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Abstract

In this paper we show how almost cosymplectic structures are a natural frame-
work to study thermodynamical systems. Indeed, we are able to obtain the same
evolution equations obtained previously by Gay-Balmaz and Yoshimura [8] using
variational arguments. The proposed geometric description allows us to apply geo-
metrical tools to discuss reduction by symmetries, the Hamilton-Jacobi equation or
discretization of these systems.
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1 Introduction

Just as symplectic geometry is the natural setting for developing time-independent me-
chanics, so is cosymplectic geometry in the case of time dependence [2, 5, 7, 15]. On the
other hand, contact geometry is the arena for studying systems with dissipation (in more
precise terms, those whose Lagrangian depends on the action itself) [6].

Traditionally, the geometry of equilibrium thermodynamics has been mainly studied via
contact geometry in terms of contact manifolds [3, 21, 19] (see also [17, 18, 12, 13]); in
this geometric setting, thermodynamic properties are encoded by Legendre submanifolds
of the thermodynamic phase space. However, in this paper we will take a different view,
and see how different thermodynamic systems can be described by (almost) cosymplectic
structures, that, in some sense, could be considered as natural extensions of contact ge-
ometry, even if they exhibit very different features. In this way, we reobtain the evolution
equations obtained in a recent survey by Gay-Balmaz and Yoshimura [8]. In that survey,
the authors have obtained these equations using a variational approach of nonequilibrium
thermodynamics for the finite-dimensional case of discrete systems, as well as for the
infinite-dimensional case of continuum systems.

Our plan is to follow the same scheme that in [8]. So, we first consider adiabatically closed
simple systems; then, we consider adiabatically closed non-simple systems; and, further,
we consider the geometric formulation for open systems. In this approach, we gradually
increase the level of complexity. Indeed, we start by studying an adiabatically closed
system that has only one entropy variable or, equivalently, one temperature. Such systems,
called simple systems, may involve the irreversible processes of mechanical friction and
internal matter transfer. A more general class are adiabatically closed thermodynamic
systems with several entropy variables, which may also involve the irreversible process of
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heat conduction. Another further step is to consider open thermodynamic systems, which
can exchange heat and matter with the exterior.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we recall the main notions and results
concerning the coysmplectic formulation of time-dependent mechanics, in the Lagrangian
and the Hamiltonian descriptions, both related by the Legendre transformation. We also
include the notion of semibasic form, which is the geometric notion corresponding to ex-
ternal forces acting on the system. Section 3 is devoted to introduce some extensions and
generalizations of almost cosymplectic structures which will be used in the rest of the pa-
per. So, in Section 4 we apply the previous definitions to several cases of thermodynamical
systems, providing a geometric setting for Adiabatically Closed Simple Thermodynamic
Systems, Systems with Internal Mass Transfer, Adiabatically Closed Non-Simple Ther-
modynamic Systems and Open Simple Thermodynamic Systems. Finally, in Section 5 we
present some conclusions as well as some future lines of research.

2 Dynamics on cosymplectic geometry

2.1 Cosymplectic Hamiltonian formalism

A cosymplectic structure on an odd-dimensional manifold M is a pair (Ω, η) where Ω is
a closed 2-form, η is a closed 1-form, and Ωn ∧ η 6= 0, where M has dimension 2n + 1.
(M,Ω, η) will be called a cosymplectic manifold.

There is a Darboux theorem for a cosymplectic manifold, that is, there are local coordi-
nates (called Darboux coordinates) (qi, pi, z) around each point of M such that

Ω = dqi ∧ dpi , η = dz

There exists a unique vector field (called Reeb vector field) R such that

iR Ω = 0 , iR η = 1

In Darboux coordinates we have

R =
∂

∂z

Let H : M −→ R be a Hamiltonian function, say H = H(qi, pi, z).

Consider the vector bundle isomorphism

♭ : TM −→ T ∗M , ♭(v) = iv Ω + η(v) η

and define the gradient of H by

♭(grad H) = dH

Then

grad H =
∂H

∂pi

∂

∂qi
−

∂H

∂qi
∂

∂pi
+

∂H

∂z

∂

∂z
(1)

Next we can define two more vector fields:
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• The Hamiltonian vector field

XH = grad H − R(H)R

• and the evolution vector field
EH = XH + R

From (1) we obtain the local expression

EH =
∂H

∂pi

∂

∂qi
−

∂H

∂qi
∂

∂pi
+

∂

∂z
(2)

Therefore, an integral curve (qi(t), pi(t), z(t)) of EH satisfies the time-dependent Hamilton
equations

dqi

dt
=

∂H

∂pi
(3)

dpi

dt
= −

∂H

∂qi
(4)

dz

dt
= 1 (5)

and then z = t+ const so that both coordinates can be identified.

2.1.1 Cosymplectic Hamiltonian formalism on extended cotangent bundles

Now, we consider a time-dependent Hamiltonian function H = H(qi, pi, t), that is, H is
a function defined on the so-called extended cotangent bundle T ∗Q × R, where Q is the
configuration manifold.

On T ∗Q there exists a canonical 1-form θQ (the so-called Liouville form) given by

θαq
(X) = 〈αq, TπQ(X)〉,

where αq ∈ T ∗

q Q, X ∈ Tαq
(T ∗Q), and πQ : T ∗Q −→ Q is the canonical projection.

In bundle coordinates (qi, pi) on T ∗Q, we have

θQ = pidq
i

So, ωQ = −dθQ is a symplectic form with local expression

ωQ = dqi ∧ dpi

Remark 2.1. The form ωQ is called the canonical symplectic form on T ∗Q. Indeed,
Darboux theorem states that any symplectic form is locally equivalent to a canonical
symplectic form.
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Then, we can consider the extended cotangent bundle T ∗Q × R, equipped with the 2-
form ωQ (that is, the pull-back via the canonical projection π : T ∗Q × R −→ T ∗Q) and
the 1-form dz, where z is the canonical coordinate in R. Then, the pair (ωQ, dz) is a
cosymplectic structure on T ∗Q× R.

Now, given a Hamiltonian function H : T ∗Q×R −→ R, we can develop the Hamiltonian
formalism just repeating the notions of the previous section.

