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Abstract

Retractions maps are used to define a discretization of the tangent bundle of
the configuration manifold as two copies of the configuration manifold where the
dynamics take place. Such discretization maps can be conveniently lifted to the
cotangent bundle so that symplectic integrators are constructed for Hamilton’s
equations. Optimal control problems are provided with a Hamiltonian framework
by Pontryagin’s Maximum Principle. That is why we use discretization maps
and the integrability algorithm to obtain presymplectic integrators for optimal
control problems.

Keywords: Retraction maps, geometric integrators, presymplectic methods,
optimal control problems.

1 Introduction

Retraction maps first appear in the literature as a topological construction in 1931 [4].
They did not become a useful tool for designing optimization algorithms on matrix
manifolds until the beginning of the XXIst century, see for instance [I]. Recently, we
have developed in [3] a new notion of discretization map arisen from retraction maps
that focuses on discretizing the configuration manifold, instead of the equations of
motion. That provides a new approach to discrete mechanics that started with the
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foundational work [17] based on discretizing the variational principles that define the
equations of motion.

When Lagrangian or Hamiltonian systems are considered, the above-mentioned
discretization map is built exploiting the properties of the tangent and cotangent
bundle structures [21, 23]. In the Hamiltonian framework we obtain a systematic
procedure to construct symplectic numerical methods [3], as in [11].

In this paper we aim at constructing geometric integrators for optimal control
problems. In 1958, Pontryagin’s Maximum Principle [20] provided necessary con-
ditions for optimal solutions. Only a few years later, the discrete version of such
conditions to obtain numerical methods for optimal control problems appeared [13].
Decades later, geometric integrators for optimal control problems have been studied
and characterized [5l 19, [§], even for singular optimal control problems [6].

Pontryagin’s Maximum Principle [20] provides the optimal control problem with
Hamiltonian framework [14]. The results from symplectic geometry [10] [16] together
with the integrability algorithm [I8] can be used to identify the final submanifold
where the solutions live so that the discretization maps can be used. A symplectic
integrator can be defined as a Lagrangian submanifold [22]. However, the geometric
integrators for optimal control probelms in this paper will not preserve the symplectic
2-form, but a presymplectic 2-form [9].

The paper is organized as follows. After recalling Hamilton’s equations in Sec-
tion 2] we summarize how the discretization maps in [3] are used to construct sym-
plectic integrators in Section Bl On the other hand, we introduce optimal control
problems and how they can be associated with a Morse family that will be useful to
run the integrability algorithm [2]. As a result, using the results in the Appendix, we
can construct presymplectic integrators for optimal control problems and provide an
example in Section Bl

2 Hamilton’s equations

As described in [16], the cotangent bundle T*Q of a differentiable manifold @ is
equipped with a canonical exact symplectic structure wg = —dflg, where ¢ is the
canonical 1-form on 7*Q. In canonical bundle coordinates (¢*, p;) on T*Q, 0o = pi dq’
and wg = dg® A dp; . The Hamiltonian vector field associated with a Hamiltonian
function H : T*Q — R must satisfy: 1x,wg = dH , whose integral curves are
solution to Hamilton’s equations:

d¢ 9H dp;  OH
dt  9p; T At ¢’

Some fundamental properties of the Hamiltonian dynamics are:



e Preservation of energy, that is, the Hamiltonian function is preserved:

0= wo(Xy, Xu) = dH(Xy) = X (H).

e Preservation of the symplectic form, that is, the Lie derivative of the 2-form
wq with respect to the Hamiltonian vector field vanishes: Lx,wg = 0. Equiv-
alently, if {gbg(H} is the flow of Xy, then

(0h,) wo = wgq -

Symplectic integrators [I1] were designed to preserve the configuration manifold and
preserve the canonical symplectic form.

3 From retraction maps to discretization maps

As described in [1I], a retraction map on a manifold M is a smooth map R: U C
TM — M where U is an open subset containing the zero section of the tangent
bundle such that the restriction map R, = Rjp,pr: To M — M satisfies

1. Ry (0,) =z for all z € M,
2. DR,(0;) = Ty, R, = Idp, pr where we identify Ty, T, M ~ T, M.

Example 1. If (M, g) is a Riemannian manifold, then the exponential map exp? :
U CTM — M is a typical example of retraction map: exp$(v;) = Yy, (1), where v,
is the unique Riemannian geodesic satisfying 7., (0) = = and v,_(0) = v, [7].

In [3] retraction maps have been used to define discretization maps Ry: U C
TM — M x M, where U is an open neighbourhood of the zero section of T'M,

Ry:UCTM — MxM
vy —> (Rl(vm),R2(vm)).

