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Abstract

We formulate and study a generalized virial theorem for contact
Hamiltonian systems. Such systems describe mechanical systems in
the presence of simple dissipative forces such as Rayleigh friction, or
the vertical motion of a particle falling through a fluid (quadratic drag)
under the action of constant gravity. We find a generalized virial the-
orem for contact Hamiltonian systems which is distinct from that ob-
tained earlier for the symplectic case. The ‘contact’ generalized virial
theorem is shown to reduce to the earlier result on symplectic man-
ifolds as a special case. Various examples of dissipative mechanical
systems are discussed. We also formulate a generalized virial theorem
in the contact Lagrangian framework.

1 Introduction

The virial theorem, introduced by Rudolf Clausius [1] has found applications
in astrophysics, cosmology, molecular physics, quantum mechanics and sta-
tistical mechanics (see for instance [2, 3, 4, 5, 6]). In the context of classical
mechanics, the virial theorem relates the time-averaged kinetic energy 〈K〉
with the time-average of r · F, where r is the position vector while F is the
force vector. In his original paper [1], Clausius introduced the ‘virial’ for a
one-particle system, defined as G = mr · v and showed that if the motion
is periodic in time T or at least if G remains bounded in its time evolution,
then

〈K〉 = −
1

2
〈r · F〉, (1)

where angled brackets 〈·〉 denote ‘time-averaging’. In particular, if the force
is conservative, one can write F = −∇V and therefore

〈K〉 =
1

2
〈r · ∇V 〉. (2)
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This result can be straightforwardly extended for quantum mechanical sys-
tems [5, 6] and the tensor virial equations [2] which indicate that the kinetic
and potential energies must be in ‘balance’ in each separate direction. A
generalized version of the virial theorem, called the ‘hypervirial’ theorem was
studied in [6] and certain hypervirial relations have been recently obtained
in [7]. The formulation of the hypervirial theorem or simply the generalized
virial theorem was studied in [8, 9, 10, 11] using methods of symplectic ge-
ometry, wherein various mechanical examples including position-dependent
mass systems were discussed. The purpose of this note is to study the gener-
alized virial theorem for contact Hamiltonian systems which describe some
simple dissipative systems in mechanics.

Contact geometry is like an odd-dimensional cousin of symplectic geom-
etry [12, 13] with several common features, such as the existence of Hamilto-
nian dynamics [13, 14, 15] as well as invariants analogous to Gromov-Witten
invariants [16]. However, unlike their symplectic counterparts, Hamiltonian
dynamics on a contact manifold is neither volume preserving, nor does it
conserve the corresponding Hamiltonian function along the evolution. Con-
sequently, contact Hamiltonian dynamics has found applications in describ-
ing dissipative mechanical systems [17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24], as well as
thermostat problems where the system interacts with an environment [25]. It
has also found applications in reversible [26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35]
as well as irreversible thermodynamics [36, 37, 38]. Given these features, it
appears interesting to explore the generalized virial theorem for a contact
Hamiltonian system which may describe a dissipative system such as that
experiencing linear or quadratic drag forces where the kinetic and potential
energies are not conserved. Furthermore, we also obtain a generalized virial
theorem in the contact Lagrangian framework where the dynamics coincides
with that described by the Herglotz variation problem, originally presented
more than 90 years back [39] (see also [20] for a nice review). Various ex-
amples are discussed throughout the paper.

With the above background, we present the organization of this paper as
follows. In the next section [section-(2)], we will introduce the reader to some
basic contact geometry and will fix our notation. The role of antisymmetric
brackets is emphasized upon. Following this, in section-(3), we present a
generalized virial theorem for contact Hamiltonian systems and show that
the earlier result [8, 11] arises only as a special case. Some examples are
discussed. Then, in section-(4), we will derive another generalized virial
theorem from the framework of contact Lagrangian dynamics. Finally, we
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conclude the paper in section-(5).

