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Abstract

This paper provides a new geometric framework to describe non-conservative field theories
with explicit dependence on the space-time coordinates by combining the k-cosymplectic and
k-contact formulations. This geometric framework, the k-cocontact geometry, permits to
develop a Hamiltonian and Lagrangian formalisms for these field theories. We also compare
this new formulation in the autonomous case with the previous k-contact formalism. To
illustrate the theory, we study the nonlinear damped wave equation with external time-
dependent forcing.
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1 Introduction

During the second half of the 20th century, geometric methods have been widely applied to
mechanics and field theory with the aim of providing geometric descriptions of a large variety of
systems in applied mathematics, physics, engineering, etc. Some of the most frequent geometric
structures involved in geometric mechanics and field theory are symplectic, multisymplectic or
k-symplectic manifolds (see for instance [1, 2, 3, 9, 21, 22, 34, 35, 37, 42] and references therein).
In general, all these geometric methods are applied to Lagrangian and Hamiltonian conservative
systems, that is, without damping.

In recent years, there has been a growing interest for non-conservative systems. In particular,
contact geometry [4, 27, 33] has been used to study mechanical systems with dissipation [5, 7,
10, 14, 25, 38]. This has many applications in thermodynamics [6, 43], quantum mechanics [11],
circuit theory [28] and control theory [39] among others [8, 16, 15, 17, 29, 30]. Recently, contact
mechanics have been generalized in order to deal with time-dependent contact systems [12, 41].
It is worth pointing out that contact geometry allows to study more systems than just dissipative
ones [23]. In the last years, a generalization of both contact and k-symplectic structures was
devised to describe autonomous field theories with damping [24, 26, 32] both in the Hamiltonian
and Lagrangian formulations.

The main goal of this paper is to extend the k-contact formulation to non-autonomous field
theories by combining it with k-cosymplectic geometry [19, 20]. This leads to the definition of a k-
cocontact structure as a couple of families of k differential one-forms: the first family accounting
for the space-time coordinates, and the other one encoding the dampings or dissipations, inspired
in the contact formulation. It is worth noting that the number of independent variables of the
system coincides with the number of “dissipation coordinates”. This new geometry enables us to
introduce the notion of k-cocontact Hamiltonian system as a k-cocontact manifold together with
a Hamiltonian function. With these elements we can state the k-cocontact Hamilton equations,
which indeed add dissipation terms to the well-known Hamiltonian field equations [22].

In addition we also generalize the Lagrangian formulation of field theories to consider non-
autonomous non-conservative ones. In this new formalism, the phase bundle is M = R* x
@k TQ x R*, where the direct sum has to be understood as a fibered sum of vector bundles,
with adapted coordinates (t%,q‘, v’ ,2%). Then, given a Lagrangian function L : M — R, we
define a family n¢ of one-forms which, when L is regular, constitute along with the forms dt*
a k-cocontact structure on M. Then, the k-cocontact Lagrangian field equations are the k-
cocontact Hamiltonian field equations for the Lagrangian energy. When written in coordinates,
they are the Euler-Lagrange equations with some additional damping terms.

We also compare the k-cocontact formalism introduced in this work in the autonomous case
with the previous k-contact formalism and see that they are partially equivalent, in the same way
as autonomous k-cosymplectic systems are closely related to k-symplectic systems [22]. Finally,
we apply this formalism to the nonlinear damped wave equation with a time-dependent external
force, both in the Hamiltonian and Lagrangian formulations.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we provide a review of the k-contact
formalism for non-conservative autonomous field theories. In particular, we provide the main
results on k-contact geometry and a brief description of the Hamiltonian and Lagrangian for-
malisms. Section 3 is devoted to the introduction of the notion of k-cocontact structure and
study its geometry. More precisely, we prove the existence of two families of Reeb vector fields
and the existence of two types of special sets of coordinates: adapted coordinates and, by adding
an extra hypothesis, Darboux coordinates.

In Section 4 we develop a Hamiltonian formalism for non-autonomous field theories with
damping, generalizing the De Donder—Weyl formulation for field theories. We provide field
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equations both for k-vector fields and integral sections, and we prove the existence (and not
uniqueness) of solutions to these equations. We begin Section 5 by describing the geometry of
the phase bundle of k-cocontact Lagrangian field theories. We also present the field equations,
generalizing the Euler-Lagrange equations and give the conditions for a Lagrangian function to
be regular, that is to yield a k-cocontact structure. Finally, we study a particularly interesting
type of Lagrangian functions: the Lagrangians with holonomic damping term.

Section 6 is devoted to compare the k-contact formalism introduced in [24] with the k-
cocontact setting presented in this work in the autonomous case. In order to illustrate the
geometric formalism introduced in previous sections, in Section 7 study the example of a nonlin-
ear damped wave equation, describing all the geometric objects involved, both in the Lagrangian
and Hamiltonian formulations.

Unless otherwise stated, all maps are assumed to be ¥ and all manifolds are smooth,
connected and second countable. Sum over crossed repeated indices is understood. The direct
sum of two vector bundles over the same base space is to be understood as the Whitney sum of
vector bundles.

2 Review on k-contact systems

In this first section we review the k-contact formalism for non-conservative field theories. In
first place we introduce the geometric framework: k-contact structures. Then, the Hamiltonian
[24] and the Lagrangian [26] formalisms are presented.

2.1 k-contact manifolds

Consider an m-dimensional manifold M. A generalized distribution on M is a subset D C TM
such that D, C T,M is a vector subspace for every x € M. A distribution D is said to be
smooth if it can be locally spanned by a family of vector fields, and regular if it is smooth and
of locally constant rank. A codistribution on M is a subset C' C T*M such that C;, C T;M is
a vector subspace for every x € M.

Given a distribution D, the anihilator D° of D is a codistribution. If D is not regular, D°
may not be smooth. Using the usual identification E** = E of finite-dimensional linear algebra,
it is clear that (D°)° = D.

A differential one-form 1 € Q!(M) generates a smooth codistribution, denoted by (n) C
T*M. This codistribution has rank 1 at every point where 1 does not vanish. Its anihilator is
a distribution (n)° C TM that can be described as the kernel of the linear morphism 7: TM —
M x R defined by 7. This codistribution has corank 1 at every point where 1 does not vanish.

In the same way, every two-form w € Q?(M) induces a linear morphism &: TM — T*M
defined as @w(v) = i(v)w. The kernel of this morphism @ is a distribution kerw C TM. Notice
that the rank of W is even.

Given a family of k differential one-forms n!,...,n* € Q1(M), we will denote

e C¢=(n',... . nF) c T*M,

o D€ = (CC)O:kerv;lﬂ---ﬂkergchM,
° DR:kerd/n\lﬂ---ﬂkeray\kCTM,

o CR = (D®)" Cc T*M.

With the preceding notations, a k-contact structure on a manifold M is a family of k differential
one-forms n',...,n* € Q1(M) such that D¢ C TM is a regular distribution of corank k, DR C
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TM is aregular distribution of rank k and DNDR = {0}. We call C® the contact codistribution,
DC the contact distribution, D® the Reeb distribution and C® the Reeb codistribution. A
manifold M endowed with a k-contact structure n,...,n* € Q1(M) is a k-contact manifold.

Remark 2.1. In the particular case kK = 1, a 1-contact structure is given by a one-form 7. In
this case, we recover the notion of contact manifold [14, 25].

