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CONTACT BETWEEN LAGRANGIAN MANIFOLDS

CHRISTIAN OFFEN

ABSTRACT. Tangential intersections of Lagrangian manifolds up to contact
equivalence correspond to smooth function germs (generating functions) up
to right equivalence locally around the intersection point. We extend this
result of Golubitsky and Guillemin for tangential intersections to arbitrary
intersections of Lagrangian manifolds and to intersections of two families of
Lagrangian manifolds. This provides a framework which allows a natural trans-
portation of the notions of catastrophe theory such as stability, unfolding and
(uni-)versality to the geometric setting such that we obtain a classification of
families of Lagrangian intersection problems. An application is the classifica-
tion of Lagrangian boundary value problems for symplectic maps. Moreover,
we prove a result which applies to symmetric settings: invariances of generat-
ing functions of Lagrangian intersection problems correspond to exactly those
symplectic diffeomorphisms which arise as cotangent lifts.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation. Local singularities of smooth, scalar valued maps have been
studied extensively under the headlines catastrophe theory and singularity theory
because the local behaviour of the set of critical points of a smooth map under per-
turbations is related to bifurcation phenomena in dynamical systems [2, 3]. Thanks
to the work of Whitney, Thom, Mather, Arnold and others, classification results
for singularities are known [I, 11]. Of fundamental importance for the classifi-
cation results is the notion of right equivalence of map germs: two map germs
é,¢": (R¥,0) — (R,0) are right equivalent if there exists a local diffeomorphism r
on R¥ defined around zero and fixing 0 such that ¢/ = ¢ or.

In [6] Golubitsky and Guillemin show that the question whether two map germs
are right equivalent has a geometric analogue: using representatives of the map
germs as generating functions one obtains two Lagrangian submanifold in a cotan-
gent bundle which intersect the zero section tangentially. The maps are right equiv-
alent if and only if the tangential intersections are contact equivalent, i.e. if and only
if there exists a local symplectomorphism mapping one Lagrangian submanifold to
the other while fixing the zero section and the intersection point. The statement
is very appealing because it connects the analysis side including all its algebraic
tools with geometric concepts. On the other hand, the geometric problem of inter-
secting Lagrangian manifolds is important in its own right. In dynamical systems,
for instance, intersections of Lagrangian invariant manifolds in phase spaces encode
important information about the dynamics [7, 9]. For global aspects of Lagrangian
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intersections we refer to [5] and references therein. Moreover, boundary value prob-
lems in Hamiltonian systems can be phrased as Lagrangian intersection problems
and local properties of the intersections are of high significance for a description of
the bifurcation behaviour of solutions [14, 15, 17].

However, in these applications intersections of Lagrangian submanifolds are typ-
ically not tangential. In this paper we extend Golubitsky and Guillemin’s result to
a local result for arbitrary intersections of two Lagrangian submanifolds in a sym-
plectic manifold. We prove that two intersections of two Lagrangian submanifolds
in a symplectic manifold are contact equivalent, i.e. there exists a local symplecto-
morphism between the pairs, if and only if the assigned function germs obtained
using auxiliary cotangent bundle structures are stably right equivalent. Moreover,
intersection problems of Lagrangian manifolds are often subject to symmetry con-
straints which have an effect on which singularities occur generically and how the
intersections unfold when parameters are present. Such symmetry constraints ap-
pear, for instance, in Hamiltonian boundary value problems, where the Hamiltonian
is invariant under a symplectic or conformal-symplectic symmetry [14, 15]. We will
show under which conditions symmetries in Lagrangian contact problems and in
boundary value problems for symplectic maps, in particular, yield invariances of
the assigned function germs.

1.2. Correspondence of tangential Lagrangian intersection problems with
smooth, scalar-valued function germs up to right equivalence. We intro-
duce the notion of Lagrangian contact problems, review some definitions originating
from [6, 13] and sketch results obtained by Golubitsky and Guillemin in [6] and our
proposed extension before starting a rigorous treatment in the remaining sections.

Definition 1.1 (Lagrangian contact problem). Let X, A be two Lagrangian sub-
manifolds of a symplectic manifold Z intersecting in an isolated point z € AN X.
Then (X, A, z) is called a Lagrangian contact problem (in Z ). We say A has contact
with X in z. In the special case where X and A are tangential in z the problem
(X, A, 2) is called a tangential Lagrangian contact problem.

Definition 1.2 (contact equivalence of Lagrangian contact problems). Let (X, A, z)
and (X', A’, 2’) be two Lagrangian contact problems in Z and Z’, respectively. We
say that (X, A, z) and (X', A’,2’) are contact equivalent or A has the same contact
with X at z as A’ has contact with X’ at 2’ if there exist open neighbourhoods
UC Zof zand U C Z' of 2’ and a symplectic diffeomorphism ®: U — U’ such
that ®(X NU) = X' NU" and D(ANT) = A'N T

Definition 1.3 (right equivalence of function germs). Two germs of smooth maps
f,g: (RE0) — (R, 0) are right equivalent if there exists a germ of a diffeomorphism
h: (R* 0) — (R¥,0) such that f = go h.

Definition 1.4 (stably right equivalence of function germs). Two germs of smooth
maps f: (R¥,0) — (R,0), z — f(z) and g: (R},0) — (R,0), y — g(y) are stably
right equivalent if there exist non-degenerate quadratic forms Q1 (u) and Q2(v) such
that F(z,u) = f(x) + Q1(u) and G(y,v) = g(y) + Q2(v) are right equivalent.

To assign a Lagrangian intersection problem to a smooth function germ, the
function germ is reduced by the Splitting Lemma or parametric Morse Lemma
(lemma 2.7) to a stably right equivalent germ f possibly in fewer variables such
that f vanishes to second order at the origin. The assigned Lagrangian manifold A
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is the graph of df considered as a section in the cotangent bundle over the domain
of definition of f. Notice that the graph of df is tangent to the zero section X at
0. In this way, we obtain a Lagrangian intersection problem which is defined up to
contact equivalence of A with X at 0. Moreover, germs which are right equivalent
to f correspond to Lagrangian manifolds which have the same contact with x at X
as A (theorem 2.5).

On the other hand, one can assign a function germ to a situation where a La-
grangian submanifold A of a symplectic manifold is tangent to another (distin-
guished') Lagrangian submanifold X as follows: choose a cotangent bundle struc-
ture on X around the intersection point x. Since A is tangent at x, it is a section of
the contangent bundle around x and, since A is Lagrangian, it is given by the graph
of a closed 1-form. Locally around x the 1-form has a primitive which constitutes
a smooth function germ f. This construction determines the function germ f up
to right equivalence. Moreover, the germ assigned to any other contact equivalent
Lagrangian submanifold is right equivalent to f (theorem 2.5).

Remark 1.5 (Warning). Contact equivalence for Lagrangian contact problems is
not to be confused with Mather’s notion of contact equivalence for map germs which
is related to the contact of smooth manifolds up to diffeomorphisms (i.e. without
symplectic structure) [13].

