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Abstract. Contact Hamiltonian dynamics is a subject that has still a short
history, but with relevant applications in many areas: thermodynamics, cos-
mology, control theory, and neurogeometry, among others. In recent years
there has been a great effort to study this type of dynamics both in theoretical
aspects and in its potential applications in geometric mechanics and mathe-
matical physics. This paper is intended to be a review of some of the results
that the authors and their collaborators have recently obtained on the subject.
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1. Introduction

Contact geometry is a topic of great interest in Differential Geometry, but it
has been revealed relevant in the last years due to its applications to describe me-
chanical dissipative systems, both in the Hamiltonian and Lagrangian descriptions.
Some of these applications are in thermodynamics (both reversible [63], and, more
recently, irreversible [38, 49, 71]), statistical mechanics [10], control theory [26],
neurogeometry, economics, cosmology, among others.

Indeed, contact Hamiltonian mechanics is related with the work of G. Her-
glotz [50] almost 90 years ago, who used a generalization of the well-known Hamilton
principle (that includes to solve an implicit differential equation before to define the
action) that, almost miraculously, provides the same equations that we can obtain
using contact geometry [27, 43].

In the Hamiltonian picture, the setting is the extended cotangent bundle T ∗Q×R
equipped with its canonical contact form η = dz−pidqi, where (qi, pi, z) are bundle
coordinates. Given a Hamiltonian function H : T ∗Q×R→ R the contact Hamilton
equations are

dqi

dt
=

∂H

∂pi
,(1.1)

dpi
dt

= −(
∂H

∂qi
+ pi

∂H

∂z
),(1.2)

dz

dt
= (pi

∂H

∂pi
−H).(1.3)

On the other hand, given a Lagrangian function L : TQ × R → R on the ex-
tended tangent bundle T ∗Q×R we obtain (using the Herglotz principle) the contact
Lagrangian equations

(1.4)
d

dt
(
∂L

∂q̇i
)− ∂L

∂qi
=
∂L

∂q̇i
∂L

∂z
,

where (qi, q̇i, z) are bundle coordinates. Of course, both equations are related
through the Legendre transform (we will assume that L is regular).

In this paper we present a survey on some of the recent developments on con-
tact Hamiltonian and Lagrangian mechanics of our group of research. It is not
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an exhaustive account of all these results, but only some of them. So, after intro-
ducing the main aspects of contact Hamiltonian systems (Section 2), and contact
Lagrangian systems (Section 3), and the common description of symplectic and
contact structures under the framework of Jacobi structures (Section 4), we discuss
the following subjects:

(1) The role of submanifolds in contact Hamiltonian systems and the interpre-
tation of its dynamics as Legendrian submanifolds. A coisotropic reduction
theorem is also introduced.

(2) The extension of the notion of momentum map to this scenario as well as
the corresponding reduction theorem, in the same vein as in the symplectic
case.

(3) A relevant subject in dynamics is the relation between symmetries and con-
served quantities via the different generalizations of Noether theorem. We
extend the well-known results in symplectic mechanics to contact dynamics,
but in the latter case we obtain dissipated quantities instead of conserved
ones.

(4) The Hamilton-Jacobi theory is also explored.
(5) We also consider the case of singular Lagrangian systems, and obtain a

constraint algorithm that provides a Jacobi bracket on the final constraint
submanifold, that we call Dirac-Jacobi bracket.

(6) A new subject is the contact description of nonholonomic mechanical sys-
tems, that allows us to consider such systems when some kind of dissipation
is considered. The corresponding nonholonomic bracket is constructed (in-
deed, it is an almost Jacobi bracket).

Finally, we list a series of subjects that have been also studied in these last two
years as well as others thar are being now investigated.

2. Contact Hamiltonian systems

In this section we will recall the three main geometric structures [36] involved in
the description of Hamiltonian dynamics.

2.1. Symplectic Hamiltonian systems. As it is well known, Hamiltonian dy-
namics are developed using symplectic geometry [1, 5, 34]. Indeed, let (M,ω) be a
symplectic manifold, that is, ω is a non–degenerate closed 2-form, say dω = 0 and
ωn 6= 0, where M has even dimension 2n. Then, if H : M → R is a Hamiltonian
function, the Hamiltonian vector field XH is obtained using the equation

(2.1) [(XH) = dH,

where [ is the vector bundle isomorphism

[ : TM → T ∗M , [(v) = iv ω.

In Darboux coordinates (qi, pi) we have ω = dqi ∧ dpi and

XH =
∂H

∂pi

∂

∂qi
− ∂H

∂qi
∂

∂pi
.

In such a way that an integral curve (qi(t), pi(t)) satisfies the Hamilton equations

(2.2)
dqi

dt
=
∂H

∂pi
,
dpi
dt

= −∂H
∂qi

.
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2.2. Cosymplectic Hamiltonian systems. A cosymplectic structure on an odd-
dimensional manifold [12, 36] M is a pair (Ω, η) where Ω is a closed 2-form, η is a
closed 1-form, and η ∧ Ωn 6= 0; here, 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
coordinates (called Darboux coordinates) (qi, pi, z) around any point of M such
that

Ω = dqi ∧ dpi , η = dz.

There also 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

(2.3) grad H =
∂H

∂pi

∂

∂qi
− ∂H

∂qi
∂

∂pi
+
∂H

∂z

∂

∂z
.

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

XH = grad H −R(H)R ,

• and the evolution vector field

EH = XH +R.
From (2.3) we obtain the local expression

(2.4) EH =
∂H

∂pi

∂

∂qi
− ∂H

∂qi
∂

∂pi
+

∂

∂z
.

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

dqi

dt
=

∂H

∂pi
,(2.5)

dpi
dt

= −∂H
∂qi

,(2.6)

dz

dt
= 1,(2.7)

and then z = t+ const so that both coordinates can be identified.
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2.3. Contact Hamiltonian systems. Consider now a contact manifold [11, 27,
36] (M,η) with contact form η; this means that η ∧ dηn 6= 0 and M has odd
dimension 2n + 1. Again there exists a unique vector field R (also called Reeb
vector field) such that

iR dη = 0 , iR η = 1.

There is a Darboux theorem for contact manifolds so that around each point in
M one can find local coordinates (called Darboux coordinates) (qi, pi, z) such that

(2.8) η = dz − pi dqi

and we have

(2.9) R =
∂

∂z
.

Define now the vector bundle isomorphism

(2.10) [̄ : TM → T ∗M , [̄(v) = iv dη + η(v) η

For a Hamiltonian function H on M we define the Hamiltonian vector field by

(2.11) [̄(XH) = dH − (R(H) +H) η

In Darboux coordinates we get this local expression

(2.12) XH =
∂H

∂pi

∂

∂qi
− (

∂H

∂qi
+ pi

∂H

∂z

∂

∂pi
+ (pi

∂H

∂pi
−H)

∂

∂z
.

Therefore, an integral curve (qi(t), pi(t), z(t)) of XH satisfies the dissipative Hamil-
ton equations

dqi

dt
=

∂H

∂pi
,(2.13)

dpi
dt

= −(
∂H

∂qi
+ pi

∂H

∂z
),(2.14)

dz

dt
= (pi

∂H

∂pi
−H).(2.15)

Remark 1. Let us say some words to the term dissipative used in this paper. Con-
sider a Hamiltonian system given by the Hamiltonian

H(q, p, z) =
p2

2m
+ V (q) + γ z

where γ is a constant. This Hamiltonian corresponds to a system with a friction
force that depends linearly on the velocity (in our case, on the momenta).

If we apply the contact Hamiltonian mechanism, we obtain the following dynam-
ical equations

q̇ =
p

m
,

ṗ = −∂V
∂q
− γ z,

ż =
p2

2m
− V (q)− γ z,
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that are just the damped Newtonian equations. In this sense, dissipation is de-
scribed by contact Hamiltonian systems, but the theory is even more general.

Remark 2. As one can easily see, the contact Hamilton equations are so far to be
considered as a simple odd-dimensional counterpart of the symplectic ones.

3. Contact Lagrangian systems

3.1. The geometric setting. Let L : TQ × R → R be a Lagrangian function,
where Q is a configuration n-dimensional manifold. Then, L = L(qi, q̇i, z), where
(qi) are coordinates in Q, (qi, q̇i) are the induced bundle coordinates in TQ and z
is a global coordinate in R.

We will assume that L is regular, that is, the Hessian matrix(
∂2L

∂q̇i∂q̇j

)
is regular.

From L, and using the canonical endomorphism S on TQ locally defined by

S = dqi ⊗ ∂

∂q̇i

one can construct a 1-form λL given by

λL = S∗(dL),

where now S and S∗ are the natural extension of S and its adjoint operator S∗ to
TQ× R.

Therefore, we have

λL =
∂L

∂q̇i
dqi

Now, the 1-form

ηL = dz − ∂L

∂q̇i
dqi.

is a contact form on TQ×R if and only if L is regular; indeed, if L is regular, then

ηL ∧ (dηL)n 6= 0,

and conversely. From now on, we always assume that it is the case. The corre-
sponding Reeb vector field is

RL =
∂

∂z
−W ij ∂2L

∂q̇j∂z

∂

∂q̇i
,

where (W ij) is the inverse matrix of the Hessian (Wij). The energy of the system
is defined by

EL = ∆(L)− L,
where ∆ = q̇i ∂

∂q̇i is the Liouville vector field on TQ extended in the usual way to
TQ× R. Therefore,

EL = q̇i
∂L

∂q̇i
− L.

Denote by
[L : T (TQ× R)→ T ∗(TQ× R)

the vector bundle isomorphism

[L(v) = iv(dηL) + (ivηL) ηL



A REVIEW ON CONTACT SYSTEMS 7

given by the contact form ηL on TQ×R. We shall denote its inverse by ]L = ([L)−1.
Let ξ̄L be the unique vector field defined by the equation

(3.1) [L(ξ̄L) = dEL − (RLEL) + EL) ηL.

A direct computation from eq. (3.1) shows that ξ̄L is locally given by

(3.2) ξ̄L = q̇i
∂

∂qi
+ Bi ∂

∂q̇i
+ (L− q̇i ∂

∂z
(
∂L

∂q̇i
))

∂

∂z
,

where the components Bi satisfy the equation

(3.3) Bi ∂

∂q̇i
(
∂L

∂q̇j
) + q̇i

∂

∂qi
(
∂L

∂q̇j
) + (L− q̇i ∂

∂z
(
∂L

∂q̇i
))− ∂L

∂qi
=
∂L

∂q̇i
∂L

∂z

Then, if (qi(t), q̇i(t), z(t)) is an integral curve of ξ̄L, and substituting its values
in eq. (3.3) we obtain

q̈i
∂

∂q̇i
(
∂L

∂q̇j
) + q̇i

∂

∂qi
(
∂L

∂q̇j
) + ż

∂

∂z
(
∂L

∂q̇i
))− ∂L

∂qi
=
∂L

∂q̇i
∂L

∂z
,

which corresponds to the generalized Euler-Lagrange equations considered by G.
Herglotz in 1930.

(3.4)
d

dt
(
∂L

∂q̇i
)− ∂L

∂qi
=
∂L

∂q̇i
∂L

∂z
.