Given a k-contact manifold (M,n%), the Reeb distribution D® is involutive, and therefore
integrable, and there exists a unique family of k vector fields R, € X(M), called Reeb vector
fields of M, such that i(Ry)n® = 52 and i(Ry)dn® = 0. The Reeb vector fields commute and
span the Reeb distribution D} = (Ry, ..., Ry).

Example 2.2 (Canonical k-contact structure). Consider k > 1 and let Q be a smooth manifold.
The manifold product M = ®&*T*Q xR* has a canonical contact structure given by the one-forms
nt,...,n" € QYM) defined as
7704 — dz® — 9047

where (2%, ... ,zk) are the canonical coordinates of R* and 6% is the pull-back of the Liouwville
one-form 0 of the cotangent bundle T*Q) with respect to the projection pr® : M — T*Q to the
a-th component. Take coordinates (q') on Q. Then, M has natural coordinates (q', P, 2%).
Using these coordinates, we have

, 0 0 0

n® =dz* —pgdq’, DR:<$,...,@>, Ra:@.

Example 2.3 (Contactification of a k-symplectic manifold). Consider a k-symplectic manifold

(P,w®) such that w® = —d# and the product manifold M = P x R¥. Let (2*) be the cartesian

coordinates of RF and denote also by 8% the pull-back of 8% to the product manifold M. Consider
the one-forms n® = dz® — 0% € QY(M).

Then, (M,n%) is a k-contact manifold because C¢ = (n*,...,n*) has rank k, dn® = —d6*,
and D} =, ker dfo = (0/02Y,...,0/02%) has rank k since (P,w®) is k-symplectic, and the
last condition is immediate.

Notice that the so-called canonical k-contact structure described in FExample 2.2 is just the
contactification of the k-symplectic manifold P = ®FT*Q.

Theorem 2.4 (k-contact Darboux Theorem). Consider a k-contact manifold (M,n®) of di-
mension dim M = n + kn + k such that there exists an integrable subdistribution V of D with
rankV = nk. Then, around every point of M there exists a local chart (U, qi,pf‘, 2%, 1 < a <k,
where 1 < i <n, such that

. 0 0
[} a a1 R
n*ly = dz® —pi'de’, D|U:<Ra:@>, V\U=<@l>-

These coordinates are called Darboux coordinates of the k-contact manifold (M,n®).

2.2 Hamiltonian formalism for k-contact systems

The geometric setting introduced in the previous section allows us to introduce the notion of
k-contact Hamiltonian system [24].

Definition 2.5. A k-contact Hamiltonian system is a family (M,n“, h), where (M,n%) is a
k-contact manifold and h € €>°(M) is called a Hamiltonian function. Consider a map ¢: D C
R* — M. The k-contact Hamilton-De Donder-Weyl equations for the map 1 are

{i(%)dno‘ = (dh — (Lr,h)n™) 0,

" = —h o, W
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In Darboux coordinates, if the map ¢ has local expression ¥(t) = (¢'(t), p&(t), 2%(t)), equa-
tions (1) read _
oq" Oh

o~ opr ° Y

ops oh oh

R 2
ata <8ql + Z aza> O¢’ ( )
0z% oh
\W_< a_a_h> v

Definition 2.6. Consider a k-contact Hamiltonian system (M, n“, h) and a k-vector field X =
(X,) € X¥(M). The k-contact Hamilton-De Donder-Weyl equations for the k-vector field X

are
i(Xo)dn® = dh — (ZLr,h)n™ 3)
iI(Xa)n® = —h.

A k-vector field solution to these equations is a k-contact Hamiltonian k-vector field.

Proposition 2.7. The k-contact Hamilton—-De Donder—Weyl equations (3) admit solutions.
They are not unique if k > 1.

Consider a k-vector field X = (Xi,...,Xy) € XF(M) with local expression in Darboux
coordinates 8 9 9
Xo = (X, Xo) =5 + (Xa)’ .
Then, equation (3) yields the conditions
( Oh
Xa f= — ’
(X0 = g
Oh Oh
X)) = — (& el
)
oh
Xao)" = pz
(X" = 1t G~

Proposition 2.8. Consider an integrable k-vector field X € XF(M). Then, every integral
section 1p: D C R¥ — M of X satisfies the k-contact Hamilton-De Donder-Weyl equations (1)
if, and only if, X is a solution to (3).

Proposition 2.9. The k-contact Hamilton-De Donder—Weyl equations (3) are equivalent to

Lx. " = —(Lr )",
i(Xa)® = —h.

2.3 Lagrangian formalism for k-contact systems

The Hamiltonian formalism presented in the previous section has a Lagranglan counterpart.
Consider the phase bundle @ TQ x R¥ endowed with adapted coordinates (¢°, v%, z*) with the

usual canonical structures: the Liouville vector field A = v!, 8‘91 and the canonical k-tangent

structure J* = avi ® dg’ (see [206] for details). A k-vector field X = (X,) € X*(@" TQ x RF)
is a second-order partial differential equation (or SOPDE) is J%(X,) = A.
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Given a Lagrangian function L: @k TQ x R — R, the Lagrangian energy associated to the
Lagrangian L is the function Ey, = A(L) — L, and the contact one-forms n} € QD" TQ x R¥)
associated to L are given by n¢ = dz® — 0%, where 0 = tJ* o dL.

9L

The Lagrangian L is regular, namely —%—=-
avgavé

is non-degenerate, if and only if the contact

one-forms 7 define a k-contact structure on @k TQ x R*. Thus, we can consider the k-contact
Hamiltonian system (@k TQ x R¥, n%, Er), whose corresponding field equations read

O (oL N (o6, oLory
ot \ ovt, ~ \0¢¢ 05 v, ’
9(s” 0 ¢)
A G VA

8ta OT;Z),

and are called k-contact Euler—Lagrange equations (for more details on the k-contact Lagrangian
formulation, see [26, 40]).

3 k-cocontact geometry

Let 71,...,7F € QY(M) be a family of closed one-forms on M and let n',...,n* € QY(M) be a
family of one-forms on M. We will use the following notations:

i CC = <7717---777k> CT*M’
e D€ = (CC)O :kerﬁlm---mkerZEcTM,

° DR:kerd/n\lﬂ---ﬂker%\kCTM,

CR = (D?)" c T*M,
o C5=(rl,... . F) c T*M,
o DS = (CS)O :ker;\lﬂ---ﬂker;gc TM.
With these notations, we can define the notion of k-cocontact structure:

Definition 3.1. A k-cocontact structure on a manifold M is a family of k closed differential
one-forms 71,...,7% € Q1(M) and a family of k differential one-forms n',...,n* € Q' (M) such
that, with the preceding notations,

1) DY C TM is a regular distribution of corank ,
2) DS C TM is a regular distribution of corank %,
3) DR € TM is a regular distribution of rank 2k,
)

4) D€ N DS is a regular distribution of corank 2k, D€ NDR is a regular distribution of rank k,
and D5 N DR is a regular distribution of rank k,

(5) D NDRNDS = {0}.

We call CC the contact codistribution, D the contact distribution, D® the Reeb distribution, C®
the Reeb codistribution, C5 the space-time codistribution and DS the space-time distribution.

A manifold M endowed with a k-cocontact structure 71,...,7%.n!, ... nf € QYM) is a
k-cocontact manifold.
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Notice that the condition D N DR N DS = {0} implies that
"M =CcaoCRac®.
Remark 3.2. In the particular case k = 1, a 1-cocontact structure is given by two one-forms
7,7n, with d7 = 0. The conditions in Definition 3.1 mean the following: (1) n # 0 everywhere,
(2) 7 # 0 everywhere, (4) TAn # 0, (5) ker TNker nNker dn = {0}, which implies that ker dn has

rank 0, 1 or 2, and (3) implies that ker dn has rank 2. Thus, a 1-cocontact structure coincides
with the cocontact structure introduced in [12] to describe time-dependent contact mechanics.