2.2 Cosymplectic Lagrangian formalism

We will recall here the geometric formalism for time-dependent Lagrangian systems. In
this case, we also have a Lagrangian L : TQ × R −→ R, and we will consider the
cosymplectic structure given by the pair (ΩL, dz), z being a global coordinate in R, and
where:

ΩL = −dλL

λL being the 1-form on TQ× R defined by

λL = S∗(dL)

Here, S is the canonical vertical endomorphism (or almost tangent structure) defined on
TQ but considered now acting on TQ × R in the obvious way. Recall that in bundle
coordinates (qi, q̇i) on TQ we have

S =
∂

∂q̇i
⊗ dqi

Therefore, we obtain

λL =
∂L

∂q̇i
dqi

A Lagrangian L is said to be regular if and only if the matrix

(
∂2L

∂q̇i∂q̇j
)

is non-singular.

The Lagrangian energy EL is defined as

EL = ∆(L)− L,

where ∆ = q̇i
∂

∂q̇i
is the Liouville vector field on TQ (here, considered on TQ× R in the

obvious manner).

It is easy to check that, indeed, if L is regular then

Ωn
L ∧ dz 6= 0,
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and, conversely. Again, we have a Reeb vector field

RL =
∂

∂z
−W ij ∂2L

∂q̇j∂z

∂

∂q̇i

Consider now the following vector fields determined by means of the vector bundle iso-
morphism

♭L : T (TQ× R) −→ T ∗(TQ× R)

♭L(v) = iv ΩL + dz(v) dz

say,

1. the gradient vector field
grad (EL) = ♯L(dEL)

2. the Hamiltonian vector field

XEL
= grad EL − RL(EL)RL

3. and the evolution vector field

EL = XEL
+ RL

where ♯L = (♭L)
−1 is the inverse of ♭L. (For the sake of simplicity, here and in the following,

we denote EL instead of EEL
).

The evolution vector field EL is locally given by

EL = q̇i
∂

∂qi
+Bi ∂

∂q̇i
+

∂

∂z
(6)

where

Bi ∂

∂q̇i
(
∂L

∂q̇j
) + q̇i

∂

∂qi
(
∂L

∂q̇j
)−

∂L

∂qj
= 0 (7)

Now, if (qi(t), q̇i(t), z(t)) is an integral curve of EL then it satisfies the usual Euler-Lagrange
equations

d

dt
(
∂L

∂q̇i
)−

∂L

∂qi
= 0 (8)

since z = t+ constant.
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2.3 The Legendre transformation

Assume that L : TQ × R is a time-dependent Lagrangian. Then, one can define the
Legendre transformation

Leg : TQ× R −→ T ∗Q× R

as the mapping given in local coordinates by

Leg(qi, q̇i, z) = (qi, pi, z)

where pi =
∂L

∂q̇i
. Of course, one can give a global definition, independent of the chosen

local coordinates (see [7]).

One can easily prove that Leg is a local diffeomorphism if and only if the Lagrangian L

is regular. In addition, L is said to be hyperregular if Leg is a global diffeomorphism.

In that case, if EL is the Lagrangian energy, one can define a Hamiltonian energy H on
T ∗Q× R by

H = EL ◦ Leg−1

A simple computation shows that

Leg∗θQ = λL

so that the Legendre transformation preserves the cosymplectic structures (ΩL, dz) and
(ΩQ, dz); in other words, it is a cosymplectomorphism.

Therefore, due to the above relations between the energies, one can deduce that the gradi-
ent, Hamiltonian and evolution vector fields are related by the Legendre transformation.

2.4 Forces and semibasic forms

A force on a mechanical system with configuration manifoldQ is interpreted as a semibasic
1-form on the tangent bundle TQ, or, alternatively, on the cotangent bundle T ∗Q. Let us
recall that a semibasic form on TQ (resp., on T ∗Q) is a 1-form α̃ (resp. α) on TQ (resp.,
on T ∗Q) such that it vanishes acting on vertical vectors. So, the local representations are

α̃ = α̃i(q, q̇)dq
i

(resp. α = αi(q, p)dq
i)

Similar notions can be considered for time-dependent Lagrangian and Hamiltonian sys-
tems. In this case, we consider semibasic forms dependent on time, that is, 1-forms on
TQ× R (resp. on T ∗Q× R) such that it vanishes acting on vertical vectors with respect
to the fibration TQ× R −→ Q× R (resp., T ∗Q× R −→ Q× R).

This means that the local expressions are

α̃ = α̃i(q, q̇, z)dq
i

(resp. α = αi(q, p, z)dq
i)
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The way to include external forces in the cosymplectic formulation of mechanics is just
as follows:

For Lagrangian mechanics, we consider the equation

♭L(X) = iXΩL + dz(X)dz = α̃

or, for Hamiltonian mechanics

♭(X) = iXωQ + dz(X)dz = α

Since the Legendre transformation preserves the fibers, one deduces that

Leg∗α = α̃

3 Almost cosymplectic structures

3.1 Partially cosymplectic structures

Definition 3.1. An almost cosymplectic structure on a manifold M is a pair (ω, η), where
ω is a 2-form and η a 1-form such that

ωn ∧ η 6= 0.

(Here, 2n + 1 is the dimension of M). When ω and η are both closed, the structure is
called cosymplectic.

Along this paper, we will consider a particular kind of almost cosymplectic structures
(ω, η), those whose 2-form ω is closed but whose 1-form η is not. We call these structures
as partially cosymplectic.

Example 3.1. Notice that if (M, η) is a contact manifold [6] of dimension 2n + 1, in
particular, (dη, η) define a partially cosymplectic structure on M .

Assume that (ω, η) is a partially cosymplectic manifold. We denote by

K = ker η

Then, K is a vector subbundle of the tangent bundle TM , even a symplectic vector sub-
bundle when we consider the restriction of the 2-form ω to its fibers. However, considered
as a distribution on M , it is not involutive. Indeed, if X and Y are vector fields in K (we
are assuming some abuse of language), we have

dη(X, Y ) = X(η(Y ))− Y (η(X))− η([X, Y ]) = −η([X, Y ]).

We also have in this context the notion of Reeb vector field.
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Proposition 3.1. Given a partially cosymplectic structure (ω, η) on M , there exists a
unique vector field R such that

iR ω = 0 , iR η = 1.

R will be called the Reeb vector field.

Proof. As (M,ω) is a pre-symplectic manifold of corank 1, according to the generalized
Darboux Theorem [7] (see also [9]) for each x ∈ M there exists a coordinate neighborhood
Ux with local coordinates (q1, · · · , qr, p1, · · · , pr, s) such that:

ω = dqi ∧ dpi

In particular, i ∂
∂s
ω = 0. Thus, it must be η

(

∂
∂s

)

6= 0 for each point of Ux, since ω
n∧η 6= 0.