3.2. Variational formulation of contact Lagrangian mechanics: Herglotz
principle. Let L : TQ × R → R be a Lagrangian function. In this subsection we
will recall the so-called Herglotz’s principle [27, 44, 50], a modification of Hamilton’s
principle that allows us to obtain Herglotz’s equations, sometimes called generalized
Euler-Lagrange equations.

Fix q1, q2 ∈ Q and an interval [a, b] ⊂ R. We denote by Ω(q1, q2, [a, b]) ⊆
(C∞([a, b] → Q)) the space of smooth curves ξ such that ξ(a) = q1 and ξ(b) = q2.
This space has the structure of an infinite dimensional smooth manifold whose
tangent space at ξ is given by the set of vector fields over ξ that vanish at the
endpoints, that is,

(3.5)
TξΩ(q1, q2, [a, b]) = {vξ ∈ C∞([a, b]→ TQ) |

τQ ◦ vξ = ξ, vξ(a) = 0, vξ(b) = 0}.
We will consider the following maps. Fix c ∈ R. Let

(3.6) Z : Ω(q1, q2, [a, b])→ C∞([a, b]→ R)

be the operator that assigns to each curve ξ the curve Z(ξ) that solves the following
ODE:

(3.7)
dZ(ξ)(t)

dt
= L(ξ(t), ξ̇(t),Z(ξ)(t)), Z(ξ)(a) = c.

Now we define the action functional as the map which assigns to each curve the
solution to the previous ODE evaluated at the endpoint:

(3.8)
A : Ω(q1, q2, [a, b])→ R,

ξ 7→ Z(ξ)(b),

that is, A = evb ◦ Z, where evb : ζ 7→ ζ(b) is the evaluation map at b.
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Theorem 1. (Contact variational principle) Let L : TQ×R→ R be a Lagrangian
function and let ξ ∈ Ω(q1, q2, [a, b]) be a curve in Q. Then, (ξ, ξ̇,Z(ξ)) satisfies
Herglotz’s equations if and only if ξ is a critical point of A.
Remark 3. This theorem generalizes Hamilton’s Variational Principle. In the case
that the Lagrangian is independent of the R coordinate, i.e., L(x, y, z)

= L̂(x, y)), and then the contact Lagrange equations reduce to the usual Euler-
Lagrange equations. In this situation, we can integrate the ODE of (3.8) and we
get

(3.9) A(ξ) =

∫ b

a

L̂(ξ(t), ξ̇(t))dt+
c

b− a,

that is, the usual Euler-Lagrange action up to a constant.

Remark 4. We will recall here the geometric formalism for time-dependent La-
grangian systems, just to show the differences with the previous contact formalism.
In this case, we also have a regular Lagrangian L : TQ × R → R, but instead to
consider the contact 1-form ηL we will consider the cosymplectic structure given by
the pair (ΩL, dz), where

ΩL = −dλL.
It is easy to check that, indeed, if L is regular then

dz ∧ ΩnL 6= 0,

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 isomorphism

[̃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 = EL −R(EL)RL,
(3) and the evolution vector field

EL = XEL +RL,
where ]̃L = ([̃L)−1 is the inverse of [̃L.

The evolution vector field EL is locally given by

(3.10) EL = q̇i
∂

∂qi
+Bi

∂

∂q̇i
+

∂

∂z
,

where

(3.11) Bi
∂

∂q̇i
(
∂L

∂q̇j
) + q̇i

∂

∂qi
(
∂L

∂q̇j
)− ∂L

∂qj
= 0.
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Now, if (qi(t), q̇i(t), z(t)) is an integral curve of EL then it satisfies the usual Euler-
Lagrange equations

(3.12)
d

dt

(
∂L

∂q̇i

)
− ∂L

∂qi
= 0,

since z = t+ constant.

3.3. The Legendre transformation and the Hamiltonian counterpart.

3.3.1. The classical Hamiltonian geometric setting. Let H : T ∗Q × R → R be a
Hamiltonian function, say H = H(qi, pi, z) where (qi, pi, z) are bundle coordinates
in T ∗Q× R. Consider the 1-form

η = dz − θQ,
where θQ is the canonical Liouville form on T ∗Q and we are considering the usual
identifications for a form on T ∗Q or R and its pull-back to T ∗Q × R. In local
coordinates, we have

η = dz − pi dqi.
So, η is a contact form on T ∗Q×R and (qi, pi, z) are Darboux coordinates. There-
fore, we can obtain a Hamiltonian vector field XH which locally takes the same
form that above.

3.3.2. The Legendre transformation. Given a Lagrangian function L : TQ×R→ R
we can define the Legendre transformation

FL : TQ× R→ T ∗Q× R,
given by

FL(qi, q̇i, z) = (qi, p̂i, z),

where
p̂i =

∂L

∂q̇i
.

A direct computation shows that

FL∗η = ηL,

and then we have
T (FL)(ξ̄L) = XH ,

and consequently the generalized or contact Euler-Lagrange equations are trans-
formed into the contact Hamilton equations.

4. Contact manifolds as Jacobi structures

Let (M,η) be a 2n+ 1 dimensional contact manifold and η ∈ Ω1(M). We define
the Reeb vector field R and the vector bundle isomorphism [̄ as in Section 2.3. ]
will denote the inverse of [̄.

Given a contact 2n + 1 dimensional manifold (M,η), we can consider the fol-
lowing distributions on M , that we will call vertical and horizontal distribution,
respectively:

H = ker η,

V = ker dη.

We have a Whitney sum decomposition
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TM = H⊕ V,
and, at each point x ∈M :

TxM = Hx ⊕ Vx.
We will denote by πH and πV the projections onto these subspaces. We notice that
dimH = 2n and dimV = 1, and that (dη)|H is non-degenerate. Moreover, V is
generated by R.
Definition 1. (1) A diffeomorphism between two contact manifolds F : (M,η)→

(N, ξ) is a contactomorphism if

F ∗ξ = η.

(2) A diffeomorphism F : (M,η)→ (N, ξ) is a conformal contactomorphism if
there exist a nowhere zero function f ∈ C∞(M) such that

F ∗ξ = fη.

(3) A vector field X ∈ XM is an infinitesimal contactomorphism (respectively
infinitesimal conformal contactomorphism) if its flow φt consists of contac-
tomorphisms (resp. conformal contactomorphisms).

Therefore, we have

Proposition 1. (1) A vector field X is an infinitesimal contactomorphism if
and only if

LXη = 0.

(2) X is an infinitesimal conformal contactomorphism if and only if there exists
g ∈ C∞(M) such that

LXη = gη.

In this case, we say that (g,X) is an infinitesimal conformal contacto-
morphism.

Let (M,η) be a (2n+1)-dimensional contact manifold. Around any point x ∈M
there are coordinates (q1, . . . , qn, p1, . . . , pn, z) such that:

η = dz − pidqi.
In these coordinates we have

dη = dqi ∧ dpi , R =
∂

∂z
,

and
V = 〈 ∂

∂z
〉 , H = 〈Ai, Bi〉

where

Ai =
∂

∂qi
− pi

∂

∂z
,

Bi =
∂

∂pi
.

{A1, B
1, . . . , An, B

n,R} and {dq1, dp1, . . . , dq
n, dpn, η} are dual basis.

We also have
[Ai, B

i] = −R
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Definition 2. A Jacobi manifold [55, 58] is a triple (M,Λ, E), where Λ is a bivector
field (a skew-symmetric contravariant 2-tensor field) and E ∈ X(M) is a vector field,
so that the following identities are satisfied:

[Λ,Λ] = 2E ∧ Λ , LEΛ = [E,Λ] = 0,

where [·, ·] is the Schouten–Nijenhuis bracket.

Given a Jacobi manifold (M,Λ, E), we define the Jacobi bracket :

{·, ·} : C∞(M)× C∞(M) 7→ R,
(f, g) 7→ {f, g},

where
{f, g} = Λ(df, dg) + fE(g)− gE(f).

This bracket is bilinear, antisymmetric, and satisfies the Jacobi identity. Fur-
thermore it fulfills the weak Leibniz rule:

supp({f, g}) ⊆ supp(f) ∩ supp(g).

That is, (C∞(M), {·, ·}) is a local Lie algebra in the sense of Kirillov.
Conversely, given a local Lie algebra (C∞(M), {·, ·}), we can find a Jacobi struc-

ture on M such that the Jacobi bracket coincides with the algebra bracket.

Remark 5. The weak Leibniz rule is equivalent to this identity:

{f, gh} = g{f, h}+ h{f, g}+ ghE(h)

Given a contact manifold (M,η) we can define a Jacobi structure (M,Λ, E) by

Λ(α, β) = −dη(]α, ]β), E = −R,
where ] = [̄−1.

Example 1. (Examples of Jacobi manifolds)
One important particular case of Jacobi manifolds are Poisson manifolds (when

E = 0). The corresponding Poisson bracket satisfies the following Leibniz rule

{f, gh} = {f, g}h+ g{f, h}.
Examples of Poisson manifolds are symplectic and cosymplectic manifolds, as we

show in the following lines.
Let (M,Ω, η) be a cosymplectic manifold and [ : TM → T ∗M be the vector

bundle isomorphism defined in Section 2.2
If we denote its inverse by ] = [−1, then

Λ(α, β) = Ω(]α, ]β),

is a Poisson tensor on M .
An almost symplectic manifold is said to be locally conformally symplectic if for

each point x ∈ M there is an open neighborhood U such that d(eσΩ) = 0, for
σ : U → R, so (U, eσΩ) is a symplectic manifold. If U = M , then it is said to be
globally conformally symplectic.

One can see that these local 1-forms dσ defines a closed 1-form θ such that

dΩ = θ ∧ Ω.
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The one-form θ is called the Lee one-form. Locally conformally symplectic mani-
folds (L.C.S.) with Lee form θ = 0 are symplectic manifolds. We define a bivector
Λ on M and a vector field E given by

Λ(α, β) = Ω([−1(α), [−1(β)) = Ω(](α), ](β)), E = [−1(θ)

with α, β ∈ Ω1(M) and [ : X(M)→ Ω1(M) is the isomorphism of C∞(M) modules
defined by [(X) = ιXΩ. Here ] = [−1. In this case, we also have ]Λ = ]. The
vector field E satisfies ιEθ = 0 and LEΩ = 0,LEθ = 0. Then, (M,Λ, E) is an even
dimensional Jacobi manifold.

Let (M,Λ, E) be a Jacobi manifold. We define the following morphism of vector
bundles:

]Λ : TM∗ → TM

α 7→ Λ(α, ·),
which also induces a morphism of C∞(M)-modules between 1-forms and vector
fields.

In the case of a contact manifold, this is given by

]Λα = ]α− α(R)R,
since

η(]Λα) = α(R)

for any 1-form α.
For a contact manifold, ]Λ is not an isomorphism. In fact, ker ]Λ = 〈η〉 and

Im ]Λ = H.
Vector fields associated with functions f on the algebra of smooth functions

C∞(M) are defined as
Xf = ]Λ(df) + fE,

The characteristic distribution C of (M,Λ, E) is generated by the values of all
the vector fields Xf . This characteristic distribution C is defined in terms of Λ and
E as follows

Cp = ]Λp(T ∗pM) + 〈Ep〉, ∀p ∈M
where ]p : T ∗pM → TpM is the restriction of ]Λ to T ∗pM for every p ∈ M . Then,
Cp = C ∩TpM is the vector subspace of TpM generated by Ep and the image of the
linear mapping ]p.