Discretization maps satisfy the following properties:

1. R4(0;) = (z,z), for all x € M.

2. Ty, R:% —To, R}: =Idp,ar: To, T M ~ T, M — T, M is equal to the identity map
on T, M for any x in M.

Thus, the discretization map Ry is a local diffeomorphism.

Example 2. Examples of discretization maps on Euclidean vector spaces are:

e Explicit Euler method: R4(x,v) = (z,z + v).
e Midpoint rule: R4(z,v) = <;,; — g,x + g) )

e O-methods with 6 € [0,1]:  Ry(z,v) =(x — v,z + (1 —0)v).



3.1 Cotangent lift of discretization maps

We want to define a discretization map on T*(Q), that is, Rz;* TT*Q — T*Q xT*Q.
The domain lives where the Hamiltonian vector field takes value. Such a map will
be obtained by cotangently lifting a discretization map Ry: TQ — @ X @ so that
the construction Rg* will be a symplectomorphism. In order to do that, we need the
following three symplectomorphisms (see [3] for more details):

e The cotangent lift of a diffeomorphism F' : M7 — My defined by:

F: T*M; — T*Mj, such that F = (TF~1)*.

e The canonical symplectomorphism:

ag: T*TQ — TT*Q such that ag(q, v, pg, Py) = (¢, Dv, U, Dg)-

e The symplectomorphism between (T7*(Q X Q),wgx@) and (T*Q x T*Q, Q2 =
Priwg — priwg):

Q:TQxT"Q — T*(Q x Q) , ®(q0,p0;q1,P1) = (90, q1, —P0>P1)-

The following diagram summarizes the construction procress from Ry to RdT*:

T

R
TT*Q I T*Q x T*Q

A

Ry

TQ T(Q x Q)
lﬂTQ lﬂQXQ
Ry
TQ QxQ

Proposition 1. [3] Let Ry: TQ — Q X Q be a discretization map on Q. Then
RI" =& 'oRyoaq: TT*Q — T*Q x T*Q
s a discretization map on T*Q).

Corollary 1. [3] The discretization map RY" = @71 o (TR;)* o ag: T(T*Q) —
T*Q xT*Q is a symplectomorphism between (T'(T*Q),drwq) and (T*Q xT*Q, Q12).

Example 3. On Q = R” the discretization map R4(q,v) = (q — %v, q+ %v) is cotan-
gently lifted to

x .. 1. 4 1. D
RY (q,p,4,p) = (q—gq,p—? q+§q,p+§> .



3.2 Symplectic methods for Hamilton’s equations

For Hamilton’s equation we automatically produce a symplectic integrator using the
discretization map Rg*: TT*Q — T*Q x T*Q which is the cotangent lift of a dis-
cretization map on Q.

Proposition 2. [3] The numerical method defined by

oo —1 oo —1
h Xy (TTQ ((RdTT Q) (Qk,Pk;QkH,PkH))) = (RdTT Q) (Qks PE; Qlt15 Prr1) 5

18 a symplectic integrator for the Hamiltonian system given by H: T*Q — R.

4 Optimal control problems and Morse families

An optimal control problem (OCP) is given by a vector field depending on parameters
called controls, a cost function and some end-point conditions. A solution of an OCP
must be an integral curve of the vector field for specific controls, ¢ = X(q,u), so
that the functional ftzf F(q(t),u(t))dt, is minimized and the end-point conditions
satisfied.

Typically, OCP are solved using Pontryagin’s Maximum Principle [I4] 20] that
provides the problem with a Hamiltonian framework. Let U be the set of admissible
controls, the associated Pontryagin’s Hamiltonian function is:

H:T*QxU —=R, H(q,p,u)=(p,X(q,u)) — F(q,u),

where (,-) denotes the natural pairing between T;Q and T,Q. A Morse family
is another geometric object that can be used to define Lagrangian submanifolds.
Such a notion was first introduced by L. Hormander [12]. It is proved in [2] that
the Pontryagin’s Hamiltonian function could be a Morse family over the projection
pry: T%Q x U — T*Q onto the first factor if the image of the differential of H and
the conormal bundle

(ker T7)? = {a € TH(T*Q x U) | {a,v) =0, for all v € ker Tyw} C T*(T*Q x U)
are transverse in T*(T*Q x U), that is,
To(dH(T*Q x U)) + To(ker Trr)? = T,(T*(T*Q x U)),
for all a € (ker Tr)° NdH(T*Q x U) C T*(T*Q x U).

