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Abstract

In this paper, we prove that the trajectories of unreduced φ-simple
Chaplygin kinetic systems are reparametrizations of horizontal geodesics
with respect to a modified Riemannian metric. Furthermore, our proof
is constructive and these Riemannian metrics, which are not unique,
are obtained explicitly in interesting examples. We also extend these
results to φ-simple Chaplygin mechanical systems (not necessarily ki-
netic).
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1 Introduction

1.1 Hamiltonization of reduced φ-simple Chaplygin systems

and our problem

A classical theory in nonholonomic mechanics is the so-called Hamiltoniza-
tion problem. This problem, which has received a lot of attention in recent
years (see [BY20] and the references therein; see also [GNM20]), consists
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in arguing when a symmetric nonholonomic mechanical system admits a
Hamiltonian formulation, up to reparametrization, after reduction by sym-
metries.

φ-simple Chaplygin systems are Hamiltonizable in the previous sense.
We recall that a Chaplygin system is a nonholonomic mechanical system
whose constraint distribution is the horizontal subbundle associated with a
principal connection in a principal G-bundle and, in addition, the Lie group
G is a symmetry for the system (see [Blo15; Cor02]). A tensor field T of
type (1, 2) on the base space Q̄ = Q/G of the principal bundle, called the
gyroscopic tensor, plays an important role in the description of the geom-
etry of the reduced nonholonomic system measuring the interplay between
the kinetic Riemannian metric and the non-integrability of the constraint
distribution. If the gyroscopic tensor T satisfies

T = Id⊗ dφ− dφ⊗ Id (1)

with φ ∈ C∞(Q̄), the Chaplygin system is φ-simple. In [GNM20], it was
proved that the reduced dynamics of a φ-simple Chaplygin system is Hamil-
tonian with respect to a globally conformal symplectic structure.

Now, suppose that a nonholonomic mechanical system with symmetry
is Hamiltonizable. Then, a natural question arises: does the unreduced sys-
tem also admit a Hamiltonian formulation? Since we deal exclusively with
nonholonomic mechanical systems, the previous question may be even more
specialized: are there a (modified) Riemannian metric and a (modified) po-
tential energy such that the trajectories of the new unconstrained mechanical
system, with initial velocity in the constraint distribution, are reparametriza-
tions of the nonholonomic trajectories of the unreduced nonholonomic me-
chanical system?

This question is a particular case of a more general problem, which was
posed in [ASMD21]: the kinetic Lagrangianization of kinetic nonholonomic
systems or, more generally, the formulation of a nonholonomic mechanical
system as an unconstrained Lagrangian mechanical system (see items 3 and
7 of Section 6 in [ASMD21]).

1.2 Aim of the paper, related previous contributions and our

strategy

The aim of our paper is to give a positive answer to the questions in the
previous section for φ-simple Chaplygin systems.

We remark that, comparatively speaking, the Hamiltonization of unre-
duced nonholonomic mechanical systems has received much less attention
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than the Hamiltonization problem for the reduction of symmetric nonholo-
nomic mechanical systems. In fact, to our knowledge, only a few papers (see
[BFM09; BM24] and also [BLnFPD15]) have discussed this problem.

In these papers, and particularly in [BM24], the idea is to use the inverse
problem of variational calculus to provide a set of conditions for the existence
of a Riemannian metric, the geodesic extension in the terminology of [BM24],
whose geodesics with initial velocity in the constraint distribution are the
trajectories of the kinetic nonholonomic system.

Our approach to the problem is different. In fact, we will use the sym-
metries of the φ-simple Chaplygin kinetic system and the Riemannian sub-
mersion theory ([O’N66; O’N67; O’N83]) to obtain a modified Riemannian
metric such that the nonholonomic trajectories are reparametrizations of
geodesics of the new metric. Our method is constructive and we can give
an explicit expression of the new metric. Moreover, using the previous con-
struction for φ-simple Chaplygin kinetic systems, we obtain the correspond-
ing results for the more general case of a φ-simple Chaplygin mechanical
system (adding a potential function).

In the particular case of a φ-simple Chaplygin kinetic system, the Rie-
mannian submersion theory is used as follows. For a Riemannian submer-
sion, the horizontal distribution Hor in the total space is just the orthogonal
subbundle of the vertical subbundle. Hor is, in general, non-integrable and
moreover, the restriction of the geodesic flow to Hor is tangent. This means
that if the initial velocity of a geodesic is horizontal then its velocity curve
will be entirely contained in Hor. In addition, the projection of a horizontal
geodesic is a geodesic in the base space for the reduced metric and the hori-
zontal lift of a geodesic in the base space is a geodesic in the total space (for
more details, see [O’N66; O’N67; O’N83]). Based on this fact, and for a φ-
simple Chaplygin kinetic system, our goal in the paper will be to reproduce
this picture by constructing a new metric with respect to which the verti-
cal space is orthogonal to the constraint distribution. In this scenario, the
horizontal geodesics would also be nonholonomic trajectories. The relevant
mechanism is the existence of a projection mapping nonholonomic trajecto-
ries to geodesics or, at least, onto reparametrizations of geodesics. In this
case, we are able to tweak the original metric in order to make the horizon-
tal space orthogonal to the vertical space and still preserve the Riemannian
submersion structure.
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1.3 Results of the paper

For a Chaplygin mechanical system, we will use the following notation

(Q, g, V,G,D),

where Q is the configuration space, g is a G-invariant Riemannian metric
on Q, V : Q → R ∈ C∞(Q) is the G-invariant potential energy, G is the
symmetry Lie group and D ⊆ TQ is the constraint distribution. When
V = 0, the system is kinetic. The base space of the principal G-bundle
is Q̄ = Q/G and the Riemannian metric ḡ on Q̄ is characterized by the
condition

ḡ(Tπ(X), Tπ(Y )) = g(X,Y ), for X,Y ∈ D,

with π : Q→ Q̄ the principal bundle projection.
Then, the main result of the paper is the characterization of trajectories

of φ-simple kinetic Chaplygin systems as reparametrizations of geodesics
with respect to a modified metric (Theorem 3.4).

Theorem 3.4. Let (Q, g,G,D) be a kinetic Chaplygin system and π : Q→
Q̄ the projection onto the quotient space. If the system is φ-simple, there
exists a Riemannian metric h on Q such that all its geodesics starting in
D are reparametrizations of the nonholonomic trajectories associated with
the Chaplygin system. In fact, if V π = ker Tπ and gcan is the Riemannian
metric on Q̄ defined by gcan = e2φḡ then h may be chosen as follows

1. h(X̄h, Ȳ h) = gcan(X̄, Ȳ ),∀X̄, Ȳ ∈ X(Q̄);

2. h(Z,W ) = g(Z,W ),∀Z,W ∈ Γ(V π);

3. h(X̄h, Z) = 0,∀X̄ ∈ X(Q̄), Z ∈ Γ(V π).

Here , X̄h, Ȳ h are the horizontal lifts of X̄, Ȳ , respectively, by the principal
connection associated with the Chaplygin system.

Note that our result is constructive since it provides an explicit construc-
tion of one of these metrics, which we will call the principal Riemannian
metric.

An immediate consequence of our main theorem is an interesting result.
Namely, the nonholonomic trajectories become locally minimizing curves
with respect to the new metric, as the following corollary states.

Corollary 3.7. Let (Q, g,G,D) be a kinetic Chaplygin system. Suppose
that the system is φ-simple and h is the principal Riemannian metric. If
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c : [0, T ] → Q is a nonholonomic trajectory there exists 0 < t0 < T such that
for all t < t0 the length of the curve c : [0, t] → Q is just the Riemannian
distance associated with h between c(0) and c(t).

As a demonstration of the applicability in practical examples, we have
constructed explicit examples of Riemannian metrics whose geodesics with
initial velocity satisfying the nonholonomic constraints coincide up to re-
parametrization with the trajectories of the initial nonholonomic system.

For instance, in the classical example of the vertical rolling disk, the
principal Riemannian metric is:

h = mdx2+mdy2+(I+2mR2)dθ2+Jdϕ2−mR cosϕ dxdθ−mR sinϕ dydθ.