Setting Rx = 1

η( ∂
∂s)

∂
∂s
, then Rx is a local Reeb vector field.

Consider a partition of unity on M subordinate to the atlas {Ux}, {(Ui, fi)}. For each i
there exists xi such that Ui ⊆ Ux. Let R =

∑

i fiRxi
. Then iRω = 0 and iRη = 1.

Let R1, R2 be two Reeb vector fields. Consider X = R1−R2. If for some x ∈ M , X(x) 6= 0
then we can extend the tangent vector into a basis of TxM , {X(x), e1, · · · , e2n}. Then we
would have that (ωn ∧ η)(X(x), e1, · · · , e2n) = 0. Thus, it must be X = 0 and the Reeb
vector must be unique.

Corollary 3.1. Let (ω, η) be a partially cosymplectic structure over M . Consider γ :
TM −→ T ∗M the morphism defined by γ(X) = iXω and let H = Im(γ). Then we can
express the cotangent bundle as the following Whitney sum:

T ∗M = H ⊕ 〈η〉

Given a partially cosymplectic structure (ω, η) on M , we can introduce the notion of
evolution vector field for any function f defined on M ; indeed, given a function f ∈
C∞(M), there is a unique vector field Ef , which will be called evolution vector field, such
that

♭(Ef ) = df + η,

where ♭ : TM −→ T ∗M is the isomorphism defined by

♭(X) = iX ω + η(X)η

Remark 3.1. Our structure does not coincide with the one previously defined by Acakpo
[1], called stable Hamiltonian structure. Indeed, a stable Hamiltonian structure (SHS)
is a triple (M,ω, λ) where M is a 2n+ 1 dimensional manifold, ω is a closed 2-form and
λ is a 1-form such that

λ ∧ ωn 6= 0, kerω ⊆ ker dλ.

There are also some relations with the mechanical presymplectic structures defined in
[10].
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3.2 Partially cosymplectic structures of higher order

In order to obtain an appropriate framework for more complex thermodynamical systems,
we introduce a generalization of the above geometric structures.

Definition 3.2. An almost cosymplectic structure of order p on a manifold M is a (p+1)-
tuple (ω, η1, · · · , ηp), where ω is a 2-form and η1, · · · , ηp are 1-forms such that

ωn ∧ η1 ∧ · · · ∧ ηp 6= 0.

(Here, 2n + p is the dimension of M). When ω and η are both closed, the structure is
called cosymplectic of order p. If only ω is closed, then (ω, η1, · · · , ηp) is called partially
cosymplectic of order p.

Proposition 3.2. Given an almost cosymplectic structure of order p (ω, η1, · · · , ηp) on
M , the C∞(M)-morphism given by:

♭ :TM −→ T ∗M

X 7−→ iXω +
∑

k

ηk(X)ηk

is an isomorphism of C∞(M) modules.

Proof. It is enough to prove that ♭x : TxM −→ T ∗

xM is an isomorphism and so we can
argue locally.

Since both T ∗

xM and TxM have equal dimensions, it suffices to show that ♭ is one to one.
Suppose there is a non zero tangent vector X ∈ TxM such that ♭(X) = 0.

Then ♭(X)(X) =
∑

k (ηk(X))2 = 0, so we can conclude that ηk(X) = 0 ∀ k. Then
iXω = 0 and thus, if we consider a basis of TxM , {X,X2, . . . , X2n+p}, we would have that
ωn ∧ η1 ∧ · · · ∧ ηp(X,X2, . . . , X2n+p) = 0, which cannot be.

Corollary 3.2. Given an almost cosymplectic structure of order p (ω, η1, · · · , ηp) on M ,
there exist unique vector fields Rk, k = 1, . . . , p such that:

iRk
ω = 0 iRk

ηj = δkj

The family {Rk, k = 1, . . . , p} will be called the family of Reeb vector field of the structure.

Proof. It suffices to take ♭−1(Rk) = ηk.

Definition 3.3. Given (ω, η1, . . . , ηp) a partially cosymplectic structure of order p over
M , F a 1-form on M and f a function over M , we define the evolution vector field of f
subject to the forces F as the unique vector field over M satisfying:

♭(Ef) = df + η − F

10



Definition 3.4. Let (ω, η1, . . . , ηp) and (Ω, γ1, . . . , γp) be partially cosymplectic structures
of order p over M and N , respectively. A diffeomorphism S : N −→ M is a cosymplec-
tomorphism of order p if:

S∗ω = Ω S∗ηi = γi i = 1, . . . , p

Proposition 3.3. Let (ω, η1, . . . , ηp) and (Ω, γ1, . . . , γp) be partially cosymplectic struc-
tures of order p over M and N and S : N −→ M a cosymplectomorphism of order p. Let
F be a 1-form on M and F̃ = S∗F and let f be a function on M , f̃ = f ◦ S. Let E and
ξ be the evolution vector fields of f subject to the forces F and f̃ subject to the forces F̃

on M and N , respectively. Then:

E = TS ◦ ξ ◦ S−1

Proof. Let X = TS ◦ ξ ◦ S−1

♭(X) = iXω +
∑

i

ηi(X)ηi = iX((S
−1)∗Ω) +

∑

i

(

(S−1)∗γi
)

(X)(S−1)∗γi =

= (S−1)∗iξ◦S−1Ω+
∑

i

γi(ξ ◦ S
−1)(S−1)∗γi = (S−1)∗

(

iξ◦S−1Ω +
∑

i

γi(ξ ◦ S
−1)γi

)

(and using the definition of ξ)

= (S−1)∗

(

df̃ −
∑

i

γi − F̃

)

= df −
∑

i

ηi − F = ♭(E)

As ♭ is an isomorphism, we conclude that both vector fields are equal.

4 A geometric description of thermodynamical sys-

tems

4.1 Adiabatically Closed Simple Thermodynamic Systems

Let Q be the configuration manifold that describes the mechanical variables of the system,
and let T ∗Q be its cotangent bundle. Let the entropy of the system be described by a
variable S ∈ R. Let M = T ∗Q× R.

