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Abstract

We formulate a statistical analogy of regular Lagrange mechan-
ics and Finsler geometry derived from Grisha Perelman’s functionals
generalized for nonholonomic Ricci flows. There are elaborated ex-
plicit constructions when nonholonomically constrained flows of Rie-
mann metrics result in Finsler like configurations, and inversely, and
geometric mechanics is modelled on Riemann spaces with preferred
nonholonomic frame structure.
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1 Introduction

The Ricci flow theory became a very powerful method in understanding
the geometry and topology of Riemannian manifolds [1, 2 B, [4] (see also
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reviews [ 6 [7] on Hamilton—Perelman theory of Ricci flows). There were
proposed a number important inovations in modern physics and mechanics.

Any regular Lagrange mechanics and analogous gravity theory can be
naturally geometrized on nonholonomic Riemann manifolds as models of La-
grange or Finsler spaces [8, 9], see Refs. [0, [T, 12, 13] for details and
applications to modern physics. One of the major goals of geometric me-
chanics is the study of symmetry of physical systems and its consequences.
In this sense, the ideas and formalism elaborated in the Ricci flow theory
provide new alternatives for definition of ’optimal’ geometric configurations
and physical interactions.

Any Riemannian geometry is stated completely on a manifold] provided
with symmetric metric tensor and (uniquely defined to be metric compatible
and torsionless) Levi Civita connection structures. Contrary, the Lagrange
and Finsler geometries and their generalizations are constructed from three
fundamental and (in general) independent geometric objects: the nonlin-
ear connection, metric and linear connection. There were developed such
models when the main geometric structures are derived canonically from a
fundamental effective, or explicit, Lagrange (Finsler) function and have an
alternative realization as a Riemann geometry with preferred nonholonomic
frame structure. Following such ideas, in Ref. [§], we proved that Ricci flows
of Riemannian metrics subjected to nonholonomic constraints may result in
effective Finsler like geometries and that any Lagrange—Finsler configuration
can be ’extracted’ by corresponding nonholonomic deformations of frame
structures. An important result is that the G. Perelman’s functional ap-
proach [2, [3, 4] to Ricci flows can be redefined for a large class of canonical
metric compatible nonlinear and linear connections. For regular Lagrange
systems, this allows not only to derive the evolution equations and establish
certain optimal geometric and topological configurations but also to elabo-
rate canonical statistical and thermodynamical models related to effective
mechanical, gravitational or gauge interactions.

The aim of this paper is to analyze possible applications of the theory
of Ricci flows to geometric mechanics and related thermodynamical models.
We shall follow the methods elaborated in Sections 1-5 of Ref. [2] gener-
alizing the approach to certain classes of Lagrange and Finsler metrics and
connections. It should be emphasized that such constructions present not
only a geometric extension from the canonical Riemannian spaces to more

or simplicity, in this work we shall consider only smooth and orientable manifolds



sophisticate geometries with local anisotropy but state a new research pro-
gram [8, 9, [15], [16] on Ricci flows of geometric and physical objects subjected
to nonholonomic constraints.

The paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we outline the main
results on metric compatible models of Lagrange and Finsler geometry on
nonholonomic manifolds. The G. Perelman’s functional approach to Ricci
flow theory is generalized for Lagrange and Finsler spaces in section 3. We
derive the evolution equations for Lagrange-Ricci systems in section 4. A
statistical approach to Lagrange—Finsler spaces and Ricci flows is proposed
in section 5. Finally, we discuss the results in the section 6. Some necessary
local formulas are summarized in Appendix.

2 Lagrange Mechanics and
N—anholonomic Manifolds

Let us consider a manifold V, dim V = n+m,n > 2,m > 1. Local
coordinates on V are labelled in the form u = (z,y), or u® = (z*,y®), where
indices 4, j, ... = 1,2, ...,n are horizontal (h) ones and a,b,... =1,2,...,m are
vertical (v) ones. We follow our convention to use "boldface” symbols for
nonholonomic spaces and geometric objects on such spaces [12, 8, [13]. The
typical examples are those when V = T'M is a tangent bundle, V = E is a
vector bundle on M, or V is a (semi—) Riemann manifold, with prescribed
local (nonintegrable) fibred structure.

