5(t) can be written as A/(K — K) sin((£)+6o).
Finally, redefine 6(t) as 0(t) = 6y + [ x(s)ds. O

3.4.2. The three-dimensional case. On a Riemannian three-dimensional manifold
M, we can identify two-vectors with vectors and hence also define a cross product
on M using the Hodge star map x. Define v x w = #* (bv Abw) and note the relation
(v X wi,wa)g = —(w1,v X wa)g. The curvature R gives us a symmetric bilinear
tensor r on the tangent bundle, uniquely determined by the relation

<R(U1,w1)v2,w2>g = —<’U1 X wi,v2 X w2>r.

The sign is chosen such that r is positive definite if and only if (M, g) has positive
sectional curvature. By slight abuse of notation, we will also use r : TM — TM
for the endomorphism of the tangent bundle, determined by the relation

(v, w)r = (v, r(W))g-
Define T similarly on M. Assumption (A) will in this case mean that
v,w e (v,r(w))g — (v,q7 F(qw))g,  v,w € TpM,

is a non-degenerate bi-linear map for any x € M and linear isometry ¢ € Q.

We now look at the equations in Theorem Write X (t) = §xbA(t) for
the identification of the two-vector field A(t) with a vector field X (¢) along the
curve v(t). Then we have equations.

Vi (t) = 3(t) x (x(X (1) — o) "' Fa()X (1)) ,
ViX(t) =4t x V(t),  ViV(t) =4(t) x a(t) T Fa()X (2)).

3.5. Rolling on a space form. Let M = Y. % denote the simply connected,
complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifold of constant sectional curvature. In
other words, ¥, is isometric to R™ with the euclidean metric, ¥ is an n-

~ s

dimensional sphere of radius K~Y2? when K > 0 and if K < 0 then Y. R
isometric to an appropriately scaled version of the hyperbolic space. When rélling
on such spaces, the configuration space () can be given a principal bundle structure
by [8, Proposition 4.1]. We will describe briefly how our equations look with respect
to this structure.

If G =Isom(X, z) is the isometry group of En,fo then there exists a left action

)

of G on F59(X ) defined by

FEFPOE, plarm @ fi=puof€FOS, 2)p@-
In the case of ¥ 5, this is a transitive action. Choose a point 0 € ¥ » and a

reference frame f° € FSO(Z, %)o. Then we may identify F59(X =) with G by

identifying f = - f" with . Furthermore, we may identify the right action of

SO(n) on FSO(X, ) by the right action on G by the stabilizer G, of 0 € ¥ £.
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Indeed, if f = - f", then f~a = Q- Qg - f" where ¢, is the unique isometry
satisfying

(3.10) Pa(0) =0, o "= [ a

Let g be the Lie algebra of G and let € be the sub-algebra corresponding to the
subgroup G,. Since isometries preserve parallel transport with respect to the Levi-
Civita connection, the vector fields X; are preserved under the action of G, i.e., they
are left invariant vector fields. Hence, if we write p = span; < ;<. {X1/70, ..., X[},
then g = p @ ¢ and this direct sum corresponds to the splitting HY @ ker X- We
refer to [23] Chapter 9] for the details, noting that we may identify g with the Lie
algebra matrices on the form

A
(—I?’UT 8), A € so(n),v € R™
In this case, p and € can be identified with the subspaces A = 0 and v = 0 respec-
tively. Note that the cases K equal to 1,—1 or 0 correspond to the cases where g
may be identified with so(n + 1), s0(1,n + 1) and se(n), respectively.

Consider now the case of an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold M rolling
on ¥ without slipping or twisting. Then we may identify Q = FSO(M) x
FSO(E ) with FSO(M) x G and we can consider x : FSO(M) x G — M as a
(N?—principal bundle with the action of G = SO(n) x G on the right. The action of
this principal bundle is given by

(f7 (P) : (a7(P1) = (f - a, 901_1 2 Spa)v ((17(,01) € SO(?’L) X G = é

The subbundle D is invariant under the action of G. By dividing out by elements
(a,ids _),a € SO(n), we get that D is a principal connection on the principal

G-bundle 7 : @ — M. However, it is still simpler to do our computations on
FSO(M) x G.
Define ¢ and ¢ as in Section B.3.1] and define £¢ as