Consider a Hamiltonian function:

H : M −→ R

Let F ext, F fr : M −→ T ∗Q be fiber-preserving functions which represent the external
force and the friction force applied to the system. In local coordinates of T ∗Q, (qi, pi):

F ext = F ext
i (q, p, S)dqi, F fr = F fr

i (q, p, S)dqi

11



This is, F ext, F fr are semibasic forms. We define the 1-form over M :

η = −
∂H

∂S
dS − F fr

and the 2-form over M:
ω = π∗

QωQ,

where πQ : M −→ T ∗Q is the canonical projection and ωQ is the canonical symplectic
form defined over T ∗Q. In local coordinates (qi, pi, S):

ω = dqi ∧ dpi

Notice that the pair (ω, η) defines a partially cosymplectic structure on M, regardless of
what expression F fr takes.

Consider the isomorphism ♭ : TM −→ T ∗M defined in Section 2.1.

Remark 4.1. It is worth mentioning that although the isomorphism ♭ leads to the sum of
two magnitudes with different dimensions, since ω has dimensions of action whereas η⊗η

has dimensions of energy square, the corollary 3.1 allows us to consider the decomposition
T ∗M = H ⊕〈η〉 of the cotangent bundle. Thus, each of the terms of the sum that defines
♭ lies on a different vector bundle and there is no physical incompatibility in the sum.

Considering local coordinates we have that:

♭(
∂

∂qi
) = dpi − F fr

i η

♭(
∂

∂pi
) = −dqi

♭(
∂

∂S
) = −

∂H

∂S
η

Let EH be the evolution vector field of H subject to external forces, defined by the relation:

♭(EH) = dH + η − F ext (9)

Let EH be locally given by:

EH = Ai ∂

∂qi
+Bi

∂

∂pi
+ C

∂

∂S

The right-hand side of (9) is locally given by:

dH + η − F ext =

(

∂H

∂qi
− F fr

i − F ext
i

)

dqi +
∂H

∂pi
dpi (10)

Using the linearity of ♭, we conclude that, locally:

♭(EH) = −Bidq
i + Aidpi −

(

AiF fr
i + C

∂H

∂S

)

η (11)
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Taking into account that the 1-forms {dqi, dpi, η} form a base of the cotangent space at
the points of an open subset of M , we conclude that:

Ai =
∂H

∂pi

Bi = −
∂H

∂qi
+ F fr

i + F ext
i

AiF fr
i + C

∂H

∂S
= 0

Thus, we have proved the following result:

Proposition 4.1. Every integral curve of the evolution vector field EH ofH, (q(t), p(t), S(t)),
is a solution of the equations:

dqi

dt
=

∂H

∂pi
(12)

dpi

dt
= −

∂H

∂qi
+ F fr

i + F ext
i (13)

dS

dt
= −

1
∂H
∂S

∂H

∂pj
F fr
j (14)

In particular, we have the following equality

−
∂H

∂S

dS

dt
=

dqj

dt
F fr
j (15)

If we start by considering a regular Lagrangian function L : TQ × R −→ R, then,
as the Legendre transformation is a local diffeomorphism from the tangent bundle into
the cotangent bundle, due to the properties of the product manifolds, it will be a local
diffeomorphism when extended to an application from TQ× R to M .

If we define the energy of the Lagrangian as:

EL = ∆(L)− L,

where ∆ is the Liouville vector field, we can define the Hamiltonian function locally as
H = EL ◦ Leg−1. In local coordinates:

H(q, p, S) = piq̇
i(q, p, S)− L(q, q̇(q, p, S), S)

Direct computation in local coordinates shows that:

∂H

∂S
= −

∂L

∂S

We define the 1-forms over TQ × R given by F̃ ext = Leg∗F ext and F̃ fr = Leg∗F fr. and
the 1-form:

ηL =
∂L

∂S
dS − F̃ fr

13



We denote by
ΩL = −dλL

where λL = S∗(dL) considered now as a 1-form on TQ× R. Then we have Leg∗ω = ΩL

and Leg∗η = ηL. Thus, it is straightforward that (ΩL, ηL) is a partially cosymplectic
structure over TM ×R. Let ξL be the evolution vector field of EL subject to the external
forces F̃ ext, defined by the relation:

♭(EL) = dEL + ηL − F̃ ext

Proposition 4.2. If L is hyperregular, that is, if the Legendre transformation Leg is a
global diffeomorphism, we can globally define H on M and:

EH = TLeg ◦ EL ◦ Leg−1

Proof. It suffices to note that under these hypotheses, Leg is a cosymplectomorphism of
order 1 and use the results of Section 3.2.

Corollary 4.1. Suppose L is hyperregular. Then if γ is an integral curve of EL, σ =
Leg−1 ◦ γ is an integral curve of EH .

Corollary 4.2. If L is a hyperregular Lagrangian and γ is an integral curve of EL, it
holds that:

d

dt

(

∂L

∂q̇i

)

−
∂L

∂qi
= F̃ fr

i + F̃ ext
i (16)

∂L

∂S

dS

dt
=

dqi

dt
F̃ fr
i (17)

where F̃ fr
i = F fr

i ◦ Leg and F̃ ext
i = F ext

i ◦ Leg.

So we can conclude that equations (16) are equivalent to those obtained by Gay-Balmaz
and Yoshimura [8].

Remark 4.2. If L is not hyperregular it suffices to work in an open subset of TQ × R

such that the restriction of Leg to that subset is a diffeomorphism.

Example 4.1. Previous studies of thermodynamics have been carried out using contact
geometry. In [21] an evolution field EH is defined as:

♭(EH) = dH − R(H)η,

where R(H) = ∂H
∂S

and using local coordinates, η = dS − pidq
i. Thus, considering a

friction force locally given by F fr
i = −R(H)pi then the evolution vector defined in [21] is

an example of the one defined in this paper.
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4.2 Systems with Internal Mass Transfer

Let Q be the configuration manifold that describes the mechanical part of the thermo-
dynamic system and let T ∗Q be its cotangent bundle. We will consider a system with
K internal compartments, each of them with Nk particles. We will denote P2 = R

K

the manifold that represents the number of particles in each compartment. We will also
consider in each compartment the thermodynamic displacement associated with the ex-
change of matter, W k (whose derivative over the trajectory will be the temperature). Let
P1 = R

K be the manifold that represents these thermodynamic displacements. Finally,
we will consider the entropy of the system described by a real variable, S ∈ R.