2 Contact geometry

In this section, we provide a minimal background of Hamiltonian dynamics
on contact manifolds. We begin by describing symplectic manifolds first.

2.1 Symplectic manifolds

Let us recall that a symplectic manifold is a pair (Ms, ω) where Ms is a
smooth manifold of real dimension 2n and ω is a closed and non-degenerate
two-form, i.e. it satisfies

dω = 0, ωn 6= 0, (3)

where ωn := ω∧n = ω ∧ ω ∧ · · · ∧ ω (n times) is the volume form on Ms.
Further, a symplectic manifold (Ms, ω) shall be called exact if ω = dθ, where
θ is a one-form called the symplectic potential.

Now, for any function H ∈ C∞(Ms,R), one has the vector bundle map
between TMs and T ∗

Ms:
ιXH

ω = dH, (4)

where XH is a vector field determined by the above condition. Note that
since ω is non-degenerate, this map is an isomorphism. The vector field XH

is known as the Hamiltonian vector field corresponding to the Hamiltonian
function H. These vector fields are volume preserving which can be seen by
constructing the Lie derivative of ω with respect to XH :

£XH
ω = d(ιXH

ω) + ιXH
(dω) = 0. (5)

This implies £XH
ωn = 0 thereby leading to the familiar Liouville’s theorem

used in statistical mechanics. There is a theorem due to Darboux stating
that on a symplectic manifold, near any point, there are local coordinates
(qi, pi) such that the two-form ω reads

ω = dqi ∧ dpi. (6)

It can be easily checked that the local expression of XH consistent with eqns
(4) and (6) is

XH =
∂H

∂pi

∂

∂qi
−

∂H

∂qi
∂

∂pi
. (7)
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Then, clearly the integral curves of XH satisfy the Hamilton’s equations of
motion. The function H is conserved under the flow generated by XH , i.e.
XH(H) = 0. For simple mechanical systems where H is the energy, this
leads to conservation of energy.

2.2 Contact manifolds

A contact manifold is a pair (Mc, η) where Mc is a smooth manifold of real
dimension 2n+ 1 and η is a one-form satisfying

η ∧ (dη)n 6= 0, (8)

which is known as the condition of maximal non-integrability. Here, (dη)n =
(dη)∧n. Note that η ∧ (dη)n is the considered volume form on Mc. In the
context of Frobenius integrability, eqn (8) means that the hyperplane distri-
bution defined as ker(η) is maximally non-integrable in the sense that the
resulting hyperplanes are overly twisted. We refer the reader to [13, 14] for
more details.

On any contact manifold (Mc, η), there exists a global vector field ξ
known as the Reeb vector field defined uniquely through the relations2

η(ξ) = 1, ιξdη = 0. (9)

There is an analogous Darboux’s theorem for contact manifolds which says
that near any point, it is possible to define local (Darboux) coordinates
(s, qi, pi) such that

η = ds− pidq
i, (10)

and thus ξ = ∂/∂s in local coordinates. Let us note that since locally
dη = dqi∧dpi, one may think of a contact manifold to be locally of the form
Mc = Ms × R, where Ms is a (exact) symplectic submanifold (codimension
one) of Mc such that θ = Φ∗η is the symplectic potential on Ms, for the
inclusion map Φ : Ms 7→ Mc.

2.3 Contact Hamiltonian dynamics

With the basic understanding of contact manifolds as introduced above, let
us describe Hamiltonian dynamics analogous to the symplectic case. For a

2Contact manifolds may be associated with an additional metric structure, in the sense
of Sasaki [40]. Then the first amongst eqns (9) indicates that ξ appears as a dual vector
to η as gijξ

j = ηi.
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function h ∈ C∞(Mc,R), there is an associated vector field Xh defined by
the combined conditions

η(Xh) = −h, ιXh
dη = dh− ξ(h)η. (11)

The vector field Xh is known as the contact Hamiltonian vector field asso-
ciated with the function h and in local (Darboux) coordinates, it takes the
following form:

Xh =

(

pi
∂h

∂pi
− h

)

∂

∂s
+

(

∂h

∂pi

)

∂

∂qi
−

(

∂h

∂qi
+ pi

∂h

∂s

)

∂

∂pi
. (12)

Clearly, this vector field does not conserve h along its flow, i.e.