In this work, a nonholonomic manifold V is considered to be provided
with a nonitegrable (nonhlonomic) distribution defining a nonlinear connec-
tion (N—connection). This is equivalent to a Whitney sum of conventional
h— and v—subspaces, hV and vV,

TV = hVaoV, (1)

where TV is the tangent bundle. Such manifolds are called, in brief, N—
anholonomic (in literature, one uses two equivalent terms, holonomic and an-
holonomic). Locally, a N—connection is defined by its coefficients, N ={N?},
stated with respect to a local coordinate basis, N =N (u)dz' @ 0/dy”. We
can consider the class of linear connections when N2(u) = T%(z)y’ as a
particular case.



N—connections are naturally considered in Finsler and Lagrange geometry
[10, 111 [12] [13]. They are related to (semi) spray configurations

dy®

ds

+2G%(z,y) =0, (2)

of a curve z'(¢) with parameter 0 < ¢ < ¢y, when y* = dz'/ds [spray con-

figurations are obtained for integrable equations|. For a regular Lagrangian

L(x,y) = L(2*,y*) modelled on V, when the Lagrange metric (equivalently,

Hessian) )
gy = 1oL (3)

2 0ytoy’
is not degenerated, i.e. det|g;;| # 0, one holds the fundamental result (proof
is a straightforward computation):

Theorem 2.1 For

2
(o g (PE 0L
Oytoxk oxt )’
with “g'7 inverse to Lg;;, the "nonlinear” geodesic equations (@) are equiv-
alent to the Fuler—Lagrange equations

d (0L oL 0
ds <0yi> ort
Originally, the Lagrange geometry was elaborated on the tangent bundle
TM of a manifold M, for a regular Lagrangian L(x,y) following the meth-
ods of Finsler geometry [10, 11] (Finsler configurations can be obtained in
a particular case when L(z,y) = F?(x,y) for a homogeneous fundamental
function F(z, \y) = AF(z,y), A € R). Lagrange and Finsler geometries can

be also modelled on N-anholonomic manifolds [12], [13] provided, for instance,
with canonical N—connection structure

oG
N} = —.
i ayl

(4)

Proposition 2.1 A N-connection defines certain classes of nonholonomic
preferred frame
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and coframe ' ' .
e =[e' =dx',e" =dy* + Ni(x,y)dz'] (6)

structures.

Proof. One computes the nontrivial nonholonomy coefficients W35 =
ON{ /Oy and Wit = Q% = e;N§ —e; N (where Q; are the coefficients of the
N—connection curvature) for

[ea; €8] = enep — ege, = W e,

O
One holds:

Claim 2.1 Any reqular Lagrange mechanics L(z,y) = L(z%,y*) modelled on
V,dim'V = 2n, defines a canonical metric structure

Lg = Lgij(x, y) [ei X €j + ei (029 eJ:| . (7)

Proof. For V = T'M, the metric (2) is just the Sasaki lift of (B) on
total space [10, 11]. In abstract form, such canonical constructions can be
performed similarly for any N-anholonomic manifold V. This approach to ge-
ometric mechanics follows from the fact that the (semi) spray configurations
are related to the N—connection structure and defined both by the Lagrangian
fundamental function and the Euler-Lagrange equations, see Theorem 2.1].[]

Definition 2.1 A distinguished connection (d—connection) D on'V is a lin-
ear connection preserving under parallel transports the Whitney sum ().

In order to perform computations with d-connections we can use N-—
adapted differential forms like I'"; = I'“; e” with the coefficients defined

with respect to () and (B) and parametrized I7,; = (L}, Liy, C,., Cf.) .
The torsion of a d—connection is computed
T* = De” =de” +I'%; A€’ (8)
Locally, it is characterized by (N—adapted) d—torsion coefficients
Tijk = Lijk - Likjv Tija = _Tiaj = Cijav Taji = Qaji?
o= 1% = % = L%, T = C%e = Cap (9)



Theorem 2.2 There is a unique canonical d—connection D = {f”aﬁ =
(A;'-k, Al‘fk,CJ’C, Cgc>} which is metric compatible with the Lagrange canoni-

cal metric structure, i.e. D (Lg) = 0, and satisfies the conditions fijk =0
and fﬂ;,c = 0.