Lemma 3.3. The Reeb distribution D® and the space-time distribution DS are involutive, and
therefore integrable.

Proof. Given X,Y two sections of D? and applying the relation
Z'[X,Y} = Pxiy — iy Lx = dixiy +ixdiy — iydix —iyixd

to the closed two-form dn®, the result is zero. In the same way, one can check that DS is also
involutive. O

As a consequence, the distribution D® N DS is also involutive, and therefore integrable.
Moreover, the distribution DR N DC is also involutive and integrable. The following theorem
characterizes a family of vector fields spanning the Reeb distribution DR,

Theorem 3.4. Let (M,7%,n%) be a k-cocontact manifold. Then, there exist a unique family
Ri,...,RL,R},...,R; € X(M) such that
i(RG)dn” =0, i(Ry)n® =0,  i(RL)T" =57,

(07

iRy’ =0, i(Rn’ =065, (R =

The vector fields R!, are called space-time Reeb vector fields. The vector fields RZ are called
contact Reeb vector fields.

In addition, the Reeb vector fields commute and span the Reeb distribution introduced in
Definition 3.1:

DR = (Rl,... R. R: ... R,

thus motivating its name.
Proof. Consider T*M = C® @ C® @ CS. The family of one-forms {n®} is a global frame of
the contact codistribution C® and the family of one-forms {7} is a global frame of the space-
time codistribution CS. We can find a global frame 7* of the Reeb codistribution C® so that

(n®, 7", 73) is a global frame of T*M. Let (RZ, R,, R!,) be the corresponding dual frame of TM,
where the vector fields RZ and R!, are uniquely determined by the conditions

<776’R2> :55’ <77M’R2> =0, <Tﬁ’RZ> =0

<7767R24> =0, <f]“7RZz> =0, <7—67Rf1> :55'
Notice that the relations involving the #* do not depend on the choice of the one-forms 7*, this
means that the vector fields RZ and R!, are sections of the Reeb distribution (C?)° = DR. This
amounts to i(RZ)dn® = 0 and i(R?,)dn® = 0 for every a = 1,..., k. Since the one-forms n® and
78 are globally defined, so are the vector fields RZ and RY,.

To prove that the Reeb vector fields R?, R% commute, notice that
ixyn =0, ix,y)dn’ =0, ix,y7' =0,

for every X,Y € (RZ, R%), which is a consequence of their definition. O
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The following proposition proves the existence of a special set of coordinates, the so-called
adapted coordinates.

Proposition 3.5. Consider a k-cocontact manifold (M,7*,n*). Then, around every point in
M, there exist local coordinates (1%, x!,2%) such that

0 -, R= 2

o~ Paa

R, = e 0 =dz* = ff(a?)da’,

where the functions ff only depend on the coordinates a!

coordinates.

. These coordinates are called adapted

Proof. Since the Reeb vector fields commute, there exists a set of local coordinates (t®, 27, 2%)
simultaneously straightening out the Reeb vector fields (see [36, p.234] for details):

) )
Ri=~~, R =_-—.
o P @7 Pra

Let us write the forms 77 and 7% using these coordinates. The conditions i(R%)n® = 0 and
i(RZ)nS = 2 imply that n® = dzf — flﬁ(ta,x‘],za)dxl. On the other hand, we have that
dnf = dz! A df? In this case, the conditions i(R%)dn® = 0 and i(RZ)dn® = 0 imply that
aff/ata = 0 and that Bff/aza = 0, and thus

775 —df - fIB(xJ)d:cI.

Repeating this process for the forms 77, taking into account that dr® = 0 and redefining the
coordinates t%, we obtain the desired result. ]

Example 3.6 (Canonical k-cocontact structure). Let Q be a smooth n-dimensional manifold
with coordinates (q*) and let k > 1. Consider the product manifold M = RF x @k T*Q x RF
endowed with natural coordinates (t%; qi,pf‘; 2%). We have the canonical projections

R < RFx @FT*Q x R —= 4 R
Ty
™0
k * *
S TQ#TQ
R* x Q x RF

Let 0 be the Liouville one-form on T*Q with local expression in natural coordinates 6 = p;dq’.
Then, the family (7%,n%) where 7¢ = w{*(dt) with t the canonical coordinate of R and n® =
dz® — 7§70, is a k-cocontact structure on M. In natural coordinates,

T4 = dt”, n® = dz* — p2dq’.
Thus, the Reeb vector fields are R., = 0/0t* and RZ = /0.

The following theorem is an upgrade of Proposition 3.5 and states the existence of Darboux-
like coordinates in a k-cocontact manifold provided the existence of a certain subdistribution
v c DC.
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Theorem 3.7 (Darboux theorem for k-cocontact manifolds). Let (M, 7% n%) be a k-cocontact
manifold with dimension dim M = k 4+ n + kn + k such that there exists an integrable subdistri-
bution V C D€ with rankV = nk. Then, around every point of M there exist local coordinates
(t*, ¢%, p&, 2%), where 1 < a <k and 1 <1i < n, such that, locally,

T4 =dt”, n® =dz® — p2dq’.

Using these coordinates,

0 0 0
R _ t Y z _ Y /2
P _<Ra_8ta’ Fa (9z°‘>’ v <8pf‘>'

These coordinates are called Darboux coordinates of the k-cocontact manifold (M, %, n%).

Proof. By Proposition 3.5, there exist local coordinates (t%, x!, 2%) such that

Rg:(%, T =dt?, Rg:(?%, n® =dz* - ff(a”)da’ .

0
Since the distribution D¢ N DR = <R3 = @> is involutive, and therefore integrable, we

can consider (at least locally) the quotient manifold M =M /(D€ N DY), with the projection
p: M — M and local coordinates (xf, 2%).

The one-forms n“, the vector fields R? and the distribution V can be projected to M and
the distribution DC induced by DC is DO = (RZ).

It is easy to check that the manifold (M,7®), where 7 are the projections of n* to M , is
a k-contact manifold. Since the projected distribution V has rank nk, by Theorem 2.4, around
every point there exists a local chart (U;q",p/*,Z%) in M such that

S~ 0
n=dz*—-pfdq', V={(—).
——
With all this in mind, in U = p_l(ﬁ) C M, we can take coordinates (t®, 1, 2%) = (1%, ¢', p%, 2%),
with ¢' = q%op, p& = pf o p and 2® = Z% o p fulfilling the conditions of the theorem. U

Taking into account the previous theorem, we can consider the manifold introduced in Ex-
ample 3.6 as the canonical model for k-cocontact structures.

4 Hamiltonian formalism

This section introduces the notion of k-cocontact Hamiltonian system and its Hamilton—De
Donder—Weyl equations. The existence of solutions to these equations is proved. We provide
local expressions of the Hamilton—-De Donder—Weyl equations for maps and k-vector fields in
both adapted and Darboux coordinates.

