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Abstract

In this paper, we explore dynamics of the nonholonomic system called vakonomic
mechanics in the context of Lagrange-Dirac dynamical systems using a Dirac structure
and its associated Hamilton-Pontryagin variational principle. We first show the link be-
tween vakonomic mechanics and nonholonomic mechanics from the viewpoints of Dirac
structures as well as Lagrangian submanifolds. Namely, we clarify that Lagrangian sub-
manifold theory cannot represent nonholonomic mechanics properly, but vakonomic
mechanics instead. Second, in order to represent vakonomic mechanics, we employ the
space T'Q x V*, where a vakonomic Lagrangian is defined from a given Lagrangian (pos-
sibly degenerate) subject to nonholonomic constraints. Then, we show how implicit
vakonomic Euler-Lagrange equations can be formulated by the Hamilton-Pontryagin
variational principle for the vakonomic Lagrangian on the extended Pontryagin bundle
(TQ ® T*Q) x V*. Associated with this variational principle, we establish a Dirac
structure on (T'Q ® T*Q) x V* to define an intrinsic vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac sys-
tem. Furthermore, we establish another construction for the vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac
system using a Dirac structure on T"Q x V*, where we introduce a vakonomic Dirac
differential. Lastly, we illustrate our theory of vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac systems by
some examples such as the vakonomic skate and the vertical rolling coin.
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1 Introduction

Some Backgrounds. In conjunction with optimal control design, much effort has been
concentrated upon exploring geometric structures and variational principles of constrained
systems (see, for instance, [ l; [ l; [ l;

l; [ l; [ ]). The motion of such constrained
systems may be subject to a nontrivial distribution on a configuration manifold. For the
case in which the given distribution is integrable in the sense of Frobenius’s theorem, the
constraint is called holonomic, otherwise nonholonomic. It is well known that equations of
motion for Lagrangian systems with holonomic constraints can be formulated by Hamilton’s
variational principle by incorporating holonomic constraints into an original Lagrangian
through Lagrange multipliers. On the other hand, Hamilton’s variational principle does not
yield correct equations of motion for mechanical systems with nonholonomic constraints,
but induces different mechanics instead. The correct equations of motion for nonholonomic
mechanics can be developed from the Lagrange-d’Alembert principle. In other words, there
are two different mechanics associated with systems with nonholonomic constraints. The
first one is based on the Lagrange-d’Alembert principle and the corresponding equations of
motion are called nonholonomic mechanics. The second one is called vakonomic mechanics
(mechanics of variational aziomatic kind), which is purely variational and was developed
by [ ]; the name of vakonomic mechanics was coined by [ ]. Needless
to say, both approaches are essentially different from the other: interesting comparisons
between both of them can be found in [ l;

[2003].

Nonholonomic mechanics has been studied from the viewpoints of Hamiltonian, La-
grangian as well as Poisson dynamics (see [ ]). Indeed, nonholonomic
mechanics has many applications to engineering, robotics, control of satellites, etc., since
it seems to be appropriate to model the dynamical behavior of phenomena such as rolling
rigid-body, etc. (see [ ). On the other hand, vakonomic mechanics
appears in some problems of optimal control theory (related to sub-Riemannian geometry)

[ I; [ 1), economic growth theory (
[ ]), motion of microorganisms at low Reynolds number (
[ ]), etc. A geometric unified approach was developed in

[2000].

In mechanics, one usually starts with a configuration manifold @; Lagrangian mechanics
deals with the tangent bundle T'Q), while Hamiltonian mechanics with the cotangent bundle
T*Q. It is known that nonholonomic and vakonomic mechanics can be described on extended
spaces because of the presence of Lagrange multipliers. An interesting geometric approach
to Lagrangian vakonomic mechanics on T'QQ X R™ may be found in

[ ], while an approach on T(Q x R™) may be found in
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[ ]. In particular, since an extended Lagrangian on 7TQ x R™ or T(Q x R™) is
clearly degenerate, we have to explore its dynamics by usin, rac’s theory of constraints
learly d t h lore its d ics b ing Dirac’s th f trai
(see [ ]). Another interesting approach may be found in
[ ], where the authors depart from TQ ¢ T*Q, and its submanifold
Wo = AgxQT*Q, where Ag C T'Q, in order to develop an intrinsic description of vakonomic
mechanics.

As shown in [ ], degenerate Lagrangian systems with non-
holonomic constraints may be described, in general, by a set of implicit differential-algebraic
equations, where a key point in the formulation of such implicit systems is to make use of the
Pontryagin bundle TQ ®T*Q, namely the fiber product (or Whitney) bundle TQ &T*Q. To
the best of our knowledge, the Pontryagin bundle was first investigated in
[ | to aid in the study of the degenerate Lagrangian systems, which is the case that we
also treat in the present paper. The iterated tangent and cotangent spaces TT*Q, T*TQ,
and T*T™(@ and the relationships among these spaces were investigated by [ ]
in conjunction with the generalized Legendre transform, where a symplectic diffeomorphism
kg : TT*Q — T*TQ plays an essential role in understanding Lagrangian systems in the
context of Lagrangian submanifolds. The relation between these iterated spaces and the
Pontryagin bundle was also discussed in [ |. Fur-
thermore, [ | investigated the iterated spaces TT*Q, T*TQ, and T*T*Q in
conjunction with the tangent Dirac structures.

The notion of Dirac structures was developed by [1998];

[ ] as a unified structure of pre-symplectic and Poisson structures, where the original
aims of these authors were to formulate the dynamics of constrained systems, including con-
straints induced from degenerate Lagrangians, as in [ , |, where we recall that
Dirac was concerned with degenerate Lagrangians, so that the image P C T*Q of the Leg-
endre transformation, called the set of primary constraints in the language of Dirac, need
not be the whole space. The canonical Dirac structures can be given by the graph of the
bundle map associated with the canonical symplectic structure or the graph of the bundle
map associated with the canonical Poisson structure on the cotangent bundle, and hence
it naturally provides a geometric setting for Hamiltonian mechanics. It was already shown
by [ ] that Hamiltonian systems can be formulated in the context of Dirac
structures, however, its application to electric circuits and mechanical systems with non-
holonomic constraints was studied in detail by [ ], where
they called the associated Hamiltonian systems with Dirac structures implicit Hamiltonian
systems. On the other hand, [ ] explored on the Lagrangian
side to clarify the link between an induced Dirac structure on 7*@ and a degenerate La-
grangian system with nonholonomic constraints and they developed a notion of implicit
Lagrangian systems as a Lagrangian analogue of implicit Hamiltonian systems. Moreover,
the associated variational structure with implicit Lagrangian systems was investigated in

[ ], where it was shown that the Hamilton-Pontryagin principle
provides the standard implicit Lagrangian system. Another recent development that may
be relevant with the Dirac theory of constraints was explored by

[ ] by emphasizing the duality between the Poisson-algebraic and the geometric
points of view, related to Dirac’s and of Gotay and Nester’s work.

Goals of the Paper. The main purpose of this paper is to explore vakonomic mechanics,
in the Lagrangian setting, both in the context of the Dirac structure and its associated
variational principle called the Hamilton-Pontryagin principle. Another important point
that we will clarify is the link between Dirac structures and Lagrangian submanifolds for
the case of vakonomic mechanics. The organization of the paper is given as follows:
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In §2, we will briefly introduce the geometric setting of the iterated tangent and cotan-
gent bundles as well as the Pontryagin bundle. In §3, we will shortly review the Lagrangian
submanifold theory for mechanics and will show that nonholonomic mechanics cannot be
formulated on Lagrangian submanifolds, since the pullback of a symplectic two-form to the
submanifold does not vanish. In §4 we will review Dirac structures in nonholonomic me-
chanics, by using the induced Dirac structure on the cotangent bundle and we will show
how a degenerate Lagrangian system can be developed in the context of Dirac structures,
together with the associated Lagrange-d’Alembert principle. In §5, we will consider the
extended tangent bundle T'QQ x V*, where an extended Lagrangian £, called vakonomic
Lagrangian, is defined in association with a given Lagrangian L on T'Q) and with nonholo-
nomic constraints. Then we will show that the vakonomic dynamics on (TQ & T*Q) x V*
can be obtained by the Hamilton-Pontryagin principle for £, which yields the implicit vako-
nomic Fuler-Lagrange equations. In parallel with this variational setting, taking advantage
of the presymplectic structures constructed on (TQ @© T*Q) x V*, we will illustrate how
the vakonomic analogue of the Lagrange-Dirac systems can be intrinsically developed by
making use of the Dirac structure on (TQ ® T*Q) x V*. We shall also show another
construction of the vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac system by employing a Dirac structure on
T*@Q x V*. To do this, we make use of the Dirac differential of £, where we introduce two
maps QO : T(T*Q x V*) — T*(T*Q x V*) and 7 : T*(T*Q x V*) — T*(TQ x V*) among
the iterated bundles T*(T*Q x V*), T(T*Q x V*) and T*(T'Q x V*). It will be proved
that the vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac system leads to the implicit vakonomic Euler-Lagrange
equations. The section is closed with the main result of this paper, Theorem 5.11, where
we summarize vakonomic mechanics can be formulated by Dirac structures as well as the
Hamilton-Pontryagin variational principle. In §6, we will demonstrate our theory by some
examples such as the vakonomic particle, the vakonomic skate and the vertical rolling disk
on a plane. In §7, we will give some concluding remarks and future works.

