arXiv:2207.02251v1 [math-ph] 5 Jul 2022

Momentum map reduction for nonholonomic systems

PAULA BALSEIRO* MARIA EUGENIA GARcCIAT?  Cora Torif® MARCELA ZuccALLi'?

Abstract

This paper presents a reduction procedure for nonholonomic systems admitting suitable types
of symmetries and conserved quantities. The full procedure contains two steps. The first (simple)
step results in a Chaplygin system, described by an almost symplectic structure, carrying additional
symmetries. The focus of this paper is on the second step, which consists of a Marsden-Weinstein—
type reduction that generalizes constructions in [4, [I7]. The almost symplectic manifolds obtained in
the second step are proven to coincide with the leaves of the reduced nonholonomic brackets defined
in [7]. We illustrate our construction with several classical examples.

1 Introduction

A basic fact in symplectic geometry, widely used in geometric mechanics, is that a symplectic manifold
carrying a (free and proper) symplectic action gives rise to a Poisson bracket on the quotient manifold.
Moreover, if the action is Hamiltonian then the Marsden-Weinstein reduced spaces of the symplectic
manifold, at different values of the momentum map, coincide with unions of symplectic leaves of the
quotient Poisson structure. Given an invariant Hamiltonian function, the dynamics in the quotient
Poisson manifold restrict to leaves and hence can be studied by means of Marsden-Weinstein reduction.
This paper presents some analogs of these results in the context of nonholonomic systems.

The study of nonholonomic systems with symmetries has a vast literature, see e.g. [10 17, 20]. In
our set-up, a nonholonomic system is geometrically described by an almost Poisson structure (the lack
of integrability being a consequence of the constraints in velocities [9] [32]) along with a Hamiltonian
function. In the presence of symmetries, it is shown in [7, B0] that, if the system admits suitable
conserved quantities (called horizontal gauge momenta [8,[26]), then there is a modification of the almost
Poisson bracket that still codifies the nonholonomic dynamics and has the following key property: the
corresponding reduced bracket on the quotient manifold, though generally not Poisson, gives rise to a
foliation by almost symplectic leaves that are tangent to the reduced nonholonomic vector field. Our
goal in this paper is to study, in this context, a Marsden-Weinstein—type reduction that produces these
almost symplectic leaves. This procedure extends the ones in [4 [0} [17] in that we allow for more general
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conserved quantities as well as modifications of the almost symplectic structure (by dynamical gauge
transformations) prior to reduction.

We now explain the framework and results in this article in more detail. A nonholonomic system
is determined by a configuration manifold @), a Lagrangian L and a non-integrable distribution D on
Q@ describing the permitted velocities. The submanifold M C T*@Q given by the image of the Legendre
transformation of D has a natural almost Poisson bracket [32] B9, [47], called the nonholonomic bracket,
and a Hamiltonian function H,, defined by L. The nonholonomic dynamics on M is determined by
the “hamiltonian” vector field of H,, with respect to the nonholonomic bracket, denoted by X,,. If
the nonholonomic system has symmetries given by the (free and proper) action of a Lie group G, then
the nonholonomic bracket and the dynamics can be reduced to the quotient manifold M/G.

In our set-up, we assume that G admits a closed normal subgroup Gy so that the nonholonomic
system is Gy-Chaplygin [37]. A consequence of this fact is that, setting @ := /Gy, the nonholonomic
vector field descends to a vector field X, on the cotangent bundle T*Q, which is the hamiltonian vector
field of the reduced hamiltonian function H with respect to a natural almost symplectic 2-form Q on
T*Q (coming from the nonholonomic bracket and defined in detail in Sec. ZZ2). This is the first step
in our reduction procedure.

Our goal in this paper is to explain a further reduction of the nonholonomic system (T*é ﬁ H )
making use of the canonical momentum map for the action of the remaining Lie group F':= G /Gw
on the cotangent bundle T*Q Here a first difficulty is that the vector field X,, is not tangent to
the momentum level sets. We fix this problem by using conserved quantities of the system to find
suitable F-invariant submanifolds that substitute the momentum level sets in the reduction procedure.
A second difficulty is that Q is not basic on these F-invariant submanifolds. This issue is resolved
through a suitable modification of Q by a special 2-form. We elaborate on these two key points below.

The F-invariant submanifolds carrying the nonholonomic dynamics. A central assumption in this work
is the existence of the maximum possible amount of certain types of first integrals —horizontal gauge
momenta— defined by the evaluation of the canonical momentum map J on T*é on given f-valued
functions n; on @, for i = 1,...,k, where § is the Lie algebra of F. We show that, for f*-valued
functions u = Y, ¢;u’, where u'’s are dual to the 7;’s and ¢; € R, we obtain F-invariant submanifolds

TN w) = {ay € T*Q| J(az) = p(z)} C T*Q

which are F-invariant and foliate T*@ in such a way that X, is always tangent to them, see Sec. B3]
Prop.

The modzﬁcatzon on What is behind the fact that the pull back of Q to J~ (1) does not descend to the
quotient J~1(u)/F is that the infinitesimal generatorl (i) of 7; is not necessarily the “hamiltonian”

vector field associated to the horizontal gauge momentum Jm. Following [7], we define a 2-form B on

T*@ that satisfies B
(Q + B) =dJy,, (1.1)

.(nZ)T*

as well as the dynamical condition ig h]~3 = 0. Note that, by this last condition, our nonholonomic

system is equivalently described by the triple (T*@, Q-+ ]~3, H ). We prove in Theorem [B.9] that the

'The infinitesimal generator of a f-valued function 7 is defined at a, € T @ as the infinitesimal generator of n(zx) € f.



pull-back of the 2-form Q + B to the manifold J ~1(u) is basic and hence defines an almost symplectic

form wg on J Y (w)/F.

Let us stress that an important point in our construction is that, in general, the p’s are suitable §*-
valued functions, not just fixed elements of f* as in the usual hamiltonian case. This is essential for the
reduction to be compatible with the nonholonomic dynamics. Comparing with previous constructions,
we note that in [4, @] the conserved quantities are assumed to be defined by fixed elements in the Lie
algebra, while in [I7] the reduction procedure considers f-valued function but, due to the lack of the
2-form B, it was not possible to define a reduced 2-form on the quotients J () /F.

The 2-form B was defined in [7, B0] in the context of hamiltonization, and its explicit expression
permits a better understanding of the resulting “Marsden-Weinstein” reduced spaces even in the specific
cases studied in previous works. In particular, inspired by the hamiltonian case [I], [40] and using the
shift-trick, we show that the almost symplectic manifolds (jfl(,u) /F,w3) are diffeomorphic to the
manifold T*(@ /F) with its canonical symplectic 2-form modified by a term gﬂ that only depends on
the 2-form ]§, see Theorem

In Sec.[] we relate the almost symplectic reduced spaces obtained in our construction with an almost
Poisson bracket on the M /G given by the reduction of a modification of the non-holonomic bracket on
M considered in [7, B0]. As shown in these papers, when a nonholonomic system admits the maximum
amount of horizontal gauge momenta, the gauge transformation of the nonholonomic bracket on M by
a suitable 2-form B generates a new bracket whose reduction by symmetries gives an almost Poisson
bracket {-,-}2, on M /G that admits an almost symplectic foliation. We show in Theorem [(.2] that its
leaves agree with the connected components of the almost symplectic reduced spaces of Theorem.
Having a Marsden-Weinstein—type description of the almost symplectic foliation associated to the
reduced bracket {-,-}B, is useful to study the dynamics restricted to leaves, to find conformal factors
for the reduced brackets {-,-}B,, as well as to study Routh reduction, integrability, Hamilton-Jacobi

theory and even numerical methods (e.g. variational integrators), see [12} 13| 17, 18] 211, 25| 28] (411, [43].

Besides the Chaplygin ball (that was also treated in [4]), in Sec. [fl we study many other examples
that could not be treated in [4], @ [I7], starting from the simple example of the nonholonomic particle,
the snakeboard [6l 1T] and the more sophisticated one describing a solid of revolution rolling on plane

20, (3, (30].
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2 Nonholonomic systems and first step reduction

In this section we will define the basic concepts around nonholonomic systems with symmetries and,
in particular, the vertical symmetry condition which permits the reduction in two steps.

2.1 Nonholonomic systems with symmetries

A nonholonomic system is a mechanical system on a manifold ) with a lagrangian function L : TQ) — R
and (linear) constraints in the velocities. The permitted velocities define a (constant rank) noninte-
grable distribution D on ). Throughout this paper we assume that the lagrangian L is of mechanical
type: L = %/{ — U where k is the kinetic energy metric and U the potential.

Next, we write the nonholonomic equations of motion in the hamiltonian framework following [9].
The Legendre transformation x* : TQ — T*Q given, at X,Y € TQ, by «*(X)(Y) := x(X,Y), defines
the submanifold M of T*Q by M := kf(D). Since the Legendre transformation is linear on the fibers,
then 7, := 7|pm : M — Q is a vector subbundle of the canonical vector bundle 7 : T*Q — Q. The
nonintegrable distribution D induces a (nonintegrable) distribution C on M, with fiber at each m € M,
given by

Co i=A{vm € TyM : T1p(vy) € Dy, for g =7p(m) € Q}. (2.2)

Let H : T*() — R be the hamiltonian function associated to the lagrangian L and €2, the canonical
2-form on T*(Q). Considering ¢ : M — T™(@ the natural inclusion, we denote by €2, := ¢*Q, and H,, :=
¢*H the pull backs of Q, and H to the submanifold M, respectively. Following [9], the nonholonomic



dynamics is described by the integral curves of the vector field X, —called the nonholonomic vector
field— defined on M given by
ix,, Qulc = dH e,

where (-)|¢ is the point-wise restriction to C. During this paper, we will use the triple (M, Q|c, Hu)
to define a nonholonomic system.

Consider a free and proper action of a Lie group G on . This action is a symmetry of the
nonholonomic system if its tangent lift leaves the lagrangian L and the distribution D invariant, or
equivalently, if the cotangent lift of the action leaves M and H invariant. Therefore, there is a well

defined G-action on the manifold M denoted by ¥ : G x M — M.

If the nonholonomic system admits a G-symmetry, the nonholonomic vector field X, is G-invariant
as well: TW,(X,,(m)) = X,n(¥y(m)) for all m € M, g € G. Thus, the vector field X,,, descends to the
quotient manifold M /G, defining the reduced nonholonomic vector field X,.q given by

Xred = Tp(th)7

where p: M — M/G is the orbit projection.