Here, (x, y, θ, ϕ) are standard coordinates in the configuration space Q =
R
2 × S

1 × S
1, m and R are the mass and radius of the disk and I, J are the

inertia.
In fact, in Example 1, we compute the geodesic equations for h and

deduce that the geodesics with initial velocity in the constraint distribu-
tion coincide with the nonholonomic trajectories, without the need of a
reparametrization.

In the nonholonomic particle (see Example 2), the configuration space is
R
3, (x, y, z) are the standard coordinates on R

3 and our method allows us
to construct the principal Riemannian metric

h = (1 + y2)dx2 +
dy2

1 + y2
+ dz2 − ydxdz,

whose geodesics with initial velocity satisfying ż = yẋ are precisely the
nonholonomic trajectories, up to a reparametrization. An other interesting
example is the case of the Veselova problem where we also provide (see
Example 3) the principal Riemannian metric describing the nonholonomic
trajectories.

In all three cases, we can observe that the reparametrization is related
to the function φ, determining the φ-simple nature of the system. The
vertical rolling disk is a special case where φ ≡ 0 forcing the associated
reparametrization to be the identity.

We remark that the method has been applied to the three previous ex-
amples but, since it is constructive, it may be applied to more complex
cases.

Finally, the main result of the paper is extended to more general φ-
simple Chaplygin systems where one has a G-invariant potential function in
addition to the kinetic energy.
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Theorem 4.3. Let (Q, g, V,G,D) be a Chaplygin system with G-invariant
potential V . If the system is φ-simple, there exists a Riemannian metric h
on Q such that all the mechanical trajectories associated with h and V with
initial velocity in D are reparametrizations of the nonholonomic trajectories
associated with the Chaplygin system. In fact, h may be chosen as follows

1. h(X̄h, Ȳ h) = gcan(X̄, Ȳ ),∀X̄, Ȳ ∈ X(Q̄);

2. h(Z,W ) = g(Z,W ),∀Z,W ∈ Γ(V π);

3. h(X̄h, Z) = 0,∀X̄ ∈ X(Q̄), Z ∈ Γ(V π).

Here, V π is the vertical bundle associated to π and X̄h, Ȳ h are the horizontal
lifts of X̄, Ȳ , respectively, by the principal connection associated with the
Chaplygin system.

1.4 Organization of the paper

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we first briefly review kinetic
nonholonomic systems, Riemannian submersions, the notion of a principal
connection on a principal G-bundle and Chaplygin systems. This section is
intended to make the paper self-contained and settle the notation that we
use throughout the paper. In Section 3 we prove our main result: unreduced
φ-simple Chaplygin kinetic systems are Hamiltonizable, up to reparametriza-
tion, by geodesics. In Section 4, we show that the previous results are not
essentially changed by the inclusion of a G-invariant potential function into
the picture. In Section 5, we present examples of typical φ-simple Chaply-
gin mechanical systems (the vertical rolling disk, the nonholonomic particle
and the Veselova system) where we construct the principal Riemannian met-
ric Hamiltonizing the nonholonomic trajectories. Finally, in Section 6, we
present the conclusions and some lines of research for future work.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Nonholonomic systems

Throughout this section suppose that (Q, g) is a Riemannian manifold, D is
a distribution on Q and consider the kinetic nonholonomic system defined
by the Lagrangian function Lg : TQ→ R given by

Lg(vq) =
1

2
g(vq, vq) , vq ∈ TqQ
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and also by a nonintegrable distribution D. We may define two projections
resulting from the decomposition of the tangent bundle induced by the met-
ric g

TQ = D ⊕D⊥,

i.e., the projection to D and to D⊥ given by P : TQ→ D and Q : TQ→ D⊥,
respectively.

The trajectories of the nonholonomic system can be described as geodesics
but relative to a non-symmetric connection (see [Lew98])

∇nh
X Y = ∇g

XY + (∇XQ)Y, X, Y ∈ X(Q),

where ∇g is the Levi-Civita connection. Therefore, a curve c : [0, h] → Q
is a trajectory of the kinetic nonholonomic system (Lg,D) if and only if it
satisfies the equations

∇nh
ċ(t)ċ(t) = 0, ċ(0) ∈ D. (2)

Remark 2.1. Equation (2) is equivalent to the Lagrange-d’Alembert equa-
tions associated with the Lagrangian function Lg. These equations are given
by

d

dt

(

∂Lg
∂q̇i

)

−
∂Lg
∂qi

= λaµ
a
i (q)

µai (q)q̇
i = 0,

(3)

where (qi) are local coordinates on Q, (qi, q̇i) are the corresponding local
coordinates on TQ, µa = µai dq

i are local 1-forms on Q such that D = {vq ∈
TqQ | µa(vq) = 0)}, and λa are Lagrange multipliers that can be determined
considering the total derivative of the constraint equations µai (q)q̇

i = 0.

Throughout the paper, we will denote by Γg the geodesic vector field,
i.e., the vector field on TQ whose trajectories are the geodesics of g; and by
Γ(g,D) the vector field on D whose trajectories are nonholonomic trajectories,
i.e., satisfy equation (2).

2.2 Principal fiber bundles

We include here a basic treatment of principal fiber bundles to make the
paper more self-contained and fix some notation. The interested reader can
read more about the subject in [AM78; KN63; LR89], for instance.

Let Φ : G × Q → Q be a left action of a Lie group G on a smooth
manifold Q, denoted by Φ(g, q) = g · q = Φg(q) = Φq(g). The orbit of
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the action through a point q ∈ Q is the set Orb(q) = {g · q | g ∈ G}.
Denote by g the Lie algebra of the group G. For each element ξ in the
Lie algebra there is a vector field on Q called the infinitesimal generator
of the group action denoted by ξQ and defined by ξQ(q) = TeΦq(ξ) where
e es the neutral element of G. If we assume that the action Φ is free and
proper we can endow the quotient space Q̄ = Q/G with a manifold structure
under which the natural projection π : Q → Q̄ is a surjective submersion.
Therefore associated to the left action Φ we have a fibre bundle π satisfying
the following properties:

1. each π-fibre, denoted by Q[q] = π−1([q]), is an orbit of the action;

2. the standard fibre is G;

3. the local trivialization {U,ψ} of the fibre bundle is equivariant, that
is, given U ⊆ Q̄, an open subset of Q̄, the trivialization

ψ : π−1(U) → U ×G

q 7→ (π(q), ψ2(q))

satisfies ψ2(g · q) = g · ψ2(q), where we are considering the group
multiplication on the right hand-side.

The above properties define the principal G-bundle (Q, Q̄,G, π), where Q
is the bundle space, Q̄ is the base space, G is the structure group and π is
the projection. The vertical space at points q ∈ Q, denoted by Vqπ, form a
distribution V π on Q and defined as the kernel of π∗ ≡ Tπ : TQ → TQ̄.
The vectors contained in V π are called vertical vectors. Notice that vertical
vectors are just tangent vectors to the orbits of G. Explicitly,

Vqπ = Tq(Orb(q)) = {ξQ(q) | ξ ∈ g}.

A principal connection on the principal G-bundle is a smooth distribution
H on Q satisfying the following properties:

1. TqQ = Vqπ ⊕Hq, for every q ∈ Q;

2. The distribution is G-invariant, i.e., Hg·q = (Φg)∗(Hq).

H is called the horizontal distribution determined by the connection and
the vectors contained in H are called horizontal vectors. Many authors give
an alternative equivalent definition of a principal connection as a g-valued
one-form ω : TQ→ g such that

8



1. ω(ξQ(q)) = ξ for every ξ ∈ g;

2. ω((TqΦg)(X)) = Adg(ω(X)) for every X ∈ TqQ.