Hamilton’s Principle for Holonomic Lagrangian Systems. Before going into details,
let us briefly recall the variational principle for constrained Lagrangian systems. First con-
sider the case in which holonomic constraints are given. Let @ be a smooth n—dimensional
manifold. Let L : TQQ — R be a Lagrangian and let Ag be a constraint distribution on @
given for each g € ) as

AQ(q) = {UQ € TQ | <:LLa(Q)7Uq> = 07 o= ]-a ey MM < 77,},

where p* are m independent one-forms that form the basis for the annihilator Ag, C T*Q.
In this paper, we assume that every distribution is reqular, namely, it has constant rank at
each point and is smooth unless otherwise stated. It follows from Frobenius’s theorem that
Aq is integrable or holonomic if for any vector fields X,Y on @ with values in Ag, [X,Y]
is a vector field that takes values in Ag. Then, the submanifold Ag may be described by
a foliation V C @ such that, for each g € @,

Aq(q) =TyN,
where there exist smooth local functions ¢® : @ — R as
©*(q) = const, a=1,..,m;
and p® = dp® at each point in ¢ € Q.
Let us define an extended Lagrangian £ : TQ x R™ — R by

L(q,6,0) = L(g,9) + > Aa™(q),

a=1
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where (g¢,q) are the local coordinates of TQ and A, are the Lagrange multipliers, which
may be regarded as new variables. It follows from Hamilton’s principle that the stationarity
condition for the action integral

/t " L(alt), 4(8), A(t))d

induces equations of motion for the holonomic Lagrangian mechanical systems (see

[1996]; [2008]):

dOoL 0L <. 09(q)
e = Aa ;
dt 0¢  0Oq + ; Jdq

©*(q) = 0.

Regarding the repeated indices such as « in the above equations, we will employ Einstein’s
summation convention in this paper unless otherwise noted.

Conventional Setting for Vakonomic Systems. Let ¢% : TQQ — R be a set of m
smooth functions, where o« = 1,...,m, by which the constraints ¢ = const define a (2n —
m)—dimensional submanifold Ag C TQ.

As in holonomic Lagrangian systems, let us define an extended Lagrangian £ : T'Q) x
R™ — R by

(¢, 4, A) == L(g, 4) + Aa®™ (4, 9)- (1.1)

Now, it is known that Hamilton’s principle for the action functional in the above does not
provide correct equations of motion for the nonholonomic Lagrangian mechanical system,
but some other dynamics called vakonomic mechanics (see [ ]). The correct
equations of motion for nonholonomic Lagrangian mechanics can be given by Lagrange-
d’Alembert principle.

Again, let (q, ¢, A) be local coordinates for TQ x R™ and consider the action functional
given by
to
| stat 0.0 .
t1

Keeping fixed the endpoints of the curve ¢(t), ¢ € T = [t1,t2], i.e., q(t1) and g(t2) fixed,
whereas A(t1) and A(t2) of A(t) are allowed to be free, the stationary condition of the above
action functional provides the vakonomic Euler-Lagrange equations

(o) s
dt \ 9q dqg
oL
e
which induce the usual equations of motion of vakonomic dynamics:
d (0L 8¢“> oL ol
- 7.+)\a7. - 74’)\(177
dt (6q aq Jq dq (1.2)

$*(q,q) = 0.

Now, let us illustrate the vakonomic setting with several applications.
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Optimal Control Theory. An optimal control problem is described by the following
data (see [ I;

[ ]): a configuration space B giving the state variables of the
system, a fiber bundle 7 : N — B where fibers describe the control variables, a vector field
Y : N — TB along the projection 7, and a cost function C : N — R. We consider the
solutions of the optimal control problem the curves v : I C R — N such that 7o~ has fixed
endpoints (that is, if b(¢) is a curve, then b(¢;) and b(t2) have fixed values), extremize the

action functional .
2
| et
t1

d
Z(men) =Yon,
which rules the evolution of the state variables.

It is easy to show that this is indeed a vakonomic problem on the manifold N. The
constraint submanifold M C TN, given by the above-mentioned differential equation, is
defined by

and satisfy the differential equation

M={v, € TN |Tw(v,)=Y(n) ,ne€ N}.

The previous description of an optimal control problem determines the following commuta-
tive diagram:

N—Y .TB

N

In the above, 75 : T'B — B is the canonical projection. Notice that M plays the role of Ag,
TN the role of TQ and C the role of the Lagrangian function L in the setting of vakonomic
mechanics.

In conjunction with optimal control, we remark that Pontryagin’s maximum principle
is the machinery that gives necessary conditions for solutions of optimal control problems
(see [1962]; [1998]), which
is relevant with variational principles for vakonomic dynamics in this paper.

Sub-Riemannian Geometry. A sub-Riemannian structure on a manifold is a general-
ization of a Riemannian structure, where the metric is only defined on a vector subbundle
of the tangent bundle. In such a case, the notion of length is only assigned to a sub-
class of curves, namely, curves with tangent vectors belonging to the vector subbundle at
each point (see [ I; [ ). More precisely, consider an n-
dimensional manifold @ equipped with a smooth distribution Ag(g) with constant rank
n —m at each point ¢ € (). A sub-Riemannian metric on Ag consists of giving a positive
definite quadratic form g, on Ag smoothly varying in . We will say that a piecewise
smooth curve v : I = [t1,t2] C R — Q is admissible if 4(t) € Ag for all t € I. Using the
metric g, it is possible to define the length ()

- / VeGm,A®) d,

for admissible curves v : I — @. From this definition, we can define the distance between
two points q1,q2 € Q as
d(q1, g2) = infy (I(7)),
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if there exists admissible curves connecting ¢; and go. A curve which realizes the distance
between two points is called a minimizing sub-Riemannian geodesic. Let ', ..., u™ be a basis
of one-forms for the annihilator Ag,. Then, an admissible path must verify the nonholonomic
constraints

(p*(71),7) =0, a=1,...m. (1.3)

Therefore, it is clear that the problem to minimize sub-Riemannian geodesics is exactly
the same as the vakonomic problem determined by the Lagrangian L = %g and with the
nonholonomic constraints (1.3).

2 TIterated Tangent and Cotangent Bundles

In this section we recall some basic geometry of the spaces TT*Q, T*T*Q and T*T(Q, as
well as the Pontryagin bundle TQ & T*(@Q. These spaces are needed for the construction
of Lagrangian mechanics on the tangent bundle T'Q) and Hamiltonian mechanics on the
cotangent bundle T*@Q in the context of Lagrangian submanifold theory. In particular, there
are two diffeomorphisms among T*TQ, TT*@Q and T*T*(@ that were originally developed
by [ ] for the generalized Legendre transform.

Diffeomorphism between T7T*Q) and T*T(Q. Now, we are going to define a natural
diffeomorphism
ko :TT*Q = T'TQ.

In a local trivialization, @ is represented by an open set U in a linear space V, so that TT*Q
is represented by (U x V*) x (V x V*), while T*T'Q is locally given by (U x V) x (V* x V*).
In this local representation, the map g will be given by

(¢,p,0q,0p) — (q,0q,0p,p),

where (g, p) are local coordinates of T*@Q and (g, p, dq, dp) are the corresponding coordinates
of TT*@Q, while (¢, dq, dp,p) are the local coordinates of T*T'Q) induced by rq.
Consider the following two maps:

Trg :TT*Q = TQ, mrq:T"TQ —TQ,

which are the obvious maps and recall that mg : T*@Q — @ is the cotangent projection. The
commutative condition used to define x¢ is the following diagram:

T Q ——"% - T*TQ

RN

TrQ © kQ = T’/TQ.