In what follows, we will consider symmetries of the nonholonomic system satisfying the so-called
dimension assumption [I1], that is, for each ¢ € @,

TqQ:Dq+%a

where V; is the tangent space to the G-orbit on @ at q. As usual, we denote by S the distribution on
@ defined, for each ¢ € Q, by S, := D, N'V,. Since the G-action is free, then both distributions S and
V' have constant rank.

Let g be the Lie algebra associated to the Lie group G and consider the trivial bundle Q x g — @
whose sections can be thought as g-valued functions, that is, if £ € T'(Q x g), at each ¢ € @, then
& = &(q) € g. Then, the distribution S induces the subbundle gg — @ of @ x g — @ with fiber, at
q € Q, given by

(9s)g :={& €9 : (§)alq) € Sq}

where (§;)q(q) is the infinitesimal generator of the element &, € g at ¢ (see e.g. [I1]). For short, we
may denote by £,(q) = (§4)o(q). The bundle gg — @ has the same rank as the distribution S, i.e.,

k := rank(S) = rank(gs).

Equivalently, the dimension assumption can be written, for each m € M, as T, M = C,, + V,,, where
Vo is the tangent to the orbit associated to the G-action on M at m. Analogously, the distribution
S on M is defined, at each m € M, by S, := Cp, N V,,. Therefore, if £ € I'(gg) then its infinitesimal
generator on M satisfies that £,,(m) € Sy, (in this case, {u(m) = (§4) m(m), where g = T (m)).

It is well known that, even in the presence of symmetries, the canonical momentum map does not
generate conserved functions because it does not take into account the constraints. In order to consider
the constraints, the nonholonomic momentum map was defined in [IT] as the bundle map J*" : M — g
given, at each m € M and £ € I'(gg) by

<J“h(m)a £(Q)> = iEM 6/\/1 (m)a



where g = 7 (m) and O, := 1*0,,, recalling that ¢ : M — T*Q is the natural inclusion and O, is the
Liuoville 1-form on 7*@Q. Observe also that J*" is the (pull back to M of the) canonical momentum
map on (T*Q,2,) but evaluated on gg-valued functions on Q. It was also studied in [I1] a momentum
equation, involving a PDE, encoding the conservation of functions of the type J¢ := (J™",§), where
(Jm ) (m) = (J™™(m),&(q)). In fact, when such a function J¢ is conserved by the nonholonomic
dynamics, ie., X,,(J¢) = 0, is called horizontal gauge momentum [8] and the associated element
¢ €T'(gg) is a horizontal gauge symmetry.

The original definition of horizontal gauge momenta was done in local coordinates and independently
of the nonholonomic momentum map.

Remark 2.1. The general existence of horizontal gauge momenta is still an open problem and what
is usually done is to assume their existence when it is needed (for more details about their properties

and existence see [0, 25, [26]). o

Lemma 2.2. The function Je = (J*",§) is G-invariant on M if and only if the section & on gs — Q is
Ad-invariant: that is for g € Q and g € G, Ady (§(¥,-1(q))) = &(q), where ¥y : Q — Q is the G-action
on Q.

Proof. The function Jg = (J*",§) is G-invariant if and only if Je(m) = J¢(¥4(m)) which means that, for
mq € My C Tq*Q, <mq= (§Q)Q> = <\I/;—1(mq)= (g(q/g(q)))c?(\pg(q» = <mq7T\I’gﬂ((f(q’g(q)))Q(\I’g(Q))» =
(mq, (Adg-1(£(W4(q))))a(q)). Therefore, £(q) = Ady-1(£(V,(q)))-

O

2.2 The vertical symmetry condition

Let (M, Qu]c, Hy) be a nonholonomic system with a G-symmetry satisfying the dimension assump-
tion. We say that a distribution W is a wertical complement of the constraints D if

TQ=DaoW and W cV. (2.3)

Due to the dimension assumption, a vertical complement of the constraints always exists but is not
uniquely defined. The choice of a vertical complement W induces a splitting of the vertical space

V=SaoW,

and, consequently, a splitting of the bundle QQ x g — @Q so that Q X g = gs D gy, where gy, — Q is the
subbundle of @ x g — @ with fibers

(ow)g =1{& €9 1 (§)olq) € Wy}

During this paper, we will assume that the Lie group G admits a closed normal subgroup Gy so
that the system is Chaplygin with respect to the Gy -action. Hence, the system can be reduced in two
steps: first by Gy and subsequently by the Lie group F' = G/G,,. More precisely,

Proposition 2.3. [23] Let W be a vertical complement of the constraints D so that gy ~ Q X w for
0 a Lie subalgebra of g. Then the following assertions are equivalent:



(1) W is G-invariant (or equivalently the Lie algebra v is Ad-invariant),
(77) w is an ideal of g,
(7i1) there exist a normal subgroup Gy, of G whose Lie algebra is 1o,

(i) for each g € Q, Wy = Ty(Orbay, (¢))-

Definition 2.4. [2] A vertical complement W of the constraints D satisfies the vertical symmetry
condition if there exists a closed normal subgroup Gy of G so that for each ¢ € Q, W, = T,(Orbg,, (¢)).

The vertical symmetry condition implies that the bundle gy, is trivial and moreover gy ~ Q) X to
where v C g is the Lie algebra of the Lie group Gy, .

Asking a vertical complement W to satisfy the vertical symmetry condition is a restrictive requisite,
however there are many examples admitting such type of complement, for instance the nonholonomic
oscillator, the snakeboard, the Chaplygin ball and the solids of revolution (see Sec. []).

Let us consider a nonholonomic system (M, Q,|c, Hpq) with a G-symmetry satisfying the dimension
assumption. If the vertical complement W satisfies the vertical symmetry condition, then the Lie
group Gy acts freely and properly on @ and its tangent lift leaves the lagrangian L and the constraint
distribution D invariant. Therefore the nonholonomic system has also symmetries given by the action
of the Lie group G and thus the nonholonomic vector field X,,, on M descends to a vector field X,
on the quotient manifold M := M /Gy so that

X = Tpeyy (Xon), (2.4)

where pg,, : M — M is the G -orbit projection. Moreover, since T'Q) = D@&W , where W is the tangent
to the Gy-orbit on @ (see Prop. [23)), then we see that the nonholonomic system is a Gy, -Chaplygin
system, see e.g. [37]. In fact, in [37], it is proven that M is diffeomorphic to the cotangent manifold
T*Q, for Q Q /Gy, and that the partially reduced dynamics X, is hamiltonian with respect to an
almost symplectic 2-form. More precisely, if H is the (partially) reduced hamiltonian function on T*Q
such that pg, H = H,, and g is the canonical symplectic 2-form on T Q, then

ig O=dH, with Q:=05— By, (2.5)
where By, is the 2-form on T*Q defined as follows: the splitting (Z3]) and the vertical symmetry
condition, induces a principal connection Ay : T'QQ — w given, at each v, € T,Q by Ay (vy) = 14, if
and only if Py (vq) = (14)o, where Py, : TQ — W is the projection to the second factor of ([23). We
define the w-valued 2-form K, on Q given by Ky, := d” Ay, that is, for X,Y € TQ,

KW(X’Y) = dDAW(X’Y) = dAW(PD(X)a PD(Y))’ (2'6)

where Pp : TQ — D is the projection to the first factor of ([Z:3]). Since to C g, we can see Ky, as a
g-valued 2-form on @ and consider its pull back to M, i.e., Ky := 75 K. Then, following [37], we
define the 2-form (J,KCy) as the natural paring of the canonical momentum map J : M — g* with
the g-valued 2-form Ky, (where (-,-) denotes the pairing between g* and g). The 2-form (J, Ky, ) was
proven to be basic with respect to the principal bundle pg, : M — T*é and therefore B, is the
2-form on T*Q such that Py Bug = (S, Kw ).



2.3 Chaplygin systems with an extra symmetry

From Section 2.2 and in particular from (2.5)), we consider the partially reduced nonholonomic system
(1°Q. 9. H).

Since the Lie group Gy, is a closed normal subgroup of G, the quotient F' := G /Gy, is a Lie group
with Lie algebra f := g/t where k = dim(f). In this section we study the F-symmetry on the manifold
(T7Q,Q).

Let us denote by oo : G — F' the projection to the quotient Lie group and by g, : g — § the
projection to the quotient Lie algebra. If ¥ : G x@Q — @ denotes the G-action on @, then the (partially)
reduced manifold @ inherits a well defined action of the Lie group F' denoted by U Fx @ — @, given,
ateacthFande@,by

Wi (x) = p5(Vy(q)), (2.7)
where g € G and ¢ € Q satisfy that o5(g) = h and pz(q) = =, respectively, for pz : Q — Q the orbit

projection. Therefore, the Lie group F' acts (freely and properly) also on the manifold T*QV leaving the
2-form 2 and the hamiltonian H invariant.

The following Lemma will be useful to study the horizontal gauge momenta on the partially reduced
manifold T*@Q). Recall that a section & of gg — @ is Ad-invariant if, as seen as g-valued functions on

@, we have that for ¢ € Q and g € G, Ad, (§(V,-1(q))) = £(q).
Lemma 2.5. Consider the bundles gs — @ and @xf — @, and the projection to the orbits pg : QQ — @

(i) There is a one-to-one correspondence between the Ad-invariant sections on gs — Q and sections
of Qxf — Q so that if £ € T'(gs) then there is a unique n € I'(Q xf) such that Tps(Eq(q)) = na(x).

(i9) The choice of a horizontal G-invariant distribution Ho C D such that TQ = Ho &V, induces
a_F-invariant splitting on TQ = Hor & Vp where Vi is the tangent to the F-orbit on Q and
Hor := Tpgs(Hor). In other words, an equwamant principal connection A : TQ — g, induces an

equivariant principal connection A:T Q —§ on Q so that the following diagram commutes:

TQA—>g

Tp@l lgg
~ A
TQ——f

Proof. (i) First, let { € T'(gs) Ad-invariant. Then, the vector field £, is invariant and we can define
the vector field X on @ such that, for each z = pz(q) € Q, X(xz) = Tpz(&e(q)). Now we claim
that X (x) € Vp where Vi is the tangent to the F-orbit on Q In fact, using that p = pg,r © pg
for pg,r : Q — Q/F the orbit projection, we have that 0 = Tp({o(q)) = Tpg,r(X(z)) and hence
X(z) € (Vi) Therefore, for each z € Q there is n(z) € f such that Tps(€a(q) = X(z) = ng(z).