Xh(h) = −h
∂h

∂s
6= 0, (13)

which may also be seen without referring to the local (Darboux) coordinate
expressions just by contracting the second amongst eqns (11) with Xh and
then using the first one. Furthermore, the flow is not volume preserving
because

£Xh
(η ∧ (dη)n) = div.Xh(η ∧ (dη)n), (14)

where the divergence of Xh is found to be

div.Xh = −(n+ 1)
∂h

∂s
= −(n+ 1)ξ(h). (15)

Thus, some of the nice properties of (symplectic) Hamiltonian vector fields
are not present in their contact geometric counterparts. However, it is very
easy to see that if h becomes independent of s, then the contact vector field
acquires all the properties of a symplectic vector field because ξ(h) = 0.

2.4 Time-dependent contact dynamics

Let us briefly describe the situation where h may carry an explicit time
dependence (see also [18, 23, 24]). Such cases lead to interesting dynamics
and have been discussed in subsections-(3.3) and (3.4). Let us consider an
extended phase space M ′ = Mc×R whereMc is a contact manifold on which
(s, qi, pi) are local (Darboux) coordinates and t ∈ R (global coordinate) such
that h ∈ C∞(M ′,R). Consider the one-form α = hdt + ds − pidq

i on M ′,
being defined as η = Ψ∗α where Ψ : Mc 7→ M ′. Then, we define the time-
dependent evolution vector field Ξh via the following intrinsic conditions
(see also [18]):
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α(Ξh) = 0, ιΞh
dα = ζ(h)dt− ξ(h)α, (16)

where ζ = ∂/∂t is a global vector field on M ′. Subsequently, in coordinates
(t, s, qi, pi) on M ′ = Mc × R, we have

Ξh =
∂

∂t
+Xh. (17)

The resulting equations of motion are the same as those obtained in subsection-
(2.3) along with ṫ = 1.

2.5 Lagrange (Jacobi) brackets

Contact manifolds fall into the broader class of Jacobi manifolds [41] (see
also [42, 43]) which are equipped with a local Lie bracket structure {·, ·} :
C∞(Mc,R) × C∞(Mc,R) → C∞(Mc,R). In general, a Jacobi structure is
the triple (M,Λ, E) where M is a smooth manifold (not necessarily contact)
while Λ is a bi-vector field and E is a vector field satisfying the conditions:

[Λ,Λ] = 2E ∧ Λ, [Λ, E] = 0, (18)

where [·, ·] is the Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket [44]. Such a manifold M admits
a local Lie bracket {·, ·} : C∞(M,R)× C∞(M,R) → C∞(M,R) given by

{f, g} = Λ(df, dg) + fE(g)− E(f)g, (19)

for f, g ∈ C∞(M,R). The bracket is called a Jacobi bracket which is clearly
anti-symmetric and therefore satisfies the Jacobi identity.

On a contact manifold, i.e. with M = (Mc, η), we identify E = ξ
(Reeb vector field) and Λ(df, dg) = dη(Xf ,Xg) which gives in Darboux
coordinates, the following expression:

{f, g} = f
∂g

∂s
−

∂f

∂s
g + pi

(

∂f

∂s

∂g

∂pi
−

∂f

∂pi

∂g

∂s

)