1.3. Correspondence of general Lagrangian intersection problems with
smooth, scalar-valued function germs up to stably right-equivalence. It
is easy to see from a perturbation argument or from the classification of intersections
of Lagrangian linear subspaces of finite-dimensional symplectic vector spaces [10]
that there is always a contangent bundle structure 7: Z — X such that A is
graphical, i.e. the image of a section of 7: Z — X locally around z or, equivalently,
mla: A — X is an immersion around z [14, Lemma 2.1.]. Thus, in the same way
as described in section 1.2, one can assign germs of functions f to a Lagrangian
intersection problem of A with X in a symplectic manifold Z if A and X are not
necessarily tangential at an isolated intersection point z, i.e. T,A D T,ANT, X C
T.X.

However, in this more general setting Golubitsky and Guillemin’s construction of
a right equivalence between function germs corresponding to the same manifold A
but different cotangent bundle structures does not work. Indeed, for non-tangential
intersections we will see that there always exist cotangent bundle structures which
are sufficiently “far apart” such that the obtained function germs are not right
equivalent. However, we can extend Golubitsky and Guillemin’s result to arbitrary
Lagrangian contact problems as follows: two Lagrangian contact problems yield
stably right equivalent germs if and only if the contact problems are contact equiv-
alent. Once we will have achieved this, we can define stably contact equivalence of
Lagrangian contact problems to obtain a sensible notion for contact problems in
different dimensions.

Definition 1.6. Let (X, A, 2z) and (X', A’, 2’) be two Lagrangian contact problems
in Z and Z', respectively. We say that (X, A, z) and (X', A, 2’) are stably contact
equivalent if for a cotangent bundle structure over X defined around z € Z such
that A is the image of the section d¢ with ¢(z) = 0 and for a cotangent bundle
structures over X’ defined around z’ € Z’ such that A’ is the image of the section

IThe Lagrangian contact problems (X, A, z) and (A, X, z) are considered as distinct.
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d¢’ with ¢’(2") = 0 the germs ¢ and ¢’ presented in centred coordinates around
z € X and 2’ € X' are stably right equivalent.

The situation can then be summarised in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.7. There exists a 1-1 correspondence between Lagrangian contact prob-
lems modulo stably contact equivalence and smooth real-valued function germs up
to stably right equivalence.

Moreover, we will derive a notion for parameter-dependent problems and prove
the following theorem.

Theorem 1.8. There exists a 1-1 correspondence between parameter-dependent
Lagrangian contact problem up to stably right equivalence and unfoldings of smooth,
real-valued function germs up to stably right equivalences as unfoldings.

This allows transporting the highly-developed notions and algebraic framework
of catastrophe theory to Lagrangian contact problems and bifurcations of La-
grangian intersection problems and classification results for singularities apply to
contact problems.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. In section 2 we prove that
(not necessarily tangential) Lagrangian contact problems up to contact equivalence
correspond to map germs up to stably right equivalence. In section 3 we prove that
invariances of generating functions of Lagrangian contact problems correspond to
cotangent lifted maps leaving the manifolds of the contact problem invariant. In
section 4 we extend the identification results of section 2 to families of Lagrangian
contact problems. In section 5 we conclude theorem 1.7 and theorem 1.8 and show
an application to boundary value problems for symplectic maps.

2. LAGRANGIAN CONTACT PROBLEMS AND STABLY RIGHT EQUIVALENT GERMS
For reference, let us recall some of Golubitsky and Guillemin’s results.

Lemma 2.1 ([6, Lemma 3.1]). Let X be a Lagrangian submanifold of a symplectic

manifold Z. Let x1,...,xy be local coordinates on X. Consider two cotangent bun-
dle structures ®*: Z = T*X and ®°: Z =5 T*X. Let &1,...,&, be the conjugate
momenta to T1,...,T, with respect to the o structure. Let A denote the canonical

I-form on T*X, a = (®*)*\, B = (®?)*\. Then the closed 1-form a— 3 can locally
be written as dH with

(2'1) H(I,f) = Z hij(w,f)fifj-

i,j=1
If the Lagrangian submanifold A C Z is the image of the section d¢® w.r.t. the
O -structure as well as the image of the section d¢® w.r.t. the ®P-structure then

(2.2) (¢ 0 kap)(x) = ¢*(x) + H(z, V¢*) + const.,
where kog is the diffeomorphism kag = 77 o (1%[2) 71,

Proof. The 1-forms « and § are primitives of the symplectic form on Z. Moreover,
al, =0 if and only if z € X. Analogously for 5. Therefore, @ — § is closed an has
a primitive H of the form (2.1).

Let ¢t: A — Z denote the embeddings of A into Z. The 1-forms *« and ¢* are
closed since A is Lagrangian. We denote their primitives defined around a common
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point, which projects under ¢ to z = 0 € X, by ¢ and ¢, respectively. Due to
oo — 1*f =d(H o) we have

(2.3) ¢ = ¢ + H o 1 + const.

on A. Expressing relation (2.3) in the canonical coordinates (x, §) of the a-cotangent
bundle structure yields (2.2). O
Remark 2.2. If the manifolds X and A intersect non-trivially and z1,...,z, are

centred coordinates at an intersection point of A and X then the constant in (2.2)
vanishes if ¢*(0) = 0 = ¢°(0).

Lemma 2.3 ([6, Prop.4.2]). Let

H(I,f) = Z hij(x,f)fifj

4,J=1

be defined on an open neighbourhood of the origin in R™ x R™. Consider a real
valued map ¢ defined on a neighbourhood of R™ such that ¢(0) = 0, V¢(0) = 0,
Hess ¢(0) = 0. The map

(2.4) U(x) = ¢(x) + H(z, Vo(x))

is right equivalent to ¢ on a neighbourhood of the origin in R™ and the right equiv-
alence fizes the origin.

Proof. To simplify notation, we set
H(z) = H(z,Vé(x)), hij(z) = hij(z, Vo()).

We prove the assertion using the homotopy method. Define

(2.5) i) = ¢(x) + tH(z).
We seek a family of local diffeomorphisms f; fixing 0 such that
(2.6) Yro fr = ¢.

Differentiating (2.6) w.r.t. t we find
o fi+ (Voo fi, fi) = 0.

Here, (-,-) denotes the scalar product in R”. An evaluation at f; *(z) yields

(2.7) U 4 (Vb w(z, 1)) =0
with
(2.8) w(x,t) = fi(f; ' (2)).

We will show that (2.7) is solvable for w around z = 0 with w(0,¢t) = 0. Then
there exists an open neighbourhood U C R" of 0 such that the initial value problem

(2.9) ft(x) =w(fi(z),t), fo(z) =2

can be solved for all z € U on the interval ¢t € [0,1]. The obtained family of
functions f; fulfils %(1/),5 o ft) = 0 with fo = id and, therefore, (2.6). Moreover,
f:(0) = 0 such that f; is the required right equivalence.
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We now show that (2.7) is solvable for w with w(0,¢) = 0 near x = 0. Differen-
tiating (2.5) w.r.t. z yields

M _ 09 Ohij 0¢ 09 ¢ %6 0
dx;  Ox +tz ( Ox; Ox; Ox; +2hy; 0x;0x; 81:J
(2.10) 8hw 8(;5 —_ 0% ¢
o Z o +tz ( ox; 81: +2hy; 8xi8xl> 8—%
:2Blj(t,$)

The maps By;(t,z) form a matrix B with B(¢,0) = Id. Therefore, there exists a
neighbourhood of x = 0 such that B is invertible for all ¢ € [0,1]. We have

(2.11) Vo = B~ V.