Recall that the adjoint map Adg : g → g is the pushforward at the identity
of the conjugation map Cg : G → G, h 7→ ghg−1. Such a map ω : TQ → g

is called the connection form determined by the principal connection. Here
we may recover the previous properties by defining the horizontal subspace
at q as Hq = ker ω|TqQ. Conversely, given an horizontal distribution H, we
may prove that a g-valued one-form ω satisfying ω(X) = 0 for every X ∈ H
and ω(ξQ) = ξ for every ξ ∈ g is a connection form. The only non-obvious
fact needed to prove this is the equality

(TqΦg)(ξQ(q)) = [Adg(ξ)]Q(g · q).

Given a principal connection, every vector X ∈ TqQ can be uniquely
written as

X = hor(X) + ver(X),

where hor : TQ → H and ver : TQ → V π are, respectively, the horizontal
and the vertical projectors associated to the decomposition of the tangent
space determined by the connection.

The horizontal lift of a vector field X ∈ X(Q̄) on the base space is the
unique horizontal vector field Xh ∈ X(Q) on the bundle space that projects
onto X, i.e., (Tqπ)(X

h(q)) = X(π(q)).
A vector field X ∈ X(Q) on the bundle space is G-invariant if X(g ·q) =

(TqΦg)(X(q)). For each G-invariant vector field X on Q, there exists a
unique reduced vector field X ∈ X(Q̄) on the base space such that the
following diagram is commutative:

TQ TQ̄

Q Q̄

Tπ

X

π

X

Moreover, integral curves of X project to integral curves of X. Conversely,
it is well-known in the literature that if we are given the integral curves of
the reduced vector field X we can reconstruct the integral curves of X.

Definition 2.2. The horizontal lift of a curve c̄ : I → Q̄ on Q̄ is a curve
c : I → Q on Q such that π(c(t)) = c̄(t) for all t ∈ I and such that
ċ(t) ∈ Hc(t) for all t ∈ I, where H is the horizontal distribution associated
to a given principal connection.
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In fact, if q0 ∈ Q and c̄(t0) = π(q0) then there exists a unique horizontal
lift c : I → Q of c̄ : I → Q̄ such that c(t0) = q0.

Lemma 2.3. If a curve c1 in Q̄ is a reparametrization of a curve c2 in Q̄,
then the horizontal lift of c1 to Q is a reparametrization of the horizontal
lift of the curve c2 to Q.

Proof. Let c1 : I → Q̄, ϕ : J → I a reparametrization and c2 : J → Q̄
defined by c2(t) = (c1 ◦ ϕ)(t) with I = [s0, s1] and J = [t0, t1]. Denote by
ch1(t) the horizontal lift of the curve c1 satisfying ch1(s0) = q ∈ Q. The curve
α(t) = (ch1 ◦ ϕ)(t) satisfies α(t0) = (ch1 ◦ ϕ)(t0) = ch1(s0) = q, π(α(t)) =
(c1 ◦ ϕ)(t) = c2(t) and

α̇(t) = ϕ̇(t)ċh1 (ϕ(t)) ∈ Hα(t),

since ċh1(ϕ(t)) ∈ Hα(t). Therefore, α(t) is the horizontal lift c
h
2 of c2 : J → Q̄

that passes through the point q.

2.3 Riemannian submersions

Let (Q, g) and (Q̄, ḡ) be Riemannian manifolds and the map π : Q → Q̄ a
surjective submersion. Let V π := ker Tπ and D := V ⊥π denote the vertical
and horizontal distributions, respectively. Then the map π is said to be a
Riemannian submersion if

ḡ(Tπ(X), Tπ(Y )) = g(X,Y ),

for X,Y ∈ D (see [O’N66; O’N67; O’N83] for more details). Since π is a
submersion, Tqπ : (Dq, g(q)|D×D) → (Tπ(q)Q̄, ḡ(π(q))) is a linear isometry
for all q ∈ Q. So, for each X ∈ X(Q̄) there is a unique horizontal vector field
Xh ∈ Γ(D) such that Tπ(Xh) = X. The vector field Xh is the horizontal
lift of X by the Riemannian submersion π.

Lemma 2.4. If X,Y ∈ X(Q̄), then

1. g(Xh, Y h) = ḡ(X,Y ) ◦ π.

2. P([Xh, Y h]) = ([X,Y ])h, where P : TQ→ D is the orthogonal projec-
tion.

3. P(∇g

XhY
h) = (∇ḡ

XY )h, where ∇g and ∇ḡ are the Levi-Civita connec-
tions of (Q, g) and (Q̄, ḡ), respectively.

Proof. See [O’N66; O’N67; O’N83].
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A simple corollary of the previous lemma is that geodesics c : I → Q
satisfying ċ(t) ∈ Dc(t) project under π to geodesics in Q̄.

Moreover, the tangent lift of geodesics in Q with initial velocity in D
always remain in D. We include a proof of this fact for completeness. We
will use the orthogonal projections P : TQ → D and Q : TQ → V π in the
proof of the following theorem.

Proposition 2.5. Let π : Q → Q̄ be a Riemannian submersion with D =
V ⊥π and V π = kerTπ the horizontal and vertical distributions. If c is a
geodesic of Q which is horizontal at one point, then it is always horizon-
tal. In fact, the horizontal lift of a geodesic in (Q̄, ḡ) is a geodesic for the
Riemannian manifold (Q, g).

Proof. Let c : [0, h] → Q be a geodesic of Q satisfying c(0) = q0, ċ(0) ∈ Dq0 .
Consider the projection c̄ : [0, h] → Q̄ defined by c̄ = π ◦ c. In the following
note that ċ might be written as

ċ = P(ċ) +Q(ċ),

that is the sum of the projection to the horizontal and vertical spaces. The
length of the curve c is the functional

ℓ(c) =

∫ h

0
‖ċ‖ dt,

and if h is sufficiently small it is the Riemannian distance between q0 := c(0)
and q1 := c(h). Attending to the decomposition of ċ we have that

ℓ(c) >

∫ h

0
‖P(ċ)‖ dt =

∫ h

0
‖Tπ ◦ P(ċ)‖ dt,

where the second equality comes from the fact that the metric preserves the
inner product of horizontal tangent vectors. Since vertical vectors are by
definition in the kernel of Tπ, we have that Tπ(P(ċ)) = Tπ(ċ). Therefore,
we conclude that

ℓ(c) >

∫ h

0
‖(π ◦ c)′‖ dt = ℓ(c̄).

Denote by c̄h : [0, h] → Q the horizontal lift of the curve c̄ to the point
q0. Since c̄h is an horizontal curve, we can easily deduce that ℓ(c̄h) = ℓ(c̄).
Therefore c̄h is a curve on Q joining q0 and q1 and satisfying

ℓ(c) > ℓ(c̄h).

Since c is a geodesic we conclude that at least for sufficiently small h, c =
c̄h.

11



Remark 2.6. The geodesic relation in Proposition 2.5 is also a direct con-
sequence of the following equation:

∇g

XhY
h = (∇ḡ

XY )h +
1

2
Q[Xh, Y h]

(see Lemmas 2 and 3 in [O’N66]).

2.4 Generalized Chaplygin system

A generalized Chaplygin system ([Koi92; Blo15; Blo+96; Cor02]) is a non-
holonomic system whose configuration manifold Q is a principal G-bundle
π : Q → Q/G, the constraint distribution D determines a principal con-
nection on the bundle with connection form ω and the Lagrangian function
L : TQ → R is a G-invariant regular function for the lifted action of G on
TQ, i.e.,

L((TqΦg)(v)) = L(v), ∀ v ∈ TqQ.

The lifted action is the map ΦTQ : G×TQ → TQ, defined by ΦTQ(g, v) =
(TqΦg)(v). If the action is free and proper then the lifted action also is so.

On the space Q̄ = Q/G, one defines a connection (see [Koi92]):

∇̄X̄ Ȳ = Tπ(∇nh
X̄hȲ

h). for X,Y ∈ X(Q̄). (4)

Here, X̄h, Ȳ h are the horizontal lifts of the vector fields X̄ , Ȳ , respec-
tively, with respect to the principal connection ω, that is, ω(X̄h) = ω(Ȳ h) =
0 and X̄h, Ȳ h are π-projectable over X̄ , Ȳ , respectively.