+
∂f

∂qi
∂g

∂pi
−

∂f

∂pi

∂g

∂qi
, (20)

for any f, g ∈ C∞(Mc,R). This Jacobi bracket on a contact manifold has
been called the Lagrange bracket in [45, 46]. It follows that the Lagrange
bracket of a constant with a function may not in general be zero, i.e. {1, f} =
ξ(f) for any f ∈ C∞(Mc,R), unlike the case with Poisson brackets wherein
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the bracket vanishes identically. This stems from the fact that {·, ·} does not
satisfy the Leibniz condition and as a consequence, {·, h} does not define a
vector field, i.e. it does not act as a derivation. It is easy to check that if
the functions f and g are independent of s, the Lagrange bracket reduces
to the Poisson bracket, as is anticipated. It can be straightforwardly shown
that a contact vector field has the following form in terms of the Lagrange
bracket:

Xh(·) = {·, h} − (·)ξ(h). (21)

In this case Xh(c) = 0 where c ∈ R is some constant number.

3 Virial theorem for a contact Hamiltonian system

In this section, we will derive a geometric version of the virial theorem suited
for contact Hamiltonian systems following the earlier works [8, 9, 10, 11].
We can now state the following result.

Theorem 1. Consider a contact Hamiltonian system (Mc, η, h) where (Mc, η)
is a contact manifold and h ∈ C∞(Mc,R) is a function. Then, if φt be the
flow generated by the corresponding Hamiltonian vector field Xh where t
is an affine parameter called ‘time’, then for an arbitrary observable f ∈
C∞(Mc,R) which remains bounded in its evolution along Xh, one has

〈{f, h} − fξ(h)〉 = 0, (22)

where {·, ·} is the Lagrange bracket on (Mc, η) and 〈·〉 denotes time-averaging.

Proof - If φt be the flow generated by Xh where t is an affine parameter,
then clearly φt commutes with Xh. Consequently, one can write for any
function f ∈ C∞(Mc,R),

d

dt
(φ∗

t f) = Xh(φ
∗
t f) = φ∗

t (Xh(f)) = φ∗
t ({f, h} − fξ(h)). (23)

Integrating this equation from t = 0 to t = T and dividing both sides by T
gives

1

T
[f ◦ φT − f ◦ φ0] =

1

T

∫ T

0
dt({f, h} − fξ(h)) ◦ φt. (24)

We assume that upon taking the limit T → ∞, the right-hand side does
not blow up. This holds if the function f remains bounded along its time
evolution. Then we get eqn (22) upon taking T → ∞.

Eqn (22) is a generalization of the result obtained in [8] to the contact
Hamiltonian framework.
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Corollary 1.1. If we choose f = qipi := G, i.e. the virial of a mechanical
system, then eqn (22) reduces to

〈{G,h}PB〉 = 〈Gξ(h)〉, (25)

where the subscript PB implies that {·, ·}PB is a Poisson bracket on the
(exact) symplectic manifold (Ms, ω = dθ) which arises as the codimension
one submanifold of (Mc, η), i.e. Φ : Ms 7→ Mc such that θ = Φ∗η.

Proof - By direct calculation in local coordinates.

Notice that the Poisson bracket of two functions f and g reads

{f, g}PB =
∂f

∂qi
∂g

∂pi
−

∂f

∂pi

∂g

∂qi
, (26)

where (qi, pi) are the Darboux coordinates on (Ms, ω = dθ), which is a codi-
mension one submanifold of (Mc, η). Eqn (25) matches with the geometric
version of virial theorem derived in [8] for a symplectic manifold if ξ(h) = 0,
i.e. if h is independent of s. We discuss some examples below.