The functions h;; constitute a matrix which we denote by H. Differentiating (2.5)
w.r.t. t and using (2.11) we get

v = VTV “2) vyl BTHY .
%:\:w—/

Now w(0,t) = 0 and w solves (2.7). This completes the proof.

Lemma 2.1 and lemma 2.1 imply the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4. Let (X, A, z) be a tangential Lagrangian contact problem in Z.
Consider two cotangent bundle structures over X near z such that A is the image
of the section d¢® and d¢® with ¢*(z) = 0 = ¢°(2). Then ¢* and ¢° are right
equivalent.

Theorem 2.5. Let (X,A,z) and (X, A, z) be two tangential Lagrangian contact
problems in Z. For any cotangent bundle structures over X near z such that A is
the image of the section d¢ and A’ the image of d¢' with ¢(z) = 0 = ¢'(2), the
map germs ¢ and ¢ are right equivalent if and only if the tangential Lagrangian
intersection problems are contact equivalent.

Proof. Assume ¢ = ¢’ or for a right equivalence r. Note that r fixes z. Its cotangent
lifted map R (see [12, 6.3] for definitions) fixes X and

R(d(b/'lﬂ) = d¢/|w © dr|r*1(x) = d(¢/ © T)'rfl(z) = d(b'r*l(x)u reX.

Therefore, the symplectic diffeomorphism R maps A’ to A and, thus, provides a
contact equivalence between (X, A, z) and (X, A’ 2).

Now assume there exists a symplectic diffeomorphism with ®(X) = X, &(z) =
and ®(A) = A’ (locally around z). Choose a cotangent bundle structure 7: Z — X
such that A is the image of the section d¢ and A’ the image of the section d¢’ around
z with ¢(z) = 0 = ¢'(z). Consider the cotangent bundle structure 7': Z — X with
7' = mo® !, The map ® od¢ maps X onto A’ and is a section of 7/: Z — X. This
means A’ can be represented by d¢ in the new structure. Therefore, by proposition
2.4, the map germs ¢ and ¢ must be right equivalent. O

We recall the well-known Morse Lemma and its parametric version which is
referred to as parametric Morse Lemma or Splitting Lemma.
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Lemma 2.6 (Morse Lemma - [1, §6.2]). Let ¢: (R™,0) — (R™,0) be a function
germ with critical point and an invertible Hessian matriz at 0. There exists a local
diffeomorphism r on R™ defined around the origin and fizing 0 such that

(¢ or)(x) = 2T Hess ¢(0).
Proof. We define

f(@) = 2 Hess ¢(0)a, P(z) = ¢(x) - f(2), fi=f+ty.

and use the homotopy method to show that ¢ is right equivalent to f. For this we
seek a family of local diffeomorphisms (g¢):e[0,1] defined around 2 = 0 such that

(2.12) froge=1Ff, a(0)=0, go(z)=xz.
Differentiation of f; o g = f w.r.t. t (denoted by a dot in the following) yields

D(f + t¥)(g¢(x))g: (g¢ () + ¥(ge(z)) = 0.

Evaluation at g; () gives

(2.13) D(f + t¥)(x)ge(x) = —¢().

The linear map D(f+tv)(x) can be represented as a row vector (y1 (¢, ), . .., yn(t, z)).
Its Jacobian matrix Hess f + tHess ¢ is invertible near 0 for all ¢ € [0,1]. Denoting
the components of ¢; by subscripts, equation (2.13) reads

yl(gt)l + .. yn(gt)n = —1.

Since the 2-jet of ¢ vanishes at 0, we can obtain the maps (¢¢)1,-..,(dt)» by an
application of Hadamard’s lemma [16, I, Lemma 2.1] to ¢ and (y1,...,y,) with
g:(0) = 0. Now g, is obtained from ¢ by an integration w.r.t. ¢ for the initial
condition go(z) = x. Such a family g, fulfils (2.12). O

An alternative proof is given in [16, I, Lemma 2.2].

Lemma 2.7 (parametric Morse lemma). Let ¢: (R™,0) — (R,0) be a function
germ with critical point at the origin 0. Consider the decomposition R* = X @& X
for two linear subspaces X and X such that the Hessian matriz B of the restriction
dlx: (X,0) — (R,0) is invertible. There exists a change of coordinates K on a
neighbourhood of 0 € R™ of the form K(T,z) = (Z,k(Z,z)) with K(0,0) = (0,0)
such that

(90 K)(@ 2) = f(&) + 27 Bz

If we choose the dimension of X to be maximal then the 2-jet of f vanishes.
A proof using the tools of Singularity theory is given in [4, §14.12].
Remark 2.8. If ¢ in lemma 2.7 is smooth then K is smooth.

We now leave the setting of tangential Lagrangian contact problems and ex-
tend proposition 2.4: a function germ assigned to a (not necessarily tangential)
Lagrangian intersection problem using any cotangent bundle structure for which
the intersection problem is graphical is well-defined up to stably right equivalence.

Lemma 2.9. OnR™ = X®X consider coordinates v = ((z*,...,z%), (z**1,... a")),
a non-degenerate symmetric matriz Q € RM=F>X=K) g map germ g: (R*,0) —
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(R*,0) whose 2-jet vanishes at 0 and a matriz valued function H: R™ — Sym(n)
with

H(z) = (hij(x))ij=1,....n. = (é]llzl(g; le(:v)) € Sym(n) C R™*™.

Fort eR let
P(x) = g(7) + 2" Qz
Yi(x) = 9(%) + 2" Qu + (VY () " H(z) Vi ().

Then 1y is Tight equivalent to ¥ = 1y around x = 0 and the right equivalence fizes
0.

Proof. Motivated by the proof of lemma 2.3 we define the components By;(t, ) of
a matrix B(t,z) € R™*" as

Ohi; 81/1 ‘ 0%
=0 +tz ( Ox; Ox; +2hy 0x;0x; )

We have

Id 0
B(t,0) = Id,, + 2tHess ¢(0)H(0) = (4tQ;12T Id, . )

which is invertible for all ¢. In analogy to (2.10)
Vi (z) = B(t, ) V().
Therefore,
(2.14) —wt VT HVY = vyl B~ THW = —(Vihy,w).
—

There exists a neighbourhood U of 0 € R™ such that the initial value problem

d
1@ =wlfe(@).t), folz) =
is solvable for all z € U and all ¢ € [0, 1]. Since w(0,t) = 0 we have f;(0) =0 and
%(1/% o fi) = %(#Jt) o ft+ <V1/Jt o ft, %ft>
= %(U’t) o fi + (Vipr,w) o fy

1,

Since fo = idy we have
Yroft =100 fo=1

and f; is the required right equivalence. (|

Proposition 2.10. Let (X, A, z) be a Lagrangian contact problem in Z. Consider
two cotangent bundle structures ®*, ®%: T*X =5 Z such that A is given as the
image of the section d¢® and d¢® locally around z € Z with ¢*(z) = 0 = ¢P(2),
respectively. Then ¢ and ¢ are stably right equivalent locally around z.
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Proof. By the parametric Morse Lemma (lemma 2.7) there exist coordinates z =
(z,2) = ((z%,...,2%), (¥, ..., 2™)) on X centred at z such that