(A, B = S(7:9) - (xpltA), exp(t)

for any A € so(n), B € g and (f,¢) € FS°(M) x G. Note that
£9(A, B)lpe = EA)ls) +EA) () — B

o =v- (5 o)

Write wC and Q€ for the connection form and the curvature form of 5, respectively.

t=0

Furthermore,

Then the values of w® in s50(n) @ g are determined by the relations

. n . . n O v
(st - (S ) -oe (b L)

=1 i=1

Sl = axade) (5 o),

CEWIs) =0x -ade) (o )
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As a consequence, 0F is given by

Q0(X; + Xi. X, + X)) = (X, X;) x Ad(p) ( X ;) 0 X5) 0 ) .

We next use the formulas of Example Let ¢(t) be an optimal solution to
the rolling problem with ¢(0) = qo with projection ~(¢) in M. Let (f°,f°) e
FSO(M) x FSO (X, &) be such that go = foo(fo)~1. Use ¢ as the initial frame to
identify FSO(ZHJ?) with G = Isom(X, ). Let 3(t) be contained in Ann(V) and
satisfying ¥53(t) = 0, where V = kerx,. Then B(t) can be written, with slight
abuse of notation, as B pr, wé(.)mt) where pr is the projection so(n) x g — g and
£ € g* is constant.

Let f(t) be defined by parallel transport of f© along ~v(t) and let ¢(t) be defined

such that ¢(¢)f(t) = @(t) - f2. I u(t) = f(¢)"1(3(t)) then
0 t
(3.11) s =00 _zor ' )-
Furthermore, by Example 2.6, we know that ~(¢) is given as the solution of
Vi4(t) = — 18 pry Qé(hf(t),@(t)ﬁ(f), .)

=— D (), fi(1)eBAd(p(1)) (QUX:, X;) — Q(Xi, X)) f5(1).

ij=1
Hence, if u(t) = f(t)~'(¥(t)) and QY (t) = Q(X;, X;)| (1), we can write

312 iy = Y wsadie) (~OF K 8 e
i=1

where W;; is the matrix whose coeflicient in row r and column s is given by 6, ;5 ;j —
Js,i0r,. We leave it to the reader to verify that the equations (B.I11) and (BI2) can
be transformed into the equations (3.4)).

3.6. Comparison to elastica. Consider the following problem. Let M be an ori-
ented Riemannian manifold with oriented orthonormal frame bundle F5©(M). We
want to consider the following problem. Let e(t) be a curve in F59 (M), given by the
vector fields ey (t),...,en(t) along a curve y(t). Assume that v(t) is parametrized
by arc length and that 4(t) = e1(¢). Given initial and final conditions, we want
to find the curves e : [0,7] — FS©(M) such that the following cost functional is
minimized:

n .7
(3.13) Bl =53 [ Ivselzar
=1

Using the approach of [I5] we solve this problem, see also [14] Section 7].

Proposition 3.6. If v(t) is the projection of a minimizer in the above problem,
then there exist a two-vector field A(t) and vector field W (t) along v(t) such that

Vi(t) = g )PA(t),
ViA(E) =30 AW (), ViW(E) = R(A())Y(1).
Furthermore, Vse(t) = fie, (1)PA(t).
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Let us first remark that solutions of the above problem coincide with solutions of
(Opt) for the special case when M and M both have constant sectional curvature,
ie., if R(A(t))v = —K#ubA(t) and R(A(t))v = —KH,bA(t) for some number K
and K. Hence, in this case, finding a minimal rolling coincides with finding a “most
parallel” orthonormal frame. In general, solutions of the above problem and (Opt)
do not coincide, even in the locally symmetric case. It would be interesting to
investigate what curves (in addition to geodesics) that both appear as solutions of
the “most parallel” orthonormal frame problem and the optimal rolling problem
for general manifolds M and M , but this goes beyond the scope of this paper.

The problem of a frame e(¢) minimizing cost £ in (3.13) is linked to the problem
of finding elastica in M. From the equations Ve (t) = e, bA(t) and V5A(t) =
F(t) AW (t), it follows that (e,, Vyes)g is constant whenever r, s > 2. If all of these
constants vanish, then the curve v(¢) is an elastic in M. We again refer to [15] and
[14, Section 7] for details. See also [25] [16].