Proposition 2.7. The geodesics of ∇nh starting in D project onto geodesics
of ∇̄. Conversely, let c̄ be a geodesic of ∇̄ and choose q ∈ Q such that
π(q) = c̄(0). Then, the geodesic of ∇nh starting in q is the horizontal lift of
c̄ with respect to the principal connection ω.

The proof of Proposition 2.7 is a direct consequence thatD is geodesically
invariant with respect to the nonholonomic affine connection ∇nh.

3 Main result: The modified metric

Throughout this section suppose that (Q, g) is a Riemannian manifold, D is
a distribution on Q and consider the kinetic nonholonomic system defined
by the Lagrangian function Lg and also by the distribution D.

12



In addition, suppose that the nonholonomic system (Lg,D) is a gener-
alized Chaplygin system with respect to the free and proper action of a Lie
group G given by the map Φ : G×Q→ Q. This means that the Riemannian
metric g is G-invariant and D is the horizontal subbundle associated with a
principal connection ω.

Denote by Q̄ the reduced space Q/G and by π : Q → Q̄ the projection.
Under this hypothesis, and following the discussion in Section 2.4, the non-
holonomic vector field reduces to a vector field on TQ̄. We will consider on
Q̄ the Riemannian metric ḡ defined by

ḡ(X̄, Ȳ ) ◦ π = g(X̄h, Ȳ h), for X̄, Ȳ ∈ X(Q̄).

Define the gyroscopic tensor T as a (1, 2)-tensor field T : X(Q̄)×X(Q̄) →
X(Q̄) by

T (X̄, Ȳ )(π(q)) = Tqπ
(

P[X̄h, Ȳ h](q)
)

− [X̄, Ȳ ](π(q)).

On the reduced space Q̄, take coordinates (q̄a). The gyroscopic tensor is
given in the previous coordinates by

T

(

∂

∂q̄a
,
∂

∂q̄b

)

= Ccab(q̄)
∂

∂q̄c

where Ccab is given by

P

([

(

∂

∂q̄a

)h

,

(

∂

∂q̄b

)h
])

= Ccab(q̄)

(

∂

∂q̄c

)h

,

with P : TQ→ D the orthogonal projection (see [GNM20] and the references
therein). Suppose that Γ(g,D) ∈ X(D) is the vector field on D whose trajec-
tories are the nonholonomic trajectories of the Chaplygin system associated
with the Lagrangian function Lg. Denote by Ωnh the almost symplectic
2-form on T ∗Q̄ given by

Ωnh = ωQ̄ +ΩT ,

where

ΩT (α)(U, V ) = α
(

T
(

TαπQ̄(U), TαπQ̄(V )
))

, for α ∈ T ∗Q̄, U, V ∈ Tα(T
∗Q̄),

πQ̄ : T ∗Q̄ → Q̄ is the canonical projection, ωQ̄ denotes the canonical sym-
plectic form on T ∗Q̄. Then, the reduced vector field Xnh ∈ X(T ∗Q̄), ob-
tained from Tπ(Γ(g,D)) using the tangent map to the musical isomorphism

13



♭ḡ : TQ̄ → T ∗Q̄ associated with ḡ, and associated with the almost sym-
plectic 2-form Ωnh and the Hamiltonian function being simply the kinetic
energy induced by the Riemannian metric ḡ, that is, Hḡ : T ∗Q̄ → R given
by

Hḡ(α) =
1

2
ḡ(♯ḡ(α), ♯ḡ(α)), (5)

with ♯ḡ : T ∗Q̄ → TQ̄ the inverse musical isomorphism ♯ḡ = (♭ḡ)
−1. This

almost symplectic 2-form can be used to define in a natural way an associated
linear almost Poisson structure (for more details see [GNM20]).

Definition 3.1 ([GNM20]). A φ-simple system, with φ ∈ C∞(Q̄), is a
nonholonomic Chaplygin system for which the gyroscopic system satisfies

T (Y,Z) = Z(φ)Y − Y (φ)Z, ∀ Y,Z ∈ X(Q̄).

φ-simple systems have the remarkable property that the 2-form

Ω = e(φ◦πQ̄)Ωnh

is a symplectic structure (see [GNM20]).

Proposition 3.2. If a Chaplygin system is φ-simple then the vector bundle
isomorphism ψ : T ∗Q̄→ T ∗Q̄ over the identity of Q̄ given by

ψ(αq̄) = eφ(πQ̄(αq̄))αq̄, for αq̄ ∈ T ∗
q̄ Q̄

satisfies
ψ∗ωQ̄ = Ω

and
Hgcan = Hḡ ◦ ψ

−1, (6)

where gcan is the Riemannian metric defined by

gcan = e2φḡ, (7)

and Hgcan is the kinetic energy on T ∗Q̄ associated with gcan.

Proof. From Theorem 3.21 and Lemma 3.24 in [GNM20], a system is φ-
simple if and only if

ΩT = θQ̄ ∧ d(φ ◦ πQ̄),

where θQ̄ is the Liouville 1-form on T ∗Q. This implies that

Ω = e(φ◦πQ̄)ωQ̄ + e(φ◦πQ̄)θQ̄ ∧ d(φ ◦ πQ̄).

14



On the other hand, it is easy to show that

ψ∗θQ̄ = e(φ◦πQ̄)θQ̄.

From here, it follows that

ψ∗ωQ̄ = −d(ψ∗θQ̄) = e(φ◦πQ̄)ωQ̄ + e(φ◦πQ̄)θQ̄ ∧ d(φ ◦ πQ̄) = Ω.

In addition, a direct computation using the definitions of Hgcan and Hḡ

proves the equality in (6).

Now, we can prove the following result.

Corollary 3.3. If Xgcan ∈ X(T ∗Q̄) is the geodesic vector field of gcan in

T ∗Q̄ then the vector fields e−(φ◦πQ̄)Xnh and Xgcan are ψ-related. So, the
trajectories of Xnh are reparametrizations of geodesics with respect to the
metric gcan.

Proof. From Theorems 3.11 and 3.21 in [GNM20], we have that the dy-
namical system Xnh is Hamiltonizable up to reparametrization. In fact, it
satisfies

i
e
−(φ◦π

Q̄
)
Xnh

Ω = dHḡ.

Using the previous proposition, we conclude that

i
e
−(φ◦π

Q̄
)
Xnh

ψ∗ωQ̄ = dHḡ,

which leads to

i(
e
−(φ◦π

Q̄
)
Tψ◦Xnh◦ψ−1

)ωQ̄ = d(Hḡ ◦ ψ
−1).

Thus, using again Proposition 3.2, it follows that the vector field e−(φ◦πQ̄)Tψ◦
Xnh ◦ ψ

−1 ∈ X(T ∗Q̄) is just Xgcan .
This implies that

Xgcan ◦ ψ = Tψ ◦
(

e−(φ◦πQ̄)Xnh

)

and the vector fields e−(φ◦πQ̄)Xnh and Xgcan are ψ-related. So, if γ̄ : I →

T ∗Q̄ is an integral curve of e−(φ◦πQ̄)Xnh then ψ ◦ γ̄ : I → T ∗Q̄ is an in-
tegral curve of Xgcan . Thus, using that the trajectories of e−(φ◦πQ̄)Xnh

and Xgcan are the πQ̄-projections of their integral curves and the fact that

πQ̄ ◦ ψ = πQ̄, we conclude that the trajectories of e−(φ◦πQ̄)Xnh are just the

geodesics of the metric gcan. Finally , since the trajectories of e−(φ◦πQ̄)Xnh

are reparametrizations of the trajectories of Xnh, we deduce the result.
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Next, we will prove the main result of the paper.

Theorem 3.4. Let (Q, g,G,D) be a kinetic Chaplygin system and π : Q→
Q̄ the projection onto the quotient space. If the system is φ-simple, there
exists a Riemannian metric h on Q such that all its geodesics with initial
velocity in D are reparametrizations of the nonholonomic trajectories asso-
ciated with (Lg,D). In fact, if V π = kerTπ and gcan is the Riemannian
metric on Q̄ defined by gcan = e2φḡ then h may be chosen as follows

1. h(X̄h, Ȳ h) = gcan(X̄, Ȳ ),∀X̄, Ȳ ∈ X(Q̄);

2. h(Z,W ) = g(Z,W ),∀Z,W ∈ Γ(V π);

3. h(X̄h, Z) = 0,∀X̄ ∈ X(Q̄), Z ∈ Γ(V π).