Namely,

Local Representation. In a natural local trivialization, these maps are readily checked
to be given by

Trq(q,p,dq,0p) = (q,9q),
7q(q,0q,p,p) = (q,0q),
mr+q(q,p, 0q,0p) = (¢, p)-
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Diffeomorphism between T*7T*Q and TT*Q. Let Qr-g be the canonical symplectic
form on the cotangent bundle 7%@Q. There exists a natural diffeomorphism given by

Vo TT*Q - T*T*Q,
which is the unique map that also intertwines two sets of maps:
T TT*Q = T7Q, 7mrq:T"T"Q — T7Q.

Let 7¢ : TQ — @ be the tangent projection and the commutative condition for QbT*Q is
given by the following diagram:

b

Q7
TT*Q e T*T*Q
T+Q

Namely,
’/TT*Q o Q?*Q = TT*Q.

Local Representations of Maps. As before, in a local trivialization, T*T™*(Q is repre-
sented by (U x V*) x (V* x V), while TT*Q is represented by (U x V*) x (V x V*). The
map Q"T*Q is locally represented by

(¢, dq,6p) = (g, p, —0p, 0q).

Thus, the commutative diagram is verified in a local trivialization since one has

WT*Q(Qapa —dp, 6‘]) = (Qap)v
TT*Q(q7p7 6Qa 6p) = (q?p)

The Diffeomorphism between T*TQ) and T*T*Q. With the elements previously de-
fined, we can define a diffeomorphism between T*T'Q and T*T*(@, namely:

v =g o (kg) ™t T"TQ —» T*T*Q.
Using the local representation of QZ« o and of kg, the map 7 is locally given by
1qQ : (4,64, 0p, p) — (q,p, —6p,5q)-

The Symplectic Form on TT*@. The manifold TT*(Q is a symplectic manifold with a
special symplectic form Qp7-g, which can be defined by two distinct ways as the exterior
derivative of two intrinsic but different one-forms.

Now, there exist two one-forms A and x given by

A= (kQ)" Or+ro, Xx= (Q%“Q) Or:1+qQ,

where Or+p¢ denotes the canonical one-form on 7*7'Q) and O+ the canonical one-form
on T*T*Q.

Using the local coordinates (g, p) and (g, p, dq, 0p) of T*@Q and TT*@Q, these two one-forms
are denoted by

A=0pdg+pddq, x = —0pdq—+ dqdp.
Thus, the symplectic form Qp7+g on TT*(Q associated with A and x can be defined by
QTT*Q = dX = —dA\
= dq A dop + ddg N dp.
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Pontryagin Bundle TQ) & T*(@Q. Consider the bundle TQ @ T*@Q over @, that is, the
Whitney sum of the tangent bundle and the cotangent bundle over ), whose fiber at ¢ € @
is the product T;Q x T;Q. The bundle TQ & T*Q is called the Pontryagin bundle, see

[ ]. Again, using a model space V for @) and a chart domain,
which is an open set U C V, then TQ x T*Q is locally denoted by U x V x U x V* and
TQ®T*Q by U x V x V*. In this local trivialization, the local coordinates of TQ & T*Q
are written

(¢.0.p) €U X V x V*.

Then, the following three projections are naturally defined:

pI“TQ : TQ (&) T*Q — TQ7 (qavap) = (qa U))
prT*Q : TQ ©® T*Q — T*Q7 (qavap) = (q7p)7
pro : TQ & T*Q — Q; (¢,v,p) = q.

All the previous developments may be summarized into the following diagram:

7Q

A KQ
T*T*Q —= TT*Q > T°TQ

NS & A

T*Q ~—TQOTQ—>TQ
T*Q Prrq

Prg
TQ TQ

Q

Figure 2.1: Iterated Tangent and Cotangent Bundle Structures

3 Lagrangian Submanifolds in Mechanics

As introduced in §2, the spaces TT*Q, T*TQ, T*T*(Q are interrelated with each other
by two symplectomorphisms xg : T7*Q — T*T(Q and QbT*Q :TT*Q — T*T*Q, which
play essential roles in the construction of the generalized Legendre transformation origi-
nally developed by [ ]. In this section, we shall see the theory of Lagrangian
submanifolds using the geometry of these spaces. For the details, see, for instance,
(1971]; [1978]; [1979); [1957);
[1999]; [2006D)].

Lagrangian Submanifolds. Given a finite-dimensional symplectic manifold (P, p), and
a submanifold N with canonical inclusion iy : N < P, then N is a Lagrangian submanifold
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if and only if i3;Q2p = 0 and dimN = %dimP. If, locally, 2p = dOp, then iyQp =
diy®p = 0. So, it follows that there exists a function f : N — R (defined locally) such
that i3,0p = df. We call f a generating function of the Lagrangian submanifold N. By
the Poincaré lemma, locally this is always the case.

It is well known that the cotangent bundle 7 P of a given finite-dimensional smooth man-
ifold P, equipped with the symplectic two-form Q7+« p, is a symplectic manifold (T* P, Q7+ p).
Let a be a closed one-form on P. Then, the image of o, namely 3 = Im (a(P)) C T*P, is
a Lagrangian submanifold of (T*P, Q¢+ p), since a*Qp«p = —da = 0. Thus, we obtain a
submanifold diffeomorphic to P and transverse to the fibers of T*P. As to the details, see

[1975].

A useful extension of the previous construction is given by [ | in the

following theorem.

Theorem 3.1 (Tulczyjew). Let M be a smooth manifold, oy : TM — M and 7y :
T*M — M its tangent and cotangent bundle projections respectively. Let N C M be a
submanifold and f: N — R a function. Then

Sr={p€T"M |my(p) € N and (p,v) = (df,v)
for allv e TN C TM such that Tar(v) = mar(p) }

is a Lagrangian submanifold of T* M .

Here, we shall prove this theorem in a different way from [ ]. Later, we will
show the essential difference in geometry between vakonomic and nonholonomic mechanics
by making use of this proof.

Proof. Assume that ¢*, i = 1, ...,dim M, are local coordinates for M. Assume also that ¢%,
a =1,...,dim N, are adapted local coordinates for N C M. Using these local coordinates,
it is easily shown that X is a submanifold of 7" M with dimension equal to % dim M. On
the other hand, the submanifold N shall be defined by a set of « = 1,...,dim M — dim N
constraints in the following way

¢*(q) = 0. (3.1)

To finish the proof, we need to show that Qp«js, i.e., the symplectic two-form on T*M,
vanishes when we restrict it to N. With this purpose, we take the Lie derivative of (3.1),
which provides

(£0¢%)(q) == %¢Q(Q(t)) = (d¢"(q(t)), v(t)) = 0, (3-2)

where v(t) = dq(t)/dt. Since (p,v) = (df,v) for all p € T*M, where mp(p) € N, it follows
from (3.2) that
p—df =Aado®,

where A, are Lagrange multipliers. From the previous equation it follows
p=d(f+ Xa0?).

Let us introduce the inclusion map i : ¥y < T*M. Using Darboux’s coordinates (g, p) for
T*M, one has Q7 = dg A dp. By a direct computation, we arrive to

Q= dg Add(f + Aa9®) =0,

since d? = 0. This finishes the proof. [ |
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Vakonomic Lagrangian Submanifolds. Next, we see how the vakonomic mechanics
introduced in §1 may be fit into the context of the Lagrangian submanifold theory. Partic-
ularly, in Tulczyjew’s theorem, setting N = Ag, M =TQ and f = La, : Aqg — R, we can
develop a submanifold of T*T'Q as

Sla, = {a e T*TQ | mrg(a) € Ag and (a,w) = (dLa,,w)
for all w € TAg C TTQ such that 7rg(w) = mrg(a)}.

Consider the submanifold Ag C TQ defined by the vanishing of the m local constraints
% :TQ — R as
#*(q,4) =0, I1<a<m<n.