Conversely, if n € T'(Q x ), then ng(x) € T,Q. Therefore there exists an (unique) invariant vector

field Y on @ such that T'p5(Y (q)) = ng(x) and Y (q) € D, (recall that TQ) = D®W and KerT'pz = W).
Then we claim that, at each g € Q, Y (q) € S, since, using again that p = pg,, 0 p5, we have that

Tp(Y(q) = Tpa,r(Tpz(Y(q)) = Trg,r(ng(x)) =0

8



Therefore, Y(q) € V, and hence Y (¢) € S;. Then, for each ¢ € @, there is an element £(g) € gslq
such that Y (¢) = £,(q). Using that the vector field Y (¢) is invariant, we obtain that £ € I'(gs) is
Ad-invariant.

(ii) Item (i) asserts that rank(S) = rank(V,) and moreover, since Ker Tps = W, we have that

rank(Hor) = rank(Hor) and hence we conclude that TQ = Hor ® V;. It is straightforward to see that
AoTps = p50 A.

O

The conserved quantity assumption

Consider a nonholonomic system (M, Q,|c, Hy) with a G-symmetry and recall that S = DNV. Next
we will make a fundamental assumption that will be used the rest of the paper: the nonholonomic system
(M, Qule, Hu) admits k = rank(S) G-invariant (functionally independent) horizontal gauge momenta
{J1, ..., Ji}. Since the corresponding horizontal gauge symmetries ¢; € I'(gs), such that J; := (J™, (),
are linearly independent and globally defined, they define a global basis of (Ad-invariant) sections of
gs — @ denoted by

Buas = {15 G }- (2.8)
As a consequence of Lemma [2.5] the global basis By¢s induces a corresponding basis of global sections
%HGS - {7717 "'777k}7 (29)

of the bundle Q x f — Q where, for cach i = 1, ..., k, (1;)(z) := Qg((fz)( )) for ¢ € Q and = = ,OQ( ) € Q.

We will often see the elements n;i € %HGS as f valued functions on Q Associated to the basis %HGS we
can define the functions {Jl, . Jk} on T*Q, given by

Ji = i(m)T*@e@

(2.10)
where O3 is the canonical 1-form on T*@.
Proposition 2.6. Recalling that pg,, : M — T*@ 1s the orbit projection, we have that

(1) the functions J; on T*@ are functionally independent and pngfi =J;,

(ii) the functions J; are conserved by the partially reduced dynamics X

Proof. (i) Let & be the Ad-invariant horizontal gauge symmetry in (28) and n; be the corresponding
f-valued functions on @ defined in ([2.9). Using (ZI0) and that (pf, ©5 — O.)|c = 0 we obtain that

P (i) = Py, (i)1.593) = ie) P O3 = g pOm = Ji-
(7i) It is a consequence of item (7). O

Definition 2.7. The functions J = l(m)

gauge momenta and the corresponding f—valued functions n; are the partially reduced horizontal gauge
symmetries.

@5 for n; € %HGS, are called the partially reduced horizontal



We conclude that, if the nonholonomic system (M, Q|c, H ) admits & (functionally independent)
G-invariant horizontal gauge momenta, then the partially reduced system (T*Q Q5, H) inherits k =
dim(f) partially reduced horizontal gauge momenta.

From Lemma 2.5](7) the vector fields (7;)5 generate the vertical space V- and hence the connection
A T@ — f can be written as o
A=Y"®@n, (2.11)

for 1; € Bues and Y the 1-forms on Q so that ?i((nj)@) = 0;; and }~”|ﬁ; =0.

3 Momentum map reduction

In this section, we will work with the partially reduced system (T*Q,Q, H) defined in (ZH) and the
corresponding symmetry group F. We assume the existence of k = dim(f) partially reduced horizontal
gauge momenta {Jl, . Jk} (Def. ) with corresponding partially reduced horizontal gauge symme-
tries given by Bras = {m,...nk} as in (29). With these ingredients we will define an almost symplectic
foliation —where the reduced nonholonomic dynamics lives— trough a Marsden-Weinstein-type reduc-
tion.

3.1 The canonical momentum map

The canonical momentum map J: T*@ — f* on (T*@, 5) is defined, as usual, by

<J(al‘)7 > IVT*QG (ea), (3.12)
for o, € T*Q and v € f. Then, for each v € §, the function J, € C®(T*Q) is given, at each a, € T*Q,
by J,(az) = (J,v)(az) = (J(az),v). However, these functions do not see the partially reduced
horizontal gauge momenta J; since the associated f-valued functions 7; € Bugs are not necessarily
constant (c.f.[4]).

In order to encode the partially reduced horizontal gauge momenta using the canonical momentum
map, for each f-valued function 7, we define the function J, on T*Q by

Inaz) = (J,n)(az) = (J(az),n(x)), (3.13)

for a, € T} Q. Therefore, the partially reduced horizontal gauge momenta {jl, v JNk} given in Def. 27
associated to the basis Buas = {m,..., Mk} given in (23], are described by the canonical momentum

map using ([B.I3)

J; = jm = (j, ni), fori=1,.. k.
We denote by N
Blas = {Mla- “uk} (3.14)

the dual basis of j*-valued functions on Q associated to %HGS, that is, for each i = 1,..., k the ,u are
f*-valued functions on Q (or sections of the bundle Qxf* — Q) such that, at each x € Q (uH)(z) € *
and {(p'(x),n;(x)) = &;; for (-,-) the natural pairing between f and f*.
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Remark 3.1. The canonical momentum map can also be written as J =] pt 4+ jk,uk , Where at
each a, € T*Q, J(a,) = Ji(ag).put (z) + ... + Jp(az).1¥ (z) € §*. o

Now, let us consider a §*-valued function on @ given by p = ¢;u! for ¢; constants in R and define
the level set

J ) = {ay €T*Q : J(og) = p(z)}.

Proposition 3.2. Let = cl,u be a §*-valued function for ¢; constants in R and p' € ‘BHGS Then the
inverse image J- ( ) CT*Q coincides with the common level sets of the (partially reduced) horizontal
gauge momenta Jl, ey Ji at cq, ..., cp Tespectively, i.e.,

= ﬂ jz‘_l(cz

and hence j_l(,u) is a F-invariant submanifold of T*QV. Moreover, the collection (of connected com-
ponents) of the manifolds J~'(u) for u € spang{u'} defines a foliation of the manifold T*Q.

Proof. 1If a, € T*Q then J(ozx) = pu(x), is equivalent to Ji(c) = (J (o), mi(z)) = ¢; for all i = 1,.... k
and hence J ! (u )—ﬂJ Yep).

Let us consider the F-invariant submersion J := (jl, ey jk) : T*é — RE. Since for ¢ = (cq, ..., c) €

RF, J7(c) = J~H (), we conclude that, for each p € spang{u'}, J () is ‘a F-invariant manifold and
the collection of connected components of J~!() defines a foliation of T*Q.

O

As a consequence of the previous proposition, we conclude that the (partially reduced) nonholonomic
vector field )Z',,h is tangent to the manifolds J *l(lu) for p = c;p’.

However, it is important to note that the map .J does not behave as a momentum map on (T*@ S~2)
not even in the coordinates given by the horizontal gauge symmetries, in the sense that the vector
fields (7;)7+¢ might not be hamiltonian vector fields associated to the functions Ji (ie. s i)y QQ can

be different from d.J; ;). This observation has a fundamental reflect when we want to study a “Marsden-
Weinstein reduction”: the pull back of Q to the manifold .J~ () is not basic with respect to the bundle
J- Yu) — J- L(u)/F. To solve this problem, in the next section we consider a gauge transformation by
a 2-form B (as it was done in [3], [7, 29]) so that we have the desired relation between (7;),+5 and the

functions jz

3.2 The suitable dynamical gauge transformation B

Consider the partially reduced nonholonomic system (T*Q Q H ) and a 2-form B on T* Q Following
[46] a gauge transformation by a 2-form B of the 2-form € is  just considering the 2-form Q—i—B on T*Q
If the 2-form B is semi-basic with respect to the bundle T*Q — Q, then the manifold (T*Q Q+ B) is
almost symplectic.

Definition 3.3. [5] A 2-form B on T*Q induces a dynamical gauge transformation of Q if B is semi-
basic with respect to the bundle T*Q — Q andig B=0.

h
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Remark 3.4. The original definition of gauge transformation was done on Dirac structures in [46] and
the dynamical gauge transformation by a 2-form was defined on almost Poisson structures in [5]. In
this section we work with the particular case of dynamical gauge transformation by 2-forms of 2-forms
and in Sec. Bl we will see the relation with the corresponding almost Poisson brackets. o

Definition B3] guarantees that the (partially reduced) dynamics X, on T*@ is also defined by

i)~(“h(Q + B) =dH.
The goal of considering this extra term given by a 2-form B is that there is a _special choice of B
such that the behaviour of the almost symplectic manifolds (7*Q, Q) and (T*Q,Q + B) are different
regarding the (partially reduced) horizontal gauge momenta. That is, there is a 2-form B on T*Q
that makes (m)T* the hamiltonian vector field of the functions J; with respect to the 2-form Q + B.
Next, we write the explicit expression of such a 2-form B, which comes from a 2-form B defined on M
presented in [7].

Let (M, Qlc, Hy) be a nonholonomic system with a G-symmetry satisfying the dimension as-
sumption. Let W be a vertical complement of the constraints (23] and choose a horizontal space
Hor C D so that

TQ:Hor@V:Hor@S@W (315)

(observe that D = Ho & 5).