Here, X̄h, Ȳ h are the horizontal lifts of X̄, Ȳ , respectively, by the principal
connection associated with the Chaplygin system.

Proof. The proof has two parts. First, we will prove that the projection
π : (Q,h) → (Q̄, gcan) is a Riemannian submersion.

The metric h is indeed a Riemannian metric, it is clearly a symmetric
(0, 2)-type smooth tensor. It is positive definite since if q ∈ Q and Z ∈ TqQ,
Zq 6= 0, then

h(Zq, Zq) = h(PD(Zq) + PV π(Zq), PD(Zq) + PV π(Zq))

where PD : TQ → D and PV π : TQ → V π are the projections associated
with the decomposition TQ = D ⊕ V π. Hence,

h(Zq, Zq) = gcan(Tπ(PD(Zq)), Tπ(PD(Zq))) + g(PV π(Zq), PV π(Zq)) > 0,

by positive definiteness of gcan and g (note that if Zq 6= 0 then Tπ(PD(Zq)) 6=
0 or PV π(Zq) 6= 0). In addition, with respect to the Riemannian metric h,
D = V ⊥π. Hence, π : (Q,h) → (Q̄, gcan) is a Riemannian submersion since

h(X,Y ) = gcan(Tπ(X), Tπ(Y )),

for X,Y ∈ D.
Therefore, by Proposition 2.5, the tangent lift of all geodesics of (Q,h)

with initial velocity in D stay in D and such geodesics are the horizontal lift
of geodesics of (Q̄, gcan).

Moreover, by Corollary 3.3, reparametrizations of geodesics with respect
to the metric gcan are trajectories of Xnh and, using Proposition 2.7, the
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horizontal lift of the latter with respect to the nonholonomic principal con-
nection ω are the nonholonomic trajectories. Note that the horizontal lift
with respect to ω coincides with the horizontal lift with respect to the Rie-
mannian submersion π : (Q,h) → (Q̄, gcan). This fact, Proposition 2.5 and
Lemma 2.3 imply that the nonholonomic trajectories must be reparametriza-
tions of geodesics of h with initial velocity in D.

Remark 3.5. The construction of a Riemannian metric h in the conditions
of the Theorem above is by no means unique. Any metric h′ rendering π :
(Q,h′) → (Q̄, gcan) a Riemannian submersion will have the same geodesics
with initial velocity in D. In particular, the restriction of h′ to vertical vector
fields may be given by any bundle metric on the vertical bundle.

Definition 3.6. The Riemannian metric h in Theorem 3.4 is called the
principal Riemannian metric with respect to (Q, g) and (Q̄, gcan).

Denote the norm with respect to the Riemannian metric h by ‖ · ‖h and
by d : Q×Q→ R the Riemannian distance induced by h, that is,

d(p, q) = inf{ℓ(c) | c ∈ Ω(q, p)},

where Ω(q, p) is the set of all piecewise smooth curves segments in Q from
q to p and, for each c : [0, T ] → Q in Ω(q, p) the length ℓ(c) of the segment
c is given by

ℓ(c) =

∫ T

0
‖ċ‖h dt.

Then, the following corollary of Theorem 3.4 asserts that the length of a
nonholonomic trajectory between two nearby points q and p is just the
distance from q to p. In other words, nonholonomic trajectories between two
nearby points minimize the Riemannian length. The proof of the corollary
is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.4 together with the facts that
geodesics locally minimize the Riemannian distance and that the length of
a curve is invariant under time reparametrization.

Corollary 3.7. Let (Q, g,G,D) be a kinetic Chaplygin system. Suppose
that the system is φ-simple and h is the principal Riemannian metric. If
c : [0, T ] → Q is a nonholonomic trajectory there exists 0 < t0 < T such that
for all t < t0 the length of the curve c : [0, t] → Q is just the Riemannian
distance associated with h between c(0) and c(t).
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4 φ-simple Chaplygin mechanical systems

In our final result, we will see that the inclusion of an invariant potential
function in the picture does not substantially change the previous results.
Consider a smooth G-invariant potential function V on Q. By symmetry,
this function is characterized by the existence of a smooth potential function
V̄ on Q̄ such that V = V̄ ◦ π.

The trajectories of the Lagrangian system associated with a Riemannian
metric g and a potential function V , i.e., the trajectories of the Lagrangian
system whose Lagrangian function is given by

L(g,V ) = Lg − V ◦ τQ

are commonly designated by trajectories of the mechanical system associated
with g and V .

We are interested in extending Theorem 3.4 to the case where there
exists a potential function and thus the trajectories of the nonholonomic
system (L(g,V ),D) will no longer be reparametrizations of geodesics but of
trajectories of a mechanical system with respect to a different Riemannian
metric. The proof makes use of the previous results and adapts them to the
presence of the potential.

4.1 Riemannian submersions and mechanical Lagrangian sys-

tems with basic potential

First of all, one is interested in obtaining an analogous result to Proposi-
tion 2.5 for a mechanical system with Lagrangian function L(g,V ) and for a
Riemannian submersion π : (Q, g) → (Q̄, ḡ). On one hand, it is well-known
(see, e.g. [AM78]) that a curve c : I → Q is a trajectory of the mechanical
system determined by L(g,V ) if and only if it satisfies

∇g
ċ ċ = −gradgV (c(t)),

where gradgV is the gradient vector field of V with respect to the metric g,
that is,

g(gradgV (q),X) = dV (q)(X), for X ∈ TqQ.

So, using Lemma 2.4 and the G-invariance of V , it is not difficult to
prove that

∇ḡ
˙̄c
˙̄c = −gradḡV̄ (c̄(t)),

where c̄ = π ◦ c and c is a horizontal trajectory, that is, ċ(t) ∈ V ⊥
c(t)π, ∀t and

V̄ ∈ C∞(Q̄) is defined by V = V̄ ◦ π. Therefore, horizontal trajectories of
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the mechanical system associated with L(g,V ) project to trajectories of the
mechanical system associated with L(ḡ,V̄ ).

On the other hand, the vector field Γ(g,V ) on TQ generating the dy-

namics associated with L(g,V ), is tangent to the horizontal distribution V ⊥π
implying that if c is a mechanical trajectory which is horizontal at one point
then it is horizontal at all points. This can be seen by noting that this vector
field can be written as

Γ(g,V ) = Γg − (gradgV )v

where Γg is the geodesic vector field of g and

(gradgV )v(vq) =
d

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

(vq + tgrad V (q)), for vq ∈ TqQ.

Now, it is easy to see that gradgV is a horizontal vector field. In fact, if
X ∈ Vqπ = ker(Tqπ) then, using that V = V̄ ◦ π, we deduce that

g(grad V (q),X) = X(V ) = X(V̄ ◦ π) = 0.

Thus, (gradgV )v|D ∈ X(D). On the other hand, by Proposition 2.5, we have
that Γg|D ∈ X(D). Therefore, Γ(g,V )|D ∈ X(D).

In summary, we have proved the following result.

Proposition 4.1. Let L(g,V ) : TQ → R be a mechanical Lagrangian func-
tion and π : (Q, g) → (Q̄, ḡ) a Riemannian submersion such that V ∈
C∞(Q) is a π-basic function, that is, there exists V̄ ∈ C∞(Q̄) and V = V̄ ◦π.
Denote by V π = ker Tπ and D = V ⊥π the vertical and horizontal distribu-
tions, respectively, associated with the Riemannian submersion π.

1. If c : I → Q is a horizontal trajectory for the mechanical system
determined by g and V then c̄ = π◦c is a trajectory for the mechanical
system determined by ḡ and V̄ .