Let N = T ∗Q×P2×R and M = T ∗Q×P1×P2×R, and let π : M −→ N be the canonical
projection. We will consider a Hamiltonian function independent of the thermodynamic
displacement, that is, a function H̃ : N −→ R and its pullback by π, H = π∗H̃.

We will also consider the 1-forms F̂ fr, F̂ ext : N −→ T ∗Q and their pullbacks by π, F fr,
F ext, which represent the friction and the external forces acting on the system. If we
choose local adapted coordinates (qi, pi) in T ∗Q:

F fr = F fr
i dqi F ext = F ext

i dqi

We consider functions Jl,k : N −→ R such that Jl,k = −Jk,l, which we will identify with
their pullbacks by π. Let:

J =
∑

l

Jl,kdW
k := JkdW

k

Consider in M the 1-form given by:

η = −
∂H

∂S
dS − F fr − J

and the 2-form:
ω = dqi ∧ dpi + dW k ∧ dNk

Then (ω, η) is a partially cosymplectic structure over M . Considering local coordinates
(qi, pi) in T ∗Q, the isomorphism ♭ satisfies:

♭

(

∂

∂qi

)

= dpi − F fr
i η ♭

(

∂

∂W k

)

= dNk − Jkη

♭

(

∂

∂pi

)

= −dpi ♭

(

∂

∂Nk

)

= −dW k

♭

(

∂

∂S

)

= −
∂H

∂S
η

Let EH be the evolution vector field ofH subject to external forces, defined by the relation:

♭(EH) = dH + η − F ext (18)

Using local coordinates, the expression of the right-hand side of (18) is:

dH + η − F ext =

(

∂H

∂qi
− F fr

i − F ext
i

)

dqi +
∂H

∂pi
dpi +

∂H

∂Nk

dNk − JkdW
k (19)
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Setting EH = Ai ∂
∂qi

+ Bi
∂
∂pi

+ Ck ∂
∂W k + Dk

∂
∂Nk

+ E ∂
∂S

and using the linearity of ♭, we
conclude that, locally:

♭(EH) = −Bidq
i + Aidpi −DkdW

k + CkdNk −

(

AiF fr
i + CkJk + E

∂H

∂S

)

η (20)

Taking into account that the 1-forms {dqi, dpi, dW
k, dNk, η} form a basis of T ∗M at the

points of an open subset of M , we can equal the coefficients of these 1-forms at both sides
of equation (18). This proves the following result:

Proposition 4.3. Every integral curve of the evolution vector field EH of H, σ(t), is a
solution of the equations:

dqi

dt
=

∂H

∂pi
(21)

dpi

dt
= −

∂H

∂qi
+ F fr

i + F ext
i (22)

dW k

dt
=

∂H

∂Nk

(23)

dNk

dt
= Jk (24)

dS

dt
= −

1
∂H
∂S

(

∂H

∂pj
F fr
j + Jk

∂H

∂Nk

)

(25)

In particular, we have the following.

−
∂H

∂S

dS

dt
=

dqj

dt
F fr
j + Jk

∂H

∂Nk

(26)

As in the previous section, if we consider a regular Lagrangian function:

L : TQ× P2 × R −→ R

or more precisely, its pullback to D = TQ×P1 ×P2×R then, as the Legendre transform
is a local diffeomorphism from the tangent bundle into the cotangent bundle, due to the
properties of the product manifolds, it will be a local diffeomorphism when extended to
an application from D to M .

If we define the energy of the Lagrangian as:

EL = ∆(L)− L

where ∆ is the Liouville vector field, then we can define the Hamiltonian function locally
as H = EL ◦ Leg−1. Direct computation in local coordinates again shows that:

∂H

∂S
= −

∂L

∂S

16



We define the 1-forms over D given by F̃ ext = Leg∗F ext, F̃ fr = Leg∗F fr and J̃ = Leg∗J.
and the 1-form:

ηL =
∂L

∂S
dS − F̃ fr − J̃

We denote by
ΩL = −dλL + dW k ∧ dNk

where λL = S∗(dL) considered now as a 1-form on D. Then we have Leg∗ω = ΩL and
Leg∗η = ηL. Thus, it is straightforward that (ΩL, ηL) is a partially cosymplectic structure
over D. Let ξL be the evolution vector field of EL subject to the external forces F̃ ext,
defined by the relation:

♭(EL) = dEL + ηL − F̃ ext

Proposition 4.4. If L is hyperregular, that is, if the Legendre transformation Leg is a
global diffeomorphism, we can globally define H on M and:

EH = TLeg ◦ E ◦ Leg−1

Proof. It follows from the same reasoning as Proposition 4.2.

Corollary 4.3. Suppose L is hyperregular. Then if γ is an integral curve of EL, σ =
Leg−1 ◦ γ is an integral curve of EH .

Corollary 4.4. If L is a hyperregular Lagrangian and γ is an integral curve of EL, it
holds that:

d

dt

(

∂L

∂q̇i

)

−
∂L

∂qi
= F̃ fr

i + F̃ ext
i (27)

dW k

dt
= −

∂L

∂Nk

(28)

dNk

dt
= J̃k (29)

∂L

∂S

dS

dt
=

dqi

dt
F fr
j − J̃k

∂L

∂Nk

(30)

where F̃ fr
i = F fr

i ◦ Leg, F̃ ext
i = F ext

i ◦ Leg and J̃k = Jk ◦ Leg.

So we can conclude that equations (27) are equivalent to those obtained by Gay-Balmaz
and Yoshimura [8].

4.3 Adiabatically Closed Non-Simple Thermodynamic Systems

Consider a thermodynamical system composed of P simple subsystems, each of them
characterized by their entropy SA. Consider that heat conduction, friction, and internal
mass transfer occur. We will restrict our study to the case in which each subsystem has
only one compartment.
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Consider that the mechanical variables that describe the entire system lie in a manifold Q.
Let T ∗Q be its cotangent bundle. Let the thermodynamical displacements associated with
mass transfer be described by P1 = R

P and the number of particles in each subsystem by
P2 = R

P .

Similarly, let P3 = R
P describe thermic displacements (whose time derivative over the tra-

jectory will be the temperature), ΓA, and let P 4 describe the entropies of the subsystems,
SA. We will need to consider an auxiliary variable ΣA for each subsystem, which will
equal the entropy of the subsystem on the trajectory of the system. Let these variables
be in P5 = R

P .