3.1 Damped oscillator

Let us consider the example of a one-dimensional damped harmonic oscilla-
tor with damping constant γ. The equation of motion is

q̈ + γ q̇ + ω2 q = 0, γ ∈ R, 0 < ω ∈ R, (27)

which is a particular example of a Liénard equation of first kind [47] sat-
isfying the Chiellini condition [48]. This problem was studied in detail in
[49, 50, 51], both in the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian formalisms. In par-
ticular, the dynamics can be derived from a time-dependent Lagrangian (or
Hamiltonian). The time-dependent Lagrangian

L(q, q̇, t) =
1

2
eγt

(

mq̇2 −mω2 q2
)

(28)

leads to eqn (27) via the usual Euler-Lagrange equation [12]. This La-
grangian was proposed by Bateman [49] and later by Caldirola [50]. Upon
defining p := ∂L

∂q̇
= meγtq̇, the Hamiltonian turns out to be

H(q, p, t) =
p2

2m
e−γt +

m

2
eγtω2 q2, (29)
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which corresponds to a time-dependent mass harmonic oscillator with mass
m(t) = meγt [51]. Moreover, there are various other ways for describing eqn
(27) such as via non-standard Lagrangians [52], or conformal vector fields
[53]. In what follows, we shall be describing it using contact Hamiltonian
dynamics.

Its motion can be described by a contact Hamiltonian function of the
form [17, 18, 19]

h =
p2

2m
+

mω2q2

2
+ γs, (30)

where γ > 0. The contact equations of motion read

q̇ =
p

m
, ṗ = −mω2q − γp, ṡ =

p2

2m
−

mω2q2

2
− γs. (31)

The first two equations give the equation of motion of a one-dimensional
damped harmonic oscillator. In this case the virial is simply G = qp and
therefore, eqn (25) gives

〈

p2

2m

〉

=

〈

mω2q2

2

〉

+
1

2
〈γpq〉. (32)

This is exactly what one would have obtained using the Newton’s second
law: the term on the left-hand side is the mean kinetic energy, the first
term on the right-hand side is the mean spring potential energy while the
second term on the right-hand side is of the form − 〈r·F〉

2 [eqn (1)] where
F = −γp is the non-potential force of linear friction. The above setting can
be extended to any number of particles moving in an arbitrary potential
V (qi) while experiencing a friction proportional to the momentum pi with
damping constant γ. The result is

∑

i

〈

p2i
2m

〉

=
1

2

∑

i

〈

qi
∂V (qi)

∂qi

〉

+
1

2

∑

i

〈γqipi〉. (33)

3.2 Parachute equation

Consider the case of vertical motion of a particle of mass m falling through
a fluid under constant gravity. The dynamics can be described by a contact
Hamiltonian vector field. Following the Lagrangian description presented in
[19], we consider the contact Hamiltonian function

h =
(p− 2λs)2

2m
+

mg

2λ
(e2λq − 1), (34)

9



where q is the mechanical coordinate of the falling particle, p is the gen-
eralized momentum, while λ > 0 is a constant. It can be shown that the
frictional force is proportional to the square of the velocity. The contact
equations of motion are

q̇ =
p− 2λs

m
, (35)

ṗ = −mge2λq +
2λp(p− 2λs)

m
, (36)

ṡ =
p(p− 2λs)

m
−

(p − 2λs)2

2m
−

mg

2λ
(e2λq − 1). (37)

Eqn (35) gives
mq̈ = ṗ− 2λṡ, (38)

which using eqns (36) and (37) leads to

q̈ = λq̇2 − g, (39)

matching with the second-order equation of motion obtained in [19] via the
contact Lagrangian method. Notice that the drag has a quadratic depen-
dence on velocity unlike the system discussed in the previous subsection
where friction was linear in velocity. The constant λ depends on the density
of the fluid, the shape of the object, etc.