Hence

(TAQ)° = {w = (3¢,64) € T(q,TQ | (d¢™(q, ), w) =0}

Note that the above constraints allow us to consider nonlinear nonholonomic constraints.
Let in, : Ag < TQ be the inclusion of the submanifold; one can take an arbitrary extension
L:TQ — R such that L oian, = La,. Applying theorem 3.1 we obtain

- X oL 0P
ELa, —{(q,qm,p)GT TQ | p=7, 1 g;,
(3.3)
oL 0™
= = <a<
p aq+)\aaq,¢(q,) 0, 1<« m}

By definition this is a Lagrangian submanifold. Recall the local expression of the diffeomor-
phism kg : TT*Q — T*T(Q; namely,

(¢,1,4,p) — (4,4, p, ),

we can construct the Lagrangian submanifold = 1(3, AQ) CTT*Q as

- .. N oL 0~
"{Ql(ELAQ): {(qvpaQ7p) eTT Q p= 87+>\ g;
o (3.4)
B= G+, ) =0 1<as<m].

The solution curve for the dynamics determined by nél(Z L AQ) CTT*Qis given by v: I =

[t1,t2] C R — T*Q such that
dy
D) € rg (Bray)

It is apparent that this verifies the set of differential-algebraic equations in (1.2).

Thus, the Lagrangian submanifold f@él(E L AQ) encloses the vakonomic mechanics, which
we shall call the vakonomic Lagrangian submanifold. An analogous discussion can be
found in [ ].

This development shows the importance of Theorem 3.1 as a key tool in the intrinsic
description of Lagrangian and Hamiltonian dynamics, as well as vakonomic mechanics (see

[ ] and [ ] for further details).
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The Lagrange-d’Alembert Principle for Nonholonomic Mechanics. Let us now
formulate the nonholonomic mechanics by using the Lagrange-d’Alembert Principle. Let
Ag C TQ be a regular distribution given by

AQ(Q) = {q € TQQ | <:u‘a(Q)7Q> =0,a=1,..,m< TL}, (35)

where the one-forms p® are nonintegrable. Note that we consider the case of linear con-
straints. Given a Lagrangian function L : TQ) — R, the dynamics of the nonholonomic
mechanical system is determined by the Lagrange-d’Alembert principle, which states that
a curve ¢(t), t € I is an admissible motion of the system if
ta
5 [ Lia),a(t) dt =o,

ty

where we choose variations dq(t) that satisfy dq(t) € Ag(q(t)) at each ¢ and with the
endpoints of ¢(t) fixed. Assume that rank Ag(¢) = 2n — m at each point ¢. Since the
annihilator AZ) is generated by a set of m independent one-forms as

AY(q) = span {u® = i (q)dq'}, a=1,...,m,

the equations of motion of the nonholonomic mechanics are locally given by

d (OL\ oL .

p$(q)d" =0,

(3.6)

where ), are Lagrange multipliers.

Nonholonomic Dynamical Submanifolds. The dynamics of a mechanical system with
nonholonomic constraints (3.5) may be represented by a submanifold

ot = {o € T*TQ | mrg(a) € Ag and (o, w) = (dL, w)
for all w € (T'rg) ™' (Ag) C TTQ such that Trq(w) = mro()}.

The main difference with the previous case is that the lifted distribution (T'7g)~!(Ag) C
TTQ is given by

(T1q) 1 (Aq) = {w = (6¢,04) € T4, TQ | To(w) = (¢,6q) € Ag} .

Recall at this point that the input data defining the nonholonomic dynamics is a Lagrangian
function L : TQ — R and a regular distribution Ag C T'Q), whose annihilator A¢, is spanned
by the m independent one-forms p®. Similar to the definition of the vakonomic Lagrangian
submanifold (3.4), we can define the nonholonomic dynamical submanifold as

- non .. % aL
“Ql (zronh) = {(qvp,q,p) eTT*Q | p= a0
(3.7)
. OL N N y
p:%+AaM (@), wi(q)d" =0, 1§a§m} ,

The solution curve for the dynamics represented by /—151 (Enonh) isgivenbyo: I CR—Q

such that a
o
—(I A
ErA COASRAN



3 Lagrangian Submanifolds in Mechanics 13

and the induced curve v : R — T*Q defined by v = FL (42) verifies that

d’}/ —1 nonh

where FL : TQ — T*Q is the Legendre transformation associated with L. Locally, o must
satisfy equations (3.6). Therefore, rg,' (3°°"") encloses the nonholonomic dynamics (see
also [ D.

Now, we have the following proposition for the nonholonomic dynamical submanifold.

Proposition 3.2. The nonholonomic dynamical submanifold /@él (Enonh) is not a La-
grangian submanifold of TT*(Q).

Proof. To prove this proposition, recall that the iterated tangent bundle T7*(@Q has a
symplectic structure defined by Q77+¢, which has the local form Q77r+«g = dgAdp+dgAdp,
where (¢, p, ¢, p) are local coordinates for TT*Q.

Using local coordinates, it is clear to see that dim Iiél (Enonh) = % dimTT*Q. Let

i kgt (M) = TT*Q

be the inclusion defined in (3.7) and we have to check if i*Qpp+g = 0 does not hold in order
to accomplish the proof. By direct computations, it leads to

0%L . . 0%2L . . 8#9 ) .
Qo = 0 ddi Adg + —Ldgt A dgd + Mo 2P dgi g
*Qrreg Bgog W NIT + g pardd Ndg + darg dgt Ndg
oL . . 8L
agog " N T Giiag

dgt A dg’.
It follows from symmetric properties that this reduces to

o

i J
¢/ dq* N dg’.

i"Qrr-Q = A

Thus we conclude i*Qp7+o # 0 since in general Ous /dq? # 8u?‘/8qi. |

This last result implies that nonholonomic dynamics cannot be described in terms of
Lagrangian submanifolds as we claimed.

Remark. Poisson and almost-Poisson manifolds have been widely used in the geometrical
description of nonholonomic mechanics (see for instance

[1999), [1998],
[ ). A different notion of Lagrangian submanifold (based in [ ]
and [ ]) has been developed in [ ] in
the context of almost-Poisson geometry in order to construct a universal Hamilton-Jacobi
theory including nonholonomic mechanics.

Remark. As shown in equations (1.2) and (3.6), dynamical equations of both vakonomic
and nonholonomic mechanics are clearly different, which comes from the fact that vako-
nomic mechanics can be a Lagrangian submanifold while nonholonomic mechanics cannot.
This difference is clarified from the viewpoint of variational principles; namely, vakonomic
mechanics is purely variational since we impose the constraints on the class of curves before
applying the variations, while the nonholonomic mechanics is not variational since we im-
pose the constraints to variations of curves after taking variations for the action integral. In
other words, for the vakonomic mechanics, the admissible trajectories must lie in Ag and
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the admissible variations must be tangent to Ag, while for the nonholonomic mechanics,
the admissible variations are generated by infinitesimal variations such that their vertical
lift takes values in TAg. Of course, this reflects the fact that nonholonomic mechanics is the
one describing the actual motion of the mechanical systems with nonholonomic constraints,
while vakonomic mechanics is not. For this perspective, see also

[2003] and [2013] and references therein. For
a historical review on this topic, see [ ]

4 Dirac Structures in Nonholonomic Mechanics

As shown in the previous section, nonholonomic mechanics cannot be represented by La-
grangian submanifolds. In this section, we shall show how nonholonomic mechanics can
be described in the context of induced Dirac structures and associated implicit Lagrangian
systems, following [ ]

Dirac Structures. We first recall the definition of a Dirac structure on a vector space
V, say finite dimensional for simplicity (see [ ] and

[ ). Let V* be the dual space of V, and (-, -) be the natural paring between V* and V.
Define the symmetric paring (-, )) on V & V* by

<< (U’ O‘)ﬁ ('E’ 6‘) >> = <aa T"> + <da U>7

for (v,a),(v,a) € V@& V*. A Dirac structure on V is a subspace D C V @& V* such that
D = D, where D+ is the orthogonal of D relative to the pairing (-, -).

Now let M be a given manifold and let TM & T* M denote the Pontryagin bundle over
M. A subbundle D C TM &T*M is called a Dirac structure on the bundle Tpy : TM — M,
when D(x) is a Dirac structure on the vector space T,,M at each point = € M. A given

two-form  on M together with a distribution Ay on M determines a Dirac structure on
M as follows!.

Proposition 4.1. The two-form § determines a Dirac structure D on M whose fiber is
giwen for each x € M as

D(x) = {(vg, a) € TeM X Ty M | v, € Apg(z), and

(W) = Qa,, (U, ws) for all w, € Ap(2)}, (4.1)

where Apr CTM and Qa,, is the restriction of Q to Ayy.