We assume that the nonholonomic system (M, Q,|c, Hy) admits k = rank(S) G-invariant (func-
tionally independent) horizontal gauge momenta {.Ji, ..., Jx }. The corresponding horizontal gauge sym-
metries {(1, ..., (x } define the vector fields {Y7,...,Y;} on @ given by Y; := ({;)o and then we have the
globally defined 1-forms Y on @ so that Y|g,, = Y|y = 0 and Y'(Y;) = §;;. Following [7], we define
the 2-form By on M to be

By = (J,Kyw) + J; d°Y' (3.16)

where, for i = 1,...,k, V' = 75,Y" and d°Y’ = 75,d°Y? with d°Y (X,Y) = dY*(Pp(X), Pp(Y)) for
X,Y €TQ as in (2.6).
The splitting (310]) induces a splitting on 7'M so that

TM:%or@V:%or@SGBW,

where S is defined in Sec. 2T, (Hor)m = {vm € TryM :+ T'Tp(vy,) € (Hor)g} and Wy, = {vy, € Vpy
TTp(vm) € Wy} at each m € M, ¢ = 7o(m). Let us denote by A : T'’M — g the principal connection
with corresponding horizontal space Hor and denote by P, : Hor &V — V the projection to the second
factor. Finally we also define the 2-form B on M as it was also done in [7],

1 ) i
Bi= (1 Kv) = 5 (g Apy(x,) [Kw +d°V' ® Gil)por (3.17)

where Ky, is the curvature of A, and kg4 is the g*-valued 1-form on M given, at each X € T M, by
kg(X,n) = K(TTMm(X),ng), for n € g; for more details see [7, Sec. 3.3].
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Proposition 3.5. [7] The 2-forms By and B defined in (3.16) and BIT), respectively, are semi-basic
with respect to the bundle 7, : M — Q and G-invariant. Moreover, the 2-form

B:= B, +5, (3.18)

satisfies the dynamical condition
ix B =0. (3.19)

We assume now that the vertical complement W verifies the vertical symmetry condition and hence,
following Sec. 2, we consider the partially reduced system (T*Q Q H) with the partially reduced
horizontal gauge momenta {Jl, Jk} Next, we will see that the 2-forms B; and B descend to well
defined 2-forms on T*Q and, in particular, B has an explicit expression on T*Q

Following Lemma [2.3(44) the splitting (3.13]) induces the connection A=Y'®mn; on Q as in ZII).
Define the 1-forms J? on T*(@) such that 7'£YZ V' for TS T*Q — Q foreachi =1, ..., k (or equivalently

p*GWj’ = V%). Moreover, from Lemma B35 and ([ZI1)) these forms satisfy that y’((m)T*@) = 0jj.
Proposition 3.6. Consider the nonholonomic system (T*@, Q, fI),

() the Qforms 31 and B on M are basic with respect to the bundle pg,, : M — T*@, i.e., there
exist By and B on T*Q such that pg,, By = By and pGWB B. In particular,

By = By + J;d)", (3.20)

and B is basic with respect to the principal bundle pp : T*Q — T*Q/F that is, there is a 2-form
B on T*Q /F such that p’;B B.
(ii) The 2-form B := By + B defines a dynamical gauge transformation on (T* Q.0 H)

Proof. (i) By construction, the 2-forms B; and B verify that ix By = ixB = 0 for all X € I'(WW) (where
W is the Gy -orbit on M). Since they are Gy -invariant (see Prop. B.3), we conclude that they are
basic with respect to the bundle pg, : M — T*Q. Therefore, from the expression of By in (3.16)
and by Prop. (i), it is straightforward to obtain that By = By, + J;d)", where V' are 1-forms on
7@ such that pg, V! = Y. Finally, by (8I7) we see that B is semi-basic with respect to the bundle
p: M — M/G and G-invariant and hence it is basic.

(ii) Since B is semi-basic with respect to the bundle 7, : M — Q then B is semi-basic with respect
to 75 : T*Q — Q The dynamical condition i o B =0 is a direct consequence of (3.19)). U

As a consequence of Prop. and (Z5)), the (partially) reduced nonholonomic vector field X,, on
T*(@ is also determined by

if(nhﬁB = dH where O := Q0+ B.
and, as a consequence, the triple (T*@7 QB, H ) describes our (partially reduced) nonholonomic system
as well. Note that, by Prop. B.3l the 2-form B is F-invariant and hence F' is a symmetry of the

nonholonomic system (7*Q, Qg, H).
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The following Proposition puts in evidence the need of considering the nonholonomic system des-
cribed by (T*Q O, H) instead of (T*Q Q H) showing that the canonical momentum map J : T*Q —
f* is the map that behaves as a momentum on (7™ Q, QB) when it is evaluated on the f-valued functions

on @ of %HGS given in (29).

Proposition 3.7. Consider the partially reduced nonholonomic system (T*@,QB,fI). The (partially
reduced) horizontal gauge symmetries n; € Buas and the momentum map J T*QV — * satisfy the
relation N B

i(m)T*QQB = dJ;,

where j, = <j , M) are the partially reduced horizontal gauge momenta.

Proof. Recall that Qs =0+B= Q5 — By + By + B. Using (B.16) and the fact that B is basic with
respect to pp : T*Q — T*Q/F, we have that

)2 = Ui) 5 (2 B1) = iy, o (Q + Jid).

Let us denote by EN/Z = (77@) Consider now G-invariant vector fields )Nfl,... )Zn so that

{)Nfl, . Xn,Yl, Yk} is a basis of vector fields on Q and consider its dual basis of 1-forms on Q
given by {X L, XYL, Yk} Since Vi = 7'~YZ for 75 : T*Q — Q the canonical projection, we
have that O = an + p; V' where X = T~X“ and J; = pi (see e.g. [7]), and hence we obtain that

O

Remark 3.8. The particular case where the partially reduced symmetries are given by elements of the
Lie algebra f and the canonical momentum map behaves as a standard momentum map for (7°* Q QB, )
was studied in [4] but we remark these are restrictive conditions, not satisfied in most of the cases as, for
instance, the nonholonomic particle, the snakeboard and the solids of revolutions which are examples
treated in Section [6 o

3.3 Almost symplectic reduction

In this section we state one of the main results of the paper: we will perform a reduction of (T*@7 QB)
using the canonical momentum map J: T*é — §* following the procedure of a Marsden-Weinstein—type
reduction but having into account that the f-valued functions p considered are, in general, non-constant
functions on @

Theorem 3.9. Let (M, Qu|c, Huy) be a nonholonomic system with a G-symmetry satisfying the dimen-
sion assumption. Suppose that the system admits {Jy, ..., Ji}, for k = rank(S), G-invariant horizontal
gauge momenta and that the vertical complement W can be chosen so that it satisfies the vertical
symmetry condition. Then, for the 2-form B in Prop. [3.0, holds

(i) the partially reduced nonholonomic system (T* Q,0s, H ~) is F-invariant and it has k (partially
reduced) horizontal gauge momenta {Jy, ..., Jj,}.
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(ii) [Almost symplectic reduction] For each f*-valued function of the form p = cipt for ¢; € R and
€ Bt s (defined in BIA)), the manifold J~(u)/F admits an almost symplectic form wy such
that

LZQB = pzwﬁa
where 1, : JNp) — T*Q is the natural inclusion and p, : J~Yu) — J (1) F is the orbit
projection.

(i) [The reduced dynamics] The reduced nonholonomic vector field X,., on M/G is tangent to the
manifold J~*(u)/F for p = cipt, with ¢; € R and p' € Blas, and its restriction to this leaf is

a hamiltonian vector field for the 2-form wﬁ’ and the hamiltonian function H, = ( red) H..q, for

Ut J Y (w)/F — T*Q/F the inclusion.

Proof. (i) Since the nonholonomic system (M, Q|c, Hy,) is G-invariant and B is F-invariant, then
the partially reduced system (T*Cz, Qn, H ) is invariant by the F-action defined in (2.7]). Moreover, the
canonical momentum map J : T*Q) — f* and the basis Byqg define the functions J; which are partially
reduced horizontal gauge momenta, see Lemma 2.5 Prop. 2.6l and Def. 271

(i) Following Prop. B2 for each p = c;u® (for ¢; € R and p! € ‘BHGS) jfl(u) is a F-invariant
manifold and, since the F-action is free and proper, the quotlent space J— ( )/F is a well defined

manifold. Let us denote by QB the pull back of Qg to J— L), ie. QE i= 1,2 Next, we will show
that Qﬁ‘ is basic with respect to the bundle J ! (u) — J (1) /F. That is, as a consequence of Prop. 3.7,

we will prove that, for each « € jfl(u) - T*@,
Ker (QB() = To(Orbp(a)), (3.21)

where Orbp(a) is the orbit of the F-action at . First, we claim that for all a € JHp) and p =
cipt, Tod " Hp) = (T,Orbp(a))®s. In fact, the flow ¢ of a vector field X on J~!(u), satisfies that
J(¢7(a)) = p for all t. Then, for 7; € Bygs and using Prop. BT} we have that

u (X, (1)5-5(0) = ~dTi(0) X = = $T(67 ()| _ == $(T@F @)m)| _ =~ Geily =0

Since (1) 15 (cv) for i = 1,..., k form a basis of T, Orbr(c), then we obtain that X (a) € (TaOer(a))ﬁB.
Finally, ToJ (1) = (TaOer(a))ﬁB since both spaces have the same dimension.

Now we prove the identity (3:2I]). Let X (a) € Ker (QB(Q)) then QB( (@), Y(a)) =0forall Y(a) €
Tod (p) = (TaOer(a))ﬁB. Then X (a) € [(TwOrbp(a ))QB]QB = T,Orbp(a) (since the 2-form Qp is
nondegenerate). Conversely, for 7; € Byas, 27((0:)5-1(, (@), X(a)) = 0 for all X(a) € T,J () and
then (1;) 571, (a) € Ker (@) for all i =1,.... k.

Therefore,~ by B21]), the 2-form QE descends to an almost symplectic 2-form w? on J~1(p)/F such
that ppw? = Q7.

(#i7) Since J; are conserved quantities for the partlally reduced dynamlcs X, on T*Q, then the flow

o of the vector field X,, satisfies that, for o € J (1), ¢ (o ) € J~!(p) for all t. Therefore, by the
G-invariance of the dynamics, we conclude that ¢;*(p,(a )) € J71(n)/F where ¢ is the flow of the
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reduced nonholonomic dynamics X,.q and p,, : J “u) — J ~1(u)/F the orbit projection. Denoting by
XH the restriction of X, to the leaf J~1(u)/F, we can see that iXudwE = dH, as a direct consequence
of item (i) and Prop. (17).