¢*(x) = f(z) + 2" Bz

for a smooth function germ f with vanishing 2-jet at £ = 0 and an invertible
symmetric matrix B. The map ¢ is stably right equivalent to f. By lemma 2.1
we have

(2.15) ¢ 0 kap = ¢" + H(z, V¢*),

for a map

(H”(LO H”(xvﬁ))g

H(LL', 5) = Z hij (‘Tv §)§l§J = §T 1112(:E7 é-)T H22(:E, 5)

i,j=1

with symmetric matrices H'!(z,€) and H??(z,¢) and with k,g = 77 o (7%[5) L.
For i,j € {1,2} define
H(x) = H(z,z) = H(z, Vo™ (x)), HY(z):=HY (%, z):= H(x,V*(x)).
We calculate
LY 6 (@,2) + M)
= f(@) + 2" (B +H?(2))z
+Vaf (2) 1 (2)Vaf(2)
2T HY (2)V 4 (2).
The kernel of Hess (¢*) and the kernel of Hess (¢°) at (Z, ) = (0, 0) both describe
the intersection T, X N T, A (but in different coordinates). Therefore, the kernel of

Hess (¢” o kap) must coincide with the kernel of Hess (¢®) which is X = {z = 0}.
We calculate the Hessian matrix of ¢ o kg at (z,z) = (0,0) using (2.16) and

obtain
Hess (67 0 kag)(0,0) = 0
oA 0 2(B+H1*(0)))"
Since A is graphical in both cotangent bundle structures,

(2.17) B':= B +H?**(0)

¢ (kap (,2))

(2.16)

must be invertible by a dimension argument. Now ¢ is stably right-equivalent to
¢ (x) == f(z) + 2" B'.

For z in a sufficiently small neighbourhood of 0 the signature of B + H?%(x) is
constant. By Sylvester’s law of inertia, there exists a smooth family of invertible
matrices A(x) such that

(2.18) A(z) " (B+H*2(2))A  (z) = B
for all  near 0. Consider
r(z,z) = (z, A(z)z).
The map r fixes x = 0 and is a diffeomorphism on a neighbourhood of x = 0: the
Jacobian matrix of r is given by the block matrix

Id 0
Dr(z) = <(5A($))f_1k (0A(2))i=k+1,...n + A($)>
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where (0A(x))i=1,... x denotes the first k& columns and (0A(z));=k+1....,n the remain-
ing n + k columns of an (n — k) x n matrix 0A(x) whose I-th column is given as

(A = @)z,
0A

where the derivative 5% is taken component-wise. Now the determinant of Dr(0)
coincides with the determinant of A(0) which is non-zero, so r is indeed a right
equivalence.

Let us define

.....

HY () = H' (7 (@)
H12(z) = A(r = (@) TH2 (7 (@)
By lemma 2.9 the map ¢¢ is right equivalent to
¢5(z): = f(z) + 2" B'x
+ Vaf (@) HY (2) V2 f (2)
+ 20" H2 () V5 f (2).

(2.19)

‘We have
(65 or)(z) = f(Z) + 2" A(x)" B'A(x)z
+ Vo f (@) HY (r(2)) V2 f ()
+ 227 A(z)TH2 (r () V2 £ (Z).

By (2.18), (2.19) and (2.16) the map ¢$ o7 above coincides with ¢” o k,g. Thus,
the maps ¢* and ¢° are stably right equivalent. ([

Remark 2.11. We see from the proof of proposition 2.10 that if the intersection of
A and X is not tangential then the dimension of X is greater than 0 and there exist
two cotangent bundle structures such that ¢ and ¢? are stably right equivalent but
not right equivalent: to a cotangent bundle structure over X defined by a canonical
1-form « for which A is graphical chose another cotangent bundle structure f =

o+ dH with
H(z,6) =¢" <8 e D) 3

where D is an invertible symmetric matrix which has a different signature then
B. As in the proof of proposition 2.10, the coordinates (x,&) refer to canonical
coordinates w.r.t. the a-structure. We get B’ = D which is invertible such that A is
graphical for the cotangent bundle structure defined by 5. However, the signatures
of Hess ¢(0) and Hess ¢”(0) do not coincide.

Definition 2.12 (generating function). Let (X, A, z) be a Lagrangian contact prob-
lem in Z. Consider a cotangent bundle structure m: Z — X such that A is given
as the image of the section d¢ locally around z € Z with ¢(z) = 0. We call ¢
a generating function of (X, A, z). By the parametric Morse Lemma (lemma 2.7)
there exist coordinates » = (Z,z) = ((x!,...,2%), (z¥*1 ... 2")) on X centred at
z such that
o(z) = f(z) + 2" Bz

for a smooth function germ f with vanishing 2-jet and an invertible matrix B. The
map germ f is called a fully reduced generating function of (X, A, z).
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Lemma 2.13. Consider a symplectic diffeomorphism ®: Z — Z'. The generating
function of a Lagrangian contact problem (X, A, 2) in Z is right equivalent to the
generating function of the Lagrangian contact problem (®(X), ®(A), ®(z)) in Z’

Proof. Cotangent bundle structures on Z over X correspond to cotangent bundle
structures on Z’ over ®(X), whereas the corresponding canonical 1-forms A and
N relate by A = ®*)\. Therefore, if t: A < Z is the embedding of A into Z and
V=000 (P 1) g the embedding of ®(A) into Z’ then

LI*>\I = (¢_1)|$(A)L*A

Thus, the primitive of «/*\’ around ®(z) which vanishes at ®(z) and the primitive
of +*\ around z which vanishes at z relate by (¢*1)|¢(A). Thus, expressing the
primitives in coordinates on X or ®(X), we obtain generating functions which are
right-equivalent. (|

We can now extend theorem 2.5 to non-tangential Lagrangian contact problems.

Theorem 2.14. Two Lagrangian contact problems (X,A,z) and (X',A',2') in
Z are contact equivalent if and only if their generating functions are stably right
equivalent.

Proof. By lemma 2.13 it is sufficient to prove the assertion for X’ = X and 2’ = 2.

Assume there exists a symplectic diffeomorphism with ®(X) = X, ®(z) = z and
®(A) = A’ (locally around z). Choose a cotangent bundle structure on 7: Z — X
such that A is the image of the section d¢ and A’ the image of the section d¢’ around
z with ¢(z) = 0 = ¢'(z). Consider the cotangent bundle structure 7’: Z — X with
7' = mo® !, The map ® od¢ maps X onto A’ and is a section of 7/: Z — X. This
means A’ can be represented by d¢ in the new structure. Therefore, by proposition
2.10, the map germs ¢ and ¢’ must be stably right equivalent.

Now let ¢ be a generating function of (X, A, z) and ¢’ of (X, A/, z). Let us assume
that ¢, ¢’ refer to the same cotangent bundle structure 7: Z — X and that the
function germs ¢ and ¢’ are stably right equivalent.