2. If c : I → Q is a trajectory for L(g,V ) which is horizontal at one point,
then it is always horizontal. In fact, the horizontal lift of a trajectory
for L(ḡ,V̄ ) is a trajectory for L(g,V ).

4.2 The main result of the section

Before presenting the main result of this section, there are a few considera-
tions about φ-simple mechanical systems that we must recall.
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The notion of φ-simplicity is independent of the potential function. So,
if (Q, g,G,D) is a φ-simple kinetic nonholonomic Chaplygin system, then
the mechanical system continues to be φ-simple under the addition of a
G-invariant potential (see [GNM20]).

Following [GNM20], the framework described at the beginning of Section
3, still holds under the addition of a G-invariant potential function.

Let (Q, g, V,G,D) be a φ-simple Chaplygin mechanical system. Consider
the Hamiltonian function H(g,V ) : T

∗Q→ R given by

H(g,V )(αq) =
1

2
g(♯g(αq), ♯g(αq)) + V (q), for αq ∈ T ∗

qQ.

Next, we define the reduced Hamiltonian function H(ḡ,V̄ ) : T ∗Q̄ → R as
follows

H(ḡ,V̄ )(αq̄) =
1

2
ḡ(♯ḡ(αq̄), ♯ḡ(αq̄)) + V̄ (q̄), for αq̄ ∈ T ∗

q̄ Q̄,

where ḡ is the reduced Riemannian metric and V̄ ∈ C∞(Q̄) is such that
V = V̄ ◦ π.

Now, we can consider the symplectic vector bundle isomorphism ψ :
(T ∗Q̄, ωQ̄) → (T ∗Q̄,Ω) in Proposition 3.2 and, consequently, we can define
the Riemannian metric gcan on Q̄ as in this proposition. Therefore we can
introduce a new Hamiltonian function H(gcan,V̄ ) : T

∗Q̄→ R given by

H(gcan,V̄ )(αq̄) =
1

2
gcan(♯gcan(αq̄), ♯gcan(αq̄)) + V̄ (q̄),

which is the mechanical energy associated with the Riemannian metric de-
termined by gcan and the potential energy V̄ ∈ C∞(Q̄).

Analogously to the case without potential, this Hamiltonian function
satisfies

H(gcan,V̄ ) = H(ḡ,V̄ ) ◦ ψ
−1.

Since the system is φ-simple, the reduced nonholonomic vector field Xnh

is still Hamiltonizable with the addition of the G-invariant potential function
(see Theorems 3.11 and 3.21 in [GNM20]). Therefore, the proof of Corollary
3.3 holds by replacing the Hamiltonian function Hḡ with H(ḡ,V̄ ).

So, we deduce the following result.

Corollary 4.2. If X(gcan,V̄ ) ∈ X(T ∗Q̄) is the dynamical vector field asso-
ciated with the mechanical Hamiltonian function H(gcan,V̄ ), then the vector

field e−(φ◦πQ̄)Xnh and X(gcan,V̄ ) are ψ-related. So, the trajectories of the re-
duced nonholonomic vector field Xnh are reparametrizations of trajectories
of the Hamiltonian system with mechanical Hamiltonian function H(gcan,V̄ ).
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Now, using Proposition 4.1, Corollary 4.2 and proceeding as in the proof
of Theorem 3.4, we can prove a version of this last theorem for the more
general case of a φ-simple Chaplygin mechanical system.

Theorem 4.3. Let (Q, g, V,G,D) be a Chaplygin system with G-invariant
potential V . If the system is φ-simple, there exists a Riemannian metric h
on Q such that all the mechanical trajectories associated with h and V with
initial velocity in D are reparametrizations of the nonholonomic trajectories
associated with (L(g,V ),D). In fact, h may be chosen as follows

1. h(X̄h, Ȳ h) = gcan(X̄, Ȳ ),∀X̄, Ȳ ∈ X(Q̄);

2. h(Z,W ) = g(Z,W ),∀Z,W ∈ Γ(V π);

3. h(X̄h, Z) = 0,∀X̄ ∈ X(Q̄), Z ∈ Γ(V π).

Here, X̄h, Ȳ h are the horizontal lifts of X̄, Ȳ , respectively, by the principal
connection associated with the Chaplygin system.

Remark 4.4. Note that a more general version of Theorem 4.3 may be
proved if we replace, in the statement of the theorem, the hypothesis that
the Chaplygin system is φ-simple with the following weaker condition: there
exists a smooth function φ ∈ C∞(Q̄) such that the trajectories of the reduced
nonholonomic vector field Xnh are reparametrizations of the trajectories of
the mechanical system with Lagrangian function L(gcan,V̄ ), where gcan =

e2φḡ. In particular, this condition holds if Xnh is just the dynamics in the
Hamiltonian side associated with the mechanical system whose Lagrangian
function is L(ḡ,V̄ ).

5 Examples

Example 1. [Vertical rolling disk] The vertical rolling disk or the rolling
penny is one of the most relevant examples of a nonholonomic kinetic system.
In the configuration manifold Q = R

2 × S
1 × S

1, we introduce the local
coordinate system (x, y, θ, ϕ) and the kinetic Lagrangian function Lg : TQ→
R given by

Lg(x, y, ϕ, θ, ẋ, ẏ, ϕ̇, θ̇) =
1

2
m(ẋ2 + ẏ2) +

1

2
Iθ̇2 +

1

2
Jϕ̇2,

where
g = mdx2 +mdy2 + Idθ2 + Jdϕ2
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and subjected to the distributionD ⊆ TQ determined by the local expression

ẋ = Rθ̇ cosϕ, ẏ = Rθ̇ sinϕ,

where R is the radius of the disk, m is its mass of the disk and I, J are the
inertia.

It is well-known that under the translation

Φ : R2 ×Q −→ Q

((a, b), (x, y, θ, ϕ)) 7→ (x+ a, y + b, θ, ϕ)

the kinetic nonholonomic system (Lg,D) is a Chaplygin system with prin-
cipal bundle projection π : Q → Q̄ := S

1 × S
1 and the gyroscopic tensor T

vanishes identically (see [GNM20]). So, the reduced equations are geodesics
with respect to the reduced metric ḡ:

ḡ = (I +mR2)dθ2 + Jdϕ2

on Q̄. Therefore, we are in the conditions described in Remark 4.4 and we
may define the principal Riemannian metric h on Q, i.e., the one such that
h|D×D = g|D×D,, h|V π×V π = g|V π×V π and h|D×V π = 0. Let {e1, e2, e3, e4}
be the basis of vector fields on Q defined by

e1 =
∂

∂θ
+R cosϕ

∂

∂x
+R sinϕ

∂

∂y
, e2 =

∂

∂ϕ
, e3 =

∂

∂x
, e4 =

∂

∂y

so that D = 〈{e1, e2}〉 and V π = 〈{e3, e4}〉. Therefore, in V π× V π we have

h(
∂

∂x
,
∂

∂x
) = m, h(

∂

∂y
,
∂

∂y
) = m, h(

∂

∂x
,
∂

∂y
) = 0. (8)

In D ×D we must have

h(e1, e1) = g(e1, e1) = I+mR2, h(e2, e2) = g(e2, e2) = J, h(e1, e2) = g(e1, e2) = 0.

So, using (8) we may write the following three equations

h(
∂

∂θ
,
∂

∂θ
) + 2R cosϕ h(

∂

∂x
,
∂

∂θ
) + 2R sinϕ h(

∂

∂y
,
∂

∂θ
) = I

h(
∂

∂ϕ
,
∂

∂ϕ
) = J

h(
∂

∂θ
,
∂

∂ϕ
) +R cosϕ h(

∂

∂x
,
∂

∂ϕ
) +R sinϕ h(

∂

∂y
,
∂

∂ϕ
) = 0.
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Finally, from the condition that D and V π must be orthogonal under h, we
deduce

h(
∂

∂θ
,
∂

∂x
) = −mR cosϕ, h(

∂

∂θ
,
∂

∂y
) = −mR sinϕ

h(
∂

∂ϕ
,
∂

∂x
) = 0, h(

∂

∂ϕ
,
∂

∂y
) = 0.