Proof of Proposition[3.8. Let the vector fields X, ..., X, be as in ([3.6). Note that
for any curve e(t) in FSO(M) with projection +(t), we have

n

et) = D () ealt)gXilyr) + E(AR)),

i=1

At) = (Ar(®) = ((enlt), Vsest))g )
We can consider this as an optimal control problem
FSO (M) x sa(n) > TFSO (M)

TN A A= Xl el

FSO (M)

where we minimize the cost functional of the cost function

1 n
C(fa A) = §<A7A>50(n)a <A7B>50(n) =—trAB = Z ArsBrs-

r,s=1

We have the corresponding PMP-Hamiltonian,
Hya(A) = A(X1) +A(E(4)) +

If we give T*FSO(M) the coordinates

v
5 <A A>~vﬂ(n

A= Z)\ 9 |;E + Z Arswrs m rs = _AS’I‘7 A€ T*M7

r,s=1

then by [B9), we get

Hplx=X1lx+E(A)L+ ) <— > AQi(x) +ZAkAkj> Ox
Jj=1 =

r,s=1

Z% O~ 02 Y Ahuin,.

k,r,s=1

where Qij = (Q::]S) = Q(XZ,XJ)
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Any abnormal extremal /\(t) with projection (¢) must by Theorem 27§ (iii) be
on the form A(t) = Z] _5 Aj ()05, (+). Furthermore, Theorem 2.8 (ii) tells us that

0=Ay.(t) = \(t)/2 for any 1 < r < n, so \.(t) = 0. Hence, there are no abnormal
extremals.

Turning to normal extremals and choosing v = —1, if (y(¢), A(t)) is the optimal
control corresponding to normal extremal A(¢), then A(t) = (A,s(t)) by (iii) in
Theorem 28] (iii). Finally, it follows from Theorem (ii) that

V(t) = €1 (t)7 <eT(t)7 v"YGS(t»g = ATS(t)v

A1) = M)Ak () = D Ars (D (1(1)),

k=1 r,s=1

Aps(t) = =257 Api () Ars () — %(Ar(t)al,s - As(t)zsu).

k=1

Define A(t) = 5 3 ) Ars(t)er(t) Aes(t) and W (t) = 5 D7) Ak (t)ey, for the result.
Note that

[\]

1 & 1 «—
A(t) = 5 D Ans(t)en(t) Aes(t —; t) A Vier(t).
It follows that V.‘Yek(t) = ﬂLek(t)bA(t). (|

4. PROOFS

4.1. Proof of Theorem [2.3] and necessary theory. The idea of the proof is as
follows. Let 72 : T*@Q — T*M be the submersion defined in Section relative
to some Ehresmann connection H on 7 : Q — M. Elements in T*Q and T*M are
denoted by X and ), respectively. Let 6 be the Liouville one-form on T*M, i.e.,

0(w) = A\pMw), w e ThT*M,

and use ¢ = —df for the canonical symplectic form. Let 6 and & be defined similarly
on T*Q. If we look at the Hamiltonian vector fields of H and H = H o 72, they
are related by

(4.1) G (H u) =o(H,m%), aeT(I"Q).
Corresponding to the relation ([@1]), there is actually a “symplectic lifting map”
S5 ThNT*M — T;T*Q,  w2(\) = A,

on each tangent space. In Section L.I.1] we will show that the maps S5 give us an
Ehresmann connection H? on 72 : T*Q — T*M. We will show that the S5 are
not the horizontal lifts of this Ehresmann connection in Section , since 72 S5
is not the identity in general. However, the difference between S5 and the true
horizontal lift is exactly described by the curvature R of H. We can use this fact to
complete the proof in Section 1.3l A description in local coordinates is included

in Section 1.4
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4.1.1. An induced Ehresmann connection on 2. For any A € T*Q with 7T2(:\) =,
let S5 : TAT*M — T57T7Q, w — S;w be the map defined such that

&(Ssw, @) = o(w, 724) for any o € T5T*Q.
In other words, let~I : TT*M — T*T*M be the symplectic isomorphism I(w) =
o(w, .) and define I analogously on 7%Q). Then Sj is the map

Sy: TZNT*M — s T M S 7 Q LS 1T

This map gives us an Ehresmann connection on 72.