Definition 4.1. A k-cocontact Hamiltonian system is a tuple (M, 7% n%, h), where (7%,n%) is
a k-cocontact structure on the manifold M and h: M — R is a Hamiltonian function. Given a
map ¢: D C RF — M, the k-cocontact Hamilton-De Donder-Weyl equations for the map 1) are

i(¥o)dn® = (dh — (Lry W) — (Lrz h)n™) o ¢,

()0 = ~hoy, (4)
i(e)7” =63
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Now we are going to look at the expression in coordinates of the Hamilton—De Donder—Weyl
equations (4).
Consider first the adapted coordinates (t%, z!, 2). In these coordinates,

0 0 1
R! = el T =dt*, R = 9.0 n® =dz* — fla(x‘])dxl, dn® = §w?del Adz? |
off  ofy
where wf; = an{] — % Consider a map : D C R¥ — M with local expression t(s) =

(t*(s), 2 (s), 2%(s)). Then,

otP ozl 928
I 48 T LB.
Vo <t o ’680‘785‘)"680‘) )

Then, the Hamilton—-De Donder—Weyl equations in adapted coordinates read

(007 o (Oh, Oh
ota Wir = 8561 + (%O‘fl 07/),
0s“ o Ol

o g =W

ot

958 ~ 0

On the other hand, if the local expression in Darboux coordinates of a map v: D C RF — M
is ¥(r) = (t(r),q'(r),p¢(r), 2%(r)), where r = (r',...,r*¥) € Rk, Then, the Hamilton-De
Donder—Weyl equations in Darboux coordinates read

4

otP

v _ B

67’0" Oac

ooy,

or®  op¢ 5)
(o, Loy

ore g’ pi 0z% ’

0z“ o Oh

e = (a7 1) o

Definition 4.2. Consider a k-cocontact Hamiltonian system (M, 7% n®, h). The k-cocontact
Hamilton-De Donder-Weyl equations for a k-vector field X = (X)) € X*(M) are

i(Xa)dn® = dh — (Lge h)T™ — (Lrz h)n®,
i(Xa)n™ = —=h, (6)
i(Xo)T? =085

A k-vector field solution to these equations is a k-cocontact Hamiltonian k-vector field. We will
denote this set of k-vector fields by Xf, (M).

Proposition 4.3. The k-cocontact Hamilton—-De Donder—Weyl equations (6) admit solutions.
They are not unique if k > 1.

Proof. Consider the bundle maps

p:TM - P"T*M, o:@'TM —T*M,
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given by
p(X) = (ixdnl, .. ,iank) , o(X1,...,Xk) =ix,dn”.

These morphisms can be extended to ¢*°(M)-modules. Notice that kerp = DR is the Reeb
distribution. Using the natural identification (E @ F)* = E* @ F*, the transposed morphism of
T is r = —p, taking into account that 'dn® = —dn®.

The first Hamilton—De Donder—Weyl equation for a k-vector field X can be written as
70X =dh — RZ(h)n® — RL(h)T™.

A sufficient condition for this linear equation to have solutions X is that the right-hand-side
must be in the image of 7, that is, anihilated by any section of D} = ker 7. But since

ig(dh — RZ(h)n® — R, (h)T®) =0, for every R € DY,

we can conclude that the first Hamilton-De Donder—Weyl has solutions. Notice that if X is a
solution to the first equation, X + R, where R is a k-vector field whose components are in DR,
is also a solution. On the other hand, the second and third equations have common solutions R
whose components belong to the Reeb distribution, for instance R = (—hR} + R!, RS, ..., R}).

The non-uniqueness for k£ > 1 is obvious. U

Consider a k-vector field X = (Xi,...,X3) € X¥(M) with local expression in adapted
coordinates 5 5 5
B~ I_= B_~_
agep T Paget T e

Thus, equations (6) in adapted coordinates read

Xqo=A

AP =58,
oh oh
J .« «
Bywyr = Ozl + 8Zafl )

DS~ 7Bl = ~h.

On the other hand, consider a k-vector field X = (X1,..., X3) € X¥(M) with local expression
in Darboux coordinates

0 .0 0 0
X, =A% __— 4+ B P 4+ pf .
g~ Vegg T Ceig s T Vg
Imposing equations (6), we get the conditions
AP =68
fo - @,
op§!
o — @ + 0‘@
ar oq’ Piga )
oh
DS =pt——h
« p’l 8])?

Proposition 4.4. Let X € X*(M) be an integrable k-vector field. Then X is a solution to (6)
if and only if every integral section of X satisfies the k-cocontact Hamilton—De Donder—Weyl
equations (4).
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Proof. Recall that since X is integrable, every point of M is in the image of an integral section
of X. The proposition is a direct consequence of this fact and of equations (4) and (6). O

It is worth noting that, as in the k-symplectic and k-contact cases, equations (4) and (6) are
not completely equivalent since a solution to (4) may not be an integral section of an integrable
k-vector field X solution to equations (6).

The following proposition provides an alternative way of writing the k-cocontact Hamilton—
De Donder—Weyl equations for k-vector fields.

Proposition 4.5. The k-cocontact Hamilton—-De Donder—Weyl equations (6) are equivalent to

Lxoan® = —(Lre W) = (Lrz h)n",
iW(Xa)n® =—h,
i(Xo)7T8 =68

5 Lagrangian formalism

In this section we devise the Lagrangian counterpart of the formulations introduced in the
previous section. We begin by introducing the geometric structures of the phase bundle and
defining the notion of second-order partial differential equation. In second place, we develop the
Lagrangian formalism and introduce the k-cocontact Euler—Lagrange equations as the Hamilton—
De Donder—Weyl of a k-cocontact Lagrangian system.

5.1 Geometry of the phase bundle

The phase space for the Lagrangian counterpart of the k-cocontact formalism will be the product
bundle M = RF x @k TQ x R* endowed with natural coordinates (¢, ¢%,v’,, 2%). We have the
natural projections

M — R, Tf‘(tl,...,tk,vql,...,vqk,zl,...,zk) =%,

Ty M—)@kTQ, Tz(tl,...,tk,?)ql,...,qu,zl,...,zk) = (Vgy»---1 V)

5 M — TQ , Tf‘(tl,...,tk,vql,...,vqk,zl,...,zk) = Vg, »

T @kTQ—W‘[‘Q, To‘(tl,...,tk,vql,...,vqk,zl,...,zk) = Vg, »

5 M — R, Tf‘(tl,...,tk,vql,...,vqk,zl,...,zk) =z%,

T0: M = RF x Q x RF | To(tl,...,tk,vql,...,’qu,Zl,...,Zk): (.. th g 2t 2R,

which can be summarized in the following diagram:

R+ RFx @FTQ xRV —2 5 R
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Since the bundle 75: R¥ x @k TQ x RF — @k T(Q is trivial, the canonical structures in
@k TQ, namely the canonical k-tangent structure (J¢) and the Liouville vector field A, can be
extended to RF x @k TQ x R* in a natural way. Their local expression remain the same:

a‘®dqi, A =1} 0

= o - .
ov, ovt,

JC\{

These canonical structures can be used to extend the notion of SOPDE (second-order partial
differential equation) to the bundle R* x @* TQ x RF:

Definition 5.1. A k-vector field T' = (I'y) € X*(R* x @" TQ x R*) is a second-order partial
differential equation or SOPDE if J*(I'y,) = A.

A straightforward computations shows that the local expression of a SOPDE reads

0 o, ;0 0
B2 i~ 4 Cl,— 4y D

T'a=A
*otP oq"

Definition 5.2. Consider a map 1: RF — R* x Q x RF with ¢ = (1, ¢, 2%), where ¢: RF — Q.
The first prolongation of ¥ to R* x @k TQ x R* is the map ¢': RF — RF x @k TQ x R* given
by ¢/ = (%, ¢/, 2), where ¢/ is the first prolongation of ¢ to @" TQ. The map ¢/ is said to be
holonomic.