Proof. The orthogonal of D C TM @ T*M at the point x € M is given by

Dt (z) = {(ug, Bs) € TuM x Ty M| ap(ug) + Bu(vy) =0, Vv, € Ay

and (o, wa) = Qa,, (2) (ve, wy) for all w, € Ay}
In order to prove that D C D+, let (v, @), (v., o) belong to € D(z). Then
<a91’ ’U;> + <O/$, UJE> = Qay (x)(vm,v;) + Qay (.T)(U;,’UI) =0,

since Qa,, () is skew-symmetric. Therefore, D C D+,

IPrecisely speaking, D is called an almost Dirac structure, while for the case in which the distribution
is integrable, D is called a Dirac structure. In this paper, however, we simply call D the Dirac structure
unless otherwise stated.
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To conclude the proof we shall check that D+ C D. Let (u,,3,) € D(x)*. By definition
of D+, we have that

<aa:a um> + <ﬁz, Um) =0

for all v, € Ay and (g, we) = Qa,, (2)(vy, w,) for all w, € Apr. Choose vy, uy € Apy
arbitrary vectors. From (a, uz) + (B, vz) = 0 and the fact that u, € Aps is an arbitrary
vector we have that

QAA{(J))(’Uw’U’w) + B:E(Ua:) =0 for all Vr € A]\/[7

that is 8y (vs) = Qa,, () (Us, v5) due to the skew-symmetry of Qa,,. Thus, (ug, ;) € D(z)
and hence D C D, as required. Consequently, D+ = D and the claim holds. ]

Remark. Of course, the proof above is also valid when Ay = TM (Qa,, = Q) and,
furthermore, either for pre-symplectic or symplectic two-forms since the key property to
accomplish the result is their skew-symmetry. On the other hand, throughout this work
we shall define the Dirac structures in a different but equivalent way to proposition 4.1.
Namely, each two-form Q on M defines a bundle map Q° : TM — T*M by Q° -v = Q(v, -).
Consequently, we may equivalently define D(z) in (4.1) as

D(z) = {(vg, ) € TuM X TIM | v, € Apg(), and oy — () - v, € A, (2) }.
We call a Dirac structure D integrable if the condition
<£X1062,X3> + <£X2a37X1> + <"€X3a17X2> =0

is satisfied for all pairs of vector fields and one-forms (X7, a1), (Xa, a2), (X35, a3) that take
values in D, where £x denotes the Lie derivative along the vector field X on M.

Induced Dirac Structures. One of the most important and interesting Dirac structures
in mechanics is the one that is induced from kinematic constraints, either holonomic or
nonholonomic. This Dirac structure plays an essential role in the definition of implicit
Lagrangian systems (or, alternatively, Lagrange-Dirac systems).

Let Ag C TQ be a regular distribution on ¢ and define a lifted distribution on 7@ by
Arq = (Tmg) ™! (Ag) C TT*Q,

where mg : T"() — @ is the canonical projection so that its tangent is a map T'ng : T7T*Q —
TQ. Let Q7+q be the canonical two-form on T*Q. The induced Dirac structure Da, on
T*Q, is the subbundle of T7T*Q © T*T*(, whose fiber is given for each p, € T*Q as

Dng(pg) = {(vp,s ) € T, T*Q x T;QT*Q | vp, € Ar-q(pq) and

4.2
Qp, — Qb(Pq)(qu) € A%*Q(pq)}- (42

Local Representation of the Dirac Structure. Let ¢ be local coordinates on ) so that
locally, @ is represented by an open set U C R™. The constraint set Ag defines a subspace
of TQ, which we denote by A(q) C R™ at each point ¢ € U. If we let the dimension of the
constraint space be n —m, then we can choose a basis €,,1+1(q), €m+2(q), - - -, en(q) of A(q).

It is also common to represent constraint sets as the simultaneous kernel of a number of
constraint one-forms; that is, the annihilator of A(g), which is denoted by A°(q), is spanned
by such one-forms, that we write as p!', p?,...,u™. Now writing the projection map mg :
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T*Q — Q locally as (q,p) — g, its tangent map is locally given by T'ng : (q,p, ¢, p) — (q,q)-
Thus, we can locally represent Ar-¢ as

Ar-qg={(¢,p,¢,p) | €U, g€ Alq)}.

Let us denote a point in T*T*Q by (g, p, o, w), where a is a covector and w is a vector,
notice that the annihilator of Ar-q is locally,

AT.g ={(g,p,,w) | g€ U, a € A°(q) and w = 0} .

Recall the symplectomorphism QZ“*Q :TT*Q — T*T*(Q is given in local by

Thus, it follows from equation (4.2) that the local expression of the induced Dirac structure
is given by

Dag(q,p) = {((¢,p,4,0), (¢;ps,w)) | ¢ € Alg), w=¢, and a +p € A°(q)}.  (4.3)

Lagrange-Dirac Dynamical Systems. Following [ ,b], we
shall briefly see the theory of Lagrange-Dirac systems. Let L : TQ — R be a Lagrangian,
possibly degenerate. The differential dL : T'QQ — T*T'Q of L is the one-form on T'Q) locally
given by
oL 0L
dL = — .
(¢,v) <q,v, 90’ a@)

Using the canonical diffeomorphism g : T*T'Q — T*T*(Q, we define the Dirac differential
of L by
dpL :=~vgodL,

which is locally given by

oL 0L
dDL(qa U) = (qa %7 _aqvv) )

where (g, v) are local coordinates for T'Q, (¢,p) for T*Q and (gq,v,p) for TQ ® T*Q.

Definition 4.2 (Lagrange-Dirac dynamical systems). The equations of motion of a
Lagrange-Dirac dynamical system (or an implicit Lagrangian system) (Q,Aqg, L) are given
by

((q(t),p(t),4(t), B(t)),dpL(q(t), v(t))) € Dag(a(t),p(t))- (4.4)
Any curve (q(t),v(t),p(t)) € TQ & T*Q, t1 < t < to satisfying (4.4) is called a solution
curve of the Lagrange-Dirac dynamical system.

It follows from (4.3) and (4.4) that (q(t),v(¢), p(t)), t1 <t < 3 is a solution curve if and
only if it satisfies the implicit Lagrange-d’Alembert equations

oL . . 0L o
P=g ¢=wv e Ag), p—afqu(Q)- (4.5)

Notice that the equations (4.5) are equal to the nonholonomic equations in (3.6).

Remark. Note that the equation p = OL/Jv arises from the equality of the base points
(¢,p) and (q,0L/0v) in (4.4).
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Energy Conservation for Implicit Lagrangian Systems. Let (Q,Ag, L) be a Lagrange-
Dirac dynamical system. Define the generalized energy function £ on TQ & T*Q by

E(vivp) = <p,’l)> - L(qﬂJ)

If (q(¢),v(t),p(t)) in TQHT*Q is a solution curve of the Lagrange-Dirac system (Q, Ag, L),
then the energy E(q(t),v(t),p(t)) is constant along the solution curve. This is shown as

follows:
d

. /oL . oL \ /. 0L
th_<pav>+<pav>_<aq7q>_<avvv>_<p_8(]7U>7

which vanishes since ¢ = v € A(q) and since p — dL/9q € A°(q).

The Lagrange-d’Alembert-Pontryagin Principle. ( [ D
Let us see how the Lagrange-Dirac dynamical system can be developed from the Lagrange-
d’Alembert-Pontryagin principle for a curve (q(t),v(t),p(t)), t1 < t < tg, in TQ & T*Q,
which is given by

quﬁmuxmo»+@@x«w—vmﬁdt

= 6/t1 {<P(t)a q(t)) — E(q(t),v(t),p(t))} dt (4.6)

=0

for chosen variations 0¢(t) € Ag(q(t)) and with the constraint v(¢) € Ag(g(t)). Keeping
the endpoints of ¢(t) fixed, we have

/tt ngpﬁfl>+<gﬁp, 5”>+<5pqu>] dt =0 (4.7)

for variations dq(t) € Ag(q(t)), for all dv(t) and dp(t), and with v(t) € Ag(q(t)).

Thus, we obtain the local expression of the Lagrange-Dirac dynamical system in (4.5)
from the Lagrange-d’Alembert-Pontryagin principle in (4.7).

For the case in which Ag = T'Q, this recovers the Hamilton-Pontryagin principle, which
induces the implicit Fuler-Lagrange equations.