Let N = T ∗Q × P2 × P4 and M = T ∗Q × P1 × P2 × P3 × P4 × P5 and the canonical
projection π : M −→ N .

We consider 1-forms F fr
A , F ext

A : N −→ T ∗Q, which we identify with their pullbacks by π.
If we choose local adapted coordinates (qi, pi) in T ∗Q:

F fr
A = F fr

A,idq
i F ext

A = F ext
A,i dq

i

Let F fr =
∑

A F fr
A and F ext =

∑

A F ext
A .

We also consider a Hamiltonian function H : N −→ R that we identify with its pullback
by π. Similarly, we consider functions Jl,k : N −→ R such that Jl,k = −Jk,l and again
identify them with their pullbakcs to M . Let Jk =

∑

l Jl,k. Finally, we consider functions
JAB : N −→ R such that

∑

A JAB = 0 and identify them with their pullback to M.

We define P 1-forms ηA ;A = 1, . . . , P and the 2-form ω as follows:

ηA = −
∂H

∂SA

dΣA − F fr
A − JAdW

A − JABdΓ
B

ω = dqi ∧ dpi + dW k ∧ dNk + dΓA ∧ d(SA − ΣA)

Notice that, in the definition of ηA we do not sum over A in the first and third terms.

Then (ω, η1, · · · , ηP ) is a partially cosymplectic structure of order P over M . Consider
the isomorphism ♭ defined over this structure and the evolution vector field with external
forces defined by the relation:

♭(EH) = dH +
∑

A

ηA − F ext (31)

Considering local coordinates of T ∗Q, (qi, pi), we may express the right-hand side of the
previous equation locally as:

dH+
∑

A

ηA−F ext =

(

∂H

∂qi
− F fr

i − F ext
i

)

dqi+
∂H

∂pi
dpi−JkdW

k+
∂H

∂Nk

dNk+
∂H

∂SA

d(SA−ΣA)

(32)
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In these local coordinates the isomorphism ♭ satisfies:

♭

(

∂

∂qi

)

= dpi −
∑

k

F fr
k,iηk ♭

(

∂

∂pi

)

= −dpi

♭

(

∂

∂W k

)

= dNk − Jkηk ♭

(

∂

∂Nk

)

= −dW k

♭

(

∂

∂ΓA

)

= d(SA − ΣA)−
∑

k

JkAηk ♭

(

∂

∂SA

)

= −dΓA

♭

(

∂

∂ΣA

)

= dΓA −
∂H

∂SA

ηA

Setting:

EH = Ai ∂

∂qi
+Bi

∂

∂pi
+ Ck ∂

∂W k
+Dk

∂

∂Nk

+ EA ∂

∂ΓA
+ FA

∂

∂SA

+GA

∂

∂ΣA

and using the linearity of ♭, we have that:

♭(EH) = Aidpi − Bidq
i + CkdNk −DkdW

k + EAd(SA − ΣA)+

+ (GA − FA)dΓ
A −

∑

k

(

AiF fr
k,i + Ck

Jk + EAJkA +Gk

∂H

∂Sk

)

ηk (33)

Since {dqi, dpi, dW
k, dNk, dΓ

A, d(SA − ΣA), ηA} form a basis of T ∗M at each point of an
open subset of M we can equal the coefficients of these 1-forms at both sides of equation
(31) and conclude the following result:

Proposition 4.5. Every integral curve of EH, σ(t) = (q(t), p(t),W (t), N(t),Γ(t), S(t),Σ(t)),
is a solution of the equations:

dqi

dt
=

∂H

∂pi
(34)

dpi
dt

= −
∂H

∂qi
+
∑

k

F fr
k,i +

∑

k

F ext
k,i (35)

dW k

dt
=

∂H

∂Nk

(36)

dNk

dt
= Jk (37)

dΓA

dt
=

∂H

∂SA

(38)

dSA

dt
=

dΣA

dt
(39)

dSk

dt
= −

1
∂H
∂S

(

∂H

∂pj
F fr
k,j + Jk

∂H

∂Nk

+
∂H

∂SA

JkA

)

(40)
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In particular, denoting TA =
∂H

∂SA

and µk =
∂H

∂Nk

and taking into account that
∑

A JkAT
k =

0, we have the following:

−T k dSk

dt
=

dqj

dt
F fr
k,j +

∑

A

JkA(T
A − T k) + Jkµ

k (41)

As in previous sections, if we consider a regular Lagrangian function:

L : TQ× P2 × P4 −→ R

or more precisely, its pullback to D = TQ×P1×P2 ×P3×P4 ×P5 then, as the Legendre
transformation is a local diffeomorphism, due to the properties of the product manifolds,
it will be a local diffeomorphism when extended it to an application from D to M .

We define the energy of the Lagrangian as:

EL = ∆(L)− L

where ∆ is the Liouville vector field, we can define the Hamiltonian function locally as
H = EL ◦ Leg−1. Direct computation in local coordinates again shows that:

∂H

∂SA

= −
∂L

∂SA

A = 1, . . . , P

We define the 1-forms over D given by F̃ ext
A = Leg∗F ext

A and F̃ fr
A = Leg∗F fr

A as well as
the functions in D given by J̃AB = JAB ◦Leg and J̃k = Jk ◦Leg. Let the 1-forms ηA,L be:

ηA,L =
∂L

∂SA

dΣA − F̃ fr
A − J̃AdW

A − J̃ABdΓ
B

Note that, as in the definition of ηA, we do not sum over A in the first and third term of
the right-hand side. We denote by

ΩL = −dλL + dW k ∧ dNk + dΓA ∧ d(SA − ΣA)

where λL = S∗(dL) is considered now as a 1-form on D. Then we have Leg∗ω = ΩL

and Leg∗ηA = ηA,L. Thus, it is straightforward that (ΩL, η1,L, · · · , ηP,L) is a partially
cosymplectic structure of order P over D. Let EL be the evolution vector field of EL

subject to the external forces F̃ ext, defined by the relation:

♭(EL) = dEL +
∑

A

ηA,L − F̃ ext

where F̃ ext =
∑

A F̃ ext
A .

Proposition 4.6. If L is hyperregular, that is, if the Legendre transformation Leg is a
global diffeomorphism, we can globally define H on M and:

EH = TLeg ◦ EL ◦ Leg−1
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Proof. Notice that under these hypotheses, Leg is a cosymplectomorphism of order P .