The distribution is said to be transitive if the characteristic distribution is the
whole tangent bundle TM . The local structure of Jacobi manifolds is described by
the following theorem [73, 77].

Theorem 2. The characteristic distribution of a Jacobi manifold (M,Λ, E) is com-
pletely integrable in the sense of Stefan–Sussmann, thusM defines a foliation whose
leaves are not necessarily of the same dimension, and it is called the characteristic
foliation. Each leaf has a unique transitive Jacobi structure such that its canonical
injection into M is a Jacobi map (that is, it preserves the Jacobi brackets). Each
can be

(1) A locally conformally symplectic (or a symplectic) manifold if the dimension
is even.

(2) A manifold equipped with a contact one-form if its dimension is odd.
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5. Submanifolds and the Coisotropic Reduction Theorem

5.1. Submanifolds. As in the case of symplectic manifolds, we can consider sev-
eral interesting types of submanifolds of a contact manifold (M,η). To define them,
we will use the following notion of complement for contact structures:

Let (M,η) be a contact manifold and x ∈ M . Let ∆x ⊂ TxM be a linear
subspace. We define the contact complement of ∆x

∆x
⊥Λ = ]Λ(∆x

o),

where ∆x
o = {αx ∈ T ∗xM | αx(∆x) = 0} is the annihilator.

We extend this definition for distributions ∆ ⊆ TM by taking the complement
pointwise in each tangent space.

Definition 3. Let N ⊆M be a submanifold. We say that N is:
• Isotropic if TN ⊆ TN⊥Λ .
• Coisotropic if TN ⊇ TN⊥Λ .
• Legendrian if TN = TN⊥Λ .

The coisotropic condition can be written in local coordinates as follows.
Let N ⊆M be a k-dimensional manifold given locally by the zero set of functions

φa : U → R, with a ∈ {1, . . . , k}.
We have that

TN⊥λ = 〈Za | a = 1, . . . , k〉
where

Za = ]Λ(dφa)

Therefore, N is coisotropic if and only if, Za(φb) = 0 for all a, b.
Notice that

(5.1) Za = (
∂φa
∂qi

+ pi
∂φa
∂z

)
∂

∂pi
+
∂φa
∂pi

(
∂

∂qi
− pi

∂

∂z
).

According to (5.1), we conclude that N is coisotropic if and only if

(5.2) (
∂φa
∂qi

+ pi
∂φa
∂z

)
∂φb
∂pi

+
∂φa
∂pi

(
∂φb
∂qi
− pi

∂φb
∂z

) = 0.

Using the above results, one can easily prove the following characterization of a
Legendrian submanifold.

Proposition 2. Let (M,η) be a contact manifold of dimension 2n+ 1. A subman-
ifold N of M is Legendrian if and only if it is a maximal integral manifold of ker η
(and then it has dimension n).

5.2. Submanifolds in Jacobi manifolds. Legendre (or Legendrian) submani-
folds are a particular case of a more general definition for an arbitrary Jacobi man-
ifold. Indeed, let (M,Λ, E) be a Jacobi manifold with characteristic distribution
C.
Definition 4. A submanifold N of a Jacobi manifold (M,Λ, E) is said to be a
Lagrangian-Legendrian [51] submanifold if the following equality holds

TN⊥Λ = ]Λ(TN◦) = TN ∩ C,
where TN◦ denotes the annihilator of TN .
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(M,Λ, E) is said to be transitive if its characteristic distribution C is the whole
tangent bundle, and then the above condition reads as

TN⊥Λ = ]Λ(TN◦) = TN.

If (M,Λ) is a Poisson manifold, the Lagrangian-Legendrian submanifold of M
will simply be called Lagrangian. In addition, if the Jacobi manifold is contact,
then the Lagrangian-Legendrian submanifolds coincide with the Legendre (or Leg-
endrien) submanifolds.

5.3. Characterization of the dynamics in terms of Legendre submanifolds.
Given a smooth function H on a contact manifold (M,η), we have the Hamiltonian
vector field

XH = ]Λ(dH)−HR,
or, equivalently,

[(XH) = dH − (R(H) +H)η.

In Darboux coordinates, we have

XH =
∂H

∂pi

∂

∂qi
− (

∂H

∂qi
+ pi

∂H

∂z
)
∂

∂pi
+ (pi

∂H

∂pi
−H)

∂

∂z
.

Assume a contact Hamiltonian system given by a triple (M,η,H), where (M,η)
is a contact manifold and H is a smooth real function on M .

One can easily shows that

LXH H = −R(H)H.

which shows that the system does not preserve the energy.
Let (M,η,H) a Hamiltonian contact system with Reeb vector field R and Hamil-

tonian dynamics XH . Assume that M has dimension 2n+ 1.
A direct computation shows that

LXH η = −R(H)η

LXH dη = −d(R(H))η −R(H)dη

LXH (η ∧ dη) = −2R(H)η ∧ dη
LXH (η ∧ (dη)2) = −3R(H)η ∧ (dη)2,

and by induction one can prove that

LXH (η ∧ (dη)n) = −(n+ 1)R(H)η ∧ (dη)n.

This proves that the contact volume is not preserved.
However,

Ω = H−(n+1)η ∧ (dη)n

is preserved, assuming that H does not vanish at every point.

Next, we will investigate the relationship between Hamiltonian vector fields and
Legendrian submanifolds.
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Theorem 3 (Contactification of the tangent bundle). Let (M,η) be a contact
manifold. Let η̄ be a one form on TM × R such that

η̄ = ηC + tηV ,

where t is the usual coordinate on R and ηC and ηV are the complete and vertical
lifts of η to TM . Then, (TM × R, η̄) is a contact manifold with Reeb vector field
R̄ = RV .
Theorem 4. Let (M,η) be a contact manifold, and let X ∈ X(M), f ∈ C∞(M).
We denote

X × f : M → TM × R
p 7→ (Xp, f(p)),

Then (f,X) is an infinitesimal conformal contactomorphism if and only if im(X×
f) ⊆ (TM × R, η̄) is a Legendrian submanifold.

This result states that the image of vector field XH , suitably included in the con-
tactified tangent bundle, is a Legendrian submanifold. In this sense, Hamiltonian
vector fields are particular cases of Legendrian submanifolds.

Theorem 5. Let (M,η,H) be a contact Hamiltonian system. Then

im(XH × (R(H))) ⊆ (TM × R, η̄)

is a Legendrian submanifold.

The result follows since
LXH η = −R(H)η.

5.4. Coisotropic reduction. We will present a result of reduction in the context
of contact geometry [27, 57], which is analogous to the well-known coisotropic
reduction in symplectic geometry [60, 61].

First we note that the horizontal distribution (H, dη) is symplectic. Let be
∆ ⊆ H. We denote by ⊥dη the symplectic orthogonal component

∆⊥dη = {v ∈ TM | dη(v,∆) = 0},
We remark that R ∈ ∆⊥dη for any distribution ∆. There is a simple relationship

between both notions of orthogonal complement:
Let ∆ ⊆ TM be a distribution. Then

∆⊥Λ = ∆⊥dη ∩H.
We have the following possibilities regarding the relative position of a distribution

∆ in a contact manifold and the vertical and horizontal distributions

Definition 5. Let ∆ ⊆ TM be a distribution of rank k. We say that a point
x ∈M is

(1) Horizontal if ∆x = ∆x ∩Hx.
(2) Vertical if ∆x = (∆x ∩Hx)⊕ 〈Rx〉.
(3) Oblique if ∆x = (∆x ∩Hx)⊕ 〈Rx + vx〉, con vx ∈ Hx \∆x.

If x is horizontal, then dim ∆⊥Λ = 2n− k. Otherwise, dim ∆⊥Λ = 2n+ 1− k.
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Given a coisotropic submanifold ι : N →M , we define
η0 = ι∗η = η |TN
dη0 = ι∗(dη) = d(ι∗η).

We call characteristic distribution of N to

TN⊥Λ = ker(η0) ∩ ker(dη0).

Theorem 6 (Coisotropic reduction in contact manifolds). Let ι : N → M be a
coisotropic submanifold of the contact manifold (M,η). Then TN⊥Λ is involutive.

If the quotient Ñ = TN/TN⊥Λ is a manifold and N does not have horizontal
points, let π : N → Ñ be the projection. Then there exists a unique 1-form η̃ on Ñ
such that η = π∗(η̃) and (N, η̃) is a contact manifold.

Furthermore, if N consists only of vertical points, then R̃ = π∗R is well defined
and is the corresponding Reeb vector field.

The following theorem is very related to a similar result in [74].
Indeed, this result provides a coisotropic reduction theorem for regular coisotropic

submanifolds which coincides with our notion of coisotropic submanifolds without
horizontal points, but it is used in a slightly different context.

Remark 6. There is another, non-equivalent, widespread definition of contact man-
ifold. Some authors define contact manifolds (M, ξ) as odd-dimensional manifolds
M with a contact distribution ξ, that is, a maximally non-integrable codimension 1
distribution. By the Frobenius theorem, this means that ξ is given locally as the
kernel of a contact form η. Of course, every contact manifold (M,η) is a contact
manifold in this sense by taking ξ = ker η. Conversely, a contact distribution ξ is
globally the kernel of contact form if and only if ξ is co-orientable.

Corollary 1. With the notations from previous theorem, assume that L ⊆ M is
Legendrian, N does not have horizontal points, and N and L have clean intersection
(that is, N ∩ L is a submanifold and T (N ∩ L) = TN ∩ TL). Then L̃ = π(L) ⊆ Ñ
is Legendrian.

6. Momentum map and contact reduction

The moment map is well-known in symplectic geometry [1, 60]. There is a
contact [2, 27, 59] analog that we will describe below. The moment map has been
used to introduce some notions of integrability [8, 54].

Definition 6. Let (M,η) be a contact manifold and let G be a Lie group acting
on M by contactomorphisms. In analogy to the exact symplectic case, we define
the moment map J : M → g∗ such that

J(x)(ξ) = −η(ξM (x)),

where x ∈ M , ξ ∈ g and ξM is the the infinitesimal generator of the action corre-
sponding to ξ.

We have
XĴξ

= ξM ,

where XĴξ
is the Hamiltonian vector field corresponding to the function Ĵξ(x) =

〈J(x), ξ〉.
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The moment map defined is equivariant under the coadjoint action. That is, we
have

Ad∗g−1 ◦ J = J ◦ g,
for g ∈ G, α ∈ g∗ and ξ ∈ g, where Ad∗ : G→ Aut(g∗) is the coadjoint representa-
tion.

Let (M,η) be a contact manifold on which a Lie group G acts by contacto-
morphisms. Let µ ∈ g∗ be a regular value of the moment map J . Then, for all
x ∈ J−1(µ) we have

Tx(Gµx) = Tx(Gx) ∩ Tx(J−1(µ)),

where Gµ = {g ∈ G | Ad∗g−1µ = µ} is the isotropy group of µ with respect to the
coadjoint action.

We also have
Tx(J−1(µ)) = Tx(Gx)

⊥dη
.