Proof. Tt follows from explicit formulas () and (@) and (A.I) in Ap-
pendix. []

A geometric model of Lagrange mechanics can be elaborated in terms of
Riemannian geometry on V, as a noholonomic Riemann space, if we chose the
Levi Civita connection V = { I ;} defined uniquely by the Lagrange metric
Lg but such constructions are not adapted to the N-connection splitting
() induced by the (semi) spray Lagrange configuration. In an equivalent
form, such constructions can be adapted to the N-connection structure if
the canonical distinguished connection D = {]_w 5} is considered. In this
case, the geometric space is of Riemann—Cartan type with nontrivial torsion
induced by the N—connection coefficients under nonholonomic deformations
of the frame structure.

Conclusion 2.1 Any reqular Lagrange mechanics (Finsler geometry) can
be modelled in two equivalent canonical forms as a nonholonomic Riemann
space or as a N—anholonomic Riemann—Cartan space with the fundamental
geometric objects (metric and connection structures) defined by the funda-
mental Lagrange (Finsler) function.

Inverse statements when (semi) Riemannian metrics are modelled by cer-
tain effective Lagrange structures and corresponding Ricci flows also hold
true but in such cases one has to work with models of generalized Lagrange
geometry, see [, [10, [11].

Remark 2.1 In Finsler geometry, one considers different types of d—connec-
tion structures. For instance, there is an approach based on the so—called
Chern connection [1J)] which is not metric compatible and considered less

sustable for applications to standard models in modern physics, see discussion
in [13,1§].

For convenience, in Appendix, we outline the main formulas for the con-
nections V and D and their torsions, curvature and Ricci tensors.



3 The Perelman’s Functionals on Lagrange—
Finsler Spaces

The Ricci flow equation was originally introduced by R. Hamilton [1] as
an evolution equation
99a5(x)

oy —2 Rop(x) (10)

for a set of Riemannian metrics gn5(x) and_corresponding Ricci tensors
Rap(x) parametrized by a real parameter XB The Ricci flow theory is a
branch of mathematics elaborated in connection to rigorous study of topo-
logical and geometric properties of such equations and possible applications
in modern physics.

In the previous section, see also related details in our works [8] [13], we
proved that the Lagrange—Finsler geometries can be modelled as constrained
structures on N-anhonomic Riemannian spaces. We concluded there that the
Ricci flows of regular Lagrange systems (Finsler metrics) can be described
by usual Riemann gradient flows but subjected to certain classes of non-
holonomic constraints. It should be also noted that, inversely, it is possible
to extract from respective nonholonomic Riemannian configurations the La-
grange or Finsler ones. Working with the canonical d—connection D, we get
a Ricci tensor (A.6) which, in general, is not symmetric but the metric ()
is symmetric. In such cases, we are not able to derive the equation (I0) on
nonholonomic spaces in a self—consistent heuristic form following the analogy
of R. Hamilton’s equations and the Einstein’s equations. We emphasize that
one can be considered flows of nonholonomic Einstein spaces, when R,z is
symmetric (we investigated such solutions in Refs. [9] 15} [16]), but more gen-
eral classes of solution of the Ricci equations with nonholonomic constraints
would result in nonsymmetric metrics, see discussions in Ref. [§].

The Grisha Perelman’s fundamental idea was to show that the Ricci flow
is not only a gradient flow but also can be defined as a dynamical system
on the spaces of Riemannian metrics by introducing two Lyapunov type
functionals. Tn this section, we show how the constructions can be generalized
for N-anholonomic manifolds if we chose the connection D.