Let 1: RF — RF x Q x R* be a map with local expression ¥(r) = (t*(r), ¢*(r), 2%(r)), where
r € R¥. Then, its first prolongation has local expression

#0) = (10 0, 550,200

Proposition 5.3. An integrable k-vector field T € X*(R¥ x @" TQ x R¥) is a SOPDE if and
only if its integral sections are holonomic.

It is important to point out that the product manifold R* x @k TQ x R* does not have a
canonical k-cocontact structure, in contrast to what happens to the manifold R¥ x @k T*Q x RF,
where we do have a natural k-cocontact structure as seen in Example 3.6. In what follows we
will show that, in favourable cases, given a Lagrangian function L defined on R¥ x @k TQ x RF
one can build up a k-cocontact structure.

Definition 5.4. A Lagrangian function on R x @k TQ xRF¥ is a function L: R¥ x @k TQxRF —
R.

The Lagrangian energy associated to the Lagrangian function L is the function Ej €

E(RF x @ TQ x R¥) given by E, = A(L) — L.

The Cartan forms associated to the Lagrangian L are
09 = 'J%0dL € Q' (RF x BF TQ x RF),  w§ = —dby € Q2(R* x P* TQ x R¥),

where *J* denotes the transpose of J<.

The contact forms associated to the Lagrangian L are
Ny = dz® — 09 € QYRF x BF TQ x R¥).

The couple (R* x @k TQ x R* L) is a k-cocontact Lagrangian system.
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It is clear that dnf = wf. The local expressions in natural coordinates (t%, qt, v, 2%) of the
objects introduced in the previous definition are

E =}, nga - L,
07, = gvlé dg’,
ng = dz® — ﬁdql}
dnt = 6?;8[;) v dg’ A dt? + 8228[;% dg' Ad¢? + 8122;1)3 dg’ A dvf; + &(fi;%dqi AdzP .

Before introducing the Legendre map associated to a Lagrangian function, let us recall the
notion of fibre derivative. Given two vector bundles F, F' over the same base manifold B and a
bundle map f: E — F, the fibre derivative of f is the map Ff: E — Hom(E,F) = F @ E*
obtained by restricting the map f to the fibers f,: Ep — Fp and computing the usual derivative:
Ff(ey) = Dfp(ep). If the second vector bundle is trivial and has rank 1, namely for a function
f: E— R, then Ff: E — E*. This fibre derivative has a fibre derivative F(Ff) = F2f: E —
E* @ E*, called the fibre Hessian of f. For every e, € By, C E, F?f(ep) is a symmetric bilinear
form on Ej. The fibre derivative Ff is a local diffeomorphism at a point e € F if and only if
the Hessian F2f(e) is non-degenerate (see [31] for more details).

Definition 5.5. Given a Lagrangian function L: R¥ x @k TQ x R* — R, the Legendre map of
L is its fibre derivative as a function on the vector bundle 7o: RF x @k TQ xRF — R¥ x Q x RF.
Namely, the Legendre map of a Lagrangian function L: R x @k TQ x R¥ — R is the map

FL:RF x @ TQ x R¥ — RF x @F T*Q x R*

given by
FL(t,vgs. -0y, 2) = (L, FL(t, -, 2)(Vgq, - -+, V), 2) 5

where FL(t,-,z) denotes the Lagrangian function with ¢ and z freezed.

In natural coordinates (t,q%,v?,, 2), the Legendre map has local expression

o 9L
]:L(taaqzav&aza) = <taaq2,%aza> .

Proposition 5.6. The Cartan forms satisfy
0F = (5 o FL)*0, wf = (r§ o FL)'w,

where 6 € QY(T*Q) and w = —df € Q%(T*Q) are the Liouville and symplectic canonical forms
of the cotangent bundle T*Q).

The regularity of the Legendre map characterizes the Lagrangian functions which yield k-
cocontact structures on the phase bundle R¥ x @k TQ x RF.

Proposition 5.7. Consider a Lagrangian function L: RF x @k TQ x RF = R. The following
are equivalent:

(1) The Legendre map FL is a local diffeomorphism.
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(2) The fibre Hessian of the Lagrangian L, namely the map
F2L:RF x @ TQ x RF — (RF x " T*Q x R¥) @ (RF x " T*Q x R¥),
is everywhere nondegenerate, where the tensor product is of vector bundles over R* x Q x R¥,
(3) The family (7% = dt®,n) is a k-cocontact structure on R x B TQ x R.

Proof. Taking natural coordinates (%, ¢, vt,, 2%), We have

o . 0’L
F2L(t%, ¢", v, 2%) = (to‘,ql,ﬂfgﬁ,za> , where Wgﬁ = — |-
dv, vy

The conditions in the proposition mean that the matrix W = (Wgﬁ ) is everywhere nonsingular.
O

Definition 5.8. A Lagrangian function L: R x @k TQ x RF — R is said to be regular if the
equivalent statements in Proposition 5.7 hold. Otherwise L is said to be singular. In addition,
if the Legendre map FL is a global diffeomorphism, L is a hyperregular Lagrangian.

Let (RF x @k TQ x R, L) be a regular k-cocontact Lagrangian system. By Theorem 3.4,
the Reeb vector fields (R )q, (R%)a € X(RF x @* TQ x RF) are uniquely given by the relations

i ((RtL)oz) d??f =0, i ((RtL)a) 775 =0, i ((RtL)oz) dt’ = 55 )
i(R)a)dny =0,  i((R)a)ny =062,  i((Ri)a)dt? =0.

The local expressions of the Reeb vector fields are

o . L 0
t _ _ J
(BL)e = g = V8 G 007,
0 L 0

0z% "8 Dz 0v, Ovgg ’

(Ri)a =

. 8%L
where W, is inverse of the Hessian matrix Wi‘;ﬁ = —— |, namely
O}, 0vy

i O°L
aB o ok
(%B(%V

5107
5.2 k-cocontact Euler—Lagrange equations

We have proved in the previous section that every regular k-cocontact Lagrangian system (RF x
@k TQ xRF, L) yields the k-cocontact Hamiltonian system (RF x @k TQxRF, 7% = dt*,n*, Er).
Taking this into account, we can define:

Definition 5.9. Let (R x @k TQxR*, L) be a k-cocontact Lagrangian system. The k-cocontact
Euler-Lagrange equations for a holonomic map 1: RF — RF x @k TQ x R* are
i(wh)dng = (AL — (L), Fr)dt* = (Las) BN ) o v,

i(Yo)ng = —Epov, (7)
i(¢)dt? =7 .
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The k-cocontact Lagrangian equations for a k-vector field X = (X,) € XF(R* x @* TQ x RF)
are

i(Xa)dng = dEL — (L g, EL)dt” — (Lr:) Lt ,
i(Xa)ng = —EL, (8)
i(Xo)dt? =5
A k-vector field X solution to equations (8) is said to be a k-contact Lagrangian vector field.
The next proposition states that, if the Lagrangian L is regular, the Lagrangian equations

(8) always have solutions, although they are not unique in general. It is a direct translation of
Proposition 2.7 to the Lagrangian language.

Proposition 5.10. Consider a reqular k-cocontact Lagrangian system (RF x @k TQ x R* L).
Then, the k-cocontact Lagrangian equations (8) admit solutions. They are not unique if k > 1.