Proposition 3. [2] Pontryagin’s Hamiltonian H: T*Q x U — R defines a Morse
family over the projection pri: T*Q x U — T*Q onto the first factor if and only if

the matriz
e~
(@pu) \ 5 ) — I¢ ou®  Op;out  Ju*dub (g,p,w)

H
has maximum rank for all (q¢,p,u) € T*Q x U such that %—(q,p, u) = 0.
U




When the controls are in the interior of the set U, the necessary conditions of
Pontryagin’s Maximum Principle can be rewritten as the following Lagrangian sub-
manifold Ly of (T*T™Q,wr+Q):

JueUs. t. oH

Py = % (q,p,u), B, = G (q,p,u), } _
m(q7p7u) :O

ﬁH == {(q,p,Pq,Pp)

The OCP is regular if (WT*Q)| cy L — T*Qis alocal diffeomorphism, otherwise
it is called singular. Observe that in general Ly is not horizontal, that is, it is not
transverse to the fibers of the canonical cotangent projection mr«g. Consequently, it
is not the image of the differential of a function on 7*Q [2].

Due to the symplectomorphism between (T7T*Q,drwg) and (I*T*Q,wr=+q) de-
scribed in 21, the dynamics of an optimal control problem can also be given as the
following Lagrangian submanifold in (T7*Q, drwq):

Sy = ﬁwT*Q(EH) ={ve TT*Q| Lywr+Q € L}

Thus, a solution of the OCP is a curve ¢ in T*@Q) such that ¢(¢) lies in Sp.

In general, the solutions of the OCP are consistently defined in a submanifold
of T*@Q contained in 77+g(Sy) € T*Q. Thus, the integrability algorithm [I8] can
be used to obtain the integrable part of Sy in T*Q. First, we define S?{ = Sy and
PIO{ - TT*Q(SH).

The following steps of the algorithm are defined by

St =TP5 nSE", Pl =7rq(Sh).

If the algorithm stabilizes at step k; of the constraint algorithm, there exists a final
submanifold (possibly empty or singular) satisfying S?f = Tsz N Szf, that will
be denoted by S};. On the base manifold 7*@ and the tangent bundle TT*Q the
algorithm generates the following two sequences of submanifolds in 7*Q and TT*Q,
respectively:

i lep—1 ; ;
f f kp—1"%F 1. u 0 % *
Pl 5 Py < Pl PO L TR,

]kf k‘f—l jk:f—l

A

25 80 L TTQ.
As a consequence, for every « in P}; there exists V in TaS}; C TT*Q. Hence,
the original dynamical system has solution in the submanifold PIJ;. Denote by

if PIQ — T™(Q the canonical inclusion and by wy = i;‘ch*Q the pullback of the
canonical symplectic 2-form on T%Q). Note that wy is now a presymplectic 2-form
(see Appendix).

In conclusion, a solution to the OCP is a curve o on PIJ; such that there exist
controls u satisfying

iswws(o(t)) = dHj(o(t)),



where H}L : SI]; — R is given by H}f(d(t)) = H(jf(d(t)),u(t)).' Therefore, tbe
dynamics that we need to preserve with our numerical methods is presymplectic
instead of the most classical symplectic preservation property.

Proposition 4. The submanifold SI]; is a Lagrangian submanifold of the presymplec-
tic manifold (TPI’;dwa).

Proof. The results follows because wy = iywr+q, Su is a Lagrangian submanifold of
(TT*Q,drwq) and drwy = dTi}wT*Q = (T'i¢)*drwr+Q- O

5 Presymplectic integrators for optimal control prob-
lems

In this section we will use the cotangent lift of a discretization map to define a presym-
plectic integrator for optimal control problems, once we have run the integrability
algorithm and know the final submanifold P}; of T*Q.

We restrict the cotangent lift of a discretization map RdT* T(T*Q) > T*QXT*Q
to the submanifold TPIJ; and define the submanifold PIJ; g of T*Q x T™*Q by

Pl . =RI(TP)).

Introducing the inclusion jjf : P}; g = T"Q x T*Q the following diagram summarizes
the construction process:

RT* fw
T Q x T*Q —2 TT*Q < T*T*Q <Ly
T A
RI"| ;s e
Pl M ) T
Hd H Q
)
Tpt T !
P},

Definition 1. We define the OCP geometric integrator as

#y —1
i (RE) ™ (au P Gir1, prr) € <S};)

(Qk> Pk Q15 Pr11) € PIJ;d

)

x\ —1
TT*Q((RdT) (Qk7pk;%+17pk+1)>

Propositions @] and [0 guarantees the presymplecticity of the method.

Proposition 5. The OCP geometric integrator in Definition [l preserves the presym-
plectic 2-form Qg = (j?)*ng.



5.1 Example

As an academic example we consider the singular optimal control problem on R?
given by the control equations & = f(z) +u1, ¥y =y, where uj, us € R, and the cost

functional .
/1 1 1
/to <§x2 + §y2 + zup + yug + 5u%> dt .