Dirac Structures in Hamiltonian Systems. In general, the standard Dirac structure
Dp on a manifold P is given by the graph of a skew-symmetric bundle map over P as shown
above. The Hamilton-Dirac system can be given by a pair (Dp, H) that satisfies, for each
z € P,

(¢2,dH(z)) € Dp(2), (4.8)

where H : P — R denotes a Hamiltonian. The idea was shown by
[ ] to the case of a nontrivial distribution Ap C TP on a Poisson manifold P,
which is called implicit Hamiltonian systems.
For the case P = T*(Q), using the usual local coordinates z = (¢, p) leads to the canonical
Dirac structure and the standard Hamiltonian system. The standard Hamiltonian equations
can be also formulated by Hamilton’s phase space principle (see

[2006b)):
{[T@@H@mﬂﬁo

with the fixed endpoint conditions dq(t1) = dq(t2) = 0.
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Intrinsically, Hamilton’s phase space principle is described by

5 /t t {(@p(z), ) — H(z)|dt =0,

where ©p is a one-form on P, which may induce under the condition of the variation of the
curves fixed at the endpoints:
i;,jQP(Z) = dH(Z)7

where Qp = —dOp. The above construction is clearly consisted with the construction using
the canonical Dirac structure as in (4.8).

5 Lagrange-Dirac Systems in Vakonomic Mechanics

The Hamilton-Pontryagin Principle for Vakonomic Lagrangians. Let us consider
the Hamilton-Pontryagin principle for vakonomic Lagrangians. To do this, let L : TQ — R
be a Lagrangian, possibly degenerate, and consider the following nonholonomic constraints:

% (q,v) =0, a=1,..,m<n;
where (g, v) are the local coordinates of T'Q.

Definition 5.1. Define a vakonomic Lagrangian £ :TQ x V* — R by
£(g,v,A) = L(g,v) + Ao ¢*(q,0), (5.1)

where L : TQ — R is the usual Lagrangian and we consider A, as the local coordinates of
the dual vector space V*. Define also the vakonomic Lagrangian energy Eg : (TQ @
T*Q) x V* = R by

EQ(Q? v, p, >\) = <p7 U> - 2((15 v, A)a
where (q,v,p, \) are local coordinates of the vakonomic Pontryagin bundle (TQ®T*Q)x
V.

Proposition 5.2. Let £: TQ x V* = R be a (possibly degenerate) Lagrangian function.
Define the action functional

[ 2tat0.0030) + w0 0) - o)t
h (5.2)

-/ [<p<t>,q'<t>> _ Felg.vp, A)} .

Keeping the endpoints of q(t) fixed, whereas the endpoints of v(t), p(t) and \(t) are allowed
to be free, the stationary condition for this action functional induces the local implicit
vakonomic FEuler-Lagrange equations:

0L . . 0L 0L
P=2, 470 p—afq, 0—5, (5.3)
which are restated by
oL 0P . . 0L 0pa .
= . a o = U, = 7. a o e ) = VU A4
=g trap =0, P 8q+)\ 9 ¢*(¢,4) =0 (5.4)

Notice that the above equations are equivalent with (1.2).
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Proof. By direct computations, the variation of the action functional (5.2) is given by

s [ (a0 00 70) + ). 00) — o) |t = [ (5 - da)

to

b
ty

og oL .
+<8v —p, 6v> + <8/\76)\> + (¢ — v, 6p>} dt + (p, dq)

where integration by parts has been taken into account. Keeping the endpoints of ¢(t)
fixed, namely, dq(t1) = 0q(t2) = 0, the stationarity condition for the action functional
with free variations (dq,dv,d\, dp) provides the set of equations (5.3), which lead to (5.4)
straightforwardly from the definition of £. |

We call the above variational principle as the Hamilton-Pontryagin principle for
the vakonomic Lagrangian £(q,v, ).

The Intrinsic Implicit Vakonomic Euler-Lagrange Equations. Our next purpose
is to develop an intrinsic form for the vakonomic Euler-Lagrange equations.

Let ©7-¢g be the canonical one-form on 7@ and thus Qp-g = —dO7-( is the canonical
two-form on 7). Define the projections

Pirg: (TQET*Q) x V' = TQ; (q,v,p,\) = (¢,p),
g (TRQeT*Q) x V™ — Q; (q,v,p,A) = q.

One can define a pre-symplectic form Q on (TQ © T*Q) x V* by
Q.= P flr-q- (5.5)

In the above, notice that @ = —d© holds since © := ﬁ}*Q@T*Q is the one-form on
(TQ ®T*Q) x V*. Thus, it follows

O(q,v,p,A) =pdq,  Qq,v,p,\) = dg A dp.

Definition 5.3. Let 2(t) = (q(t),v(t), p(t), A(t)), t € [t1,t2] be a curve in (TQOT*Q) x V*.
Let us define the action functional for x(t) by

/t 2 [<@<x<t>>, i(1)) — Ee(2(t)))] dt, (5.6)

which is the intrinsic expression of (5.2).

Proposition 5.4. Under the endpoints of q(t) = Pt (z(t)) fized, the stationarity condition
of the action functional (5.6) singles out a critical curve x(t) that satisfies the intrinsic
implicit vakonomic Euler-Lagrange equations:

13 Q@ (1) = dEe(x(t)). (5.7)
Proof. The stationarity condition of the action functional is given by

[ @) ) - Batate)]

= / i Qa(t) — dBe(a(t)), 62(8)) dt + (B(a(t)), 6 (1))

t1 ty

:O7
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for all variations dx(t) = (dq(t),0v(t),op(t),dA(t)) with the endpoints of q(t) = pre(=(t))
fixed. Thus, one obtains equation (5.7)

In fact, the left-hand side of (5.7) is locally given by

150 Qx(t) = (=p) dg + ¢ dp
and the right-hand side is denoted by

OE. OB« BYon OEx
< dq ’dq>+< v ’dv>+<dp’ op >+<dA’ oA >

0L 0L 0L
= <_8q’ dq> + <p ~ B dv> + {(dp, v) + <d)\7 8)\>

Thus, the equation (5.7) leads to the local expression of the implicit vakonomic Euler-
Lagrange equations given in (5.3). ]

dEQ(qa v, D, )\)

We call the above variational principle the Hamilton-Pontryagin principle for the
vakonomic Lagrangian.

The Lagrange-Dirac Dynamical System on (7TQ © T*Q) x V*. Recall that we can
naturally define a presymplectic form Q on (TQ ®T*Q) x V* as in (5.5). Then, we can also
define the associated bundle map
—b * * *
Q:T(TQaeTQ)x V") =T " (TQaeT*Q) x V*)
by, for z € (TQ ®T*Q) x V*,
—=b . . -
Q (x) - & = iz Q).
Definition 5.5. Define the Dirac structure on (TQ@®T*Q) X V* by using the pre-symplectic
two-form (5.5) as

D=graphQ C T(TQ®T*Q) x V)& T* (TQ & T*Q) x V*).

Proposition 5.6. The equations of motion of the vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac dynamical
system (D, Eg) are given by, for each x € (TQ & T*Q) x V*,

(#,dEg(z)) € D(z). (5.8)
Using local coordinates x = (q,v,p,A\) € (TQ ®T*Q) x V*, equation (5.8) induces the local
implicit vakonomic Euler-Lagrange equations in (5.3).

Proof. The Dirac structure D is locally denoted, for each z = (q,v,p,\) € (TQ®T*Q)xV*,
by

E(I) = {((q.af[)apa/.\)a(a767wau)) |w:q7 5:07 a+p:07 andv UO}, (59)

where (a, 8, w,u) € TX*((TQ®T*Q) x V*). The particular local form of (5.9) follows directly
from Q = dq A dp, more concretely i;Q = (—p,0,q,0). Consequently, it follows from (5.8)
and (5.9) that one can obtain the implicit vakonomic Euler-Lagrange equations in (5.3)
when setting («, 8, w,u) = dEg(q,v,p, \), namely

OFE¢ OE¢ OFE¢ OFEg
Oqg’ Ov’ Op’ AN )’

dEg(q,'U,p, )‘) = (
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The Vakonomic Dirac Differential Operator. In the previous paragraph we have de-
fined the vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac dynamical system in terms of the pair (D, E¢). Here,
by analogy with the construction of implicit Lagrangian systems, we shall define an alter-
native notion of vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac system. To do this, we introduce the following
isomorphisms:

u:THTQ X V) = T"TQ x TV (q,6q, A, 0p, p,w) = (¢, 6, 0p, p, A, w),
and
L2t T*(T*Q X V*) - T*T*Q X T*V*v (Q7pa )‘7 7§pa 5(],"(1)) = (qvpa 751)7 61], Aaw)v

where (A, w) € T*V*. Then, we define a diffeomorphism g between T*(T*Q x V*) and
T*(TQ x V*) as