O

Remark 3.10. The fact that we consider G-invariant horizontal gauge momenta .Ji, ..., Ji and not only
Gy-invariant, permits us to reduced the manifold J ~1(u) by the action of the Lie group F (without
taking into account any “isotropy group”). Under this assumption, we may denote by J; the functions
on T*Q /F such that ptJ; = J; for pF L T*Q — T*@/F the corresponding orbit projections (or
equivalently p*.J; = J;). Therefore, J~ Yw)/F coincides with the common level sets of the reduced
horizontal gauge momenta J;, i.e., J (1) /F ~ N; I ). o

4 The identification of (J'(u)/F,w?) with the canonical symplectic
manifold

In the hamiltonian framework, when working on a canonical symplectic manifold (7%Q, Q) (and when
G = G,) we have the identification of the Marsden-Weinstein reduced symplectic manifolds with the
cotangent manifold 7*(Q/G) and its canonical symplectic form plus a magnetic term that depends on
a chosen connection, see e.g. [I, [40]. In this section we show an analogous identification but carrying
on the information of the nonholonomic character of the system. That is, we take into account that the
nonholonomic dynamics takes place on the almost symplectic manifold (T*@, QB) and that the 2-form
B also depends on a chosen connection. Hence we obtain an identification of the “Marsden-Weinstein”
reduced spaces (N_l( )/F,w;) with the cotangent manifold T*(Q/F) and its canonical symplectic
form modified by a “magnetic” term, i.e., a 2-form that, in this case, does not come from a 2-form on
Q /F (as in the hamiltonian case) and 1t depends only on the 2-form B. This extra term carries the
nonholonomic character of the reduced system since, contrary to hamiltonian systems, its differential
can be different from zero. Moreover, in Examples (.11 and we will see that B = 0 and then
the manifolds (J ! (u)/F,w ;1) are diffeomorphic to the canonical symplectic manifold (T*(Q/F), Q5,r)
(showing a genuine hamlltomza‘cion).

Next, we consider, as usual, a nonholonomic system (M, Q,|c, Hr() with a G-symmetry admitting
k = rank(S) horizontal gauge momenta and with the vertical symmetry condition. Then the partially
reduced nonholonomic system (7%Q, Qg, H) admits a symmetry given by the action of the Lie group
F with k partially reduced horizontal gauge momenta (recall that the dimension of the Lie algebra f is
also k).

4.1 Identification at the zero-level

Following [IIQH we consider the zero level set of the canonical momentum map J:T*Q — f* and the
map @o : JH(0) = T*Q, for Q := Q/F given, at each a, € J- L) c T*Q, by

<&0(OCJ:)7 TPQ(UJ:» = <ax7 Ux>7
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for v, € Tx@ and pg : @ — @ the orbit projection. Since the map @g is F-invariant, it is shown also
in [40] that there is a well defined diffeomorphism

o1 JH0)/F - T*Q,

so that @g o po = @ for po : J1(0) — J~1(0)/F the canonical projection. Next, we show that this
map is, in fact, the diffeomorhism that links the 2-form wg on J ~1(0)/F from Theorem (at ©=0)
with the canonical 2-form 5 on T7Q.

Recall, from Prop. B.5l and Prop. B0, that the 2-form B can be written as B = By + B where B is
a basic form with respect to the bundle p; : T*Q — T*Q /F and hence we denote by B the 2-form on
T*Q/F such that p*B = B.

Proposition 4.1. The diffeomorphism @q : J*(0)/F — T*Q satisfies that

where Q5 is the canonical 2-form on T*Q and By := (1 red) B, for s : J1(0)/F — T*Q/F the natural
inclusion. In particular, if diim(Q) = 1, then p§ Q5 = wE.

Proof. On the one hand, it was shown in [40] that the diffeomorphism ¢q : J1(0)/F — T*Q satisfies
that ¢ Qg = wy, where wp is the symplectic form on JH0 (0)/F such that pjwy = 15Qg, for 1 :
J1 (0) — T*Q the natural inclusion. On the other hand, Theorem B.9] at the zero-level, implies that
piwd = 150, From the expression of B; in ([B20), we have that 1ty (Byrg — By) = —i(J:dY") = 0.
Therefore, we obtain that

Pl = 15(Qg — By +B) = 1§ Qq + 15 B = phwo + ¢ i B = piwo + o (15*)" B,

where in the last equality we used that (j* o ,00 = pr oy for pp: T*Q — T*Q /F the orbit projection.
Then wf = wy + (i?)* B which implies that w8 = i Q5 + Bo.

O

4.2 Identification at the p-level and the Shift-trick

Now, using the Shift-trick as in [I, [40], we show that each (connected component of the) almost
symplectic manifold (J ' (u)/F,w i;) obtained in Theorem 3.9} is diffeomorphic to 7% Q) with its canonical
2-form Qg properly modified by a “magnetic” term.

As usual, we denote by %HGS = {n1,...,mk} a global basis of equivariant f-valued functions on
Q of (partially reduced) horizontal gauge symmetries and B = {u}, ..., ¥} the dual basis of *-
valued functions given in (B.I4)). Recall that A is the induced connection on T'Q (see Lemma 2.5
and observe that the 2-form B in ([.20) is written with respect to this connection: A =n; ® Y’ and
By = By + J dY! where Vi = 7'~YZ for 75 T*Q — Q is the canonical projection.

Next we proceed to define the Shift-map that, on ,u € %HGS, coincides w1th the one defined in
[T, 40]. More precisely, for f*-valued functions p = ¢;u', where ¢; € R and p* € ‘BHGS, we define the
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diffeomorphism
Shift,, : T*Q — T*Q

Q= o=y,

(4.22)

where ay, = (p, A> for (-, -) the natural pairing between the f*-valued function y and the f-valued 1-form
A, ie., for z € Q, ay(r) = (u(z), A,) € TXQ.

Lemma 4.2. If u = c;i’, for ¢; € R and pt € %;GS, then
(i) Shift), Qg = Qg + 75 c;dY .

11) The restricted map shift,, := Shift, |+, | : J1 ) — J1(0) is a well defined equivariant diffeo-
12 HTT=1 ()

morphism and hence there is a well defined diffeomorphism shift,, : J Y (w)/F — JY0)/F so
that the following diagram commutes

T*Q ¢t T () — s TN () /F (4.23)

JShift w Jshift w lshift W

T*Q 2 J1(0) — 22— JX0)/F

Proof. (i) Note that if = ¢;p’, for p' € %HGS, then by @II), (u, A) = ¢;Y? and hence d(u, A) =
c;dY"*. Moreover, following [40], we can also prove that Shift, 05 = 65 — Tg (u, A) and conclude that
Shift* Q5 =05+ Tf cdY™.

(zz) It is stralghtforward to check that shift, is a dlffeomorphlsm To see the equivariance, recall

that, for h € F, T, Q — Q denotes the F-action on Q and p(z) denotes the evaluation of the f*-
valued function p at = € Q On the one hand, due to the F-invariance of the horizontal space Hor, the
connection A is Ad-equivariant: for z € Q, y = ¥,-1(z), and X a vector field on Q. A, (T, (X (y ) =
Adh(gy(X (y))). On the other hand, since the (partially reduced) horizontal gauge momenta J; are
F-invariant functions, then the associated horizontal gauge symmetries 7; (seen as f-valued functions)
are Ad-equivariant and the corresponding f*-valued functions y are Ad*-equivariant, i.e., Ady, (ny) =g

and Adj () = p(y).
For o, € Tm*é and h € F, we get that

T*‘I’h(Shiftu(O‘:v)) = T*{Ivjh(a:v) - T*@h(<ﬂ($),gx>) = T*{Ivfh(ozx) — (u(x), Ay o T\I’h)>
= T*Up(ay) — (p(x), Adp(Ay)) = T*Up(az) — (Adj,(p(2)), Ay)
= T*Up () — ((y), Ay) = Shift, (T* Ty, (ay)).

Next, for each f*-valued function p = ¢;u’ with ¢; € R and p' € B fas We consider the map
©u = o o shift,, J~ Y ) /F = T*Q, (4.24)

which, by construction, is a diffeomorphism.
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Theorem 4.3. Consider a nonholonomic system (M,Qulc, Hy) with a G-symmetry satisfying the
dimension assumption such that it admits k = rank(S) G-invariant horizontal gauge momenta. More-
over, we assume that the system verifies the vertical symmetry condition. The reductzon of the partially
reduced system (T*Q, g, H) giwen in Theorem [3.9, induces, for each p = c;jp’ (wzth [e Blos),
the almost symplectic manifold (J~'(u)/F,wp) for which the diffeomorphism @, : J~'(u)/F — T*Q
satisfies that

@y, Qg = wy; — By,

where B, := (u3*)*B for v5* J Y (w)/F — T*Q/F the natural inclusion. In particular, if dim(Q) =
then ¢, Qé =wg.

Proof. First, consider the following two commutative diagrams

J10) —2—T*Q J () ——T*Q (4.25)
Pol pFl Pul pFl
F0)/F L Teg/F F P gy E

Since p* B = B and, as a consequence of Theorem B.9] we see that oy, g = wﬁ — Eu if and only if
P00k Qg = 1(Q5 — By +B) — B (4.26)
Next, we will prove ([@.26]). Using the definition of ¢, in ([£24]) and by ([@.23) we have that
Py 0@y Qg =pj, 0 shlft o @y Qg = shifty, o pg o @y Qg = shifty, o pf (WF — By),

where in the last equality we used Prop. @Il Moreover, since pi(wf — Bo) = ¢f; Q5 (see the proof of
Prop. [41]), and using ([@25]) and Lemma 2] we conclude that

Py © ¢y Sl = shift), 045 Qg = ¢, o Shift), Q5 = ¢/,(Qz + 75 ¢dY?) = L, (Qa + Jid"),

where in the last equality we also used Prop[3.2] and the fact that V= T;f/i. Finally, recalling the

expression of él in ([3.20), we see that Q5 + j;dyl Q5 — By + B1 and, since B1 B-— B we arrive
to the desired result (£.26]). O

Remark 4.4. Theorem F3identifies each almost symplectic manifold (J () /F,w ?) with (T*Q, Qg+
gu) where Bu = (<p“ )*B,. Observe that Bu is not a magnetic term in the strict sense since it might

be non closed and is not coming from a 2-form defined on Q. Moreover, it has no connection with the
magnetic term that appears in hamiltonian systems. o

5 Relation with the nonholonomic bracket
In this section we will work with the nonholonomic bracket {-,-},, on M defined by the system

(M, Qulc, Hu). First, we recall from [5] how the gauge transformation by the 2-form B of the non-
holonomic bracket defines a new almost Poisson bracket {-,-}g on M. Afterwards, we will see how
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the 2-step reduction developed in Section [3] translates into a 2-step reduction where at each level we
obtain an almost Poisson bracket showing that the almost symplectic foliation defined in Theorem
coincides with the union of almost symplectic leaves associated to the reduced bracket {-,-}2, on M/G.