Lemma 4.1. Define V? = ker 2 and let H? be its symplectic complement, i.e.,
H; ={® € T5T*Q: 6(w,4) =0 for any i € Vi }.

(a) For any AeT*Q, H%\ is equal to the image of S5.
(b) The map

T(T*Q) e, TQ —»TM
restricted to H? is given by
mp?(S;\w) = pMuy, for any A € T*Q,w e TWQ(X)T*Q.
(c) T(T*Q) = H* ® V2. Furthermore,
pPEVP =V and pPH?=1.
A subbundle of T(T*Q) is called symplectic if o restricted to this subbundle is a

non-degenerate two-form. Since H? is the symplectic complement of V2, the result
T(T*Q) = H? @ V? is equivalent to V2, and hence also H?, being symplectic.

Proof. Recall that from the definition of the symplectic form, we have

(4.2) o(vly ag, w) = —ag(pMw), Aoag € T*M,w e ThT*M.

(a) By definition 6(S5w,.) = o(w,72.) vanishes on V? = kerw?. Since Sj is
injective and its image is of rank equal to that of 7—[%, it follows that it will also
be surjective.

(b) Observe that for any one-form a on T*M, w2, vl7*a = vl a holds by definition

of 72. Hence, by ([@2)), for any vector field W on T* M, we have

a(pMW) = o(W,vla) = 5(SW,vlt*a) = a(r.p2SW).
Here, the vector field SW on T*Q is defined by SW|5 = S3W| .5, Since «
and W were arbitrary, the result follows.

(c) Clearly, p?V2 = p? kerm?, C kerm, = V. Let 0 denote the zero section
of T*Q. Since p? is a right inverse to the (injective) map 0, : TQ — T(T*Q)
and 0,V C V%, we must have that p*Q maps V{surjectively on V. To prove the
analogous result for H?, observe that for any A € TQ and ao € Ann(H),, we
have vl ag € V§. Using ([@2)), we know that any w € H%\ must satisfy

0= —&(vl; a0, W) = a0 (p¥w),

implying that p§H2 C H since ap € Ann(H) was arbitrary. Finally, as w*pg
is surjective on TM and 7|3 is a linear isomorphism on every fiber, we must
have that p*Q7-[2 =H.
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To complete the proof, we must show that #? and V? are indeed transverse.

Assume that @ € (H? N V?)|5. From our previous results, this intersection is
contained in the kernel of pg. Hence, w = vl5 & for some &y € T;Q(S\)Q'
However, since &(vl5 ag, ») must annihilate both H? and V? and since H? U V?
is mapped surjectively onto TM, ([@2) implies &y = 0. The result follows

d

4.1.2. Horizontal lifts with respect to H?. Lemma T (c) tells us that H? is an
Ehresmann connection on 72 : T*Q — T*M. Let h%\w be the horizontal lift with
respect to this connection. We want to see how this lift compares with the map S5.

Lemma 4.2. If

M

NeTIQrs N eTyM  and we Th\T*M s v e T,M .

then the following relations hold
(4.3) p?h%w = p*QS;w = hqv,

(4.4) hw = Sjw—vlg AR(hgv,.).
As a consequence,
7, S5w = w + vl AR, ).

Written as a commutative diagram, Lemma states that

2 2 ~
h%wllmu Ssw = w + v\ AR (v, +)
pi{ lpi‘” while pf{ }Di”
hgv i ——v hgv ————v
T T x

Observe that vl XR(’UN, .) only depends on the projection of A to Ann(#). Hence,
h%\w = S5w whenever A is in Ann(V).