In particular, ifG = Gµ, then Tx(Gx) ⊆ Tx(J−1(µ)) and Tx(J−1(µ)) is coisotropic
and consists of vertical points. Furthermore

Tx(J−1(µ))
⊥Λ

= Tx(Gx).

Let (M,η) be a contact manifold on which a Lie group G acts freely and properly
by contactomorphisms and let J be the momentum map. Let µ ∈ g be a regular
value of J which is a fixed point of G under the coadjoint action. Then, Mµ =
J−1(µ)/G has a unique contact form ηµ such that

π∗µηµ = ι∗µη,

where πµ : J−1(µ) → Mµ is the canonical projection and ιµ : J−1(µ) → M is the
inclusion.

Also the Reeb vector field R restricts to J−1(µ) and projects onto Mµ . Its
projection, Rµ is the the Reeb vector field of (Mµ, ηµ).

Let G be a group acting by contactomorphisms on (M,η,H) such that H is
G-invariant. Then, (Mµ, ηµ, Hµ) is a Hamiltonian system, where Hµ is the induced
function by H on Mµ and

πµ∗XH |J−1(µ)
= XHµ .

7. Infinitesimal symmetries and Noether theorem

7.1. Motivation. Noether’s theorem is one of the most relevant results relating
symmetry groups of a Lagrangian system and conserved quantities of the corre-
sponding Euler-Lagrange equations [3, 4, 13–18, 21, 22, 29, 30, 65–69]. In the
simplest view, the existence of a cyclic coordinate implies the conservation of the
corresponding momentum. Indeed, if L = L(qi, q̇) does not depend on the coordi-
nate qj , then, using the Euler-Lagrange equation

(7.1)
d

dt

(
∂L

∂q̇j

)
− ∂L

∂qj
= 0,

we deduce that

(7.2) ṗj =
∂L

∂q̇j
= 0.

Noether theorem can be described on a geometric framework as follows [34].
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Theorem 7 (Noether’s Theorem). Let L be a function on the tangent bundle TQ
of the configuration manifold Q and X be a vector field on Q. Denote by XV and
XC the vertical and complete lifts of X to TQ. Then:
XC(L) = 0 if and only if XV (L) is a conserved quantity.

In contact Lagrangian dynamics, the generalized Euler-Lagrange equations look
as

(7.3)
d

dt

(
∂L

∂q̇j

)
− ∂L

∂qj
=
∂L

∂q̇j
∂L

∂z
,

and if we insist to proceed as in the symplectic case, we would have

ṗj =
∂L

∂z

but, as we can directly compute

ĖL =
∂L

∂z
pj

Therefore, if EL has no zeros, then
pj
EL

is a conserved quantity.

7.2. Symmetries and contact Hamiltonian systems. Let (M,η,H) a contact
Hamiltonian system with Reeb vector field R.

The Jacobi bracket of two functions f, g ∈ C∞(M) is given by

{f, g} = Λ(df, dg)− fR(g) + gR(f),

where (Λ, E = −R) is the associated Jacobi structure to (M,η). Let Xf the
Hamiltonian vector field defined by a function f .

These two lemmas are essential for our purposes:

Lemma 1. We have
{f, g} = Xf (g) + gR(f),

This implies that
XH(f) = {H, f} −R(H) f,

so that an observable f dissipates at the same rate that the Hamiltonian if and
only if f and H commute (and in that case, f

H is a conserved quantity.

Lemma 2. We have
{f, g} = −η([Xf , Xg]).

Proposition 3. Let X be a vector field on M such that η(X) = −f . Then

{H, f} = −η([XH , X]) = (LX η)(XH) +X(H).

Proof: If η(X) = −f , then η(X−Xf ) = 0, so that X−Xf is in the kernel of η.
Since

LX η = −R(H)η,

we deduce that
(LX η)(Xf ) = (LX η)(X).
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Therefore

{H, f} = −η([XH , Xf ])

= (LXH η)(Xf )−XH(η(Xf ))

= (LXHη)(X)−XH(η(X))

= −η([XH , X]).

From the second equality, we have

−η([XH , X]) = (LX η)(XH)−X(η(XH))

= (LXη)(XH) +X(H).

The above Proposition suggests us to introduce the following definition.

Definition 7. A vector field X on M such that

η([XH , X]) = 0.

will be called a dynamical symmetry for (M,η,H).

Using the above Lemmas and the previous Proposition, the following result is
immediate.

Theorem 8. Let X be a vector field on M . Then X is a dynamical symmetry for
(M,η,H) if and only if η(X) commutes with H.

7.3. Symmetries and contact Lagrangian systems. Next, we will consider
infinitesimal symmetries on the Lagrangian description. In this case, we will take
benefit fom the bundle structure of TQ× R.

For a vector field X = Xi ∂
∂qi on Q, we will denote its vertical and complete lifts

to TQ (with the natural extension to TQ× R) by

XV = Xi ∂

∂q̇i
,

XC =
∂

∂qi
+ q̇j

∂Xi

∂qj
∂

∂q̇i
.

Next, let Y be a vector field on Q× R. If

Y = Y i
∂

∂qi
+ Z ∂

∂z
,

then its complete lift to T (Q× R) is

Y C = Y i
∂

∂qi
+ Z ∂

∂z
+ q̇j

∂Y i

∂qj
∂

∂q̇i

+q̇j
∂Z
∂qj

∂

∂ż
+ ż

∂Y i

∂z

∂

∂q̇i
+ ż

∂Z
∂z

∂

∂ż
.

Here (z, ż) are the bundle coordinates in TR ∼= R× R.
Since we are restricted to the submanifold TQ×R of T (Q×R) we consider only

such vector fields Y on Q × R such that its complete lift to T (Q × R) be tangent
to TQ× R. This just happens when

∂Z
∂qi

= 0,
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that is, Z does not depend on the positions q. The restriction of such Y C to TQ×R
will be denoted by

Ȳ C = Y i
∂

∂qi
+ Z ∂

∂z
+ q̇j

∂Y i

∂qj
∂

∂q̇i
.

In such a case, we will denote by Ȳ V the vertical lift of the projection of Y to
Q, say

Ȳ V = Y i
∂

∂q̇i
,

which is obviously tangent to TQ× R.
Next, we shall consider a contact Lagrangian system given by a Lagrangian L :

TQ×R→ R. The corresponding contact Hamiltonian system is (TQ×R, ηL, EL)
with the obvious notations. RL is the Reeb vector field and ξL the Euler-Lagrange
vector field.

Definition 8. A vector field X on Q is called an infinitesimal symmetry of L if
XC(L) = 0.

Theorem 9. A vector field X on Q is an infinitesimal symmetry of L if and only
if the function

f = XV (L)

commutes with the energy, that is,

ξL(f) = −RL(EL)f =
∂L

∂z
f.

Notice that if X is an infinitesimal symmetry of L, then XC is the Hamiltonian
vector field of XV (L), say

XC = XXV (L).

The above definition can be slightly extended as follows

Definition 9. Let Y a vector field on Q× R such that Y C is tangent to TQ× R.
Then Y is called a generalized infinitesimal symmetry of L if

Ȳ C(L) = −RL(f)L

where
f = Ȳ (L)−Z

and Z is the z-component of Y .

Theorem 10. Let Y be a generalized infinitesimal symmetry of L. Then

f = Ȳ V (L)−Z
commutes with EL, and, conversely, in that case, Y is a generalized infinitesimal
symmetry of L.

We can consider more types of infinitesimal symmetries.

Definition 10. A vector field Ỹ on TQ× R is called a Cartan symmetry if

LỸ ηL = a ηL + dg; Ỹ (EL) = aEL + gRL(EL)

for some functions a, g ∈ C∞(TQ× R).
A vector field Y on Q×R such that Y C is tangent to TQ×R is called a Noether

symmetry if Ȳ C is a Cartan symmetry.
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Theorem 11. (1) If Y is a Noether symmetry such that

Ȳ C(L) = gC

then
f = Ȳ V (L)− gV

commutes with EL.
(2) If Ỹ is a Cartan symmetry such that

LỸ ηL = dg

then
ηY (Ỹ )− g

commutes with EL.

Definition 11. A vector field Y on Q×R such that Y C is tangent to TQ×R and
Ȳ C is a dynamical symmetry will be called a Lie symmetry.

Theorem 12. If Y is a Lie symmetry, then

−ηL(Ȳ C) = Ȳ V (L)−Z
commutes with EL.

8. Hamilton-Jacobi equation

We consider the extended phase space T ∗Q × R, and a Hamiltonian function
H : T ∗Q× R→ R.

T ∗Q× R

ρ

��

z

""

H

��
T ∗Q R

Recall that we have local canonical coordinates {qi, pi, z}, i = 1, . . . , n such that the
one-form is η = dz − ρ∗θQ, θQ being the canonical 1-form on T ∗Q, can be locally
expressed as follows

(8.1) η = dz −
n∑
i=1

pidq
i.

(T ∗Q× R, η) is a contact manifold with Reeb vector field R = ∂
∂z .

To have dynamics, we consider the vector field

(8.2) XH = ]Λ(dH) +HR.
In coordinates, it reads

(8.3) XH =
n∑

i=1

∂H

∂pi

∂

∂qi
−

n∑
i=1

(
pi
∂H

∂z
+
∂H

∂qi

)
∂

∂pi
+

n∑
i=1

(
pi
∂H

∂pi
−H

)
∂

∂z
.

We also have
[(XH) = dH − (R(H) +H)η,

where [ is the isomorphism previously defined (2.10) and

(8.4) η(XH) = −H.
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Recall that (T ∗Q×R,Λ,R) is a Jacobi manifold with Λ given in the usual way. The
proposed contact structure provides us with the dissipative Hamilton equations.

(8.5)



q̇i =
∂H

∂pi
,

ṗi = −∂H
∂qi
− pi

∂H

∂z
,

ż = pi
∂H

∂pi
−H.

for all i = 1, . . . , n.
Consider γ a section of π : T ∗Q×R→ Q×R, i.e., π ◦ γ = idQ×R. We can use γ

to project XH on Q× R just defining a vector field Xγ
H on Q× R by

(8.6) Xγ
H = Tπ ◦XH ◦ γ,

where Tπ is the tangent map of π. The following diagram summarizes the above
construction

T ∗Q× R

π

��

XH // T (T ∗Q× R)

Tπ

��
Q× R

γ

>>

XγH // T (Q× R)

We can compute Tγ(Xγ
H) and obtain

(8.7) Tγ(Xγ
H) =

∂H

∂pi

∂

∂qi
+ (γi

∂H

∂pi
−H)

∂

∂z
.

Therefore, from (8.3) and (8.7), we have that

XH ◦ γ = Tγ(Xγ
H)

if and only if

(8.8)
∂H

∂qj
+
∂H

∂pi

∂γj
∂qi

+ γj
∂H

∂z
+ γi

∂γj
∂z

∂H

∂pi
−H∂γj

∂z
= 0.

Assume now that
(1) γ(Q× R) is a coisotropic submanifold of (T ∗Q× R, η);
(2) γz(Q) is a Legendrian submanifold of (T ∗Q × R, η), for any z ∈ R, where

γz(q) = γ(q, z).
(3) Notice that the above two conditions imply that γ(Q × R) is foliated by

Legendre leaves γz(Q), z ∈ R.
We will discuss the consequences of the above conditions. The submanifold

γ(Q× R) is locally defined by the functions

φi = pi − γi = 0.