Corollary 4.5. Suppose L is hyperregular. Then if γ is an integral curve of ξL, σ =
Leg−1 ◦ γ is an integral curve of EH .

Corollary 4.6. L is a hyperregular Lagrangian and γ is an integral curve of EL, it holds
that:

d

dt

(

∂L

∂q̇i

)

−
∂L

∂qi
=
∑

k

F̃ fr
k,i +

∑

k

F̃ ext
k,i (42)

dW k

dt
= −

∂L

∂Nk

(43)

dNk

dt
= J̃k (44)

dΓA

dt
= −

∂L

∂SA

(45)

dSA

dt
=

dΣA

dt
(46)

∂L

∂S

dSk

dt
=

dqj

dt
F̃ fr
k,j − J̃k

∂L

∂Nk

−
∂L

∂SA

JkA (47)

where F̃ fr
k,i = F fr

k,i ◦ Leg and F̃ ext
k,i = F ext

k,i ◦ Leg.

So we can conclude that equations (42) are equivalent to those obtained by Gay-Balmaz
and Yoshimura [8] for closed non-simple thermodynamical systems.

4.4 Open Simple Thermodynamic System

Let us consider, as in [8], an open simple thermodynamic system with only one chemical
species and one compartment. We denote by N the number of moles of this species.
Consider that this system is in contact with the exterior at several ports, a = 1, . . . , A,
which allow the flow of matter, and with several heat sources b = 1, . . . , B.

Let Q be the manifold describing the mechanical part of our system and T ∗Q its cotangent
bundle. Let P1, P2, P3, P4, P5 be defined as in the previous section, taking P = 1 since
we are dealing with a simple system. Let N , M be defined as in the previous section as
well as the 1-forms F fr, F ext which account for the external force and the dissipative force
acting on the system.

We also define the functions Ja : N −→ R and identify them with their pullbacks to
M . These will be the molar flow rate into the system through the a-th port. Similarly,
we define µa, T a, T b, J b

S, S
a : N −→ R and identify them with their pullbacks. They will

respectively represent the chemical potential at the a-th port, the temperature at the a-th
port, the temperature of the b-th heat source, the entropy flow rate into the system from
the b-th heat source and the molar entropy at the a-th port. We finally define JaS = JaSa

as the entropy flow rate into the system at the a-th port.
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We define the 1-form η and the 2-form ω as follows:

η = −
∂H

∂S
dΣ− F fr −

A
∑

a=1

(JadW + J
a
SdΓ)−

B
∑

b=1

J b
SdΓ

ω = dqi ∧ dpi + dW ∧ dN + dΓ ∧ d(S − Σ)

Then we have that (ω, η) is a partially cosymplectic structure on M . Consider ♭ : TM −→
T ∗M the canonical isomorphism corresponding to this structure. We define the evolution
vector field with external forces as the vector field EH satisfying:

♭(EH) = dH + η − F ext −

(

A
∑

a=1

(Jaµa + JaST
a) +

B
∑

b=1

J b
ST

b

)

η (48)

Let (qi, pi) be adapted coordinates in T ∗Q and consider the local coordinates (qi, pi,W,N,Γ, S,Σ).
Then the right-hand side of (48) may be expressed in local coordinates as:

(

∂H

∂qi
− F fr

i − F ext
i

)

dqi +
∂H

∂pi
dpi −

A
∑

a=1

JadW +
∂H

∂N
dN−

−

(

A
∑

a=1

JaS +

B
∑

b=1

J b
S

)

dΓ +
∂H

∂S
d(S − Σ)−

(

A
∑

a=1

(Jaµa + JaST
a) +

B
∑

b=1

J b
ST

b

)

η (49)

In these local coordinates, the isomorphism ♭ satisfies:

♭

(

∂

∂qi

)

= dpi − F fr
i η ♭

(

∂

∂pi

)

= −dpi

♭

(

∂

∂W

)

= dN −
A
∑

a=1

Jaη ♭

(

∂

∂N

)

= −dW

♭

(

∂

∂Γ

)

= d(S − Σ)−

(

A
∑

a=1

JaS +

B
∑

b=1

J b
S

)

η ♭

(

∂

∂S

)

= −dΓ

♭

(

∂

∂Σ

)

= dΓ−
∂H

∂S
η

Setting:

EH = Ai ∂

∂qi
+Bi

∂

∂pi
+ C

∂

∂W
+D

∂

∂N
+ E

∂

∂Γ
+ F

∂

∂S
+G

∂

∂Σ

And using the linearity of ♭, we have that:

♭(EH) = Aidpi − Bidq
i + CdN −DdW + Ed(S − Σ)+

+ (G− F )dΓ−

(

AiF fr
i +

A
∑

a=1

CJa +

(

A
∑

a=1

JaS +
B
∑

b=1

J b
S

)

E +G
∂H

∂S

)

η (50)

Using that {dqi, dpi, dN, dW, d(S−Σ), dΓ, η} span a basis at each point of an open subset
of M of T ∗

xM , we can conclude the following result.
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Proposition 4.7. Every integral curve of EH, σ(t) = (q(t), p(t),W (t), N(t),Γ(t), S(t),Σ(t)),
is a solution of the equations:

dqi

dt
=

∂H

∂pi
(51)

dpi

dt
= −

∂H

∂qi
+ F fr

i + F ext
i (52)

dW

dt
=

∂H

∂N
(53)

dN

dt
=

A
∑

a=1

Ja (54)

dΓ

dt
=

∂H

∂S
(55)

dS

dt
=

dΣ

dt
+

(

A
∑

a=1

JaS +

B
∑

b=1

J b
S

)

(56)

−
∂H

∂S

dΣ

dt
=

dqi

dt
F fr
i +

A
∑

a=1

J
adW

dt
+

(

A
∑

a=1

J
a
S +

B
∑

b=1

J b
S

)

dΓ

dt
− (57)

−

(

A
∑

a=1

(Jaµa + JaST
a) +

B
∑

b=1

J b
ST

b

)

As in previous sections, if we consider a regular Lagrangian function:

L : TQ× P2 × P4 −→ R

or, more precisely, its pullback to D = TQ×P1×P2×P3×P4×P5, then, as the Legendre
transformation is a local diffeomorphism, due to the properties of the product manifolds
it will be a local diffeomorphism when extended to an application from D to M .