Consider a map ¢: R¥ — RF x @k TQ x R* with local expression in natural coordinates
Y(r) = (t%(r), ¢ (r),v,(r), 2%(r)), where r = (r',...,7¥) € R¥. Then, equations (7) for the map
1) read

(OtP
2 _ 8
Oore Oa
0 (0L oL 0L OL
(2 _ (42 o8 O 9
ore (8% qu) <8q’ T (%}1) Y, ©)
0(z%)
— =191 .
\ Oro °Y
For a k-vector field X = (X,) € XF(R* x @"TQ x R¥), with local expression in natural
coordinates 9 5 9 9
Xo=A'— +B — +C ,— + D —
o« = Aagg t Bap +Caﬁa% tPagm0
equations (8) read
0= 42— 32, (10)
N
0= (Bl —ovl) ==, 11
( ) i (11)
: 9*L
0= (Bl —vl) 2= 12
( (0% Oé) avéﬁtﬁ ( )
2
: L
0= (Bl —v) 2L (13)
8@’581)&
0= (Bl — o)) 0L +6_L_ FL L
T \Ta e ogiovl,  Oq  OtOvi,  dgidvi,
L L 5 OL OL
- — - — 14
duion, " 0Pau, T 0z b (14)
oL 1 % «
0:L+8% (B, —v) — D5 (15)

If the Lagrangian function L is regular, equations (13) yield the conditions B!, = v?,, namely

the k-vector field X has to be a SOPDE. In this case, equations (11) and (12) hold identically
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and equations (10), (14) and (15) yield

OL  OL OL 9%L L . L . O%L

S R : Y : g4 DB 1

0q* * 0z% Ovl,  Ot*0v}, + 0qi OV, Va 31}%01}?1 ap T azﬁavé a (17)
Dg=L. (18)

If the soPDE X is integrable, equations (16), (17) and (18) are the Euler-Lagrange equations
(9) for its integral maps. Thus, we have proved the following:

Proposition 5.11. Let L: RF x @k TQ x R¥ — R be a reqular Lagrangian and consider a
Lagrangian k-vector field X, namely a solution to equations (8). Then X is a SOPDE and if, in
addition, X is integrable, its integral sections are solutions to the k-cocontact Euler—Lagrange
equations (7).

The sOPDE X is called an Euler-Lagrange k-vector field associated to the Lagrangian func-
tion L.

Remark 5.12. If the Lagrangian function L is regular or hyperregular, the Legendre map FL is
a (local) diffeomorphism between R¥ x @ TQ xR¥ and R* x @" T*Q xR such that FL*n® = ng.
In addition, there exists, at least locally, a function h € €°(RF x @k T*Q x R¥) such that
ho FL = Ey. Then, we have the k-cocontact Hamiltonian system (R x @ T*Q x R¥, n®, h),
for which FL.(R!), = R!, and FL.(R?), = R%Z. If T is an Euler-Lagrange k-vector field
associated to the Lagrangian function L in R* x @k TQ x R¥, we have that the k-vector field
X = FL,T is a k-cocontact Hamiltonian k-vector field associated to h in RF x @k TQ x RF,
and conversely.

Remark 5.13. In the case k = 1, we recover the cocontact Lagrangian formalism presented in
the recent paper [12] for time-dependent contact Lagrangian systems.

Remark 5.14. It is important to point out that the field equations obtained in this work from
both the Hamiltonian and Lagrangian formalism coincide with the ones obtained by means of
the so-called multicontact formalism introduced in [13] as a generalization of the multisymplectic
setting.

5.3 Lagrangian functions with holonomic damping term

In this section, a particular type of Lagrangian functions is studied in full detail: the so-called
Lagrangians with holonomic damping term [25]. This family of Lagrangians is particularly
interesting since it appears in many physical examples.

Definition 5.15. A Lagrangian function with holonomic damping term in R* x @k TQ x R*
is a function £ = L 4 ¢ € € (R x @k TQ x R¥), where L = 75 Lo, where 7o: R¥ x @k TQ x
RF — RF x @k TQ for some Lagrangian function L, € €°°(R¥ x @k TQ) and ¢ = 73 ¢,, for
P € T (RF x Q x RF).

Taking natural coordinates (%, ¢, v?,, z®) in RF x @k TQ x R*, a Lagrangian with holonomic

)
damping term has the expression
L(t%,q",vg, 2%) = L%, ¢',vg) + 6(t%, ¢", 2%) . (19)

It is clear that the momenta p* = 0L/ Ov!, defined by the Legendre map are independent of
2

the coordinates 2%, namely one has that = 0 for Lagrangian functions with holonomic

z& av%
damping term.
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Proposition 5.16. Consider the Lagrangian function with holonomic damping term L = L+ ¢.
Then, its Cartan forms, contact forms, Lagrangian energy and Reeb vector fields read

) L0
“ow =g

9%:9%’ n%:dza_ega Er=FEL -9, (Rtl:)a

where 6% are the Cartan one-forms of L considered (via pull-back) as one-forms on RF X@k TQ x
R%, and Ey, is the energy of L as a function on R* x @k TQ x R,

The Legendre map of L, namely FL: R* x @k TQ x RF — RF x @k T*Q x R, can be

expressed as FL = FL X Idﬁ, where FL is the Legendre map of L. The fibred Hessians are

related by ]:zﬁ(to‘,vqa, 2%) = ]:ZL(to‘,vqa). Moreover, L is regular if, and only if, L is regular.

The proof of this proposition is straightforward by taking local coordinates. It is also clear
that £ is hyperregular if and only if L is hyperregular. In this case, the Legendre map FL is
a diffeomorphism and one can state the canonical Hamiltonian formulation for the Lagrangian
with holonomic damping term £ = L + ¢ via the Legendre map.

Consider the k-cocontact Lagrangian system (R x @k TQ x R* L), where £L = L + ¢ is
a Lagrangian function with holonomic damping term as in (19). Recall that the dynamical
equations for k-vector fields of this system are

i(Xo)dng = dEr — (ZLpe, Er)dt® — (L pz) Bz
i(Xa)U% =—F¢,
i(X,)dt? =68 .

Take natural coordinates (%, ¢, v?, 2%) in R¥ x @k TQ x R* and consider a k-vector field X =
(Xa) € X*(RF x @ TQ x R¥) with local expression

5i+Bii+Ci

9 pp 0
o Tog T owy

Xa - A + DGW .
Then, the second and third Lagrangian equations for the k-vector field X read

I ) )
Al =68 0=c+ 2L (B

o o Z( o a)_ o
ovl,

and this is equation (15) for the Lagrangian function £ = L + ¢. The first Lagrangian equation
for k-vector fields yields

2
(B, —vl) aL, =0, (20)
szﬁ@vfx
PL_ PL \Np PL PL, PL o OL 08 99 0L
aqiovh,  D¢7OvL) T OOVl agiovh, © avlou of T 9qt gt 0z vl

which correspond to equation (14) for the Lagrangian £. Notice that equations (11) are identities
o’L
ko8
Finally, as in Proposition 5.11, if the Lagrangian function £ is regular, namely if L is regular,
equation (20) implies that Bj = v}. Thus, the k-vector field is a SOPDE and the dynamical

since
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equations become

ote
e _ sB
orp Oac
0z%
ore £,

PL ¢ PL 9f  PL 0L 9 (OL\ 9L 096 96 OL
3%3% oreor ~ 9giovi Ore  Otedvi  dqt  Ore \ O, dqt  dq' 0z Ovi

These are the expression in natural coordinates of the Euler-Lagrange equations (9) for the
Lagrangian with holonomic damping term £ = L + ¢.