Therefore, the first condition is equivalent to
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(8.9)
∂γi
∂qj
− γj

∂γi
∂z
− ∂γj
∂qi

+ γi
∂γj
∂z

= 0.

If, in addition, γz(Q) is Legendre submanifold for any fixed z ∈ R, then we obtain

(8.10)
∂γi
∂qj
− ∂γj
∂qi

= 0

and, using again (8.9), we get

(8.11) γj
∂γi
∂z
− γi

∂γj
∂z

= 0.

Under the above conditions (using 8.10 and 8.11), 8.8 becomes

(8.12)
∂H

∂qj
+
∂H

∂pi

∂γi
∂qj

+ γj

(
∂H

∂z
+
∂H

∂pi

∂γi
∂z

)
−H∂γj

∂z
= 0.

We can write down eq (8.12) in a more friendly way. First of all, consider the
following functions and 1-forms defined on Q× R:

(1)

γo =
∂H

∂z
+
∂H

∂pi

∂γi
∂z

(2)

d(H ◦ γz) = (
∂H

∂qj
+
∂H

∂pi

∂γi
∂qj

)dqj

(3)

i ∂
∂z

(d(γ∗θQ)) =
∂γj
∂z

dqj

Therefore, eq (8.12) is equivalent to

(8.13) d(H ◦ γz) + γo(γ
∗θQ)− (H ◦ γ)(i ∂

∂z
(d(γ∗θQ))) = 0.

Theorem 13. Assume that a section γ of the projection T ∗Q × R → Q × R is
such that γ(Q × R) is a coisotropic submanifold of (T ∗Q × R, η), and γz(Q) is a
Legendrian submanifold of (T ∗Q×R, η), for any z ∈ R. Then, the vector fields XH

and Xγ
H are γ-related if and only if (8.12) holds (equivalently, (8.13) holds).

Equations (8.12) are (8.13) are indistinctly referred as a Hamilton–Jacobi equa-
tion with respect to a contact structure. A section γ fulfilling the assumptions
of the theorem and the Hamilton-Jacobi equation will be called a solution of the
Hamilton–Jacobi problem for H.

Remark 7. Notice that if γ is a solution of the Hamilton–Jacobi problem for H,
then XH is tangent to the coisotropic submanifold γ(Q × R), but not necessarily
to the Legendre submanifolds γz(Q). This occurs when

XH(z − z0) = 0

for any z0, that is, if and only if

H ◦ γz0 = γi
∂H

∂pi
.

In such a case, we call γ an strong solution of the Hamilton–Jacobi problem.
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Next, we shall discuss the notion of complete solutions of the Hamilton–Jacobi
problem for a Hamiltonian H.

Definition 12. A complete solution of the Hamilton–Jacobi equation on a contact
manifold (M,η) is a diffeomorphism Φ : Q × R × Rn → T ∗Q × R such that for a
set of parameters λ ∈ Rn, λ = (λ1, . . . , λn), the mapping

(8.14) Φλ : Q× R → T ∗Q× R
(qi, z) 7→ Φ(qi, (Φλ)i(q, z), z)

is a solution of the Hamilton–Jacobi equation. If, in addition, any Φλ is strong,
then the complete solution is called strong.

We have the following diagram

Q× R× Rn

α

��

Φ // T ∗Q× R

fi

��

Φ−1

oo

Rn πi // R
where we define functions fi such that for a point p ∈ T ∗Q× R, it is satisfied
(8.15) fi(p) = πi ◦ α ◦ Φ−1(p).

and α : Q× R× Rn → Rn is the canonical projection.
The first immediate result is that

Im Φλ = ∩ni=1 f
−1
i (λi)),

where λ = (λ1, · · · , λn). In other words,

Im Φλ = {x ∈ T ∗Q× R | fi(x) = λi, i = 1, · · · , n}.
Therefore, since XH is tangent to any of the submanifolds Im Φλ, we deduce that

XH(fi) = 0.

So, these functions are conserved quantities.
Moreover, we can compute

{fi, fj} = Λ(dfi, dfj)− fiR(fj) + fjR(fi).

But
Λ(dfi, dfj) = ]Λ(dfi)(fj) = 0

since (T ImΦΛ)⊥ = ]Λ(T ImΦΛ))o = T ImΦΛ), so

(8.16) {fi, fj} = −fiR(fj) + fjR(fi).

Theorem 14. There exist no linearly independent commuting set of first-integrals
in involution (8.15) for a complete strong solution of the Hamilton–Jacobi equation
on a contact manifold.

Proof: If all the particular solutions are strong, then the Reeb vector field R
will be transverse to the Legendre foliation. So, if the brackets {fi, fj} vanish, then
we would obtain that the functions fi cannot be linearly independent.

We remark that some notions of non-commutative integrability have been stud-
ied [48].
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9. Singular Lagrangians and Dirac-Jacobi bracket

9.1. Precontact systems. As we know, if the Lagrangian is regular, then Her-
glotz’s equations, (and, therefore, the variational problem) is equivalent to a contact
Hamiltonian system.

However this is not true for general Lagrangians [27]. In the following, we will
provide some tools to deal with singular Lagrangians. For that, we will need to
introduce a geometric model that generalizes contact geometry: precontact geom-
etry.

This geometry plays a similar role than presymplectic geometry [46] for singular
symplectic Lagrangian systems.

Let η be a 1-form in an m-dimensional manifoldM . We define the characteristic
distribution of η as

(9.1) C = ker η ∩ ker dη ⊆ TM.

We say that η is of class c [45] if C is a distribution of rank m− c.
Proposition 4. Let η be a one-form on an m-dimensional manifold M . The
following statements are equivalent:

(1) The form η is of class 2r + 1.
(2) At every point of M ,

(9.2) η ∧ (dη)
r 6= 0, η ∧ (dη)

r+1
= 0.

(3) Around any point of M , there exist local Darboux coordinates x1, . . . xr,
y1, . . . yr, z, u1, . . . us, where 2r + s+ 1 = m, such that

(9.3) η = dz −
r∑
i=1

yidx
i.

In that situation we say that η is a precontact form of class 2r + 1.

In coordinates, the characteristic distribution is given by

C = span{ ∂

∂ua a=1,...,s

}.

A pair (M,η) of a manifold equipped with a precontact form will be called a
precontact manifold. A triple (M,η,H), where (M,η) is a precontact manifold and
H ∈ C∞(M) is the Hamiltonian function will be called a precontact Hamiltonian
system.

The distribution C is involutive and it gives rise to a foliation of M . If the
quotient π : M → M/C has a manifold structure, then there is a unique 1-form η̃
such that π∗η̃ = η. From a direct computation, η̃ is a contact form on M/C. This
justifies the name of precontact form.

We define the following morphism of vector bundles over M :

(9.4)
[̄ : TM → TM∗

v 7→ ivdη + η(v)η.

The following 2-tensors are associated to [̄ and its transpose

(9.5) ω = dη + η ⊗ η, ω̄ = −dη + η ⊗ η.
In other words, [̄(v) = ω(v, ·) = ω̄(·, v). Therefore ω(v, w) = ω̄(w, v).
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A Reeb vector field for (M,η) is a vector field R on M such that

(9.6) iRdη = 0, η(R) = 1.

We note that there exists Reeb vector fields in every precontact manifold. Indeed
we can define local vector fields R = ∂

∂z in Darboux coordinates and can extend it
using partitions of unity.

Proposition 5. Let (M,η) be a precontact manifold. We have

(9.7) C = ker η ∩ ker dη = ker [̄ = (Im[̄)
o
.

Proposition 6. A vector field X is a Reeb vector field for (M,η) if and only if
[̄(X) = η. That is, the set of Reeb vector fields is R+Γ(C), where R is an arbitrary
Reeb vector field and Γ(C) is the set of vector fields belonging to C.

For a distribution ∆ on M , we define the following notion of complement with
respect to ω. Since ω is neither symmetric nor antisymmetric, we need to distinguish
between right and left complements:

∆⊥ = {X ∈ TM | ω(Z,X) = [̄(Z)(X) = 0, ∀Z ∈ ∆} = ([̄(∆))o,
⊥∆ = {X ∈ TM | ω(X,Z) = 0,∀Z ∈ ∆}.

These complements have the following relationship

(9.8) ⊥(∆⊥) = (⊥∆)⊥ = ∆ + C.
We remark that these complements interchange sums and intersections, since the

annihilator interchanges them and the linear map [̄ preserves them. Consequently,
if ∆,Γ are distributions, we have

(∆ ∩ Γ)⊥ = ∆⊥ + Γ⊥,

(∆ + Γ)⊥ = ∆⊥ ∩ Γ⊥.

9.2. The constraint algorithm. We aim to solve Hamilton equations on a pre-
contact Hamiltonian system (M,η,H). In order to do that, we will introduce an
algorithm similar to the one introduced by M.J. Gotay in 1978 [46] for presymplec-
tic systems and that was extended by D. Chinea, M. de Leon, and J.C. Marrero to
the cosymplectic case [20].

Let
γH = dH − (H +R(H))η

where R is a Reeb vector field (we will later see that the algorithm is independent
on the choice of the Reeb vector field) and consider the equation

(9.9) [̄(X) = γH .

This equation might not have solution, so we will consider the subsetM1 ⊆M0 = M
of the points at which a solution exists. That is,

(9.10) M1 = {p ∈M0 | (γH)p ∈ [̄(TpM0)}.
We note that this condition is equivalent to the following

(9.11) M1 = {p ∈M0 | 〈(γH)p, TM0
⊥〉 = 0},

since [̄(TM0) = ([̄(TM0)o)o = (TM⊥0 )o.
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If we choose a local basis {Xa}k1
j=a of TM0

⊥, we can easily compute the so-called
primary constraint functions

φa(p) = 〈dHp − (R(H) +H)ηp, Xa〉
whose zero set is the manifold M1. We note that TM0

⊥ = (im[̄)o = ker [̄ = C.
Hence,

(9.12) 〈dHp − (R(H) +H)ηp, TM
⊥
0 〉 = {Zp(H) = 0 | Zp ∈ Cp}.

Therefore, in Darboux coordinates,

(9.13) φa =
∂H

∂sa
.

We note that this implies that R(H) = R̃(H) along M1 for every Reeb vector field
R̃, since Rp − R̃p ∈ Cp. Consequently, (γH)|M1

is independent on the choice of
the Reeb vector field. Therefore, the election of R doesn’t affect the constraints
produced by the algorithm.

Now we can solve Hamilton equations, but, in order to have meaningful dynam-
ics, the solution X should be tangent to the constraint submanifold. Otherwise, a
solution of the equations of motion might escape fromM1. This tangency condition
is equivalent to demand that [̄(Xp) ∈ [̄(TMp) since [̄ is an isomorphism modulo Cp:
(9.14) M2 = {p ∈M1 | 〈(γH)p, TM1

⊥〉 = 0},
providing a second constraint submanifold, with its corresponding constraint func-
tions. However, it is not enough. We must again require that the vector field is
tangent to the new submanifold. We then get a sequence of submanifolds

(9.15)
Mi+1 = {p ∈Mi | (γH)p ∈ [̄(TpMi)}

= {p ∈Mi | 〈(γH)p, (TpMi)
⊥〉 = 0}

which eventually stabilizes, that is, there exist some if such thatMif = Mif+1. We
call this manifold the final constraint submanifold and denote it by Mf . This sub-
manifold is locally described by the zero set of some constraint functions {φj}kfj=1.