If we define the energy of the Lagrangian as:

EL = ∆(L)− L

where ∆ is the Liouville vector field, then we can define the Hamiltonian function locally
as H = EL ◦ Leg−1. Direct computation in local coordinates again shows that:

∂H

∂S
= −

∂L

∂S

We define the 1-forms over D given by F̃ ext = Leg∗F ext and F̃ fr = Leg∗F fr as well as
the functions in D J̃ b

S, J̃
a, J̃aS, µ̃

a, T̃ a and T̃ b defined as the composition of the respective
functions defined on M without a tilde composed with Leg. Let the 1-form ηL be:

ηL =
∂L

∂S
dΣ− F̃ fr −

A
∑

a=1

(J̃adW + J̃aSdΓ)−
B
∑

b=1

J̃ b
SdΓ
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We denote by
ΩL = −dλL + dW ∧ dN + dΓ ∧ d(S − Σ)

where λL = S∗(dL) considered now as a 1-form on D. Then we have Leg∗ω = ΩL

and Leg∗η = ηL. Thus, it is straightforward that (ΩL, ηL) is a partially cosymplectic
structure over D. Let EL be the evolution vector field of EL subject to the external forces

F̃ ext +
(

∑A

a=1
(J̃aµa + J̃aST̃

a) +
∑B

b=1
J̃ b
ST̃

b
)

ηL, defined by the relation:

♭(EL) = dEL + ηL − F̃ ext −

(

A
∑

a=1

(J̃aµa + J̃aS T̃
a) +

B
∑

b=1

J̃ b
ST̃

b

)

ηL

Proposition 4.8. If L is hyperregular, that is, if the Legendre transformation Leg is a
global diffeomorphism, we can globally define H on M and:

EH = TLeg ◦ EL ◦ Leg−1

Proof. Notice that in this situation, Leg is a cosymplectomorphism subject to external
forces.

Corollary 4.7. Suppose L is hyperregular. Then if γ is an integral curve of EL, σ =
Leg−1 ◦ γ is an integral curve of EH .

Corollary 4.8. L is a hyperregular Lagrangian and γ is an integral curve of EL, it holds
that:

d

dt

(

∂L

∂q̇i

)

−
∂L

∂qi
= F̃ fr

i + F̃ ext
i (58)

dW

dt
= −

∂L

∂N
(59)

dN

dt
=

A
∑

a=1

J̃a (60)

dΓ

dt
= −

∂L

∂S
(61)

dS

dt
=

dΣ

dt
+

(

A
∑

a=1

J̃aS +

B
∑

b=1

J̃ b
S

)

(62)

∂L

∂S

dΣ

dt
=

dqi

dt
F̃ fr
i +

A
∑

a=1

J̃a
dW

dt
+

(

A
∑

a=1

J̃aS +
B
∑

b=1

J̃ b
S

)

dΓ

dt
− (63)

−

(

A
∑

a=1

(J̃aµa + J̃aST̃
a) +

B
∑

b=1

J̃ b
ST̃

b

)

(64)

where F̃ fr
i = F fr

i ◦ Leg and F̃ ext
i = F ext

i ◦ Leg.

So we can conclude that equations (58) are equivalent to those obtained by Gay-Balmaz
and Yoshimura [8] for open thermodynamical systems.
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5 Conclusions and further work

In this paper we have introduced several new geometric structures which are a natural set-
ting to describe a wide variety of thermodynamical systems. Indeed, we are able to obtain
the same evolution equations obtained previously by Gay-Balmaz and Yoshimura [8] using
variational arguments. This new mathematical description will be used in forthcoming
research to discuss several items.

• Develop a deeper study on these geometries identifying them as G-structures.

• Study their submanifolds trying to obtain notions equivalent to the usual Lagrangian,
cosisotropic or isotropic submanifolds in the symplectic and cosymplectic setting.

• Identify the corresponding almost Poisson brackets associated to these geometric
structures, and use them to describe the dynamics. Typically, in the previous liter-
ature, one of the most successful methods are based on the introduction of metriplec-
tic structures, coupling a Poisson and a gradient structure, where the entropy S is
now constructed from a Casimir function of the Poisson structure [14, 16]. We want
to go into the relations with our approach.

• Study the reduction procedure under the existence of a Lie group of symmetries.

• Obtain a convenient Hamilton-Jacobi theory in these new settings.

• Develop discretization processes as in the case of symplectic and contact systems
[11, 20, 4].
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Paris, 1969.

[10] I. Gutierrez-Sagredo, D Iglesias Ponte, JC Marrero, and E Padrón. Mechanical
presymplectic structures and marsden-weinstein reduction of time-dependent hamil-
tonian systems. arXiv preprint arXiv:2411.11997, 2024.

[11] E. Hairer, C. Lubich, and G. Wanner. Geometric numerical integration, volume 31
of Springer Series in Computational Mathematics. Springer, Heidelberg, Reprint of
the second (2006) edition (2010).

[12] G. Hernández and E.A. Lacomba. Contact riemannian geometry and thermodynam-
ics. Differential Geom. Appl., 8(3):205–216, 1998.

[13] G. Hernández and E.A. Lacomba. Are the geometries of the first and second laws of
thermodynamics compatible? Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 33(3):1113–1116, 2013.

[14] A. N. Kaufman. Dissipative hamiltonian systems: a unifying principle. Phys. Lett.
A, 100(8):419–422, 1984.

[15] P. Libermann and C.M. Marle. Symplectic Geometry and Analytical Mechanics,
volume 35. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.

[16] Ph. J. Morrison. A paradigm for joined hamiltonian and dissipative systems. Phys.
D, 18(1-3):410–419, 198.

[17] R. Mrugala. Geometrical formulation of equilibrium phenomenological thermody-
namics. Reports on Mathematical Physics, 14(3):419–427, 1978.

[18] R. Mrugala. Submanifolds in the thermodynamic phase space. Reports on Mathe-
matical Physics, 21(2):197–203, 1985.

[19] A.A. Simoes, D. Mart́ın de Diego, M. Lainz, and M. de León. The geometry of some
thermodynamic systems. Springer Proc. Math. Stat., 361:247–275, 2021.



[20] A.A. Simoes, D. Mart́ın de Diego, M. Lainz, and M. de León. On the geometry of
discrete contact mechanics. J. Nonlinear Sci., 31(3):Paper No. 53, 30 pp., 2021.

[21] A.A. Simoes, M. de León, M. Lainz Valcázar, and D. Mart́ın de Diego. Contact
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