By the parametric Morse Lemma (lemma 2.7) there exist coordinates (Z,z) =
((z,...,2"), (2", .. 2) and (¢,2) = ((@'F,....2"),(@", ..., 2") on X
centred at z, function germs f, f’ with vanishing 2-jets at 0 and invertible, sym-
metric matrices B and B’ such that

¢(z,2) = f(z) + 2" Bz
¢ (2,2') = f'(«') + 2 B'x.
Let D be an invertible, diagonal, n — k-dimensional matrix such that the matrix
—B + DB’D is invertible. Define the maps

¢ (2,z) = f(z) + 2" Bz

¢®)(z,2) = f(2) +2" DB'Dz.
We now show that we can map A’ = d¢/(X) to d¢™(X), then to d¢(X) and
finally to A = d¢(X) with symplectic diffeomorphisms which fix X and z.

Since ¢ and ¢’ are stably right equivalent, there exists a right equivalence r
such that f = f’or. The cotangent lifted map of » maps df’|z to df],—1).
Define 7(2/,2") = (r(z'),z") and denote the cotangent lift of 7 by ®(1). Now &)
maps A’ = d¢/(X) to the manifold dp(*)(X). Denote the cotangent lift of the
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map (Z,z) — (&, Dz) by ®3. The symplectomorphism ®® o &1 maps A’ to
the manifold d¢(® (X). Let A denote the canonical 1-form of the cotangent bundle
structure 7: Z — X. We define another cotangent bundle structure over X by
setting its canonical 1-form to N = A + dH with

& =& (8 B +ODB’D) &

The manifold A is graphical w.r.t. the cotangent bundle structure defined by X by
the choice of D. Applying lemma 2.1 to A we get

(¢pok)(@,z) = f(Z) + 2" DB'Dz

for a diffeomorphism k on X relating the cotangent bundle structures via A. Its
cotangent lifted map K via the A-structure maps d¢|, to d(¢ok)|,-1(s) = d(¢(2))|k71(m)
for each x € X. Therefore,

A= (K 'od®oa®)A).
This proves that (X, A, z) and (X, A’, z) are contact-equivalent. O

Rather than using X as a zero section for a cotangent bundle structure to describe
the Lagrangian contact problem (X, A,z) in Z we can use any other Lagrangian
submanifold L C Z which admits a cotangent bundle structure for which X and A
are graphical. This is proven in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.15. Let (X, A, z) be a Lagrangian contact problem in the symplectic
manifold Z = T*L. Assume that X and A are graphical and given as the images
of d¢pX and d¢®, where ¢X,¢*: L — R fulfil ¢*(n(z)) = ¢*(n(2)). The map
S = ¢™ — ¢~ expressed in local coordinates around w(z) is stably right equivalent
to a generating function of (X, A, z).

Proof. Denote the canonical 1-form on Z = T*L by A, the embedding of A or X
into Z by tp or tx, respectively. Since X and A are Lagrangian, there exist maps
SX: X - Rand S*: A — R defined around z such that S¥(z) = 0 = S*(z) and

dS¥ =15\, dsh = i

We have
S=85%or|t - S¥ o3,
where S is the same map as in the assertion. Now we construct a cotangent bundle
structure with the same fibres as in 7% L but with X as a zero section and show
that the map S lifted to X is a generating function for A in the new cotangent
bundle structure. Thus, by proposition 2.10, the generating function of A in any
other cotangent bundle structure of Z over X for which A is graphical must be
stably right equivalent to S (when expressed in local coordinates around m(z) or z
on the zero section).
Consider the fibre preserving symplectic diffeomorphism

X:Z—=Z, zwz—d(ST on|Y)]s.

The 1-form X := x*) on Z vanishes exactly at the points in X since \ vanishes at
the points in L and yx is a diffeomorphism. Moreover, d\ = x*dA = d\ which is the
symplectic form on Z = T*L. Therefore, the 1-form X\ defines a cotangent bundle
structure on 7': Z — X for which A is graphical since x is fibre-preserving. The
differential of the generating function of A with respect to the cotangent bundle
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structure defined by A considered as a function on A is given as ¢} A’. To prove
that Son’'|,! is a generating function for A in 7': Z — X it suffices to verify

BN = d(So[7h),
For this let s € A and v € T,A.
AN s(v) = (x o ea)"Als(v)

= )‘|LA(5)7d(SXo7r|;(1)\LA(S)((X 0 LA)«D)

*

= (eals) = d(S* 07| )]ia(s)) (o x 0 14)w0)
= (eals) = d(S™ o7 x )]iacs)) (70 1a)wv)
= 1A (8) (metasv) — A(S¥ o |t 07, (5 (Las0)

(%) _
= /\|LA(S)(LA*U) - d(SX © 7T|X1 o 7T)|LA(S)(LA*U)

= 1" As(v) — ea*d(SY o[t o) s(v)

= (dSA — LZd(SX o 7T|;(1 o 7T)) |s(v)

= (d(SA o 7T|X1 o 7T/|Zl) — LRd(SX o 7T|;<1 o 7T/|Zl)) |s(v)
=d(Son'|;)s().

In equations marked with (*) we have used that A is the canonical 1-form of Z =
T*L.

—~
2

d

3. SYMMETRIES

If a fully reduced generating function f of a Lagrangian contact problem (X, A, 2)
is invariant under a diffeomorphism A defined on a neighbourhood of 0%, i.e. foh =
f, then any other fully reduced generating function is of the form f or for a right
equivalence 7. It is, therefore, invariant under r~!ohor. Invariance of fully reduced
generating functions is, thus, a well-defined concept. The fully reduced generating
function f arises as the restriction of a generating function

¢(z) = f(z) + 2" Bz

for (X, A, z) to some appropriate submanifold X = {(#,z) |z = 0} C X (obtained
by the parametric Morse lemma (lemma 2.7), for instance). The map h(Z,z) =
(h(Z),z) extends h to a diffeomorphism on a neighbourhood of z in X. We have
¢poh=0¢.

Consider a cotangent bundle structure 7: Z — X which yields ¢ as a generating
function for (X, A, z). The cotangent lifted map H of h leaves X and A invariant.
Indeed, the following proposition provides a correspondence between symmetries for
generating functions and cotangent lifted maps: a diffeomorphism on a submanifold

of A leaves a generating function invariant if and only if it arises as the cotangent
lift of a map on X.

Proposition 3.1 (symmetries arise as cotangent lifts). Let (X,A,z) be a La-
grangian contact problem and let h: A — A be a diffeomorphism on a submanifold
A of A containing z. Consider a cotangent bundle structure w: Z — X for which

2We do not require h(0) = 0.
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1

A is graphical with generating function ¢. Choose coordinates z*,...,x"™ around z

on X such that ', ... z' are coordinates for W(A) Consider

he) = ((rl (@ o at)), 2, )
with cotangent lift H. Now H restricts to h on A if and only if g o h = ¢.
Proof. Let (z,d¢|;) € A. We have

H(x,dg|s) = (h™"(z),d¢s 0 dhlp-1(s)) = (b7 (2),d(d 0 h)|n-1(a))-
Therefore, H(z,d¢|,) € A if and only if

d(¢ o h)[p-1(z) = dP|p-1(z)-
Thus, invariance of A under H is equivalent to ¢ being h-invariant. Moreover, if H
restricts to & on A then the whole manifold A is invariant by construction of A and
H. The manifold A is the image of 7(A) under d¢. Therefore, for (z,d¢|,) € A we
have H(z,d¢|,) € A if and only if H(x,dd|.) € A. Now if ¢ is h-invariant then H
must restrict to & on A. O

Remark 3.2. The symmetries characterised in the above proposition (proposi-
tion 3.1) yield symmetries of the reduced generating function if h leaves a submani-
fold of dp(X) C A invariant, where X is such that ¢ is stably right equivalent to ¢| 5.
(The manifold X may be obtained by the parametric Morse lemma (lemma 2.7).)