Let L : TQ×R→ R be a singular Lagrangian function. The objective is twofold:
to develop a constraint algorithm in the Lagrangian side, but also the corresponding
Hamiltonian counterpart. Of course, we will use the notations introduced in Section
3.

We make the following observation, which is useful for working with precontact
systems that come from a Lagrangian. The proof is trivial from the coordinate
expression of dηL.

Proposition 7. Let L : TQ × R → R be a Lagrangian function. Then, the form
ηL is precontact of class 2r + 1 if and only if the rank of the Hessian matrix of L
with respect to the velocities is r at every point.

Let EL = ∆(L)−L be the energy and γEL = dEL−(R(EL)+EL)ηL, where ηL is
a precontact form of class 2r+ 1. We remark that (TQ×R, ηL, EL) is a precontact
Hamiltonian system. Hence, we can apply the constraint algorithm developed above
to the equation

[̄L(X) = γEL .
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If we denote P1 = TQ×R, we will obtain a sequence of constraint submanifolds

(9.16) · · · → Pi → · · · → P2 → P1,

where

(9.17) Pi+1 = {p ∈ Pi | 〈(γH)p, TpPi
⊥〉 = 0},

and Pf is the final constraint submanifold. If it has positive dimension, then there
would exist a vector field X tangent to Pf that solves the equations of motion along
Pf .

Of course, this solution will not be unique in general. We would get a new
solution by adding a section of C ∩ TPf , where C = ker [̄L is the characteristic
distribution.

Now we will develop a Hamiltonian counterpart of this theory. We will require
the following additional regularity conditions on L to make sure we get a precontact
Hamiltonian system which is amenable to the constraint algorithm:

Definition 13. We say that a contact Lagrangian L is almost regular if
• ηL is precontact.
• the Legendre transformation FL is a submersion onto its image.
• For every p ∈ T ∗Q× R, the fibers (FL)

−1
(p) are connected submanifolds.

We denote byM1 be the image of FL, which will be called the primary constraint
submanifold. Let FL1 denote the restriction of FL to M1, and g1 : M1 → T ∗Q×R
the canonical inclusion.

The submanifold M1 is equipped with the form η1 = g1
∗(ηQ), where ηQ is the

canonical contact form in T ∗Q × R. By the commutativity of the diagram, we
deduce

(9.18) FL∗(η1) = FL∗(ηQ) = ηL.

Proposition 8. Let L : P1 = TQ×R→ R be an almost regular Lagrangian. Then
η1 = g1

∗(ηQ) is a precontact form of the same class as ηL.

Furthermore, under the almost regularity hypothesis, we can define a Hamilton-
ian function

H1 : M1 → R,
such that

H1 ◦ FL1 = EL.

We conclude that if the Lagrangian is almost regular, then (M1, η1, H1) is a
precontact Hamiltonian system. Thus, we apply the constraint algorithm to the
equation

[̄1(Y ) = γH1
,

where [̄1 is the mapping defined by η1. Thus we obtain a sequence of constraint
submanifolds

(9.19) · · · →Mi → · · · →M2 →M1

where Mf is the final constraint submanifold.
We will investigate the connection between the algorithm on the precontact

systems (P1, ηL, EL) and (M1, η1, H1).
Let L : P × R→ R be an almost regular Lagrangian, let (P, ηL, EL) be the cor-

responding precontact system, and let (M1, η1, H1) be its Hamiltonian counterpart.
We denote the final constraint submanifolds by Pf and Mf , respectively. Then
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TQ× R T ∗Q× R

P2 M1

... M2

Pf

...

Mf

FL

FL1

FL2

j2 g1

j3 g2

FLf

jf
g3

gf

Figure 1. Commutative diagram

• For every FL-projectable solution X of the equations of motion along Pf ,
FL∗(X) is a solution of Hamilton equations of motion along Mf .

• For every solution Y of Hamilton equations of motion along Mf , every X
such that (FL)∗(X) = Y solves the equations of motion along Pf .

9.3. Classification of constraints and the Dirac-Jacobi bracket. We say
that a function f is first class [37, 53] if

{f, φ}Mf
= 0

for any constraint function defining Mf .
We say that a function is second class if it is not first class.
We will show that given a family of independent constraints φα defining Mf

(by independent, we mean that their differentials are linearly independent) we can
extract a maximal subfamily of second class constraints such that the matrix of
their Jacobi brackets is non-singular. Modifying the rest of them by taking linear
combinations, we get second class constraints that still form an independent family.

Consider the matrix ({φα, φβ})α,β . Assume that it has constant rank k in a
neighborhood of Mf , that is, up to reordering, the first k rows are linearly inde-
pendent. Denote by φa (with latin indices) those functions and φā (with overlined
latin indices) the rest of them. We use greek indices when we want to refer to every
constraint. Then the rest of the rows are linear combinations of the first k, that is

{φā, φβ} = Bāa{φa, φβ}.
Define

φ̄ā = φā −Bāaφa.
We can check that these new constraints are first class, so φa, φ̄ā is a basis of the
constraints with the desired properties.

Now let Cab = {φa, φb} and let Cab denote the inverse matrix. We define the
Dirac-Jacobi bracket such that

{f, g}DJ = {f, g} − {f, φa}Cab{φb, g}.
The Dirac-Jacobi bracket has the following properties:
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(1) It is a Jacobi bracket which satisfies the generalized Leibniz rule

{fg, h} = f{g, h}+ g{f, h}+ fgRDJ(h),

where
RDJ = R+ CabR(φb)(]Λ(dφa) + φaR).

(2) The second class constraints φa are Casimir functions for the Dirac-Jacobi
bracket.

(3) For any first class function F ,

({F, ·} = {F, ·})|Mf
,

(RDJ(F ) = R(F ))|Mf
.

(4) The evolution of an observable is given by

ḟ = {H, f} − fRDJ(H) + ūā({φ̄ā, f}DJ − fRDJ(φ̄ā))

= (XH + ūāXφ̄ā)(f))|Mf
,

where H : T ∗Q× R→ R is an arbitrary extension of the Hamiltonian H1.
We remark that the motion depends on the multipliers of the first class constraints
ūā, but it is independent on the multipliers of the second class constraints ua.

10. Contact nonholonomic dynamics

Nonholonomic dynamics refers to those mechanical systems that are subject to
constraints on the velocities (these constraints could be linear or non-linear).

In the Lagrangian picture, a nonholonomic mechanical system is given by a
Lagrangian function L : TQ→ R defined on the tangent bundle TQ of the configu-
ration manifold Q, with nonholonomic constraints provided by a submanifold D of
TQ. We assume that τQ(D) = Q, where τQ : TQ → Q is the canonical projection
to guarantee that we are in presence of purely kinematic constraints. D could be
a linear submanifold (in this case, D can be alternatively described by a regular
distribution ∆ on Q), or nonlinear.

Even if nonholonomic mechanics is an old subject [27], it was in the middle of the
nineties that received a decisive boost due to the geometric description by several
independent teams: Bloch et al. [7], de León et al. [28, 31–33, 35, 52] and Bates and
Śniatycki [6], based on the seminal paper by J. Koiller in 1992 [56]. Another relevant
but not so well known work is due to Vershik and Faddeev [76]. A geometrization
of nonholonomic mechanics using algebroids is also available [47]. In [24] the reader
can find a historical review on this topic.

Nowadays, nonholonomic mechanics is a very active area of the so-called Geo-
metric Mechanics.

The geometric description of nonholonomic mechanics uses the symplectic ma-
chinery. The idea behind is that there exists an unconstrained system as a back-
ground and one can recover the nonholonomic dynamics by projecting, for instance,
the unconstrained one. Due to their symplectic backstage, the dynamics is conser-
vative (for linear and ideal constraints).

However, there are other kind of nonholonomic systems that do not fit on the
above description. On can imagine, for instance, a nonholonomic system subject
additionally to Rayleigh dissipation [19, 62, 64]. Another source of examples comes
from thermodynamics, treated in [41, 42] with a variational approach.
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Nevertheless, there is a natural geometric description for these systems based on
contact geometry. In this section, we will develop a contact version of Lagrangian
systems with nonholonomic constraints.

First we will analyze the Herglotz principle for nonholonomic systems (a sort of
d’Alembert principle in comparison with the well-known Hamilton principle). The
reason to develop this subject is to justify the nonholonomic equations proposed in
Subsection 10.1.

Then, in Subsection 10.2, we construct an analog to the symplectic nonholo-
nomic bracket in the contact context. A relevant issue is that this bracket is an
almost Jacobi bracket (that is, it does not satisfy the Jacobi identity). This con-
tact nonholonomic bracket transforms the constraints in Casimirs and provides the
evolution of observables, as in the unconstrained contact case. In Subsection 10.3
we introduce the notion of almost Jacobi structure proving that the nonholonomic
bracket induces, in fact, an almost Jacobi structure. Then, we prove that this
structure is a Jacobi structure if, and only if, the constraints are holonomic.

10.1. Herglotz principle with constraints. We will consider that the system
is restricted to certain (linear) constraints on the velocities modelled by a regular
distribution ∆ on the configuration manifold Q of codimension k. We will extend
the Herglotz principle 3.2 to this case.

The distribution, ∆ may be locally described in terms of independent linear
constraint functions {Φa}a=1,...,k in the following way

(10.1) ∆ = {v ∈ TQ | Φa (v) = 0} .

Notice that, due to the linearity, the constraint functions Φa may be considered as
1-forms Φa : Q→ T ∗Q on Q. Without danger of confusion, we will also denote by
Φa to the 1-form version of the constraint Φa This means that

Φa = Φai (q)q̇i.

Let L : TQ × R → R be the Lagrangian function. One may then define the
Herglotz variational principle with constraints, that is, we want to find the paths ξ ∈
Ω(q1, q1, [a, b]) satisfying the constraints such that TξA(v) = 0 for all infinitesimal
variation v which is tangent to the constraints ∆, where A is the contact action
functional (3.8). More precisely, we define the set

(10.2) Ω(q1, q2, [a, b])
∆
ξ =

{
v ∈ TξΩ(q1, q1, [a, b]) | v(t) ∈ ∆ξ(t) for all t ∈ [a, b]

}
.

Then, ξ satisfies the Herglotz variational principle with constraints if, and only if,

(1) TξA|Ω(q1,q1,[a,b])∆
ξ

= 0.

(2) ξ̇ (t) ∈ ∆ξ(t) for all t ∈ [a, b].

Definition 14. A constraint Lagrangian system is given by a pair (L,∆) where
L : TQ × R → R is a regular Lagrangian and ∆ is a regular distribution on Q.
The constraints are said to be semiholonomic if ∆ is involutive and non-holonomic
otherwise.