The Perelman’s functionals were introduced for Ricci flows of Riemannian

2for our further purposes, on generalized Riemann-Finsler spaces, it is convenient to
use a different system of denotations than those considered by R. Hamilton or Grisha
Perelman on holonomic Riemannian spaces



metrics. For the Levi Civita connection defined by the Lagrange metric (1),
are written in the form

F(L,f) = /(.R+|Vf|2) el dv, (11)
WL, f.7) = /[T(.R+|Vf|)2+f—2n]udv,

where dV is the volume form of %g, integration is taken over compact V and
R is the scalar curvature computed for V. For 7 > 0, we have fv pudV =1

when p = (477) " e~/. The functional approach can be redefined for N-
anholonomic manifolds:

Claim 3.1 For Lagrange spaces, the Perelman’s functionals for the canonical
d—connection D are defined

AL = /(R+S+}ﬁﬂ2) T av, (12)

W(L, . 7) = /{?<R+S+‘hDﬂ+ ”Dﬂ>2+f—2n}ﬁdv, (13)
A\

where dV is the volume form of ‘g, R and S are respectively the h- and
v—components of the curvature scalar of D, see (A.7), for D, = (D;, D,),

~ 2 2 2 ~
orD = ("D, D), Dﬂ = ‘hDﬂ + ”Dﬂ , and f satisfies fv udV =1
for = (4w7)™" e~! and T > 0.

Proof. We can redefine equivalently the formulas (1] for some J?and f
(which can be a non—explicit relation) when

(R+IVI[)e = <R+S+ )hDﬂ2+

2 —~
”Df' ) e+
and re-scale the parameter 7 — 7 to have

[T R+|VFD*+ f = 2n)] p =
2
l?(R+S+ ‘th’ + ”Df’) —i—f—2n] i+ @

8



for some ® and ®; for which [ ®dV =0 and [ ®;dV =0. O

Elaborating a N—adapted \};riational calcul\lfls, we shall consider both vari-
ations in the so—called h— and v—subspaces as stated by decompositions ([I).
We write, for simplicity, g;; = Tg¢;; and consider the h-variation "dg;; = vy,
the v—variation dg.,, = va, for a fixed N—connection structure in (), and

"f = Mf o= vf
Lemma 3.1 The first N-adapted variations of (I2) are given by

5F (Vi vap, f, Uf) = (14)
. h

JU=us(Ry+ DT + (5 = ") (2" aF "D fl) + R

v

4 [—vas(Rap + DDy f) + (7” _ v (2 "AF—|"D ﬂ) + She~fav

where "A = D;D' and *A = D,D*, A = "A + *A, and "v = g9v, v =
ab
g Ugp-

Proof. It is a N-adapted calculus similar to that for Perelman’s Lemma
in [2]. We omit details given, for instance, in the proof from [5], see there
Lemma 1.5.2, but we note that if such computations are performed on a N—
anholonomic manifold, the canonical d-connection results in formulas (A.d)),
for the Ricci curvature and (A7), for the scalar curvature of D. It should
be emphasized that because we consider that variations of a symmetric met-
ric, "0g;; = v;; and Y8g. = Va, are considered independently on h— and
v—subspaces and supposed to be also symmetric, we get in (I4]) only the sym-
metric coefficients R;; and R, but not R,; and R;,. Admitting nonsymmetric
variations of metrics, we would obtain certain terms in §F (vij, vap, "f, °f)
defined by the nonsymmetric components of the Ricci tensor for D. In this
work, we try to keep our constructions on Riemannian spaces, even they
are provided with N—-anholonomic distributions, and avoid to consider the
so—called Lagrange—Eisenhart, or Finsler—Eisenhart, geometry analyzed, for
instance in Chapter 8 of monograph [10] (for nonholonomic Ricci flows, we
discuss the problem in [§]). O



4 Evolution Equations for Lagrange Systems

The normalized (holonomic) Ricci flows, see details in Refs. [2] [5 [0
7], with respect to the coordinate base 0, = 0/0u%, are described by the

equations
0 2r
7 Yap — -2 |Ra - Yas, 15
axg_g of + 5 Jas (15)

where the normalizing factor r = [ \RdV/dV is introduced in order to pre-
serve the volume V. 1 We note that here we use the Ricci tensor R,g and
scalar curvature R = ¢ Ryp computed for the connection V. The coeffi-

cients g4 are those for for a family of metrics (@), “g(x) , rewritten with
respect to the coordinate basis,

L2 (X) = gap(X)du® @ du?,

where
g&ﬁ X ga](X) — Nie gbe gab(X) )
for gas(x) = g,5(x); when g;;(x) = *gi;0¢. 1), gar(x) = “ga(x,u) and