Inserting the last four equations into the previous three, we deduce

h(
∂

∂θ
,
∂

∂θ
) = I + 2mR2, h(

∂

∂θ
,
∂

∂ϕ
) = 0.

Therefore, the modified metric h is

h = mdx2+mdy2+(I+2mR2)dθ2+Jdϕ2−mR cosϕ dxdθ−mR sinϕ dydθ.

The geodesic equations for the Riemannian metric h are

ẍ = −
mR2

2(I +mR2)
sin(2ϕ)ẋϕ̇+

mR2

I +mR2
cos2(ϕ)ẏϕ̇−R sin(ϕ)θ̇ϕ̇

ÿ = −
mR2

I +mR2
sin2(ϕ)ẋϕ̇+

mR2

2(I +mR2)
sin(2ϕ)ẏϕ̇+R cos(ϕ)θ̇ϕ̇

θ̈ = −
mR

I +mR2
sin(ϕ)ẋϕ̇+

mR

I +mR2
cos(ϕ)ẏϕ̇

ϕ̈ =
mR

J
sin(ϕ)ẋθ̇ −

mR

J
cos(ϕ)ẏθ̇

and their solutions with initial velocity in D satisfy

ẍ = −R sin(ϕ)θ̇ϕ̇

ÿ = R cos(ϕ)θ̇ϕ̇

θ̈ = 0

ϕ̈ = 0.

On the other hand, the equations of the nonholonomic trajectories can be
found using equations (3), from where we obtain

mẍ = λ1

mÿ = λ2

Iθ̈ = −λ1R cosϕ− λ2R sinϕ

Jϕ̈ = 0

which after determination of the Lagrange multipliers give precisely the
previous set of equations.
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Example 2. (The nonholonomic particle) Consider a nonholonomic system
with configuration space Q = R

3, Lagrangian function given by

Lg =
1

2
(ẋ2 + ẏ2 + ż2)

and subjected to the constraint ż = yẋ. This system, known as the non-
holonomic particle, is a Chaplygin system together with the group action of
R acting by translations on z. The reduced configuration space is Q̄ = R

2

with principal bundle projection π : Q→ Q̄ given by π(x, y, z) = (x, y).
Moreover, from [GNM20], it is also a φ-simple system with

φ(x, y) = −
1

2
ln(1 + y2).

This system has the corresponding reduced Riemannian metric ḡ on Q̄ given
by

ḡ = (1 + y2)dx2 + dy2.

Therefore, the conformal change gcan = e2φḡ gives the Riemannian metric

gcan = dx2 +
dy2

1 + y2
.

The principal Riemannian metric on Q figuring in Theorem 3.4 is

h = (1 + y2)dx2 +
dy2

1 + y2
+ dz2 − ydxdz.

The geodesic equations with respect to h are

ẍ = −yẋẏ + ẏż

ÿ =
(y4 + 2y2 + 1)yẋ2 − (y4 + 2y2 + 1)ẋż + yẏ2

1 + y2

z̈ = −y2ẋẏ + ẋẏ + yẏż

Their solutions with initial velocity in D satisfy

ẍ = 0

ÿ =
yẏ2

1 + y2

z̈ = ẋẏ

(9)
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On the other hand, using (3), we deduce that the nonholonomic trajectories
are solutions of the equations

ẍ = −y
ẋẏ

1 + y2

ÿ = 0

z̈ =
ẋẏ

1 + y2

(10)

with Lagrange multiplier already determined.
Indeed, if we rewrite (10) as a first order system of differential equations,

we obtain the equations

ẋ = vx v̇x = −y
vxvy
1 + y2

ẏ = vy v̇y = 0

ż = vz v̇z =
vxvy
1 + y2

.

whose solutions are trajectories of the vector field Γ(g,D). Consequently, the

trajectories of the vector field
√

1 + y2Γ(g,D) satisfy

ẋ =
√

1 + y2vx v̇x = −y
vxvy

√

1 + y2

ẏ =
√

1 + y2vy v̇y = 0

ż =
√

1 + y2vz v̇z =
vxvy

√

1 + y2
.

Considering the change of variables v̄x =
√

1 + y2vx, v̄y =
√

1 + y2vy and

v̄z =
√

1 + y2vz, we may rewrite the previous system in terms of the new
variables as

ẋ = v̄x v̇x = −
y

√

1 + y2

v̄xv̄y
1 + y2

ẏ = v̄y v̇y = 0

ż = v̄z v̇z =
1

√

1 + y2

v̄xv̄y
1 + y2

.

and after differentiating v̄x, v̄y and v̄z and restricting to D, we may obtain
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the equations fully in terms of the new variables

ẋ = v̄x ˙̄vx = 0

ẏ = v̄y ˙̄vy =
yv̄2y

1 + y2

ż = v̄z ˙̄vz = v̄xv̄y.

This system of equations is equivalent to system (9). Hence, the geodesics
of h coincide with the trajectories of

√

1 + y2Γ(g,D) and, thus, they are a
reparametrization of nonholonomic trajectories.

If a potential function V independent of z is also present, then the non-
holonomic trajectories associated with L = Lg − V are reparametrizations
of the mechanical trajectories associated with the Lagrangian Lh − V and
initial velocity on D.

Remark 5.1. In this example, we have observed that the tangent map
of the transformation ψ̄ : D → D sending vq 7→ e−φ(π(q))vq is mapping
the vector field e−φ(π(q))Γ(g,D), where Γ(g,D) is the vector field determining
nonholonomic trajectories, into the geodesic vector field Γh|D restricted to
the distribution D.

Example 3. [The Veselova problem] Consider a nonholonomic kinetic sys-
tem in the manifold of three-dimensional rotation matrices Q = SO(3). The
Riemannian metric is the left-invariant metric corresponding to the inner-
product (Ω1,Ω2)I = ΩT1 IΩ2 on so(3), where Ωi are identified with vectors in

R
3 through the hat map (̂·) : R3 → so(3) defined by

Ω̂ =





0 −Ω3 Ω2

Ω3 0 −Ω1

−Ω2 Ω1 0



 ,

and I : R3 → R
3 is the inertia tensor. An important fact about the inertia

tensor that we will use later is that there exists a diagonal matrix A =
diag(a1, a2, a3) with positive entries such that

I(u× v) = (Au)× (Av).

For example, if I = diag(I1, I2, I3) with non-vanishing positive diagonal en-

tries then A = diag
(√

I2I3
I1
,
√

I1I3
I2
,
√

I1I2
I3

)

.

Now, let {e1, e2, e3} be the canonical basis of R3 and consider the right-
invariant distribution whose value at the identity is the subspace

d = {ω ∈ so(3) | (ω, e3) = 0}.
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Nonholonomic systems on Lie groups where the Lagrangian function is left-
invariant and the constraint distribution is right-invariant are usually called
LR nonholonomic systems. Despite the apparent asymmetry of the system,
there is a symmetry under the left-action of the Lie group

SO(2) = {h ∈ SO(3) | h−1e3 = e3},

that is the group of rotations around the axis e3. Under this action, the
system is a Chaplygin system whose reduced space is Q̄ = S

2 with projection
π : Q→ Q̄ given by π(g) = g−1e3. Here,

S
2 = {γ = (x, y, z) ∈ R

3 | x2 + y2 + z2 = 1}.

The right-invariant distribution generated by the subspace d of the Lie al-
gebra happens to be invariant under the action of SO(2) and thus it is an
horizontal distribution for π, while the vertical distribution V π = kerTπ is
the left invariant distribution given by

Vgπ = {Xg ∈ TgSO(3) | (g−1Xg) · e3 = 0}.

It is better described by its value at the identity

Veπ = {Ω ∈ R
3 | Ω× e3 = 0} = span{e3}.

In addition, again following [GNM20], this system is also a φ-simple system
with φ(γ) = −1

2 ln(Aγ, γ) and (·, ·) being the euclidean inner product on R
3.