One may easily prove the following characterization of the Herglotz variational
principle with constraints.
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Theorem 15. A path ξ ∈ Ω(q1, q2, [a, b]) satisfies the Herglotz variational principle
with constraints if, and only if,

(10.3)

{
∂L
∂qi − d

dt
∂L
∂q̇i + ∂L

∂q̇i
∂L
∂z ∈ ∆◦ξ(t)

ξ̇ ∈ ∆

where ∆◦ = {a ∈ T ∗Q | a(u) = 0 for all u ∈ ∆} is the annihilator of ∆.

Taking into account Eq. (10.1), we have that ∆◦ is (locally) generated by the
one-forms Φa. Then ξ satisfies the Herglotz variational principle with constraints
if, and only if, it satisfies the following equations

(10.4)

{
d
dt
∂L
∂q̇i − ∂L

∂qi − ∂L
∂q̇i

∂L
∂z = λaΦai

Φa(ξ̇(t)) = 0.

for some Lagrange multipliers λi(qi) and where Φa = Φai dq
i.

From now on, Eqs. (10.4) will be called constraint Herglotz equations.
We will now present a geometric characterization of the Herglotz equations. In

order to do this, we will consider a distribution ∆l on TQ× R induced by ∆ such
that its annihilator is given by

(10.5) ∆l◦ =
(
τQ ◦ prTQ×R

)∗
∆0,

where τQ : TQ→ Q is the canonical projection and prTQ×R : TQ×R→ TQ is the
projection on the first component. In fact, we may prove that

(10.6) ∆l = S∗
(
T (∆× R)

◦)
.

Hence, ∆l◦ is generated by the 1-forms on TQ× R given by

(10.7) Φ̃a = Φai dq
i.

Then, we have the following result.

Theorem 16. Assume that L is regular. Let X be a vector field on TQ × R
satisfying the equation

(10.8)

{
[L (X)− dEL + (EL +RL (EL)) ηL ∈ ∆l◦

X|∆×R ∈ X (∆× R) .
,

Then,
(1) X is a SODE on TQ× R.
(2) The integral curves of X are solutions of the constraint Herglotz equations

(10.4).

Therefore, Eq. (10.8) provides the correct nonholonomic dynamics in the context
of contact geometry. In the case of existence and uniqueness, the particular solution
to Eq. (10.8) will be denoted by ΓL,∆. We will now investigate the existence and
uniqueness of the solutions.

Remark 8 (The distribution ∆l). From the coordinate expression of the constraints
Φ̃a defining ∆l (Eq. (10.7)), one can see that RL(Φ̃a) = 0, hence ∆l is vertical in
the sense of Definition 4.
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Remark 9. Notice that T (∆× R) may be considered as a distribution of TQ × R
along the submanifold ∆ × R. Then, it is easy to show that the annihilator of
the distribution T (∆× R) is given by pr∗∆×R(T∆)

◦ where pr∆×R : ∆ × R → ∆
denotes the projection on the first component. In fact, let (X, f) be a vector field
on TQ× R, that is, for all (vq, z) ∈ TqQ× R we have that

X (vq, z) ∈ Tvq (TQ) ; f (vq, z) ∈ TzR ∼= R.
Then, for each (vq, z) ∈ ∆× R, (X, f) (vq, z) is tangent to ∆× R at (vq, z) if, and
only if,

(10.9) dΦa|vq (X (vq, z)) = 0, ∀a.

Denoting Φ
a

= Φa ◦ pr∆×R, we may express Eq. (10.9) as follows

(10.10) Z
(

Φ
a
)

= 0, ∀a

where Z = (X, f). It is important to notice that, being ∆ = (Φa)
−1

(0), it satisfies
that

T(vq,z) (∆× R) = ker
(
Tvq (Φa)

)
× R.

Let S be the distribution on TQ× R defined by ]L
(

∆l◦
)
where ]L = [−1

L .

In order to find a (local) basis of sections of S, we will consider the 1-forms Φ̃a

generating ∆l◦. For each a, Za will be the local vector field on TQ× R satisfying

(10.11) [L (Za) = Φ̃a.

Then, S is obviously (locally) generated by the vector fields Za and S ⊆ ∆l.
By using the proof of the theorem 16 we have that

(10.12) Za
(
qi
)

= Za (z) = 0,
∂2L

∂q̇i∂q̇k
Za
(
q̇k
)

= −Φai

Then,

(10.13) Za = −W ikΦak
∂

∂q̇i
,

where
(
W ik

)
is the inverse of the Hessian matrix (Wik) =

(
∂2L

∂q̇i∂q̇k

)
. Notice that,

taking into account that ∆l◦ is generated by the 1-forms on TQ × R given by
Φ̃a = Φai dq

i, it follows that

(10.14) S ⊆ ∆l

Remark 10 (The distribution S). Notice, that, since ∆l is vertical (Remark 8), we
have S = ⊥(∆l) = (∆l)

⊥ and S is horizontal. Hence ηL(S) = 0.

Assume now that there exist two solutions X and Y of Eq. (10.8). Then, by
construction we have that X − Y is tangent T (∆× R). On the other hand,

[L (X − Y ) = [L (X − ΓL) + [L (ΓL − Y ) ∈ ∆l◦.

Then, X − Y is also tangent to S. Thus, we may prove the following result:

Proposition 9. The uniqueness of solutions of (10.8) is equivalent to

S ∩ T (∆× R) = {0}.
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If the intersection S ∩ T (∆× R) were zero, we would be able to ensure the
uniqueness of solutions.
Let X = XbZb be a vector field on ∆×R tangent to S. Hence, by Eq. (10.10), we
have that

XbdΦ
a

(Zb) = 0.

Equivalently,
XbW ikΦbkΦai = 0, ∀a.

Define the (local) matrix C with coefficient

(10.15) Cab = −W ikΦbkΦai = dΦb (Za)

Then, it is easy to prove that (locally) the regularity of C is equivalent S∩T (∆× R) =
{0}.
One can easily verify that if the Hessian matrix (Wik) is positive or negative definite
this condition is satisfied.

From now on we will assume that the Hessian matrix (Wik) is positive (or neg-
ative) definite.

Remark 11. In general, we may only assume that the matrices C are regular. How-
ever, for applications, in the relevant cases the Hessian matrix (Wik) is positive
definite. In particular, if the Lagrangian L is natural, that is, L = T + V (q, z),
where T is the kinetic energy of a Riemannian metric g on Q and V is a potential
energy, then the Lagrangian L will be positive definitive.

Notice that, for each (vq, z) ∈ ∆× R we have that
• dim

(
S|(vq,z)

)
= k

• dim
(
T(vq,z) (∆× R)

)
= 2n+ 1− k

So, the condition of being positive (or negative) definite not only implies that
S ∩ T (∆× R) = {0} but also we have

(10.16) S ⊕ T (∆× R) = T∆×R (TQ× R) ,

where T∆×R (TQ× R) consists of the tangent vectors of TQ×R at points of ∆×R.
Thus, the uniqueness condition will imply the existence of solutions of (10.8). In
fact, we will also be able to obtain the solutions of Eq. (10.8) in a very simple way.
In fact, let us consider the two projectors

P : T∆×R (TQ× R)→ T (∆× R) ,(10.17a)
Q : T∆×R (TQ× R)→ S.(10.17b)

Consider X = P
(
ΓL|∆×R

)
. Then, by definition X ∈ X (∆× R). On the other

hand, at the points in ∆× R we have

[L (X)− dEL + (EL +RL (EL)) ηL

= [L (ΓL −Q (ΓL))− dEL + (EL +RL (EL)) ηL

=− [L (Q (ΓL)) ∈ ∆l◦

Therefore, by uniqueness, X|∆×R = ΓL,∆ is a solution of Eq. (10.8).



A REVIEW ON CONTACT SYSTEMS 35

Let us now compute an explicit expression of the solution ΓL,∆. Let Y be a vector
field on TQ×R. Then, choosing a local basis {βi} of T (∆× R) we may write the
restriction of Y to ∆× R as follows

Y|∆×R = Y iβi + λaZa.

Then, applying dΦ
b
we have that

dΦ
b

(Y ) = λaCba,

and we can compute the coefficients λa as follows

(10.18) λa = CbadΦ
b

(Y )

Hence, for all vector field Y on TQ× R restricted to ∆× R

• Q
(
Y|∆×R

)
= CbadΦ

b
(Y )Za.

• P
(
Y|∆×R

)
= Y|∆×R − CbadΦ

b
(Y )Za.

Therefore, we have obtained the explicit expression of the solution ΓL,∆,

(10.19) ΓL,∆ = (ΓL)|∆×R − CbadΦ
b

(ΓL)Za

Remark 12. From the regularity of the matrices C , we deduce that the projections
P and Q may be extended to open neighborhoods of ∆×R. Consequently, P (ΓL)
may also be extended to an open neighborhood of ∆×R. However, this extension
will not be unique.

Let us recall that the contact Hamiltonian vector fields model the dynamics of
dissipative systems and, contrary to the case of symplectic Hamiltonian systems,
the evolution does not preserve the energy, the contact form and the volume, i.e.,

LΓLEL = −RL(EL)EL,

LΓLηL = −RL (EL) ηL.

This result may be naturally generalized to the case of non-holonomic constraint
by using these projectors.

Proposition 10. Assume that L is regular. The vector field ΓL,∆ solving the
constraint Herglotz equations satisfies that

LΓL,∆ηL = −RL (EL) ηL − LQ(ΓL)ηL,(10.20a)

LΓL,∆ η̃L = −LQ(ΓL)ηL

H
(10.20b)

LΓL,∆ΩL = −(n+ 1)RL(EL)ΩL − ηL ∧ dηL(n−1) ∧ dLQ(ΓL)ηL(10.20c)

LΓL,∆Ω̃L = η̃L ∧ dη̃L(n−1) ∧ dLQ(ΓL)η̃L(10.20d)

where η̃L = ηL/H, assuming that H does not vanish, ΩL = ηL ∧ (dηL)
n is the

contact volume element and Ω̃L = ηL ∧ (dηL)
n.

Furthermore, we have that LQ(ΓL)ηL ∈ ∆l◦.
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10.2. Non-holonomic bracket. Consider a regular contact Lagrangian system
with Lagrangian L : TQ × R → R and constraints ∆ satisfying the conditions
in Subsection 10.1. A bracket can be constructed by means of the decomposi-
tion (10.16).

Let us first consider the adjoint operators P∗ and Q∗ of the projections P
and Q, respectively. Obviously, the maps P∗ : T ∗∆×R (TQ× R) → S◦ and Q∗ :
T ∗∆×R (TQ× R)→ T ◦ (∆× R) produce a decomposition of T ∗∆×R (TQ× R)

(10.21) T ∗∆×R (TQ× R) = S◦ ⊕ T ◦ (∆× R)

We may now define, along ∆× R, the following vector and bivector fields:

RL,∆ = P
(
RL|∆×R

)
,(10.22)

ΛL,∆ = P∗ΛL|∆×R,(10.23)

where ΛL is the Jacobi structure associated to the contact form ηL. That is, for
(vq, z) ∈ ∆× R ⊆ TQ× R and α, β ∈ T ∗(vq,z) (TQ× R),

ΛL,∆ (α, β) = ΛL (P∗ (α) ,P∗ (β)) .