Nf(x) = Nf(x,u) defined from a set of Lagrangians L(x,u), respectively
by formulas () and ().
With respect to the N-adapted frames (&) and ([6]), when

e.(x) = e;*(x) 9, and e”(x) = e, (x)du*,

the frame transforms are respectively parametrized in the form

el = 52?' e, = —N}
et =0

L
a a

3we underlined the indices with respect to the coordinate bases in order to distinguish

them from those defined with respect to the 'N—elongated’ local bases (B) and (G

10



where 0} is the Kronecher symbol, the Ricci flow equations (I3]) can be written

0 a prb 9 cnrd
agi]‘ =2 [NZ Nj ( |Rab - )\gab) - |Rij + )\gZ]] - gcda(Nz Nj )a(18)
0

A Yab — -2 |Ra 2\ abs 19
J . . .

a(N] gae) = —2 Ri, + 2)\NJ Yae, (20)

where A = r/5 and the metric coefficients are defined by the ansatz ([I6]).

If V — D, we have to change ,Ros — Rag in (I8)-(0). The N-adapted
evolution equations for Ricci flows of symmetric metrics, with respect to local
coordinate frames, are written

0 a £\Tb D D 0 cnrd
agij = 2 [NZ- Nj (Eab - )\gab) - Eij + )\gij] - gcda(Ni Nj ), (21)
o ~
agab = -2 (Eab - >\9ab> ) (22)
Ry, = Oand R, =0, (23)

where the Ricci coefficients Eij and Eab are computed with respect to coor-
dinate coframes, being frame transforms (I7) of the corresponding formulas
(A.6) defined with respect to N-adapted frames. The equations ([23) con-
strain the nonholonomic Ricci flows to result in symmetric metrics.

The aim of this section is to prove that equations of type (2I) and (22I)
can be derived from the Perelman’s N—adapted functionals (I2) and (I3) (for
simplicity, we shall not consider the normalized term and put A = 0).

Definition 4.1 A metric g generated by a reqular Lagrangian L evolving
by the (nonholonomic) Ricci flow is called a (nonholonomic) breather if for
some x1 < X2 and o > 0 the metrics o “g(x1) and a Fg(x2) differ only by
a diffeomorphism (in the N—anholonomic case, preserving the Whitney sum
(d)). The cases a =,<,> 1 define correspondingly the steady, shrinking and
expanding breathers (for N—anholonomic manifolds, one can be the situation
when, for instance, the h—component of metric is steady but the v—component
is shrinking).

Clearly, the breather properties depend on the type of connections are
used for definition of Ricci flows.

11



Following a N-adapted variational calculus for F (L, f), see Lemma [3.]
with Laplacian A and h- and v—components of the Ricci tensor, R;; and .S;,
defined by D and considering parameter 7(x), 07/dx = —1, we prove

Theorem 4.1 The Ricci flows of reqular Lagrange mechanical systems are
characterized by evolution equations

ag.. . 0 ~

g
8)( =g 8)( Zab)
of

o - Af+[Bf] ~R-s

and the property that

0 ~ —~ ~ ~ ~ ~ &
5o FC1800.F00) =2 [ [ 1Ry + DS + [Rus+ DuDUFF] e T
A%

and fe_de is constant.
v

Proof. For Riemannian spaces, a proof was proposed by G. Perelman [2]
(details of the proof are given for the connection V in the Proposition 1.5.3
of [5], they can be similarly reproduced for the canonical d-connection D).
For N—anholonomic spaces, we changed the status of such statements to a
Theorem because for nonholonomic configurations there are not alternative
ways of definition Ricci flow equations in N-adapted form following two dif-
ferent heuristic and functional approaches. The functional variant became
the unique possibility for a rigorous proof. Finally, we note that for the Levi
Civita connection the functional F is nondecreasing in time and the mono-
tonicity is strict unless we are on a steady gradient soliton (see, for instance,
Ref. [5] for details on solitonic solutions and Ricci flows). This property sure
depend on the type of connection is used and how solitons are defined. We
shall not use it in this works and omit such considerations.[]