Example 3.3 (boundary value problem for a symplectic map with symmetries).
Consider a symplectic map ¥: T*N — T*N which commutes with a diffeomor-
phism H defined on T*N. Let Z be the product manifold 7*N xT*N. Consider the
projections pr;: Z — T*N where pr; projects to the j-th component of the prod-
uct. The manifold Z can be equipped with the symplectic form € = prjw — pry*w,
where w is the canonical symplectic structure on T*N. Notice that the symplectic
structure (Z,) is not identical with the structure obtained using the identifica-
tion Z = T*N x T*N = T*(N x N) which carries the structure priw + pry*w.
The sub-bundle pry(Z) of (Z,Q) carries the symplectic structure —w. However, the
cotangent lifts in pry(Z) and T* N coincide. The graph A = {(m,¢¥(m)) |m € T*N}
is a Lagrangian submanifold and invariant under H x H. Consider a graphical La-
grangian submanifold X C Z and a point z € X N A. Assume that there exists a
submanifold N ¢ N x N such that

e the map H x H leaves X = 7| (N) invariant and z € X,
e the map H x H leaves A = 7| (N) invariant and z € A

We obtain generating functions ¢X and ¢* with respect to the considered cotan-
gent bundle structure. If H is the cotangent lift of a diffeomorphism h: N — N
in T* N then the restrictions of ¢* and ¢* to N are invariant under (h x h)|y by
proposition 3.1. By proposition 2.15 the map ¢ = ¢* — ¢~ is a generating func-
tion for the Lagrangian contact problem (X, A, z). Its restriction to N is invariant
under (h X h)|5. On the other hand we can conclude from proposition 3.1 that
if ¢ is invariant under (H x H)|y then H x H must coincide with the cotangent
lift of (H x H)|y in the sub-bundle 7~*(N) € Z on X U A. In particular we
have (¢ o Th)(m) = (Tho)(m) for all m with (m, ¢(m)), (H x H)(m,p(m)) €
A, where Th denotes the cotangent lift of H|g in T*N. For this, let m with
(m, ¢(m)), (H x H)(m,1p(m)) € A. We have

(H x H)(m,(m)) = T(H x H)|y(m,$(m)) = (Th(m), Th(s)(m))).
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Since this element lies in A we must have (T'h o ¢)(m) = (1 o Th)(m).

4. PARAMETER DEPENDENT LAGRANGIAN CONTACT PROBLEMS

For the unfolding of singularities in catastrophe theory, the local algebra of a
map germ is an important notion [1, 11]. We show that we can assign local alge-
bras to Lagrangian contact problems in a way which only depends on the contact
equivalence class of the problem.

For a point z in a smooth n-dimensional manifold X consider the ring e(n) of
smooth, scalar valued function germs at z. The ring €(n) is a local ring and its
(unique) maximal proper ideal is given by m(n) = {f| f(z) = 0} [11, Thm. 2.1].
Let ¢ € m*(n), i.e. € m(n) such that dg|. = 0. Let x1,...,x, be local coordinates
on X centred at z. We denote the ideal in m(n) generated by the partial derivatives

of ¢ by
L6 99
¢ = axl,...,axn .

The local algebra of ¢ at z° is defined as

Qo :=m(n)/Iy.
For different choices of coordinates 1, ..., x, or for stably right equivalent maps
¢ and ¢’ the local algebras are isomorphic. Therefore, proposition 2.10 and theo-
rem 2.14 have the following corollaries.

Corollary 4.1. Let (X, A,z) be a Lagrangian contact problem in Z with cotan-
gent bundle structures over X such that A is the image of the 1-form d¢ or d¢’,
respectively, for ¢,¢ € m?(n). The algebras Q4 and Qu are isomorphic.

Corollary 4.2. Let (X,A,z) and (X, N, z) be two contact equivalent Lagrangian
contact problem in Z. If for any cotangent bundle structure on Z over X the
Lagrangian manifold A is the image of the 1-form d¢ and A’ the image of d¢’ for
¢, 9" € m%(n) then the algebras Q, and Qg are isomorphic.

Notice that the following parameter dependent version of lemma 2.9 holds true.
Lemma 4.3. OnR™ = X®X consider coordinates v = ((z*,...,2%), (z¥*1,... a")),
a smooth family of non-degenerate symmetric matrices @, € R(r=F)x(n=k) =g
smooth family of maps g, defined on an open neighbourhood of 0 € R* such that
the 2-jet of go vanishes at 0. Here p € I is the family parameter and I is an open

neighbourhood of 0 € R!.  Moreover, consider a smooth family of matriz valued
function H,,: R™ — Sym(n) with
Hll(,T) H12($)
n= " S R™ ™,
(it ") € somim €
Fort e R let
V(i 7) = gu(7) + 2" Quz
G, @) = gu(®) + 2" Qua + V(1 )T H,u (2) Vi) (p, ).
Then ; is right equivalent to ¢ around (u,xz) = (0,0). The right equivalence is
fibred, i.e. of the form (u,x) — (u,r.(x)), and fizes (1, ) = (0,0).

3This is the definition used in [11]. In [1] the definition corresponds to the quotient e(n)/Iy,
with ¢ € m(n) but ¢ € m?(n) is not required.
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Definition 4.4 (smooth Lagrangian family). Let I C R! be an open neighbourhood
of the origin. A family (A, )cr of Lagrangian submanifolds of a symplectic manifold
Z is smooth at = 0 around z € Ag if there exists an open neighbourhood Z of
z, a cotangent bundle structure 7: Z - AgNZ, an open neighbourhood IcIof
0 and a smooth family of maps (¢, ); such that A, N Z is the image of the section
de,: Ao — Z for all p € I.

Definition 4.4 is independent of the cotangent bundle structure 7: Z — Ag N Z
because two different structures relate by a smooth transition (lemma 2.1).

Definition 4.5 (parameter-dependent Lagrangian contact problem). Let (X,),er
and (A,)uer be two smooth Lagrangian families in a symplectic manifold Z such
that Xo N A intersects in an isolated point zo and such that the set X, N A, is
discrete for all u € I. Then ((X,)uer, (Au)uer, 20) is called a (parameter-dependent)
Lagrangian contact problem in Z.

Definition 4.6 (Morse-reduced form). Consider an open neighbourhood I of 0 € R!
and a family of scalar valued maps (¢, ),cr defined around 2y € X, where X is an n-
dimensional manifold. Consider coordinates (7,z) = ((z!,...,2%), (zFT1 ... 2"))
centred at 0 such that ¢, is of the form

d)#(I) = fu(f) + ETBE

for a symmetric, non-degenerate matrix B and a smooth family of maps (f,).er
such that Vz fo(0) = 0 and Hess fo(0) = 0. Then (f,)uer is a Morse-reduced form

of (¢p)puer-

Remark 4.7. A possible parameter-dependence of the coordinates z = (z,x) is
suppressed in our notation.