This structure provides the following morphism of vector bundles

(10.24)
]ΛL,∆ : T ∗∆×R (TQ× R)→ T∆×R (TQ× R) ,

α 7→ ΛL,∆(α, ·).
Hence, we may prove the following result:

Theorem 17. We have

(10.25) ΓL,∆ = ]ΛL,∆(dEL)− ELRL,∆.
Furthermore, we can define the following bracket from functions on TQ × R to

functions on ∆× R, which will be called the nonholonomic bracket :

(10.26) {f, g}L,∆ = ΛL,∆(df, dg)− fRL,∆(g) + gRL,∆(f).

Theorem 18. The nonholonomic bracket has the following properties:
(1) Any function g on TQ× R that vanishes on ∆× R is a Casimir, i.e.,

{g, f}L,∆ = 0, ∀f ∈ C∞ (TQ× R) .

(2) The bracket provides the evolution of the observables, that is,

(10.27) ΓL,∆(g) = {EL, g}L,∆ − gRL,∆(EL).

Notice that, in particular, all the constraint functions Φa are Casimir.
It is also remarkable that, using the statement 1. in Theorem 18, the nonholonomic
bracket may be restricted to functions on ∆×R. Thus, from now on, we will refer
to the nonholonomic bracket as the restriction of {·, ·}L,∆ to functions on ∆× R.

10.3. Hamiltonian vector fields and integrability conditions. Until now, we
have defined a structure given by a vector field RL,∆ and a bivector field ΛL,∆
which induce the nonholonomic bracket (10.30)

(10.28) {f, g}L,∆ = ΛL,∆(df, dg)− fRL,∆(g) + gRL,∆(f).

This structure is quite similar to a Jacobi structure. In fact, we may prove the
following result.
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Proposition 11. The nonholonomic bracket endows the space of differentiable
functions on ∆ × R with an almost Lie algebra structure [23] which satisfies the
generalized Leibniz rule

(10.29) {f, gh}L,∆ = g{f, h}L,∆ + h{f, g}L,∆ − ghRL,∆(h),

So, as an obvious corollary we have that

Corollary 2. The vector field RL,∆ and the bivector field ΛL,∆ induce a Jacobi
stucture on ∆ × R if, and only if, the nonholonomic bracket satisfies the Jacobi
identity.

This result motivates the following definition.

Definition 15. Let M be a manifold with a vector field E and a bivector field Λ.
The triple (M,Λ, E) is said to be an almost Jacobi structure if the pair (C∞(M), {·, ·})
is an almost Lie algebra satisfying the generalized Leibniz rule (10.29) where the
bracket is given by

(10.30) {f, g} = Λ(df, dg) + fE(g)− gE(f).

With this, the triple (∆× R,ΛL,∆,−RL,∆) is an almost Jacobi structure. Of
course, the study of the intrinsic properties of almost Jacobi structures on general
manifolds has a great interest from the mathematical point of view. However, this
could distract the reader from the main goal of this paper. So, here we will only
focus on the necessary properties for our develoment.

Let H be a Hamiltonian function on the contact manifold (TQ× R, ηL). Then,
we define the constrained Hamiltonian vector field X∆

H by the equation

(10.31) X∆
H = ]ΛL,∆ (dH)−HRL,∆.

Then, by using (17) we have that the solution ΓL,∆ of (10.8) is a particular case of
constrained Hamiltonian vector field. In fact,

ΓL,∆ = X∆
EL .

As in the case without constraints, we have many equivalent ways of defining
these vector fields.

Proposition 12. Let H be a Hamiltonian function on TQ × R. The following
statements are equivalent:

(i) X∆
H is the constrained Hamiltonian vector field of H.

(ii) It satisfies the following equation,

(10.32) X∆
H = P (]L (P∗dH))− (RL,∆ (H) +H)RL,∆.

(iii) The following equation holds,

(10.33) X∆
H = P (XH)− P (]ΛL (Q∗dH)) .

(Proof) Let g a smooth function of TQ× R. Then,

X∆
H (g) = {]ΛL,∆ (dH)} (g)−HRL,∆ (g)

= {P (]ΛL (P∗dH))} (g)−HRL,∆ (g)

= {P (]L (P∗dH)− P∗dH (RL)RL)} (g)−HRL,∆ (g)

= {P (]L (P∗dH)−RL,∆ (H)RL,∆)} (g)−HRL,∆ (g)

= P (]L (dH)) (g)− (RL,∆ (H) +H)RL,∆ (g) .
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This proves that (i) is equivalent to (ii). The equivalence between (i) and (iii) fol-
lows using the natural decomposition of ]ΛL (dH) into ]ΛL (P∗dH) and ]ΛL (Q∗dH).

Notice that the constrained Hamiltonian vector field X∆
H is just a vector field

along the submanifold ∆× R.
Corollary 3. Let H be a Hamiltonian function on TQ×R. Then, it satisfies that
(10.34) ηL(X∆

H ) = −H.
As a consequence of this corollary we have that the correspondence H 7→ X∆

H is,
in fact, an isomorphism of vector spaces. By means of this isomorphism, we may
prove the following result.
Proposition 13. The nonholonomic bracket {·, ·}L,∆ satisfies the Jacobi identity
if, and only if, [

X∆
F , X

∆
G

]
= X∆

{F,G}L,∆ ,

i.e., the correspondence H 7→ X∆
H is an isomorphism of Lie algebras.

We will now use this result to characterize an integrability condition on the
constraint manifold.
Theorem 19. The constraint Lagrangian system (L,∆) is semiholonomic if, and
only if, the nonholonomic bracket satisfies the Jacobi identity.

(Proof ) Let Φa be the constraint functions. Consider Φ̃a = Φai dq
i the associated

1−forms generating ∆l◦. Then,

P∗Φ̃a = Φ̃a, ∀a.
This is a direct consequence of that P∗dqi = dqi for all i. Let us fix H ∈ C∞(TQ×
R). Taking into account that P∗dH ∈ S◦, we have that

0 = P∗dH (Za)

= P∗dH
(
]L

(
Φ̃a
))

= P∗dH
(
]L

(
P∗Φ̃a

))
Thus, we have that

Φ̃a
(
X∆
H

)
= 0,

i.e., X∆
H ∈ ∆l for all H ∈ C∞(TQ×R). Let be a (local) basis {Xb = Xi

b

∂

∂qi
} of ∆.

Then, consider Λb the local functions on TQ × R induced by the 1−forms Xi
bdq

i.
Hence, by taking into account that the correspondence H 7→ X∆

H is an isomorphism
of vector spaces, we have that the family {X∆

Λb
, X∆

z } is a (local) basis of ∆l where
z is the natural projection of TQ× R onto R.
So, we have that the distribution ∆l is involutive.
Consider now an arbitrary vector field X on Q. Then, there exists a (local) vector
field X l on TQ× R which is (τQ ◦ prTQ×R)−related with X, i.e., the diagram

TQ× R T (TQ× R)

Q TQ

τQ◦prTQ×R

Xl

T(τQ◦prTQ×R)

X
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is commutative. In fact, let us consider a (local) basis {σi} of section of τQ◦prTQ×R.
Then, we may construct X l as follows

X l
(
λiσ

i (q)
)

= λiTqσi (X (q)) ,

for all q in the domain of the basis. It is finally trivial to check that X ∈ ∆ if, and
only if, any (τQ ◦ prTQ×R)−related vector field on X l on TQ× R X l with X is in
∆l. Thus, ∆ is also involutive and, therefore, integrable.

Therefore, we have proved that the nonholonomic condition of the constraint La-
grangian system (L,∆) may be checked by the Jacobi identity of the nonholonomic
brackets.

11. Other topics

To avoid an excessive extension of the present survey, we will mention some
topics that we are not including here. We wil, give a brief description of some of
them, and refer to the references where the reader can find more information.

• Contact discrete dynamics
In [70] the authors introduce a discrete Herglotz Principle and the corre-

sponding discrete Herglotz Equations for a discrete Lagrangian in the con-
tact setting. This allows us to develop convenient numerical integrators for
contact Lagrangian systems that are conformal contactomorphisms by con-
struction. The existence of an exact Lagrangian function is also discussed.
Some preliminary results have been discussed in [75], where a construction
of variational integrators adapted to contact geometry has been started.

• Uniform formalism
In [25], the authors develop a unified geometric framework for describing

both the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian formalisms of contact autonomous
mechanical systems, which is based on the approach of the pioneering work
of R. Skinner and R. Rusk [72]. This framework permits to skip the sec-
ond order differential equation problem, which is obtained as a part of the
constraint algorithm (for singular or regular Lagrangians), and is specially
useful to describe singular Lagrangian systems. Some examples are also
discussed to illustrate the method.

• Contact Optimal Control Theory
In [26] the authors combine two main topics in mechanics and optimal

control theory: contact Hamiltonian systems and Pontryagin Maximum
Principle. As an important result, a contact Pontryagin Maximum Princi-
ple that permits to deal with optimal control problems with dissipation is
developed. Also, the Herglotz optimal control problem is stated, in such a
way that generalizes simultaneously the Herglotz variational principle and
an optimal control problem. Some applications to the study of a thermo-
dynamic system are provided.

• Existence of invariant measures
An important topic in dynamical systems is the existence of invariant

measures. In [9] the authors prove that, under some natural conditions,
Hamiltonian systems on a contact manifold C can be split into a Reeb
dynamics on an open subset of C and a Liouville dynamics on a subman-
ifold of C of codimension 1. Thus, an invariant measure is obtained for
the Reeb dynamics, and moreover,a under certain completeness conditions,
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the existence of an invariant measure for the Liouville dynamics can be
characterized using the notion of a symplectic sandwich with contact bread
developed in this paper.

• Applications to thermodynamics
In [71], the authors, using the Jacobi structure associated with a contact

structure, and the so-called evolution vector field, propose a new charac-
terization of isolated thermodynamical systems with friction, a simple but
important class of thermodynamical systems which naturally satisfy the
first and second laws of thermodynamics, i.e. total energy preservation of
isolated systems and non-decreasing total entropy, respectively. In addi-
tion, the qualitative dynamics is discussed. Moreover, the discrete gradient
methods are applied to numerically integrate the evolution equations for
these systems.

• Contact higher order mechanics
In [deLeon2020c] the authors present a complete theory of higher-order

autonomous contact mechanics, which allows us to describe higher-order
dynamical systems with dissipation. The essential tools for the theory are
the extended higher-order tangent bundles, T kQ × R, and its canonical
geometric structures. This allow us to state the Lagrangian and Hamil-
tonian formalisms for these kinds of systems, as well as their variational
formulation. In that paper, a unified description that encompasses the La-
grangian and Hamiltonian equations as well as their relationship through
the Legendre map; all of them are obtained from the contact dynamical
equations and the constraint algorithm that is implemented because, in
this formalism, the dynamical systems are always singular. At The theory
is applied to some interesting examples.

• Classical Field theories with dissipation
In a series of papers [39, 40], the authors have developed a new geo-

metric framework suitable for dealing with Hamiltonian field theories with
dissipation. The geometric is the natural extension of k-symplectic struc-
tures, so instead to use k copies of the canonical symplectic structure on
the cotangent bundle TM , the authors consider k copies of the natural
contact structure on the extended cotangent bundle T ∗M × R, obtaining
the notions of k-contact structure and k-contact Hamiltonian system. The
Lagrangian counterpart is also discussed and related to the Hamiltonian
one.
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