_ The priority of the N-adapted calculus for the canonical d-connection
D = ("D, VD) is that from formal point of view we work as in the case with
the connection V but have to dub the results for the h— and v—components
and redefine them with respect N-adapted bases. This analogy holds true
for all (generalized) and Lagrange and Finsler metrics because D is metric

12



compatible and uniquely defined by the coefficients of *g, similarly to V.
It should be noted that even a closed formal analogy of formulas exist, the
evolution equations, their solutions, and related geometrical and fundamen-
tal objects are different because D # V. Following this property, we can
formulate (the reader may check that its statements and proofs consist a
N-adapted modification of Proposition 1.5.8 in [5] containing the details of
the original result from [2]):

L

Theorem 4.2 If a reqular Lagrange (Finsler) metric “g(x) and functions

f(x) and T(x) evolve according to the system
99, 5 99, 5
W - —QEU, 8)( - _2Eab>
of
dx
or
dx

— —£f+‘f)f‘2—R—S+g,
= -1

and the property that

5_\

SO0 0. 700) = 2 [ 7Ry + DDT = ol +
\%

~ 1
|Rab + Danf - 2_gab|2] (47T5‘\)_"e_de

,7/:

and f(47r?)_"e_de is constant.
v

For the Levi Civita connection V, the functional W( *g(x),f(x),7(x))
is nondecreasing in time and the monotonicity is strict unless we are on
a shrinking gradient soliton. Similar properties can be formulated in N—
adapted form, but it is not obvious if some of them hold true for V they will
be preserved for V — D.

The Lagrange—Ricci flows are are characterized by the evolutions of pre-
ferred N—adapted frames (7)) (see proof in [§]):

Corollary 4.1 The evolution, for all time T € [0,7y), of preferred frames on
a Lagrange space
€a(7) = (T, u)0y

13



1s defined by the coefficients

e

with .
i j
Lgii(r) = e (7 u) e; (7, wnyj,

where n;; = diag[+1, ... £ 1] establish the signature of ngé(u), is given by
equations B

0
9 et = Lgl Rsy ea’

if we prescribe the Levi Civita connection and

0 ~
-_— eag = ngg Rﬁl eocl

or

if we prescribe the canonical d—connection.

5 Statistical Analogy for Lagrange—Finsler
Spaces and Ricci Flows

Grisha Perelman showed that the functional )}V is in a sense analogous to
minus entropy [2]. We show that this property holds true for nonholonomic
Ricci flows which provides a statistical model for regular Lagrange (Finsler)
systems.

The partition function Z = [ exp(—[E)dw(E) for the canonical ensemble
at temperature 37! is defined by the measure taken to be the density of states
w(F). The thermodynamical values are computed in the form: the average
energy, < £ >= —dlog Z/0p, the entropy S = < E > +logZ and the
fluctuation 0 =< (E— < E >)* >= §?log Z/0f32.

Let us suppose that a set of regular mechanical systems with Lagrangians
L(7,z,y) is described by respective metrics L'g(7) and N-connection N2(7)
and related canonical linear connections V(7) and D(7) subjected to the
conditions of Theorem One holds

Theorem 5.1 Any family of reqular Lagrange (Finsler) geometries satisfy-
ing the evolution equations for the canonical d—connection is characterized by

14



thermodynamic values

> =7 /(R+S+‘hDﬂ
—/|:T(R+S+}hDﬂ

\%

~ 1 1
g = 2’7/:4/ |i|RZ]+DDf /\gm| +|Rab+D Dbf_ gab|:| dv.

&

<

2
“Dﬂ - Q) A%
T

”fo) - 2n} v,

W)
I

Proof. It follows from a straigtforward computation for

7 — exp] /V = F 4 nJfdv.

O

We note that similar values < F >, S and ,0 can computed for the
Levi Civita connection V also defined for the metric g, see functionals (III).
This results in

Corollary 5.1 A N-anholonomic Lagrange (Finsler) model defined by the
canonical d—connection D is thermodynamically more (less, equivalent) con-
venient than a similar one defined by the Levi Civita connection V if S < S

(§> ,S,§: S ).