Ao =13 0 (yg xId) 0wy : TH(TQ x V*) = T*(T*Q x V*); (5.10)
(Q7§qv)‘u5pvp7 U}) = (Q7p7)‘7 _5p7 (Sq,’LU), .
where Id : T*V* — T*V* is the identity map.
Given a vakonomic Lagrangian £(q,v,A) on TQ x V*, its differential is a one-form
de:TQ x V* = T*(TQ x V*), which may be locally described by

dg(q,v,\) = <q,v,/\ 0L 0c a,g)i

’?q’%’a

Using the diffeomorphism 4¢ in (5.10), we can define a differential operator dp called the
vakonomic Dirac Differential of £ by

dpf:=79gocdZ&. (5.11)

Namely, the map dp € : TQ x V* — T*(T*Q x V*) is locally given by

dpL(q,v,\) = <q, g—f,)\, fg—j,v, gi) . (5.12)
Pre-symplectic Form on 7*@ x V* Using the natural projection
Py : T°Q xV* = T7Q;  (¢,p,A\) = (¢,p),
we can define a pre-symplectic structure Qon T *Q x V* by
Q == Py Qg (5.13)

which is given in local form, for each (¢,p,\) € T*Q x V*, by
g, ) (6,9 1), (50,9, 63)) = (90, d) — (3,60}
Associated with ﬁ, we have the bundle map
D T(T*Q x V*) = T*(T*Q x V*),
which is locally denoted by

(qapv Aa 6Q7 6pa 6)‘) = (Q7p? )‘7 _6p7 6Q7 O)
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Dirac Structure on 7*Q x V*. Before constructing the Lagrange-Dirac system for the
vakonomic mechanics, we shall define a Dirac structure on 7*@Q x V* as in the below.

Definition 5.7. Define a Dirac structure D on T*Q x V* by using the pre-symplectic form
Qin (5.13) as
D =graphQ’ c T (T*Q x V*) @ T* (T*Q x V*).

Proposition 5.8. The Dirac structure D on T*Qx V™ is locally denoted, for each (q,p,\) €
T*Q x V*, by
Bla.p ) = { (@ D ww)) [u=d a+p =0, and w=0f.  (©.14)

where we denote (o, u,w) € T*(T'Q x V*).

Proof. Again, the claim follows from the particular local form of Q given by (5.13), namely
Q= dg A dp. Therefore, if ((q'7p, )\), (o, u, w)) € lA)(q,p, A) it follows that

Q((@.0.0),") = (-5,4,0) = (o, u,w),
which finishes the proof. |

The Vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac Systems on 7T%Q x V*. We give the definition of
vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac systems on T*Q x V* as follows:

Definition 5.9. Let £: TQxV* — R be a given Lagrangian function (possibly degenerate).
Let (q(t),v(t), p(t), A(t)), t € [t1,t2], be a curve in (TQOT*Q)xV*. The equations of motion

~

for the vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac system (D, £) are given by

((4(), B(2), A1), dpL(a(t), v(t), A1) € D(a(t), p(t), A(1)). (5.15)

Proposition 5.10. The curve (q(t),v(t),p(t), A(t)) is a solution curve of the vakonomic
Lagrange-Dirac system on T*Q x V* in (5.15) if and only if it verifies

a0 50000 2D, (D), M) = dpL(g(t), v(t), AD))), (5.16)

which are locally denoted by equations in (5.3).

Proof. By definition, we have R ~
D = graph

and hence it follows from (5.15) that, for the solution curve (g(t), v(t),p(t), A(t)),
Qb(Q7pa )‘) <Q7pa )‘) = dD'g(Qa v, A)

Since ﬁb(q,p7 A) (¢, p, )\) =1y, ;\)ﬁ(qm, A) on the left-hand side of the above equation, we
obtain the implicit vakonomic Euler-Lagrange equations (5.16).

Locally, we have
Qb(vaa )‘) <(j7p7 )‘) = (7]53 lja 0)7
while we recall that

dDS(%Uﬂ A) = < 0L as) 9

a?’”’ﬁ
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such that the base point holds:

(¢,p) = (q7 gﬁ) :

_oe e oe
p_(?v’ p_aqa q_a a)\_7

Therefore, we arrive to

which are equations (5.3). ]

Needless to say, equations (5.16) are equal to the implicit vakonomic Euler-Lagrange
equations in (5.7).

Now we have described the vakonomic dynamics from several points of view; namely, the
Hamilton-Pontryagin variational principle as well as the intrinsic Lagrange-Dirac dynamical
systems using Dirac structures. Our results may be summarized in the following theorem:

Theorem 5.11. The following statements are equivalent:

1. The Hamilton-Pontryagin principle for the following action integral

/t T L2(g(8), v(8), A1) + (p(), (1) — v(0))} dt

holds for any variations of q(t) with fixed endpoints.

2. The curve (q(t),v(t),p(t),A\(t)) € (TQ & T*Q) x V*, t € [t1,t2], satisfies the implicit
vakonomic Fuler-Lagrange equations

ii(t)ﬁ(x(t)) =dE¢(z(t)),
which are locally given by
o8 . _oe  os
- - PT e T T o

8. The curve (q(t),v(t), p(t), A(t)), t € [t1,2] is a solution curve of the vakonomic Lagrange-
Dirac dynamical system (D, Eg) which satisfies

(), 5(8), (1), A1), dEe(a(t), v(t), p(), A1) € Dla(t), v(t), p(t), A(t).
4. The curve (q(t),v(t),p(t), A(t)) is a solution curve of the vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac

dynamical system (15, L) which satisfies

. ~

((4(t), p(2), A(t)), dp£(q(t), v(t), A(t))) € D(a(t), p(t), A(t)),

which is equivalent to

o050 2a(D), (D), M) = dpL{g(t), v(8), A1))).
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6 Examples

The Vertical Rolling Disk. Let us consider the following problem for a disk of radius
R and unit mass m = 1 which rolls on a horizontal plane. The configuration space for this
system can be identified with Q@ = R? x S x S1. By (x,y) we denote the coordinates of the
point of contact of the disk with the plane and (6, ) give, respectively, the angle between
the disk and the x axis, and the angle of rotation between a fixed diameter in the disk and
the y axis. Therefore, we will use the coordinate notation ¢ = (z,y,6, p) € Q.

Given the endpoints of ¢(t) fixed, we want to find the trajectories of the disk connecting
such points that minimize the energy consumption. Assume that the disk rolls on a plane
without slipping, which is given by the following nonholonomic constraints:

(Zsl(xay’e?@aiayaév(p) = :tsin@—@cos@:O,
&*(2,y,0,0,%,9,0,¢) = icosf+7ysing—Rp=0.
As in §1, this is considered as an optimal control problem by setting B = @Q, N = T'Q and

m:TQ — Q. Using local coordinates (¢,v) = (z,y, 6, ¢, vz, vy, vg,v,), the cost function is
given by the following Lagrangian L : TQ) — R:

1
L(x,y,&,go,vmvy,vg,vw) = i(vazc + 1)5 + Ilvg + Iz'l}i),

where I; and Iy denote the momenta of inertia.

In fact, in this framework we regard the velocities as the control variables. Solving
this optimal control problem is precisely the same as the vakonomic problem associated to
the vertical rolling disk for the vakonomic Lagrangian on T'Q) x V* by incorporating the
nonholonomic constraints as

2(.23, Y, 97 Py Vg Uy, Vg, Ve, )‘h )‘2) = L(J?, Y, 97 ©, Vg, Uy, Vo, Utp)
+>\1 ¢1 (.’I,', Y, 97 307 Vg, ’Uya Vo, vtp) + )‘2 (]52(51)7 Y, 97 SO7 Vg, Uy7 Vo, USO)'
In the above, (A1, A\2) € V* are Lagrange multipliers, where we set V = R2.

For each point = (q,v,p,\) € (TQ & T*Q) x V*, we employ the local coordinates

= (wvya 03 @y Vg Uy, V9, Vs Py Pyy PO Py )\17 )\2)

Then the Hamilton-Pontryagin principle for £ yields the equations of motion:

T =g, Y= Uy, é:vg, O = Vg,
Pz =g + A1 sinf, p, =0,
Py = Uy — A1 cosl, py, =0, (6.1)
po =T vg, Po =i (Vg cosO+ vysing) + Ay (—v,sind + vy cosb),
P =1I2vy, — X2 R, p,=0,
together with the nonholonomic constraints:

Vg sinf — v, cos =0, v, cosb + vy, sinf — R, = 0.