Proof of Lemma[{.2 Equation (£3) is immediate from the definition of horizontal
lifts and Lemma ET] (b) and (c). )

To prove ([@4), let us split the Liouville form on T*@ into two parts § = 7 + 6
where

0" (w) = Npry pP@), 0¥ (w) = Nprypdw), @€ T;T°Q.
We observe that for any w € T577@Q,
0™ (@) = A(pry, p?.0) = 7 (V) (mp P D)
= m*(N)(p) wim) = 7 (60)(D),

which in turn implies & = 72" ¢ — dfY. Define R? as the curvature of #2. We know
from (A3) that

PIR? (h{w, hiu) = R (hqv, hgpl'u),
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since for any pair of vector fields W}, 7 = 1,2, on T*M projecting to X; on M, we
have

PORE(WEWy, h2Wa) = p@ ([R2 Wy, Wa| — h2[W1, Wa))

= [hX1,hXs5] — h[ X4, Xo] = R(hX1,hX5)
Here, we have used that W; is pM-related to X; and h2W; is p@-related to hX;.
Since H? is symplectic, h%\w is completely determined by the values of 5(h§w, ‘)
on vectors h?u, where u € T\T M. We compute relations

5(h§w, hiu) =o(w,u) — d@v(hgw, hgu)

=o(w,u) + H(Rz(hgw hg ) = J(w u) + AR(hqv, hep™Mu)
= 5(Syw, hu) — (vl AR (hyv, )
which shows (£4) O

We will state one of the observations made in the proof of Lemma as a
separate result, since we will need it later.

Lemma 4.3. Let 0¥ be the one-form Y5 = Apry, p2.) on T*Q. Then
Fg=n""0—dov.
We next turn to the key lemma which will give us our proof of Theorem 2.3

Lemma 4.4. Let \(t) be a curve in T*M with p™ (\(t)) = ~(t). Let A(t) be an
H2-horizontal lift of \(t) with p2(A(t)) = F(t). Then (t) is an H-horizontal lift
of ¥(t). Furthermore, A(t) = N*(t) + \V(t), where A is the curve in Ann())
determined by

(4.5) /\H(t)(f)) = A(t)(m0) for any v € T51Q,
and XY is a curve in Ann(H) satisfying ¥4 AY (t) = 0.

Proof. The curve (t) is an H-horizontal lift of «(¢) by ([@3). Let A*(¢) be defined
as in (&) with 7(t) a H-horizontal lift of y(t). Since \*(t) = T2 ) Alt), we know
that 72(A\*(t)) = A(t) , so all we need to show is that A*(t) is H2-horizontal to
prove that it is a lift of A(¢). For a sufficiently short segment of v(¢), let X be a
vector field on M such that

(4.6) X1y = 3(@).

Let W be a local vector field on 7@ such that pf;f?VVNH = hX and such that
WH| AR (1) = A (t) for a sufficiently short segment. Let W be an arbitrary vector
field on T*(Q with values in V? = ker 72. Then by Lemma @3 and Cartan’s formula,

a(AH(t), W) = =db” | oy (WH, W)
= WOV (W) sy — WHOY (W) [y (1),
since 6|y () = 0. However, §Y |5 (WH) = A(pry hX) = 0 and
d
WHOY (W) [y () = a)\ﬂ( ) pry pEW )y ) = 0,

so in conclusion o (A% (t), Wa) = 0 and A*(t) is hence tangent to 2.
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Since 72 commutes with addition on respectively T*@Q and T*M, both V? and
H? are preserved under addition. In particular, the sum of two H2-horizontal curves
are again H2-horizontal. As a consequence, if A(t) is any horizontal lift of A(t), then
AV(t) = A(t) — A (t) must be an H2-horizontal lift of 0|5(#), the zero section along
4(t). In particular A\Y(¢) is a curve in Ann(H).

Again for a sufficiently short segment of AV (t), let WY be a local vector field
such that WY[\v ) = AV(t) and such that p2WY = hX where X is a vector field
such as in ([£0). Let V be any vector field on @ with values in V and let W, be
any vector field in V2 satisfying p@W = V. Then since AY(t) is a H2-horizontal lift
and since §Y(WV|5) = Apry, hX = 0 for any A € T*Q, Lemma I3 and Cartan’s
formula tells us that

(4.7) 0=—a(AY(t),W) = db vy (WY, W)
=WYO(W) vy — 0V (WY, W)
= LWV - X V) = (A )V
In conclusion, ¥4 \Y(t) = 0. O

4.1.3. Proof of Theorem[Z3. Let H be any smooth function on T*M and let H =
H o 2. By the definition of S and (&), SH is the Hamiltonian vector field of H.