The reduced Riemannian metric ḡ on Q̄ is given in stereographic coor-
dinates (x, y) on the northern hemisphere of the sphere by the matrix

ḡ =

[

a b
b c

]

with

a = (Aγ, γ)

(

a1 +
a3x

2

√

1− x2 − y2

)

− x2(a3 − a1)
2

b = (Aγ, γ)

(

a3xy
√

1− x2 − y2

)

− xy(a3 − a1)(a3 − a2)

c = (Aγ, γ)

(

a2 +
a3y

2

√

1− x2 − y2

)

− y2(a3 − a2)
2
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as obtained in [GNM20]. Thus, the reduced trajectories are reparametriza-
tions of the geodesics of the Riemannian metric

gcan =

[

(Aγ, γ)−1a (Aγ, γ)−1b
(Aγ, γ)−1b (Aγ, γ)−1c

]

Let us define the principal Riemannian metric h on SO(3), starting by
prescribing its values at the identity e ∈ SO(3). For all X,Y ∈ X(Q̄) and
Z,W ∈ Γ(V ) we have that

he(X
h
e , Y

h
e ) = (gcan)π(e)(X,Y ) = (gcan)e3(X,Y )

he(X
h
e , Ze) = 0

he(Z,W ) = (Ze,We)I

The left trivialization of the horizontal lifts of the coordinate vector fields
on Q̄ are obtained in [GNM20] to be

(

∂

∂x

)h

g

= π(g) ×
∂

∂x
, and

(

∂

∂y

)h

g

= π(g) ×
∂

∂y
,

where the coordinate vector fields are given in terms of the canonical basis
of R3 by the expressions

∂

∂x
= e1 −

x
√

1− x2 − y2
e3, and

∂

∂y
= e2 −

y
√

1− x2 − y2
e3.

Therefore, at the identity we have that

(

∂

∂x

)h

e

= e2, and

(

∂

∂y

)h

e

= −e1,

which implies that he(e1, e2) = −(gcan)e3(
∂
∂y
, ∂
∂x

) = 0, he(e1, e1) = (gcan)e3(
∂
∂y
, ∂
∂y
) =

a2 and he(e2, e2) = (gcan)e3(
∂
∂x
, ∂
∂x
) = a1. In addition, Veπ = span{e3} and

so he(e3, e3) = eT3 Ie3 = I33. Therefore,

he(Ω1,Ω2) = ΩT1





a2 0 0
0 a1 0
0 0 I33



Ω2, Ω1,2 ∈ so(3).

However, the principal Riemannian metric h might not be left-invariant.
In fact, if X̄, Ȳ ∈ X(Q̄), then hg(X̄

h
g , Ȳ

h
g ) = gcan,π(g)(X̄, Ȳ ) = e2φ(π(g)) ḡ(X̄, Ȳ ).

This implies that the Riemannian metric h will in general depend on the
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point g ∈ SO(3) and will not be left-invariant. It can be easily checked

that hg(
(

∂
∂x

)h

g
,
(

∂
∂x

)h

g
) does not coincide with he(π(g) ×

∂
∂x
, π(g) × ∂

∂x
) for

an arbitrary matrix A and g ∈ SO(3).
Therefore, the expression of h can be quite different at different points of

SO(3). In any case, the principal Riemannian metric h in an arbitrary point

g ∈ SO(3) with respect to the reference frame {X1 =
(

∂
∂x

)h

g
,X2 =

(

∂
∂y

)h

g
}

generating D and X3 = g · e3, generating V , is represented by the matrix

h(Xi,Xj) =





(Aγ, γ)−1a (Aγ, γ)−1b 0
(Aγ, γ)−1b (Aγ, γ)−1c 0

0 0 I33





A more detailed study of the nature of the Riemannian metric h will be
postponed to a future paper.

Remark 5.2. A multi-dimensional version of the Veselova problem with
configuration space the Lie group SO(n) was considered in [GNM20]. This
system is also a φ-simple Chaplygin. So, their trajectories are reparametriza-
tions of the trajectories of an unconstrained mechanical Lagrangian system
on SO(n).

6 Conclusions and future work

We prove that unreduced φ-simple Chaplygin mechanical systems are me-
chanically Hamiltonizable up to reparametrization. More precisely, we prove
that it is possible to modify the Riemannian metric associated to the Ki-
netic energy of the system to produce a new Riemannian metric. Then, the
trajectories of the unconstrained mechanical Lagrangian system induced by
the new metric and the same potential energy are reparametrizations of the
original nonholonomic trajectories. Our method is constructive and it is
easily applied to several interesting examples.

The previous results rise several interesting questions:

1. If the symmetries are not just of kinematic type (as in Chaplygin
systems) but there are, for instance, horizontal symmetries, can we
still do something?

2. There is evidence in the literature that, under the same assumptions,
there are many more Lagrangian functions w.r.t. which the non-
holonomic trajectories are the solution of Euler-Lagrange equations.
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Namely, we can also find non-positive-definite semi-Riemannian met-
rics whose geodesics are nonholonomic trajectories. So, what is the
more general picture?

3. Take advantage of the modified Riemannian metrics to produce nu-
merical integrators for nonholonomic systems.

4. It is interesting to note that the situation described in Remark 5.1
can be generalized to all of our examples. In fact, if (Q, g, V,G,D)
is a φ-simple Chaplygin system with G-invariant potential V and h
is the principal Riemannian metric constructed in Theorem 4.3 and
τQ : TQ → Q is the canonical tangent projection on Q, then the
tangent map of the transformation ψ̄ : D → D sending vq 7→ e−φ(π(q))vq
will map the vector field e−(φ◦π◦(τQ)|D)Γ(g,V,D), where Γ(g,V,D) is the
vector field determining the nonholonomic trajectories of this system,
into the mechanical vector field Γ(h,V )|D restricted to the distribution
D.

We will give a sketch of the proof of this result. Denote by (Tπ)|D :
D → TQ̄ the restriction to D of the tangent map of π : Q→ Q̄ and by
Γnh ∈ X(TQ̄) the (Tπ)|D-projection of the vector field Γ(g,V,D) (note
that Γ(g,V,D) is G-invariant and, thus, it is (Tπ)|D-projectable). If gcan
is the Riemannian metric on Q̄ given by gcan = e2φḡ, V̄ ∈ C∞(Q̄)
is such that V = V̄ ◦ π and Γ(gcan,V̄ ) is the dynamical vector field in

TQ̄ associated with the mechanical Lagrangian system L(gcan,V̄ ) then,
using Corollary 4.2, we deduce that these vector fields are related by
the vector bundle isomorphism

˜̄ψ = ♯gcan ◦ ψ ◦ ♭ḡ : TQ̄→ T ∗Q̄→ T ∗Q̄→ TQ̄.

Here, ♭ḡ : TQ̄→ T ∗Q̄, ♯gcan : T ∗Q̄→ TQ̄ are the musical isomorphisms
induced by the Riemannian metrics ḡ and gcan, respectively, and ψ :
T ∗Q̄ → T ∗Q̄ is the isomorphism in Proposition 3.2. Now, a direct
computation proves that

˜̄ψ(vq̄) = e−φ(q̄)vq̄, for vq̄ ∈ Tq̄Q̄.

On the other hand, considering (τQ)|D the restriction of τQ to D,
the trajectories in Q of the vector fields e−(φ◦π◦(τQ)|D)Γ(g,V,D) ∈ X(D)
and Γ(h,V )|D are the horizontal lifts, with respect to the Riemannian
submersion π : (Q,h) → (Q̄, gcan), of the trajectories in Q̄ of the vector
fields e−(φ◦τQ̄)Γnh ∈ X(TQ̄) and Γ(gcan,V̄ ) ∈ X(TQ̄), respectively, where
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τQ̄ : TQ̄ → Q̄ is the canonical tangent projection on Q̄. Therefore,
using that the following diagram is commutative, we conclude that

D D

TQ̄ T Q̄

(Tπ)|D

ψ̄

(Tπ)|D
˜̄ψ

the vector fields e−(φ◦π◦(τQ)|D)Γ(g,V,D) ∈ X(D) and Γ(h,V ) ∈ X(D) are
ψ̄-related.
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