Lemma 4.8 (existence and uniqueness of Morse-reduced forms). Consider an open
neighbourhood I of 0 € R! and a smooth family of scalar valued maps (¢, ) er de-
fined around zy € X, where X is an n-dimensional manifold. The family (¢.)uer
has a Morse-reduced form (fu)uer and (fu)uer is locally around 0 determined up
to a right-action with a diffeomorphism of the form K(u,z) = (p,7,(Z)) with
K(0,0) = 0 and addition of a term x(u), where x is smooth and x(0) = 0.

Proof. Let the dimension of the kernel of the Hessian matrix of ¢g at zgp be k. We
find an n — k-dimensional submanifold X C X through zg such that the Hessian
matrix of ¢o|x at zo is non-degenerate. Consider a transversal submanifold X
through zo. We apply the parametric Morse Lemma (lemma 2.7) to

(1, 2) = () = (V0 (0)]u=0, 1) —¢0(0)
=:x(p)

with respect to the splitting (I © X) @ X and obtain coordinates z = (Z,z) =
((z', ..., 2%), (2" ... 2™)) on X centred at zo such that (z,0) are coordinates on
X and (0,z) are coordinates on X and

du (@) = fu(Z) + $0(0) + x(n) + 2" Bz =: fu(z) + 2" Bz

The function Z — fo(Z) — ¢0(0) has a vanishing 2-jet at £ = 0 and B = Hess ¢o|x
is invertible. This proves the existence of a Morse-reduced form.
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Now consider representations of (¢,,),cr in coordinates (z, z) and (z’, ') centred

at zg such that
fL(@') + 2" B = ¢u(v) = fu(Z) + 2" Bz

for symmetric, non-degenerate matrices B, B’ and smooth families (f,)er, (f Juer
such that V3 fo(0) = 0 = V3 f§(0) and Hess fp(0) = 0 = Hess f{(0). We see that for
each p the map germ ¢, is stably right equivalent to f,, as well as to f;L Since fy
and f{ coincide at 0 and their first and second derivatives vanish at 0, they must be
right equivalent. Moreover, for 1+ near 0 the signatures of the Morse-part of f,, and
f,, must coincide such that f,, and f, + x(p) are right-equivalent for an appropriate

smooth function x with x(0) = 0. The proves the claimed uniqueness property of
the Morse-reduced form. ]

Proposition 4.9. Let (X, (Ay)uer, 20) be a parameter dependent Lagrangian con-
tact problem in Z. Let I C RF denote an open neighbourhood of 0. Consider
smooth families of cotangent bundle structures @i, @5 T*X = Z (u € 1) such
that A, is given as the image of the section d¢y, and dgbﬁ locally around zo € Z

with ¢3(z0) = 0 = @5 (z0), respectively. Then (62)u and (¢4), admit the same
Morse-reduced forms up to an addition of a smooth map x(u) with x(0) = 0.

Proof. The following proof is a parameter-dependent version of the proof of propo-
sition 2.10 using lemma 4.3 instead of lemma 2.9. Let the dimension of the kernel
of the Hessian matrix of ¢f at 2o be k and the dimension of X n.

By lemma 4.8 there exist coordinates z = (z,z) = ((z',...,2%), (xFT1 ... 2™))
on X centred at zg such that

(bﬁ(z) = fu(Z) + &TBE-

The function Z — fo(Z) has a vanishing 2-jet at £ = 0 and B = Hess ¢f|x is
invertible. By lemma 2.1 we have

(4.1) ¢ okhy = ¢ + Hyu(x, Vi) + x (),

for a smooth map x with x(0) =0 and

(z,8)  H, (x,8)
leh X f §Z§J gT <H12( )T H§2(I,§)> 5
with symmetric matrices H)'(z,&) and H2*(z,§) and with kf; = 7o (7%]y,) 7"
For i,j € {1,2} define

Hu(z) = Hu(@,2) = Hu(x, Vo (2), M (2) =H] (z,2) = H (v, V¢ (2)).

We calculate

oF (k" o(2,2)) 2 6% (2, 2) + Hou () + X(11)
— Ju(@) + 27 (B, + H2 ()
+ Vo @) TH (@) Va fou(2)
(4.2) + 22" H 2 (2)Va fu(Z)
+ x(p)-
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We calculate the Hessian matrix of (bﬁ o kaop at (Z,z) = (0,0) using (4.2) and
obtain

Hess (67 o kas)(0,0) = (8 2B+ 3152(0))) |

Since A, is graphical in both cotangent bundle structures,
(4.3) B, := B+ H:(0)

must be invertible by a dimension argument. For (u,z) in a sufficiently small
neighbourhood of (0,0) the signature of B+ #>(x) is constant. By Sylvester’s law
of inertia, there exists a smooth family of invertible matrices A, () such that

(4.4) Au(z)""(B+H2(2)A, () = B,

for all (u, ) near (0,0). Consider
ru(®,z) = (T, Au(r)z).

For all 1 the map r, fixes x = 0 and is a diffeomorphism on a neighbourhood of
2 = 0 which can be verified by calculating its Jacobian matrix at (u,x) = (0,0).
Let us define

(4.5) ! e

By lemma 4.3 the map
¢ = fu(@) +2" Bz
is right equivalent to
o5 (1, @) : = fu(@) + 2" Bl
+ Vi fu(@) T H (@) Va fu(2)
+ 22T HI2(2)Vy fu(T).
We have
(65 0ru)(x) = fu(@) + 2" Au(2)" By Au(x)z
+ Vi fu(@) T H () Vi fu(@)
+ 22T A, (2)THI2 (r(2)) Va fu (7).
By (4.4), (4.5) and (4.2) the map ¢$ o r, above coincides with gbﬁ okl — x().

This proves the claim.

Definition 4.10 (stably equivalent as unfoldings). Consider an open neighbour-
hoods I of 0 € R! and I’ of 0 € RY and two families of scalar valued maps (Du)per
and (¢}, )wer defined around 0 € R"™ or 0 € R™, respectively. Assume that
60(0) = 0 and ¢(0).

If after a re-parametrisation fixing g/ = 0 the family ((biu)u’e 1~ admits up to
addition of a smooth map x in the parameter u with x(x) = 0 the same Morse-
reduced form as (¢,)uer then we call (¢, )ucr and (QSL,)H/ep stably right equivalent
as unfoldings.
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Proposition 4.11. Let ((X,,)uer, (Au)uer, z0) be a parameter-dependent Lagrangian
contact problem in Z. Consider two cotangent bundle structures on Z over Xy lo-
cally around zo € Xo N Ag such that for each p € I near 0 the submanifold A,
is the image of the section d¢, and X, the image of the section diy, w.r.t. the
first cotangent bundle structure and A, is the image of the section d¢;¢ and X, is
the image of the section dz/J:L w.r.t. the second cotangent bundle structure such that

Bu> Y B> 0y, vanish at 2o for all p near 0. Then the families (pu)u = (¢p — Vp)u
and (p),) = (¢, — ;) are stably right equivalent as unfoldings.