6 k-contact systems versus autonomous k-cocontact systems

In this section we are going to compare the k-contact and k-cocontact formulations of field
theories. We will work with the canonical manifolds @F T*Q x R* and R* x @ T*Q x R*.
However, due to the Darboux theorems, the results can easily be extended to the case M and
RF x M being M a general k-contact manifold. These two canonical manifolds are related by
the canonical projection T: R¥ x @ T*Q x RF — @* T*Q x R*. We will denote by 7% and n®
the canonical contact one-forms of R* x @k T*Q x R* and @k T*Q x R respectively. They are
related by the relations 7 = 73n“ and have the same local expression n* = dz® — pf‘dqi. The
Reeb vector fields will be denoted by RZ and RZ and have local expression 9/92%.

Definition 6.1. A k-cocontact Hamiltonian system (R* x @k T*Q x RF,dt® n®, h) is said to
be autonomous if Rt (h) = Oh/0t™ = 0 for every a = 1,... k.

Notice that if a Hamiltonian function h does not depend on the variables ¢, there exists a
function he € €= (" T*Q x R¥) such that h = 75h..
For an autonomous k-cocontact Hamiltonian system, equations (6) read

i(Xo)dn® = dh — (ZLrz h)n™
i(Xa)n® = —h, (21)
i(Xo)m? =085

Proposition 6.2. Every autonomous k-cocontact Hamiltonian system (RF x @k T*Q x R* h)
defines a k-contact Hamiltonian system (@k T*Q x R¥, h,), where h = 75 H,, and conversely.

Theorem 6.3. Consider an autonomous k-cocontact Hamiltonian system (R x @ T*Q xRF, )
and let (@k T*Q x R¥, h) be its associated k-contact Hamiltonian system. Then, every section
¥ RF — RF x @k T*Q x RF solution to the Hamilton—De Donder-Weyl equations (5) for the
system (R¥ x @k T*Q x R* h) defines a map v: RF — @k T*Q x R* solution to the Hamilton—
De Donder—Weyl equation (2) for the k-contact Hamiltonian system (@k T*Q x R*, h,), and
conversely.

Proof. Since h = 5h,, one has

b Oh,  Oh Ok oh  oh, )
dgt  Oq’ ope  Opy’ 0z 9z

Let ¢: RF — RF x @k T Q x R* be a section of the projection 7: RF x @k T*Q x RF — R,
which in coordinates reads (t) = (t,9(t), & (t),¥*(t)) with t € R¥. We can construct the
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Y =T oz/; RF — @F T*Q x R¥, which in coordinates reads 1(t) = (¢ (£), Y2 (t), 1 (t)) =
{(t),¥2(t),%(t)). Then, if ¢ is a solution to the Hamilton-De Donder-Weyl equations (5),
22) one obtains that 1 is a solution to the k-contact Hamilton-De Donder—Weyl equations

Conversely, consider a map 1: R¥ — @ T*Q x R*. Define ¢ = (Idge,9): RF — RF x
D TQ x R I (1) = (' (1), (1), 7 (¢)), then (1) = (¢, 9" (£), ¢ (¢), (1)) with ¢'(¢) =
P (t), Y&(t) = ¥ (t) and Y(t) = ¥*(t). Note that Ime = graph. Thus, if ¢ is a solution
the k-contact Hamilton-De Donder-Weyl equations (2), we have that v is a solution to the
Hamilton-De Donder-Weyl equations (5). O

The following result relates the k-vector fields solution to equations (3) and (21). First, we
have to introduce the notion of suspension of a vector field (see [1, p.374] for the definition of
suspension in the context of mechanics).

Let X = (X1,..., X)) be a k-vector field on @k T*Q x R*. For every a = 1,...,k let X, €
X(RF x @k T*Q x R¥) be the suspension of the corresponding vector field X,, in @k T*Q x R¥
defined as follows: for every p € @k T*Q x RF, let Y R — @k T*Q x R* be the integral
curve of X, passmg through p. Then, if zg = (aco, .. ) € R*, we can construct the curve

¥ RF x @ T*Q x R* passing through the point p = (ﬂ:o, p) € R* x @ T*Q x R* given by
Fe(z) = (2§, ..., af + z,...,zk:q,(2)). Then, X € X(RF x D" T*Q x RF) is the vector field
tangent to 75 at (wo,p).

In natural coordinates, if X, has local expression

X, —Ali+B5 0 Lep 2

aa i a aa B’
one has that X, is locally given by
- 0 0 _3 0 ~3 O 0 .0 0 0
Xo=—-— + A B’ b= = 4 READ)— + 7%(BP)— + 75(CF)— .
ot + aa i + aplﬁ aazﬁ ot +7T2( a)aqz +7T2( az)aplﬁ +7T2( a)azﬁ

Theorem 6.4. Consider an autonomous k-cocontact Hamiltonian system (R x @* T*Q xRF, h)
and let (@k T*Q x R¥ h,) be its associated k-contact Hamiltonian system. Then, every k-vector
field X € XF(@F T*Q x R¥) solution to equations (3) defines a k-vector field X € X*(RF x
B* T*Q x R¥) solution to equations (21).

In addition, X is integrable if and only if its associated X is also integrable.

Proof. Let X = (X1,...,X}) € X*(@" T*Q x RF) be a solution to equations (3). Define X, €
X(RF x P T*Q x R¥) as the suspension of the corresponding vector field X, € X(@" T*Q x R¥).
Notice that the vector fields X, are mo-projectable, and (72)s X, = X,. Thus, we have
defined a k-vector field X in R* x @F T*Q x RF.
Therefore, we have

ix,dn® —dh — (Lp: h)n* = ix, d(73n") — d(T3ho) — (Lrzho) (7o)
o (i(@)* c.dn® — dho — (Zrs h)na>
7T; (ixadna — dho — (.,%Réh)na)

since X = (X,) satisfies equations (3). It is easy to check that the other equations also hold.
Therefore, X = (X,) satisfies equations (21).
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In addition, if ¢: R¥ — @k T*Q x R* is an integral section of X, one has that 1: R¥ —
RF x @F T*Q x R* such that ¢ = (Idgx,1) (see Theorem 6.3) is an integral section of X.

On the other hand, if v is an integral section of X, equations (21) hold for the map () =
(t, 8 (), V& (t), ¥ (¢)). Since Al = 75(AL), Bgi = W;(Bgz) and C = 7‘?5(05), this is equivalent
to say that equations (1) hold for the map ¥(t) = (¢*(t),%%(t),¢*(t)) or, equivalently, ¢ is an
integral section of X. O

Notice that the converse statement of the previous theorem is not true. Actually, the k-vector
fields that are solutions to the geometric field equations (21) are not completely determined, and
then there are k-vector fields in R¥ x @k T*Q xR* that are not Ty-projectable, for instance taking
their undetermined components to be not 7we-projectable. However, if we only consider those
solutions which are integral sections of k-vector fields solution to the geometric field equations,
one can prove that every integrable k-vector field X € XF(RF x @k T*Q x RF) solution to the
k-cocontact Hamilton—-De Donder—Weyl equations is associated with an integrable k-vector field
X € XF(@* T*Q x R¥) solution to the k-contact Hamilton-De Donder—Weyl equations.

The results presented in this section can be translated to the Lagrangian formalism when
considering regular autonomous Lagrangians (0L/0t* = 0, or equivalently, OE /0t* = 0).