Following this Corollary, we conclude that such models are positively
equivalent for integrable N—anholonomic structures with vanishing distor-
sion tensor (see formulas ([A.2) and ([A.3))). There are necessary explicit
computations of the thermodynamical values for different classes of exact
solutions of nonholonomic Ricci flow equations [9] [I5] [I6] or of the Einstein
equations with nonholonomic/ noncommutative variables [13] in order to
conclude which configurations are thermodynamically more convenient for
N-anholonomic or (pseudo) Riemannian configurations.

Finally, we would like to mention that there were elaborated alterna-
tive approaches to geometric and non—equilibrium thermodynamics, locally
anisotropic kinetics and kinetic processes elaborated in terms of Riemannian
and Finsler like objects on phase and thermodynamic spaces, see reviews of
results and bibliography in Ref. [17, I8 19, 20} 21, 22] and Chapter 6 from
[13]. Those models are not for Ricci flows of geometric objects and seem to
be not related to the statistical thermodynamics of metrics and connections
which can be derived from holonomic or anholonomic Perelman’s functionals.

15



6 Conclusion and Discussion

In this paper, we have introduced an extension of Prelman’s functional
approach to Ricci flows [2] in order to derive in canonical form the evo-
lution equations for Lagrange and Finsler geometries and formulate a sta-
tistical analogy of regular mechanical systems. This scheme is of practi-
cal applicability to the problem of definition of the most optimal geometric
and topological configurations in geometric mechanics and analogous mod-
els of field interactions. In this context, we elaborate a new direction to
geometrization of Lagrange systems following the theory of nonholonomic
Ricci flows and generalized Riemann—Cartan and Lagrange—Finsler spaces
enabled with compatible metric, nonlinear connection and linear connection
structures [9, 15, [16] [13].

Since the initial works on Ricci flows [Il, Bl [6 [7], the problem of defi-
nition of evolution equations of fundamental geometric objects was treated
in a heuristic form following certain analogy with the original "proof’ of the
Einstein equations when a symmetric Ricci tensor was set to be proportional
to a 'simple’ and physically grounded combination of coordinate/parametric
derivatives of metric coefficients. In our works [13], we proved that Finsler
like geometries can be modelled by preferred nonholonomic frame structures
even as exact solutions in the Einstein and string gravity and has anlogous
interpretations in terms of geometric objects on generalized Lagrange spaces
and nonholonomic manifolds [10, 11, 13]. Then, it was shown that flows
of Lagrange—Finsler geometries can be extracted from flows of Riemannian
metrics by imposing certain classes of nonholonomic constraints and defor-
mations of the frame and linear connection structures [8].

In order to derive the first results on Lagrange—Ricci, or Finsler-Ricci
flows, in a form more familiar to researches skilled in geometric analysis and
Riemannian geometry, we worked in the bulk with the Levi Civita connection
for Lagrange, or Finsler, metrics and then sketched how the results can be
redefined in terms of the canonical connections for ’locally isotropic’ geome-
tries. The advantage of the Perelman’s approach to the Ricci flow theory
is that it can easily reformulated for a covariant calculus adapted to the
nonlinear connection structure which is of crucial importance in generalized
Riemann—Finsler geometry. For such geometries, the functional methods be-
came a strong tool both for rigorous proofs of the nonholonomic evolution
equations and formulating new alternative statistical models for regular La-
grange systems.
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The two approaches are complementary in the following sense: the func-
tional scheme gives more rigorous results when the type of geometric struc-
tures are prescribed and the holonomic or nonholonomic Ricci flows and re-
lated statistical/thermodynamical models are elaborated for the same class
of geometries, whereas the heuristic ideas and formulas are best adapted for
flow transitions from one type of geometries to other ones (for instance, from
Finsler configurations to Riemannian ones, and inversely).