5.1 The nonholonomic bracket and reduction

Consider a nonholonomic system given by the triple (M, Qu|c, Hy) as in Section 21 The fact that
Qe is a nondegenerate 2-section [9] not only defines uniquely the nonholonomic vector field but also
it induces an almost Poisson bracket {-,-},, on functions on M, given for each f € C*>°(M), by

{ fla = X5 if and only if ix; Qule = (df)lc. (5.27)

The bracket {-, -}, is called the nonholonomic bracket [32, 39, 47] and it describes the nonholonomic
dynamics since

th - {'7 HM}nh'

Recall that, on the one hand, an almost Poisson bracket is a bilinear, skew-symmetric bracket that
satisfies Leibniz identity but not necessarily the Jacobi identity. In fact, the characteristic distribution
of the nonholonomic bracket {-,-},, —the distribution generated by the hamiltonian vector fields X ;-
is the nonintegrable distribution C, induced by the constraints and defined in (2Z2]), and hence the
Jacobi identity is not satisfied. On the other hand, a Poisson bracket satisfies the Jacobi identity and,
as a consequence, it has an integrable characteristic distribution inducing a symplectic foliation. In
between, there is a class of almost Poisson brackets that have an integrable characteristic distribution
but the Jacobi identity is still not satisfied. More precisely, an almost Poisson bracket {-,-} on M is
twisted Poisson [36] [46] if there exists a closed 3-form ® on M such that

{f:{g,h}} + {9, {n, 13} + {h{f, 9} = ®(Xy, Xg, X)), for f,g,h € CF(M). (5.28)

A twisted Poisson bracket admits an almost symplectic foliation. The role of (regular) twisted Poisson
brackets in nonholonomic mechanics was studied in [2] [5l [7] where it was observed that the reduction
by symmetries of the nonholonomic bracket might become twisted Poisson.

If the nonholonomic system (M, Q,|c, Hr() has a symmetry given by the action of a Lie group G,
then the nonholonomic bracket is G—in_variant as well, and thus it can be reduced to an almost Poisson
bracket {-, },.a on M/G so that, for f,g € C°(M/QG),

{f:3}eealp(m)) = {p" F, " Yo (m), (5.29)

for m € M and p : M — M/G the orbit projection. The reduced bracket {-,-},.a on M/G is
responsible of the reduced dynamics:

Xred - {'7 Hred}red7
where H,., : M/G — R is, as usual, the reduced hamiltonian, i.e., p*H,.q = H .

In this section, we denote a mnonholonomic system by the triple (M, {:, -}, Hr) or by
(M/G,{, }reas Hiea) to refer to the reduced system.

Following Section 2] we assume that we can choose a vertical complement of the constraints
that satisfies the vertical symmetry condition, then the reduction by Gy of the nonholonomic sys-
tem (M, {-, }un, Hr) gives the partially reduced nonholonomic system (M /Gy, {-, -}, H) with the
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almost Poisson bracket {-,-}5 obtained as in (5.29) but with respect to the orbit projection pg,, :
M — M/Gy. Tt is straightforward to see that the bracket {-,-}5 is nondegenerate and hence the
system (M/Gw,{, }“h,H ) is just the Chaplygin system (T*Q Q, H) from (Z3). Finally, the reduc-
tion by the Lie group F = G/Gyw of (M/Gyw,{,-}5.H) gives the reduced nonholonomic system

(M/G,{+; }eas Hiea)-

5.2 Gauge transformation of the nonholonomic bracket and reduction

Consider a nonholonomic system (M, Q|c, Hy) with a G-symmetry admitting & = rank(S) hori-
zontal gauge momenta {Ji, ..., Jy}. Next, we study the gauge transformation by the 2-form B of the
nonholonomic bracket {-,-},, and its reduction process.

More precisely, consider the 2-form B on M defined in (BI8]). Observe that, since ¢ is non-
degenerate and B is semi-basic with respect to the bundle 7, : M — @, then (2, + B)|c is a
nondegenerate 2-section and we can define the new bracket {-, -} on functions on M, given at each
fe®(M), by

X¢={,f}s if and only if in(QM + B)|c = (df)]c, (5.30)
(c.f. (&Z0)). Therefore the 2-form B defines a gauge transformation of the nonholonomic bracket
{-,-}an generating the gauge related bracket {-,-}g on M (see [5, 29 [46] for more details). Since
the 2-form B satisfies the dynamical condition ix,, B = 0 (see ([B.I9)), then the bracket {-,-}g still
describes the nonholonomic dynamics: X, = {-, Hy}s and we say that B defines a dynamical gauge
transformation [5]. From (B27) and (B30) we see that the brackets {-,-},, and {-,-}g share the
characteristic distribution C (hence {-,-}g is an almost Poisson bracket as well).

Due to Prop. B3 the 2-form B is G-invariant, then the (dynamically) gauge related bracket {-, }g
is also G-invariant and it descends to an almost Poisson bracket {-,-}B, on M/G, such that, at each

f,g € C®(M/G), and for m € M
{F:g}nalp(m)) = {p"f,p*g}u(m). (5.31)

Therefore the nonholonomic system can be equivalently determined by the triple (M, {:, }5, Hux)
and by (M/G, {-,-}B,, Hu) to refer to the reduced system.

Note that the bracket {-,-}g is, in particular, Gy -invariant as well. Following (5.31]), but using the
orbit projection pg, : M — T*Q, the almost Poisson bracket {-,-}5 descends to an almost Poisson

bracket {-,-}5 on T*Q.

Proposition 5.1. The almost Poisson bracket {-,-}5 on T*Q is nondegenerate and defined by the
2-form O =Q+B, ie. , for f € C‘X’(T*Q)

Xe={.f}z ifand onlyif ix,Qs=df.

Proof. Since the brackets {-,-},, and {-,-}5 are gauge related by the 2-form B, which is basic with
respect to the bundle pg, : M — T*Q, then by [2, Prop.4.8], the (partially reduced) brackets {-, -},

and {-,-}5 on T*Q are gauge related by the 2-form B. Therefore, since Q is the 2-form associated to
{,-}5, then Q + B is the corresponding 2-form associated to {, }5z. O
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From Prop. 5.l we conclude that the brackets {-,-}5 and {-,-}5 are (dynamically) gauge related
and that the triple (T*Q, {-,-}5, H) is just equivalent to the triple (T*Q Qg, H). Moreover, from
Theorem [3.9(i) we observe that the nonholonomic system (T*Q {,-}g, H) has a symmetry given by
the action of the Lie group F' = G/Gy and, using the orbit projection pp : T*é — T*@/F, we can
define the reduced bracket {-,-}B, on T*Q/F analogously as in (5.31]). It is straightforward to conclude
that the F-reduction of (T*Q, {-,-}5, H) and the G-reduction of (M, {, -}, H,,) coincide and that is
why we use the same notation: (M/G,{-,-}2,, Heea)-

The properties of the bracket {-,-}2, on M/G are studied in [7] (see also [30]) where it is observed
that, not only it describes the dynamics: X,.q = {-, H.ea}2,, but also the bracket {-,-}B, is regular
with an integrable characteristic distribution and hence it is twisted Poisson. This last fact is easily
seen using that the rank of its characteristic distribution is dim(M/G) — k and the k functions .J;
are Casimirs. Precisely, recall that {jl, . jk} are the partially reduced horizontal gauge momenta
with {m1,...,mx} the partially reduced horizontal gauge symmetries, then Prop. B guarantees that
{ Ji}s = (3) -5 and thus {-, J;}2, = 0 for J; € C*°(M/G) such that p}.J; = Jj.

Next, we see how Theorem B.9] characterizes also the almost symplectic structure on the foliation
associated to the reduced bracket {-,-}B .

As usual, u = ¢;p is a f*-valued function on @ where p € %:IGS and ¢; e Rfori=1,..., k.

red

Theorem 5.2. The leaves of the twisted Poisson bracket {-,-}3, on M/G are (the connected compo—
nents of ) the almost symplectic manifolds (J~'(u)/F,w?) obtained in Theorem [3.9, where J () F
coincides with the common level sets of the reduced homzontal gauge momenta J; on M/G, i.e.,

)/ F =07 ().

Proof. Let f € COO(TN*@/F). We will show that the vector field X := {-, f}2, defined on T*Q/F
satisfies that, for & € J~1(u)/F, X(@) € Tx(J ' (n)/F) and

iy(a)wﬁ = d(L:fd)*f(@), (5.32)

where, as usual, ¢j;* : J “1(n)/F — M/G is the natural inclusion. In fact, first observe that, since X
belongs to the characteristic distribution of {-,- }f’ed then X (J;) = 0 and hence X (@) € Tx(J; *(ci)) =
Ts(JL(1)/F), using Prop. Now, let a € J () and X (o) € To(J (u)) such that pp(a) = @
and Tpp(X(e)) = X(@). By the definition of X and X, we have that X (o) = {-,p}.f}5(e) and
therefore, by Prop. Bl ix () Op = dpyf () and hence ix ()t} * g = duy,py f () which, by Theorem 3.9

is equivalent to (0.32). O

Remark 5.3. (i) Asa consequence of the three main Theorems (Thms. B9, £3land [5:2)) we conclude
that the (connected components of the) almost symplectic leaves of the reduced bracket {-,-}2

on M/G are diffeomorphic to (T*Q, Qg + B 1), see Remark .41

red

(ii) Following the notation of [7], we have that the reduction of the manifold (T*Q, Q2 + By) gives the
Poisson bracket {-,-}1, on M/G for which the symplectic leaves are diffeomorphic to (T*Q, Q).
Moreover, Theorem [5.2] puts in evidence the gauge relation of {-,-}1  and  {-, - }5i. since they have
the same foliation and the 2-form on each leaf is given by ()5 and 5 + Bw respectively.
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6 Examples

In this section we study four different examples. All of them admit a vertical complement of the
constraints satisfying the vertical symmetry condition and k horizontal gauge momenta given by the
nonholonomic momentum map evaluated in non-constant sections.