7 An example: one-dimensional nonlinear wave equation with
damping

A one-dimensional nonlinear wave with an external time-depending forcing can be modeled by
the equation

d /0 0
Ut = @ (612 (ta ua&)) - 8_Z(t7 u) ) (23)

where u: U C R? — R and u(t,z), f(t,u,) and g(¢,u) are smooth functions. Notice that if
g(t,u) = 0 and f(t,u;) = cu2/2 with ¢ € R, we recover the usual wave equation uy = c?uz.
This equation can be obtained from the Lagrangian function L: R? x @2 TR — R [18] given by

1
L(t7x;u)utau1') — §ut2 - f(taul') - g(tau)a

2
where we will assume the regularity condition 92 # 0. We are going to modify this Lagrangian
ufl’

function in order to add a damping term proportional to u; to equation (23).

Lagrangian formalism

Consider the Lagrangian function with holonomic damping term £: R? x &?TR x R? given by
L(t, x5, up, ug; 24, 2%) = L(t, 25 u, ug, ug) + ¢, 2t), where ¢(x, 2t) = —y(x)z!. Then, we have

1
£(t,1’;u,’U,t,u$; Zt7 zl‘) - 5’&% - f(t7ul‘) - g(t7u) - f)/(x)zt . (24)
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For this Lagrangian, we have

dL = — <8f ag) dt — @ — @du + upduy of dug — 'y(x)dzt,

ot 0ot (9:6 ou " Ouy
Be = a2 — ua oL 4 f(tua) + gt u) + ()2
2t ouy ’ ’ ’
*f  of g vy dg o2 f
E, — _ Zrt ~J _ - J t
dE, < ux(?t@ux + = 5 8t> dt + o 2tdx + audu + ugduy uxau% duy + v(z)dz",
nk = dz' — updu, dnb = du A duy,
of 0% f 0% f
2 T 2 —
ny =dz¥ + D du, dny i, dt Adu + o0 dugz A du,
o [\t 82f o B 0
t _ 2 t — z — z —
(Feh =5 (mg) oou, duy” 2= gy Boh =g (Boe=55

Now, consider a 2-vector field X = (X1, X3) € X2(R? x @ TR x R?) with local expression

9 D D e
8ut

9 9 9
X,=A"' — + A* — 4+ B, )
+ + + Ca ou, " Pega T Pega

“ot “ox “Ou

For this 2-vector field, the third equation in (8) gives the conditions A} = 1, A = 0, A, =0
and A3 = 1. We have

0% f 0% f 0% f 0% f
i(X,)dn¢ = —B dt+ ( — Al e——5 | du + Bydu; — —% Bodu, ,
i(Xa)dnf = =Bags - +< R P W aug> ut Bidue = 5 5 Badu
and
a o ’f (99 0*f
dE, — (.iﬂ(Rtﬁ)aEg)dt — (,iﬂ(Rzﬁ)aEﬁ)nL = —u, B0 + <% + W(x)ut> du + wduy — uxa—ug%dum ,
and then the first equation in (8) gives the conditions
o0 f
*f 9g
p— —_— —_— = 2
Cut C2z8u% t 50 +y(x)ue =0, (26)
B1 = Ut , (27)

Finally, the second equation in (8) yields D! + D% = L.

Notice that conditions (27) and (28) are the holonomy conditions, while (25) holds identically.
Consider now an integral section v (r) = (¢(r), x(r); u(r), us (r), u.(r); 2*(r), 2%(r)) of the 2-vector
field X. Then, combining equations (27) and (28) into (26), we obtain the damped nonlinear
wave equation:

32u 8f Bg Bu

In the particular case f(t,u,) = 02ux/2, we get

gg(t u) +y(z)uy = 0.

2
Ut — C Ugy +
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Hamiltonian formalism

In order to give a Hamiltonian description of the system introduced above, let us consider
the Legendre map associated to the Lagrangian function £ given in (24). The Legendre map
associated to £ is the map FL: R? x @2 TR x R? — R? x @2 T*R x R? given by

0
FL(t, x5 u,ug, ug; 2, 2%) = <t,x;u,pt =y, pt = —a—f;zt,z:”) )

2
Notice that the regularity condition 92 assumed implies that the Legendre map is a local
u{L’
diffeomorphism and thus the Lagrangian £ is regular. In order to simplify the computations,
from now on we will consider the particular case f(t,u;) = u2 /2.
Consider then the product manifold R? x @2 T*R x R? equipped with local coordinates

(t,;u, pt, p%; 2, 2%). This manifold has a canonical 2-cocontact structure given by
T =dt, 2 =dx, nt =dz! — pldu, n? = dz* — ptdu

It is clear that dn! = du A dp' and dn? = du A dp®. In this case, the Reeb vector fields are

0 0 0 0
R = — R, = — R = — R; = .
Y7ot 27 o’ L7 9zt 27 Qe
The Hamiltonian function A such that FL*h = E is
1 1
h(t, z;u,p,p%; 2t 2%) = 5(19t)2 - 5(19"”)2 +g(t,u) +~(x)2

Consider a 2-vector field Y = (Y1, Ys) € X2(R? x @? T*R x R?) with local expression

0 0 0 0 0 0 0
}/ 4t 41‘ B t T
O‘Bt+ *Ox “ou +Ca8t+co‘3$ a8t+ 0‘31'

The Hamilton—De Donder—Weyl equations (6) for the 2-vector field Y yield the conditions

(A7 =1, A7 =0, Ay =0, A3 =1,
Blzpt7 BQZ_pxa
dg
Ct CJ::___ t
11+ 03 o v(z)p",
1 1
(Dl + D5 = 5(0") = 500" = g(t,u) = v(w)2".

Consider now an integral section 1 (r) = (t(r), z(r); u(r), p(r), p*(r); 2 (r), 2% (r)) of the 2-vector
field Y. As in the Lagrangian case, it is clear that 1 satisfies the equation

0%u  0*u  Og ou

o2 " oa2 o TG =0

which corresponds to the equation of a damped vibrating string with external forcing.

8 Conclusions and further research

In this paper we have introduced a new geometric framework to describe non-autonomous non-
conservative field theories: k-cocontact structures. This geometric structure combines the no-
tions of k-contact and k-cosymplectic manifolds and permits to develop Hamiltonian and La-
grangian formulations of non-autonomous non-conservative field theories.
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In more detail, in Definition 3.1 we have introduced the notion of k-cocontact structure as a
couple of families of k differential one-forms satisfying certain properties. We have studied the
geometry of these manifolds and, in particular, we have proved the existence of Darboux-type
coordinates.

Using this geometric framework, the notion of k-cocontact Hamiltonian system is presented,
along with its corresponding field equations, generalizing the Hamilton-De Donder—Weyl equa-
tions of Hamiltonian field theory. We have also compared this formulation with the k-contact
formalism introduced in [24] and shown that they are partially equivalent for autonomous field
theories.

Moreover, we have developed a Lagrangian formulation for non-autonomous non-conservative
field theories. In particular, we have given the conditions determining if a Lagrangian function
yields a k-cocontact structure and we have introduced the corresponding field equations gener-
alizing the well-known Euler-Lagrange equations.

In order to illustrate the formalisms introduced in this paper, we have studied with full detail
the example of a nonlinear damped wave equation with an external time-dependent forcing, both
in the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian formulations.

The formalisms introduced in this work open some lines of future research. The first would
be to compare the k-cocontact formulation introduced in this paper and the k-contact formalism
[24, 26] with the so-called multicontact formalism [13] recently introduced. In this work we have
only considered regular Lagrangian functions. The singular case would require the weakening
of the notion of k-cocontact structure, defining the notion of k-precocontact structure. Another
very interesting line of research would be to study the symmetries of k-cocontact systems,
obtaining conservation and dissipation laws.
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