To prove (a), observe that SH and h2H coincide on Ann(V) by Lemma
Hence, if A(t) is an integral curve of H projecting to v(t), then A7t (¢) defined as
in ([@3H) with respect to some horizontal lift 5(t) of () is an integral curve of H.
Since all elements in Ann(V) are pull-backs of elements in 7% M, it follows that all
integral curves of H with initial condition in Ann(V) will be of this form.

For the proof of (b), introduce the map ®Y : T*Q — T*Q defined by @V(:\) =
pry; A. We again use Lemma (b),

At) = w2SH|5y = Hlxe) + Viae AORG (@), ) = Hlx) + viag) BORG (), ),
where (t) = ®V(A(t)). If p2(\) = ¢, the equality
— @Y, (Bw — Ssw) = &V, (vl; AR(hgpw, 1))

d .
= —pr5,(\ + sAR(hgpMw, ) =0,
ds <=0
and Lemma 4] give us V;6(t) = 0, where 7(t) is the projection of A(t) to M.
Finally, we know that ¥(t) = p?(A(¢)) is an H-horizontal lift of v(t) = p™ (\(t))
from Lemma (a).

4.1.4. Representation in local coordinates. We will use the coordinate of ([Z1]). The
bundle V? = kern? is spanned by ,,,...,0,, and Oy,,...,0,. Relative to the
same coordinates, H? is spanned by

W0y, =hds, + Y bT%0,  and  h*0a, =0,
K,u=1
or

S0, = hds, — Y Zn:bﬁnfjaai + XU: b T%.0,,  and S0, = 0a,,

k=1 1i=1 K,pu=1
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R = ([0, h0]), Ti, = 7 ([h0a, By, )

4.2. Proof of Proposition 212, We will use the notation of Section @Il Let \(t)
be a characteristic of D and let A(t), A(t), 4(t) and ~(t) be defined as in Proposi-
tion 212 We make the following observations.

(i) If X\, a9 € Ann(D),, q € Q, then vly ap € Ty Ann(D).

(ii) If a(t) is a curve in Ann(D) and a(t) is its H>-horizontal lift, then by Lemmal4]
a(t) is a curve in Ann(D). Hence, for any A € Ann(D) and w € T2 5y Ann(D),
we have hiw € T; Ann(D).

(iif) If & is a one-form vanishing on D, it can be seen as a map & : Q — Ann(D),
and so the image of @ is contained in T'Ann(D).

Since A(t) is a characteristic, o(\(t), .) vanishes on all vectors of the type (i), (ii)
and (iii). Looking at each of these requirements will give us respectively (i), (ii)
and (iii) of Proposition 212

To start with type (i), using [@2) we obtain that for any & € I'(Ann(D)),

0 = o(A(1), v1&) = a3 (1))
meaning that 4(¢) has to be D-horizontal. Since m,D = D, we know that ~(t) is
D-horizontal.
Continuing with type (ii), let a € T'(Ann(D)) be a one-form on M with o) =
A(t). Then o, (T'M) C T Ann(D), and so for any v € T4 M,

0=G(\t),h2 ,00) =& (X(t), S50t — vz AOR (s, .))
= (A1), awv) + AOR(Y(1), v),

by Lemma Write pA™(P) . Ann(D) — M for the natural projection. Since

pfnn(D)a* is equal to the identity on T'M, the image of a, in T Ann(D) must
be transverse to ker pa™?). Hence, any w € Ty Ann(D) is on the form w =

v + vy no for some v € T,y M, o € Ann(D).y). This lets us write

a(A(t), w) = o (A(t), cwv + Viyey m0) = —AER(H(E),v) — no(§(t))
= —BOR((1),v) = =BOR (), pr w).
To determine the equations of 3(t), we consider vectors of type (iii); Let V
be any vector field on @ with values in V. For one-form & € I'(Ann(D)) with
d|;y(t) = S\(t), we get

0=6(A(t), @ V) = o(A(t), 726, V) — d8¥ (\(1), G, V)

= —BORG).pl w26, V) — d8” (N(D), 6. V).
Since pMon?oq = 7, the first term vanishes. The last term is equal to —(¥;3(t))(V)
by the argument in (£71).
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