6.1 Nonholonomic particle

The nonholonomic particle is the toy example describing the motion of a particle in Q = R? with coor-
dinates ¢ = (z,y, z) determined by the (kinetic) Lagrangian L = (&% + ¢ + 2%) and the nonintegrable
distribution D = span {9, + y9,,9,}. The translational Lie group G = R? acting on the first and
third variable of R? is a symmetry of the nonholonomic system. The system (M, Q|c, H.) admits a
G-invariant horizontal gauge momentum J; = #y?p“” on M (where (pg,py,p-) are the coordinates
on Ty;Q associated to the basis {dx,dy,dz — ydz}, see e.g. [10]).

First step reduction. The vertical complement W = span{0,} satisfies the vertical symmetry
condition and therefore, the reduction of the system by the Lie group Gy = R gives the partially
reduced nonholonomic system (T*Q Q H ) where Q R?, Q= Qg2 — By = dx A\ dpy + dy A dpy —

1+ —L5p. dx A dy and H= (Hygpgﬁ + py) The action of the Lie group F' = G/Gy ~ R on Q (given by

the translation on the first variable) is a symmetry of the partially reduced system on T*Q By Prop.[2.¢
the partially reduced horizontal gauge momentum is given by J,, = \/—pm with g = \/ﬁ Where

1 € § = R such that 15 = 0,. Following the computations on Sec. 3.2} the 2-form defining the gauge
transformation is B = 0 and hence (1;);+5 is the hamiltonian vector field associated to the function

jm for the 2-form Q as Prop. B shows.

Momentum map and reduction. The canonical momentum bundle map J : T* (R?) — §* is
given, at each (z,y) € R?, by

<j(33,y,Pa:apy)a77(%y)> = f(x’y)pma

where n(z,y) = f(r,y)1 € f for f € C°(R?). The dual element u € I'(R? x §*) associated to
m € T(R? x f) is given by p = /1 + y21*, where 1* € §* is the dual element of 1. For u. = cpu
with ¢ € R, J~ (,uc) = {(,¥,pz,0y) : Pz =cV/1+y?} = J 1(c), recovering Prop. Following
Theorem 3.9} ¢}, © = dyAdp, and hence on J (1) /F ~ T*(R) the 2-form wy,, = dy Adp, is symplectic
and coincides with the canonical 2-form on T*(R), see Theorem 3l Therefore, each symplectic leaf
associated to {-,-},.a on M/G is identified with the canonical symplectic manifold (77 (R), ).

6.2 Snakeboard

The snakeboard describes the dynamics of a skateboard but allowing the axis of the wheels to rotate
by the effect of the human rider creating a torque, so that the board spins about a vertical axis, see e.g.
[10]. The system is modelled on the manifold Q = SE(2) x S x S! with coordinates ¢ = (6, z,y,, ¢),
where (0, x,y) € SE(2) represents the orientation and the position of the board, 1 is the angle of the
rotor with respect to the board and ¢ is the angle of the front and back wheels with respect to the
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board (which in this simplified model they are assumed to be equal). We denote by m the mass of the
board, r the distance from the center of the board to the pivot point of the wheel axes and by J, Jg
the inertia of the rotor and of the board respectively. The lagrangian is given by

L(g,q) = 2(% + 9% + r20%) + LI10% + J6 + Jod?.

In this simplified version, see [I1], the constraint 1-forms can be written as e = dx+1 cos 6 cot ¢ df
and €Y = dy + rsinf cot ¢ df, with ¢ # 0,7, and hence the constraint distribution D is given by

D = span{Yy := 0y — rcosfcot ¢ 0, — rsinfcot ¢ Oy, Oy, Op} -
The action of the Lie group G' = SE(2) x S on @ given, at each ¢ € Q and (o, a,b,3) € G, by
Viaa,b,8)(0,2,y,%,¢) = (0 +a,zcosa —ysina + a,xsina + ycosa + b, + 3, ¢),

is free and proper and it defines a symmetry for the nonholonomic system. Then V' = span{Yjp, 0y, 0., 0y }.

The manifold M. Observe that W = span{0,,0,} is a vertical complement of the constraints,
and we may consider the adapted basis Bro = {Ypy,0y,04,0:,0,} of TQ = D & W with dual basis
Brq = {db,dy,dp,e,e¥}. If we denote by (pg, Dy, Dg, Pz» Py) the associated coordinates on 7*@Q), then
the manifold M C T*Q is given by p, = —cos0 F(¢)(ps — py) and py, = —sin 0 F(¢)(ps — py), where
F(qb) — mr sinqbcogqb

mr2—Jsin? ¢ "

The vertical symmetry condition and first step reduction. The vertical complement W of
the constraints D satisfies the vertical symmetry condition, that is, Gy, = ]RE. Then the system is R2-
Chaplygin and the partially reduced nonholonomic system takes place in 7*Q for Q ~ SO(2) x S x S*
with coordinates (0,1, ¢) and it is determined by the partially reduced hamiltonian H and the 2-form

Q = Qg — By = —d(pedf + pydi) + pydd) + r+ rff; (po — py)do A do, (6.33)

where we recall that pj, By = (J,Kw) and (J, Ky )lec = (pzde® + pyde?)|c.

The remaining symmetry is given by the action of the Lie group F' = G /Gy ~ S xS on Q given,
at cach (o, 8) € F and (0,1,¢) € Q, by \I’(ag (0,%,0) = (0 + o, + ,¢), with trivial Lie algebra
f~ R2,

Horizontal gauge momenta and gauge transformation. First observe that S = span{Yy, 0y }.
Following [6], we have also two (G-invariant) horizontal gauge momenta Jy,.Jo given by

Ji = exp (T / F(9) d¢> (pg —py) and Jy =py

By the Gy-invariance of J; and Jo, we can define the partially reduced horizontal gauge momenta
Ji = (J,m) and Jy = (J,m) on T*Q as in @ZI0) for J : T*Q — * the canonical momentum map and

M € D(Q x f) with 1 = B(9)(e1 — e2) and np = e3, where E(¢) = exp (r [ £§) dg) and {e1, e}
is the canonical basis of f, see Lemma and Sec. B.11

From Section (for details see [6]) we can see that B = 0 and then Prop. Bl is verified directly
for the 2-form €.
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Momentum map and reduction. Let us consider the canonical momentum map .. J: T*Q — §*.
Following (2.9) and (B:EI) we have the bams of Sectlons %HGS = {n,m} on Q x §f — Q and its dual
basis BF.s = {p!, pu?} so that pt = E(¢)e and p? = e + €2, where {e!,e?} is the dual basis of f*

associated to {e1,es}. Therefore for p = cyu! + cop® € F(Q X f*) with ¢1,co € R, we obtain that

T ) = Ty er) N Ty Hes) = {0, 6,9, 0, Do py) € TQ 2 pg = agy T2 and py=co}.  (6.34)

From (6.33]) and (6:34]) we can compute L;ﬁ and hence, following Theorem 3.9 we conclude that the

(almost) symplectic form on J “Yu)/F is w, = d¢ A dpg. Therefore, in agreement with Theorem
and Theorem 5.2, we identify the leaves of {-,-},.q defined in (5:29) (and computed explicitly in [6])
with the canonical symplectic manifolds (7%S!, Q) (observe that dim(Q) = 1).

6.3 Chaplygin ball

Next, we study the celebrated example called the Chaplygin ball in the context of [14] 22} 29], see also
[31]. Consider a ball of radius r with an inhomogeneous mass distribution (but with the center of mass
coinciding with the geometric center) that rolls without sliding on a plane. We denote by I the inertia
tensor that is represented as a diagonal matrix with positive entries given by the principal moments of
inertia Iy, Iz, I3. The configuration manifold is Q@ = SO(3) x R?, where the rotational matrix g € SO(3)
represents the orientation of the ball relating the orthogonal frame attached to the body with the one
fixed in space and (z,y) € R? represents the position of the center of mass of the ball. The Lagrangian
is just the kinetic energy

L((g,2,9), (Q,%,9)) = 5(IQ, Q) + Z(i* +5°),

where Q = (24, Q9,Q3) is the angular velocity in body coordinates and m is the total mass of the ball.
The nonholonomic constraints are written as @ = (3, Q) and § = —r(a, Q) defining the constraints

1-forms given by
e’ =dx —r(B,\) and e =dy +r{a, A),

where o = (a1, g, a3) and B = (B1, B2, B3) are the first and second rows of the matrix g, A = (A1, A2, A3)
are the left-invariant Maurer Cartan 1-forms on SO(3) and (-,-) is the natural pairing in R3.

The system has a symmetry given by the action W of the Lie group G = SE(2) on @ given, at each
(h (a b)) S SE( ) and (97 (xay)) S SO(?’) X R27 by \Il(h,(a,b))(ga (.%',y)) = (hg7h(xay)t + (a7 b)t)v where
h= (h9) € SO(3) and (-)! is the transpose of the element (-).

Let us denote by {X¥, X X£} the left invariant vector fields on SO(3) (so that at the identity
they are align with the canonical basis of s0(3)) dual to {1, A2, A3} and then we observe that the vector
fields X; := XiL + 130, —ra;0y for i = 1,2, 3 generate the constraint distribution D. Observe also that
the vertical distribution V' is generated by {(v,X), 0y, 9y}, where v = (71,72, 73) is the third row of the
matrix g and X = (X1, X, X3). Therefore, the distribution W = {0,,,0,} is a vertical complement of

the constraints and hence we may consider the adapted basis of T'Q) given by B, = { X1, X2, X3,05,0,}
with dual basis Br-o = {1, A2, Az, €, €Y }.
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The manifold M. If (M, My, M3, p,,p,) are the coordinates associated to the basis B+, then
the manifold M C T*Q is given by p, = mr(3,€2) and p, = —mr(a, ), where M = (M, My, M3)
and € are related by M = I + mr?(v, Q).

The vertical symmetry condition and first step reduction. The Lie group Gy = R? is a
closed normal subgroup of GG and hence it is a symmetry of the nonholonomic system that makes it into
a Chaplygin system: T'Q) = D & W for W = span{d,, 0, }. Since @ ~ SO(3) then M /Gy, ~ T*SO(3)
with coordinates (g, M). The 2-form Q on T*SO(3), defining the partially reduced dynamics, is given
by

Q= Q5 — By = —d(M;\;) — mr?(Q — (v, Q)7)dA.