The next challenge in our program on nonholonomic Ricci flows and appli-
cations is to state a functional formalism for general nonholonomic manifolds
in a form, when various type of nonholonomic Clifford, algebroid, noncom-
mutative, solitonic ... structures can be extracted from flows of 'Riemannian’
geometrical objects by imposing corresponding classes of nonholonomic con-
straints and deformations of geometric objects.
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A Appendix

One exists a minimal extension of the Levi Civita connection V to a
canonical d—connection D which is defined only the coefficients of Lagrange
metric L'g (7) and canonlcal nonhnear connection N ¢ @ Wthh is also metric
compatible, with 7* i = 0 and T — 0, but 7", T“ and T are not zero,

jar bi
see ([@). The coefficient I’ of = Lbk, Ci

jk’ jer
respect to the N-adapted frames, are computed:

Cbc) of this connection, with

Ti 1 ir
ik = 59 (ekgjr + €50k — ergjk) ) (A1)
= 1
e = e(Ng) + 59“ (exgse — Gac €N} — ga €cN}?)
. 1 . ~ 1
C]Z'c = _glkecgjka CI(}C - _gad (6cgbd + €clcd — edgbc) y

2 2

where, for simplicity, we write g;, and g,q without label "L” we used for
Hessian Lg;; ().

17



The Levi Civita linear connection 7 = { I'g, }, uniquely defined by the
conditions |7 = 0 and v7g = 0, is not adapted to the distribution ([I). Let
us parametrize the coefficients in the form

o 7 a 7 a 7
- By — ( =ik ks 1 Hbks 1 Hbky 1~ 5by 1 ]b7 |Cbc7 lec)7
where

vek(ej) = leel—i_ ijeav Vek(eb) Lli)kei—i_ Lgkeav
veb(ej) = IC'bel_'_ Cbeaa Vec(eb) C’bcel_'_ Cheta.-

J
For certain considerations, it is convenient to express
YT ¥

where the explicit components of distorsion tensor lZwaﬁ are computed

| ng = 0, Zj = _C;bgikgab ) e
i e i Lo i j
Ly, = §ijgcb9] - 5(5]'51? — 9jk9 h)cfjlba

1
Zi = (0004 + gcdgab) (L. — es(NE)]

Ly = QQ]kgch” + 5 (5Z5k 9ik9™)Chy,

I ;b = _5(5363 - gcbga ) [LSIQ - ed(N]Cﬂ ) |Zl()10 = Ov (A?))
) gij c c c c

Cap T Ty {[L% — ea(N7)] gev + [Li; — en(N7)] gea -

ItV = TM for certain models of Lagrange and/or Finsler geometry, one
identify L ik O L e and C’ to Cp. and consider the canonical d-connection

as a couple IV of = ( e @k) using the same values of the h- and v-indices
[10, [11].

By a straightforward d—form calculus, we can find the N-adapted com-
ponents of the curvature

R% =DI% = dl" — T, AT% = R% ;e Ae’, (A4)

18



of a d—connection D,

Ry = ekLihj —ej Ly + Ln}szimk - n}szimj - CihaQakj’
R = exl%; —ej L%, + L, L% — L L% — C%.0%;,
Rlﬂm = eaLij — DkCZja + Clijbka, (A.5)

c o c c c c
Ry = el — DrC%, + C%T %0

i - i i h i b i
Ry = ey —epC + OOt — CF.Cy,s

a - a a e a e a
R%.q = €iC% —eC% + C%C; — ChC%,.

Contracting respectively the components of ([A.f]), one proves that the
Ricci tensor Ros = R7,4, is characterized by h- v-components, i.e. d-

. T
tensors,

Rij = sz’jk’ Rm = _Rkika’ Rai = Rbaib’ Rab = Rcabc' (A6)

It should be noted that this tensor is not symmetric for arbitrary d—connecti-
ons D.
The scalar curvature of a d—connection is

‘R g’R,3 =R+ S, (A7)
R = ginija Szg“bRab,

defined by a sum the h— and v—components of (A.6) and d-metric ().
The Einstein tensor is defined and computed in standard form

1
Gas = Rag — 58as "R (A.8)

It should be noted that, in general, this Einstein tensor is different from that
defined for the Levi Civita connection but for the canonical d—connection and
metric defined by a Lagrange model both such tensors are derived from the
same Lagrangian and metric structure. Finally, we note that formulas (A.4])—
(A.8)) are defined in the same form for different classes of linear connection.
For the canonical d-connection and the Levi Civita connection, we label such
formulas with respective "hats’ and left "vertical lines’, for instance, R%_ s and

A~

IRaB'Yé’ Raﬁ and 'RO‘B’
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