Then Pontryagin’s Hamiltonian is

1 1 1
H(x,Y, pe, Py, U1, u2) = pe(f(x) +ur) + pyy — 5962 - 52/2 — TUu — Yup — 5“%-
The Lagrangian submanifold Lg of (T*(T*R?),wyp2) is
ﬁH = {(x,y,pz,py,Px,Py,pr,Ppy) ’P$ :pr'(ac)—x—ul,Py =Dy —Y — Uz,

pr :f(.%')—i-’l,Ll,Ppy =Y, Px —T — U :07 y:O}
Therefore, we obtain the following Lagrangian submanifold of (TT*R?, dpwg2):

SH = {(x7y7pxapy7iayap$7py) ‘x:f(x)+u17y:yap$:_p$fl(x)+x+u17
Py =—Py+y+us, ps—z—u =0, y=0}.
Applying the constraint algorithm we immediately deduce that

Pl = {(z,0,p,,p,) € R*} = R?

which is a presymplectic manifold with the 2-form wy = dx A dp, whose kerw; =
span{0/dpy }. The corresponding Lagrangian submanifold of the presymplectic man-

ifold (TP};, drwy) is:

Str = @ pespy &, DasBy) | & = f(@) + w1, P2 = —pof' (@) + 2 + w1,
Py:—py—{—uQ, Pxr — T — Uy :0}
Applying now the discretization map derived in Example Bl we obtain that
Pl 4= (2,0, (p2)is (0 )ks Trs1: 0, (P )ks1s (y)ig1) € R®} = R? x R

and the resulting presymplectic integrator is described by the equations:

w = f (%) + (u1)k,
T C e R PR U
(Py)k+1h— (Py)k _ (Py)r +2(py)k+1 + (u2),

0 (P )k +2(pm)k+1 _ Tk +2x’“+1 — () -



The discrete equations for p, and uy are decoupled from the rest that can be written
in a more compact way for (z, (pu)ks Th4 1, (Pa)k41):

Thil =Tk _ f T + Tyt n (Po)k + (Pa)k1 T + Tign
h 2 2 2 ’
(Po)kr1 = o)k o)k + (Po)kt1 o Tk + Thp Tp + Ty
= — f +
h 2 2 2
(Pe)k + (P2)k+1 Tk + Thga
+ . - T

6 Conclusions and future work

In this paper we have only studied normal solutions, both regular and singular, for
optimal control problems. The same technique can be applied for abnormal solutions
where Pontryagin’s Hamiltonian does not depend on the cost function. Moreover, we
plan to construct geometric integrators for Dirac systems [15].

Appendix: Presymplectic geometry and Lagrangian sub-
manifolds

As introduced in [9], a preymplectic structure on a finite dimensional manifold M
is a closed 2-form w on M. We say that (M,w) is a presymplectic manifold. The
kernel of the presymplectic structure at a point x in M is a vector subspace of the
tangent space of M at x that it is not necessarily zero as in the symplectic case.
Remember that ker w, = {v € T, M | iyw, = 0}. If dimkerw, = 0 for all z € M, the
presymplectic structure is non degenerate. Hence, it is a symplectic structure [10, [16].

Definition 2. A submanifold L of dimension r of the presymplectic manifold (M, w)
with canonical inclusion i : L — M is said to be Lagrangian if the pullback of w by
the inclusion vanishes, that is, i*w =0, and

dim M — dim (ker wy)
T =

5 + dim(T, L Nkerw,), for allz e M. (1)

When w is a symplectic structure, Equation () implies that the dimension of £
is half of the dimension of M and we recover the classical definition of Lagrangian
submanifold in symplectic geometry [16] 22].

A smooth map f : M — N between two presymplectic manifolds (M, wys) and
(N,wp) is a presymplectic map if f preserves the presymplectic structures, that is,
f*wny = wys. From that notion, it is possible to construct the following Lagrangian
submanifolds. The proofs come from the above definitions.



Proposition 6. Let (M,wyr) and (N,wyn) be presymplectic manifolds. If f : M — N
1 a presymplectic diffeomorphism, then

Graphf = {(z, f(2)) |z € M}

is a m-dimensional Lagrangian submanifold of (M x N,Qp«n = wy — wpn), where
m s the dimension of M.

Proposition 7. Let (N,wyn) be a presymplectic manifold and f : M — N a diffeo-
morphism. Then (M,wyr) is a presymplectic manifold with the presymplectic struc-
ture wyr = f*wy. Moreover, if Ly is a Lagrangian submanifold of (N,wy), then
Ly = f~YLN) is a Lagrangian submanifold of (M,wyr).
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