Next, we shall see how the vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac system can be constructed by using
a Dirac structure D on T*@Q x V*. Associated with the vakonomic Lagrangian £(q,v,\) on
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TQ x V*, its differential is a one-form d€ : TQ x V* — T*(TQ x V*), which may be locally
described by
dg = (1‘7 Y, 9, @, Uz, Uy, Vg, vcp7 )\1a )‘27
og 0e oe 0e og or o0g or 0% of
oz’ Oy’ 00" Op’ v, v, Ovg’ v, N ONy)~
Then, the vakonomic Dirac differential of £ is denoted by

oL 0L 0L 02
dpe = (x, y, 0, @, B a0, P05’ %, A1, Ag,

0% 0% 08 0% o, 98 0%
axv 8y7 897 6807 zy Uy, Vo, Uy, 6)\178A2 .

It follows from the condition of the vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac system, namely

((@(0), (D), A1), dpL(a(t), v(t), A1) € Dla(t), p(t), A(t)),

that X
0000 -1 0 0 0 00 i —g5
. oL
0000 0 -1 0 0 00 ¥ — 52
0000 0 0 -1 0 00 6 -4
. oL
0000 0 0 0 —-100 o —&2
1000 0 0 0 0 00 Pa v,
0100 0 0 0 0 00 /P N A
0010 0 0 0 0 00 o g
0001 0 0 0 0 00 P vy
0000 0 O O 0 00O M JE
0000 0 0 0 0 00 ' o
A2 s
where
9L 9L 9L oL
Pa

:871)1,’ py:BTJy’ pe:f)T)g’ pcp:%-
Needless to say, the above matrix equation are equivalent with the implicit vakonomic Euler-
Lagrange equations given in (6.1).

The Vakonomic Particle. A particle of unit mass evolving in Q = R? subject to the
nonholonomic constraint ¢(x,y, z,2,9,2) = 2 — yi = 0. Using local coordinates (q,v) =
(@,y, 2,vz,vy,v,) the Lagrangian is given by L = % (vg + UZ + vg), while the vakonomic
Lagrangian is

L=< (V40,4 02) 4+ Av: — yvg).

M| —

For each point = = (q,v,p, A) €

—~

TQ ®T*Q) x V* we employ the local coordinates

= (l',y, 2, Vg, Vy, Vzy Pz Pyy Pz )‘)'

The Hamilton-Pontryagin principle for the vakonomic Lagrangian, we obtain the implicit
vakonomic Euler-Lagrange equations are given by

Vpy = I, vy =9, v, = Z,
Dz = Uz — )‘y7 px = Oa
Py = Uy, py = _)‘Uwv

p. = v+ p. =0,
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together with the nonholonomic constraints
v, — Yy vy =0.

Now we construct the implicit vakonomic Lagrangian system using the Dirac structure D.
Noting

( oL 0L 0L oL 0L 0L 32)
deg: T, Y, 2y 3 A A —a T 4o )

v, Ov,” Ov,” "7 Oz’ Oy’ T oz U Uy Ve gy

it follows from the condition

((4(), B(2), A1), dpL(a(t), v(t), A1) € D(a(t), p(A(?))

that the implicit vakonomic Euler-Lagrange equations are obtained as

000 -1 0 0 0 i —25

oL

000 0 -1 0 O Y -5

000 0 0 -10 % ~4
100 0 0 0 0 bz =] v |,

0L 0 0 0 0 O Dy vy

001 0 0 0 O p- v,

\ oL

000 0 0 0 O A 9

where
0L 0L oL

P P T e T e

The Vakonomic Skate. Consider a plane = with Cartesian coordinates (z,y) of the
contact point of the skate with the plane, and slanted at an angle o (which is fixed). Let ¢
be an angle which denotes the orientation of the skate measured from the x axis. Thus, we
shall consider Q = R2 x S! as the configuration manifold of this system. Suppose that the
skate is moving under the gravitational force, where we denote by g the acceleration due to
gravity. Let m and J be the mass and the moment inertia of the skate about a vertical axis
through its contact point respectively. The nonholonomic constraint is given by

¢(x7ya§07i‘7ya¢) zsingoa's—cosgpy = Oa

while the mechanical Lagrangian reads

J
L= %(m’ergf) +§<p2+mg:v sin a.

Using coordinates x = (q,v,p, A) € (TQ & T*Q) x V*,

T = (2,4, 9, Vo, Uy, Vg, Dy Py, Pip, A)-
the vakonomic Lagrangian reads
J
L= %(vg + vz) + Evi +mgxsina+ A (sinpuv, —cospuy).

The Hamilton-Pontryagin principle for the vakonomic Lagrangian induces the implicit vako-
nomic Euler-Lagrange equations given by the following set of differential-algebraic equations:

T=Vgy, Y=1Uy, @Y=7Vp,
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Pr = MUz + A sing, Pr = Mg sin q,
Dy = Mmuy—Acosp, Py =0,
Do = Ju, Py = A(cospu, +sinpuy),

together with the constraints
sin p v, — cos p vy = 0.

Now we construct the implicit vakonomic Lagrangian system using the Dirac structure D.
In this case, one has

( 0L 02 0L oL o0£ 0L 62)
dDEZ z, Y, ¢, .. T a0 9.

87%7 avya %a ) 81'7 8y7 _%7 Vg, Uy, v<p7 5
and it follows from
((4(£), p(1), A1), dp £(g(t), v(t), A(£))) € D(g(t), p(t), A(t))

that the implicit vakonomic Euler-Lagrange equations are obtained as

000 -1 0 0 0 i -9z
000 0 -1 0 0 -9z
Yy

oh

000 0 0 -10 @ —42
100 0 0 0 0 ba | =] v |,
010 0 0 0 O Dy v,
001 0 0 0 O Py Uy
. o

000 0 0 0 0 A i

where
oL oL oL

pw:(%x’ py:aTy’ p¢_8v¢'

7 Conclusions and Future Works

We have explored vakonomic mechanics in the context of Dirac structures and its associ-
ated Lagrange-Dirac systems. First, we have shown that the Lagrangian submanifold the-
ory cannot represent nonholonomic mechanics, but vakonomic mechanics can be properly
described on a Lagrangian submanifold. Second, we have shown the Lagrange-Dirac dynam-
ical formalism, especially, employing the symplectomorphisms among the iterated tangent
and cotangent bundles T7T*Q, T*T(Q and T*T*(Q. Then, we have defined a vakonomic La-
grangian on T'Q) X V* by incorporating nonholonomic constraints into a given Lagrangian on
TQ. Moreover, we have introduced its associated energy on the vakonomic Pontryagin bun-
dle (TQ®T*Q) x V*. Employing this energy, we have shown that the Hamilton-Pontryagin
principle provides the implicit Euler-Lagrange equations for the vakonomic Lagrangian. We
have also shown that one can develop a Dirac structure on (TQ ®T*Q) x V* and its associ-
ated vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac system, which yields the implicit vakonomic Euler-Lagrange
equations. Furthermore, we have established another Dirac structure on 7*Q x V* by ex-
tending the formula given in [ ]. To do this, we have introduced
the bundle maps Q- T(T*QXV*) - T*(T*QxV*) and Jg : T*(T*QxV*) = T*(TQxV™)
in order to define the Dirac differential for the vakonomic Lagrangian on T'Q) x V*. Finally,
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we have illustrated our theory by some examples such as the vakonomic particle, the vako-
nomic skate and the vertical rolling coin.

We hope that the framework of vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac mechanics proposed in this
paper can be explored further. In particular, the following researches are of our concern for
future work:

o Symmetry reduction: We are interested in the vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac systems with
symmetry (see for instance [ ]) and is our intention
to establish a Dirac reduction theory for this.

e Discrete vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac mechanics: In parallel with what we have done
in the continuous setting of the vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac systems in this paper, its
discrete analogue shall be developed.

e Applications to optimal control problems: Due to the relationship of vakonomic me-
chanics and optimal control theory, and the applications of the latter to vehicles, space
missions design, etc.; it is our aim to explore further vakonomic Lagrange-Dirac systems
in this direction.
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