Proof. In analogy to proposition 2.15 we modify the first cotangent bundle structure
using the fibre-preserving symplectic diffeomorphism & +— & — dy,[r(¢) and the
second cotangent bundle structure by & +— § — dip},|/(¢) fibre-wise. In the updated
structures all X, are zero-sections and A, is given as the image of the section d(¢,, —
Yu) = dpy, w.r.t. the first structure and as the image of the section d(¢, —;,) = dp),
w.r.t. the second structure. Now the claim follows by proposition 4.9.

Definition 4.12 (generating family). The smooth family (p,), of maps con-
structed in proposition 4.11 for the parameter-dependent Lagrangian contact prob-

lem ((X,)uer, (Ap)per, z0) is called generating family for ((X,)uer, (Ap)per, o).

Definition 4.13 (contact equivalence of parameter-dependent Lagrangian contact
problems). Let ((X.)uer, (Ap)uer, 20) and ((X},)uer, (A},)uer, z9) be Lagrangian
contact problems in Z and Z’. The families are called contact equivalent if, after
shrinking Z to an open neighbourhood of zy and Z’ to an open neighbourhood of
2(, there exists a smooth family of symplectomorphisms ®,: Z — Z’ such that
P (Xu) = Xgyr ®(Ap) = Ay(,y and Po(z0) = 2y, where 6 is a diffeomorphism
defined around 0 € I fixing pu = 0.

We can conclude the following theorem.

Theorem 4.14. Two parameter-dependent Lagrangian contact problems in a sym-
plectic manifold are contact equivalent if and only if their generating families are
stably right equivalent as unfoldings.

Proof. Let ((X,)uer, (Ap)per, z0) and ((X},)uer, (A}, )uer, 2p) be parameter depen-
dent Lagrangian contact problems in Z. Since symplectic manifolds are locally sym-
plectomorphic, we can assume zg = z}. (Also see lemma 2.13.) As seen from the
proof of proposition 4.11 (in analogy to proposition 2.15) we can reduce the prob-
lem to a problem with a constant family X, = X. Assume that (X, (A,)uer, 20)
and (X, (A},)uer,#0) are contact equivalent. Consider a cotangent bundle struc-
ture over X such that A, are graphical for p near 0. After a re-parametrisation
of (X, (A},)uer, 20), if necessary, there exists a family of cotangent bundle struc-
tures over X such that the generating family for (X, (A},)uer,20) coincides with
the generating family for (X, (Ay)uer, 20) as can be seen from the proof of the-
orem 2.14. It now follows from proposition 4.9 that the generating families of
the contact problems admit the same Morse-reduced form. On the other hand, if
the problems (X, (Ay)uer,20) and (X, (A},)uer, 20) have generating families which
admit the same Morse-reduced form then we can use a parameter version of the
proof of theorem 2.14 to construct symplectomorphisms ®,,: Z — Z locally defined
around zg such that ®,(X,) = Xg(,), P(Ay) = A’G(H) and Po(z9) = zo, where 6 is
a diffeomorphism defined around 0 € [ fixing p = 0. O
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5. CONCLUDING REMARKS AND APPLICATION TO BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEMS
OF SYMPLECTIC MAPS

5.1. Stably contact equivalence. It is now justified to introduce the notion of
stably contact equivalence for Lagrangian contact problems to obtain a sensible
notion for contact problems in different dimensions as announced in section 1.3
(see definition 1.6).

Definition 5.1. Two Lagrangian contact problems (in symplectic manifolds of
possibly different dimensions) are stably contact equivalent if their generating func-
tions are stably right equivalent. Moreover, two parameter-dependent Lagrangian
contact problems (in symplectic manifolds of possibly different dimensions) are
stably contact equivalent if their generating families are stably right equivalent as
unfoldings.

We obtain the theorems announced in section 1.

Theorem 1.7. There exists a 1-1 correspondence between Lagrangian contact prob-
lems modulo stably contact equivalence and smooth real-valued function germs up
to stably right equivalence.

Theorem 1.8. There exists a 1-1 correspondence between parameter-dependent
Lagrangian contact problem up to stably right equivalence and unfoldings of smooth,
real-valued function germs up to stably right equivalences as unfoldings.

Remark 5.2. Classification results in catastrophe theory (see [1], for instance)
apply to Lagrangian contact problems and versal parameter-dependent Lagrangian
contact problems.

5.2. Boundary value problems for symplectic maps. An application is the
classification of singularities and bifurcations which occur in boundary value prob-
lems for symplectic maps [14]: consider a smooth family of symplectic maps ¢,,: Z —
Z'for u € I, where I C R!is an open neighbourhood of the origin. Let us denote the
symplectic form of Z by w and the symplectic form of Z’ by w’. Let pr: Zx Z' — Z
and pr: Z x Z' — Z' denote projections to the first or second component of the
product. Define the symplectic form § = pr*w — pr’*w’ on Z x Z'. The graphs of
(¢u)u define a smooth family (A,), of Lagrangian submanifolds in Z x Z’. The
Lagrangian contact problems ((A,),, (X,)u,#) for a smooth family (X,), of La-
grangian submanifolds of Z x Z’ and a point z € Z x Z' can be interpreted as a
family of boundary value problems for the symplectic maps (¢,) ..

Example 5.3 (periodic boundary conditions). Consider Z’ = Z, let (¢,,)ucr be a
family of symplectic maps on Z, let A, denote the graph of ¢, viewed as a subset
of Z x Z and let X,, = X be the diagonal embedding of Z into Z x Z. The elements
of the intersection A, N X correspond to solutions to the boundary value problem
Ou(z)=2,2€Z.

Example 5.4 (Dirichlet-type boundary conditions). Consider a family of Hamilto-
nians (H,)ucr on a cotangent bundle space T*U with bundle projection 7: T*U —
U. Let ¢*,Q* € U and let ¢, denote the time-1-map corresponding to the Hamil-
tonian system (H,,, T*U, —dA). Let (g, p) denote local canonical coordinates on T*U
around a point of interest where Z (Z') is a coordinate patch such that ¢* € 7(Z)
(Q* € m(Z")). The equation

(5.1) m(du(q”,p)) = Q"
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is a boundary value problem for ¢,. This kind of boundary value problems can
occur for first-order formulations of parameter-dependent second-order systems of
ordinary differential equations with Dirichlet boundary conditions, for instance.
Let A, denote the graph of ¢, : Z — Z' viewed as a subset of Z x Z’ and let X, =

X = prY(¢*) x pr’ ' (Q*). The elements of the intersection A, N X correspond to
solutions to the boundary value problem (5.1).

Classification results of catastrophe theory (see [1, Part II], for instance) apply
to Lagrangian boundary value problems whose generating families constitute versal
unfoldings. Indeed, we obtain a rigorous framework for the work done in [14], i.e.
the analysis of bifurcations in boundary value problems for symplectic maps and of
problems with symmetry constrains. (See example 3.3.) In particular, theorem 4.14
fills a gap in the argumentation of proposition 2.1 in [14].

Example 5.5. Singularities in conjugate loci can be viewed as singularities of
exponential maps. Interpreting exponential maps as Lagrangian maps [3], the sin-
gularities can be classified via generating families up to stably R™-equivalence [I,
p-304]. Alternatively, elements of conjugate loci can be interpreted as singularities
of boundary value problems for exponential maps. Using a slightly different notion
to identify the singularities, elements in the conjugate loci correspond to map germs
up to right equivalence with certain symmetries [15].
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