The remaining Lie group F = G/Gyy ~ S leaves invariant the system (7*SO(3),Q, H).

Horizontal gauge momentum and gauge transformation. Following [22] (see also [14] 29]),
this example admits one G-invariant horizontal gauge momentum J- € C*°(M) defined by the section
¢ =(1,—x,y) of gs, that is, Jo = (J™*, (1, —x,y)) = (v, M). Moreover, since J; is basic, it descends to
a partially horizontal gauge momentum J; = (J,1) = iz05 where Y = 15 = (v,X) for 1 € f ~ R, see
Lemma

Since rank(S) = dim(f) = 1, following Sec. (see also [7, 29]), the system admits a dynamical
gauge transformation by the 2-form B = mr2(2,d\) so that Y = 15 is the hamiltonian vector field

associated to .J; with respect to the 2-form
QOp = Q5 — By + B = —d(M;\;) + mr? (v, Q) (v, dA). (6.35)

Moreover, from Sec. B2, the 2-form B is written as B = By 4+ B where By = (J,Ky) — Je d(v, A) and
B =mr? (v, Q){v,d\) + J Pg2 for Dg2 = d(y,A) = 71 dya Adys + 2 dys Adyr + 3 dyi A dya, see [ [T]
for details.

Momentum map and reduction. From (@35) we observe that Qg is the sum of the canonical
2-form on T*Q and a basic 2-form (with respect to the principal bundle T*SO(3) — T*SO(3)/F),
which implies that the canonical momentum map J: T*SO(3) — f* is a standard momentum map for

Qg. Moreover, since J; = (J,1) we can perform a standard (almost) symplectic reduction (as it was
done in [4]).

In what follows we compute the almost symplectic foliation defined in Theorem B9 in order to
illustrate Theorem and Theorem and enlighten the almost symplectic leaves associated to the
twisted Poisson bracket described in [5 14, 29]. For 3 # 0, consider the basis B,5 = {Y,X; =

XE - 7Y} for i = 1,2 with the dual basis Brg = {e? = (7, A), X! = Y3 (—71 s + v3A1), X2 =

73_1(—72)\3 + v3A2)}. If (P, p1,p2) are the coordinates on T#(@Q associated with this basis, then

Qp = —d(p1 X" + paX?) = d(Fe”) +mr®(y, Q) (v, dA).

Then, using Remark B0 we have that J(u)/F = J7'(¢) = {(v,p,pip2) © (v,7) = L,p = ¢}
T*(S?), and hence

12

wﬁ‘ = Qg2 + (¢ — mr?(y,Q))Pg,

where Qg is the canonical 2-form on T*(52%). Therefore, the almost symplectic foliation of the bracket
{-,-}B, (computed explicitly in [14] 29]) is identified with the manifolds (T*(S?), Qg2 + B,,), where B, is
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the 2-form on T*(S?) given by EM = (c—mr?(v,2))Pg2 (observe also that B = (J; — mr?(y,Q))®g2).
In this case, we can compute a conformal factor f, for each leaf (T*(5?), Qg2 + B,) in order to obtain
the conformal factor for the bracket {-,-}2, (see e.g., [4]).

red

6.4 Solids of revolution on a plane

Let us consider a convex body of revolution, i.e., a body that is geometrically and dynamically symme-
tric under rotations about a given axis, rolling on a plane without sliding. This example is interesting
because the horizontal gauge momenta cannot be explicitly written. However, we will see that the
reduction of Theorem gives a symplectic foliation, where the nonholonomic dynamics lives, that is
diffeomorphic to (T*S!, Q1) as Theorem asserts.

For this example we follow [19]20] and we keep the notation and framework of the previous example.
We assume that the body is invariant under rotations around es and hence the principal moments of
inertia are Iy = Iy and I3. The total mass of the body is m and the position of the center of mass is
represented by the coordinates x = (z,y, z) € R? while the relative position of the body is given by
the rotational matrix g € SO(3). The lagrangian L : T(SO(3) x R?) — R is of mechanical type and is
given by

L(g,%), (€,%)) = 3 (12,0) + Sk, %) — mex, ),

where I is the inertia matrix with entries I3, I, I3, = (21, Q9, 23) is the angular velocity of the body
in body coordinates, g is the constant of gravity and (-,-) denotes the inner product in R3,

Let s be the vector from x to a fixed point on the surface S of the body. If we denote by v =
(71,72, 73) the third row of the matrix g € SO(3), then s can be represented by the map s : S? — S so

that s(v) = (0(y3)71, 0(73)72,C(73)), where o = o(3) and ¢ = ((v3) are the smooth functions defined
in [20, Chap.6.7] that depend on the shape of the body. Throughout this work, we will also denote

s(7) = oy — Les where L = L(~3) = o3 — (. Since the body rolls on a plane, the configuration space
Q is diffeomorphic to SO(3) x R? and it is described by

Q ={(9,x) € SO3) x R* : 2z = — (v, 5)}.

The nonholonomic constraints describing the rolling without sliding are written as g'x = —€ x s.
Using that (£2,%) are the coordinates associated to the basis {X}, X, X¥, 0,,0,,0.} of TQ, for X}
the left invariant vector fields on SO(3), we conclude that the constraint distribution D on @ can be
written as D = span{ X7y, X2, X3}, where the vector fields X; are defined to be

X; = X'+ (a x 8)i0; + (B x 8)i0y + (v x 8);0., fori=123,
with a and 3 the first and second rows of the matrix g. Therefore, the constraints 1-forms are
el =dz — (a,s x A) and e =dy— (8,5 x A,

where XA = (A1, A2, A3) are the (Maurer-Cartan) 1-forms on SO(3) dual to the left invariant vector fields
{Xf X5, X5}
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For (g, (z,y)) coordinates on @ ~ SO(3) x R?, we define the action of the Lie group G = S! x SE(2)
on @ given, at each (hq, (he, (a,b))) € G, by

Uy (ha(ab)) (95 (2,Y)) = (haghi ', hiha(z,y)" + (a,b)"),

hi 0
0 1
is not free, from now on, we consider the manifold @) given by the coordinates (g, (x,y)) with 3 # +1
and hence with this restriction it defines a symmetry of this nonholonomic system as in [6].

where h; and hy € SO(2) are orthogonal 2 x 2 matrices and h; = € SO(3). Since this action

The Lie algebra associated to G is g ~ R x R x R?. It is straightforward to check that the dimension
assumption is satisfied since J,, 0, are vector fields in V' and D +V = TQ. Moreover, S = DNV =
span{Y; := X3,Y5 := (v,X)}, with X = (X1, X2, X3). The sections & := (1;0, (y + 003, —x — 0as))
and & := (0;1, (y — LBs, —x + Lag)) on Q x g — Q, verify that (£1), = —X3 and (§2)o = (v, X) and
hence they are a basis of the bundle go — Q.

The vertical symmetry condition and first step reduction. If we choose the vertical com-
plement of the constraints W = span{d,,0,} then W is G-invariant and generated by the Lie algebra
tv = R?. Therefore, W satisfies the vertical symmetry condition and we can perform a reduction by
the Lie group Gy = R? obtaining the partially reduced nonholonomic system on 7*SO(3) with the
2-form Q) = Qso@) — Byx- The action of the Lie group F' ~ St x St on T*SO(3) is given, at each
(9, M) € T*SO(3) and (hy, he) € S* x S, by

U (4, 1) (9, M) = (haghy ', by M).

This F-action defines a symmetry of the partially reduced nonholonomic system (7*SO(3), Q,H ) for
73 # £1.

Horizontal gauge momenta and gauge transformation. Following [16] 20] (see also [0]), this
example admits two G-invariant horizontal gauge momenta Ji, Jo on M defined by two sections (1, (2

on Q x g — @ given by
Ji= [ @) + (@) e and G = fH(@)4 + [(9)é

where fZ] are G-invariant functions on @ (i.e., they depend only on the variable v3) and J¢, = (J™", &)
for i = 1,2. The functions f/ cannot be explicitly written, instead they are defined as a solution of an
ordinary linear system of differential equations [6] 20].

The horizontal gauge momenta Ji,.Jo descend to partially reduced horizontal gauge momenta
Ji,Js that are given by J; = (J,n;) where 7; = 0¢(¢i) are the corresponding f-valued functions (as

in Lemma [Z7]). That is, %HGS = {n1,m2} is given by
i = flei + fles, (6.36)

where fzj are the functions on SO(3) such that p’éfij = fZ] and e; = (1,0) = 0q4(&1), e2 = (0,1) = g4(&2).

Following Sec. (see [7, [30]) and Prop. 3.1 the partially reduced system admits a dynamical
gauge transformation by a 2-form B, given by

B = m@('Ya 3><Q’ dA>,
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so that the infinitesimal generators assoNCiatgvd to M1, 72 are hamiltonian vector fields of jl, jg respec-
tively with respect to the 2-form Qg = Q2 + B.

Momentum map and reduction. On @ = SO(3) we will work with the basis Brsop) = {Xo =
1 Xy — fngl,f/l = X3,§~/2 = (v,X)}, its dual basis Brson = {Xo,ffl,?2} and the associated
coordinates (g, po, p1,p2) on T*SO(3).

Let us now consider the momentum map J : T*SO(3) — f* so that, for each f-valued function on
SO(3) such that n = hie; + hoes with h; € C*°(SO(3)), we have that

<J’ 77> = inT*SO(S) ®SO(3) = hlpl + h2p2-

Now, let {,ub 12} be f*-valued functions dual to 71,72 defined in ([G.36). If u = cipt + cop? for
c1,c2 € Rthen J () = {(g,p0,p1,p2) : f;p, = ¢;} and hence the manifold J~!(u) is determined by

the coordinates (g, po). The quotient by the action of the Lie group F defines the manifold J~!(u)/F
that is diffeomorphic to T*S5 ! and given by the coordinates (3, po). Following Theorem B9 and since
1 Qs = 15,(Q5 + J;d)"), we obtain that
wy =X O A dpo,
which is the canonical 2-form on T*S! for X° = 1@32, recalling that 3 # £1.
3

Therefore, as a consequence of Theorem 3] and Theorem (5.2, we conclude that the reduced almost

Poisson manifold (M, {-,-}B,), given in Sec. Bl is in fact a Poisson manifold (as it was shown in

red

[3, 130}, 45]) with symplectic leaves symplectomorphic to (7*S*, Qg1).
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