Now, for the present case of a particle falling under gravity while expe-
riencing a quadratic drag, eqn (25) gives

〈

p(p− 2λs)

m

〉

= −2λ

〈

pq(p− 2λs)

m

〉

+mg〈qe2λq〉, (40)

where one can immediately verify that for λ = 0 (no dissipation), one has
〈p2/m〉 = 〈mgq〉, which is the result one would expect from the virial theo-
rem for a particle falling under constant gravity. One notices that for λ 6= 0,
the virial theorem [eqn (40)] doesn’t appear as if it presents a relationship
between the time-averages of energies. This is because in this case p is not
the mechanical momentum of the particle. On the other hand, if one were
to use a Lagrangian framework as will be done in subsection-(4.2), then the
corresponding virial theorem would indeed relate the time-averaged kinetic
and potential energies.
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3.3 Forced oscillator

In subsection-(3.1), we considered the case of a particle acted upon by a
damping force proportional to its velocity. We will now consider the case of
a forced oscillator where a periodic forcing continues to drive the motion as
T → ∞. For this, we require a contact Hamiltonian function of the following
form

h =
p2

2m
+

mω2q2

2
+ γs− qF(t), (41)

where γ > 0 and F(t) is the external periodic force.

Let us notice that the contact Hamiltonian is now explicitly time-dependent.
Therefore, we use the machinery discussed in subsection-(2.4) to describe
the dynamics. Following the previous treatments, and with the identifica-
tion G = qp, one can reproduce after time-averaging, eqn (25) describing
the generalized virial theorem.

Let us consider the case where F(t) = F0 cos(Ωt), where F0 and Ω are
positive constants. The equations of motion are

ṫ = 1, (42)

q̇ =
p

m
, (43)

ṗ = −γp−mω2q + F0 cos(Ωt), (44)

ṡ =
p2

2m
−

mω2q2

2
− γs+ qF0 cos(Ωt). (45)

The second and third equations above describe the damped and forced os-
cillator. Subsequently, eqn (25) gives

〈

p2

2m

〉

=

〈

mω2q2

2

〉

−
1

2

〈

q
[

− γp+ F0 cos(Ωt)
]〉

, (46)

where the right-hand side contains two terms: the first one is the usual
potential energy contribution from the ‘spring’, while the second one is due
to the non-potential force and is of the type − 〈r·F〉

2 as in eqn (1).

3.4 Brownian oscillator

We consider the case of Brownian motion wherein, a single particle of mass
m is immersed in a fluid where it experiences both random collisions from
the fluid particles and a viscous drag. Furthermore, there is a harmonic
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trap in which the particle moves. The random force η(t) is termed as ‘noise’
which has the following statistical properties:

〈η(t)〉 = 0, 〈η(t)η(t′)〉 = 2mγkBTδ(t− t′), (47)

where T is the absolute temperature. In order to describe it in the frame-
work of time-dependent contact Hamiltonian dynamics [subsection-(2.4)],
we consider a contact Hamiltonian function of the form given in eqn (41)
with F(t) = η(t). The resulting equations of motion are

ṫ = 1, (48)

q̇ =
p

m
, (49)

ṗ = −γp−mω2q + η(t), (50)

ṡ =
p2

2m
−

mω2q2

2
− γs+ qη(t). (51)

Eqns (49) and (50) can be combined to give the famous Langevin equation

q̈ + γq̇ + ω2q = η(t). (52)

The Brownian particle follows a zig-zag trajectory (in one dimension, the
particle can go either left or right, but the ‘zig-zag’ nature remains un-
changed). In this situation eqn (25) gives

〈

p2

2m

〉

=

〈

mω2q2

2

〉

−
1

2

〈

q
[

− γp+ η(t)
]〉

. (53)

If one solves the Langevin equation [54, 55], then using the solution (q(t), p(t)),
it can be shown that 〈q(−γp+ η(t))〉 = 0, where one uses eqns (47) describ-
ing the statistical properties of the noise. This gives the result that the
time-averaged kinetic and potential energies of the Brownian oscillator are
equal. Moreover, using the solution (q(t), p(t)) and eqns (47), one can show
that they are equal to kBT/2, in accordance with the classical equipartition
theorem.

3.5 Gierer–Meinhardt system

The dynamics of the autocatalytic Gierer–Meinhardt system [56] can be
obtained via conformal as well as contact Hamiltonian dynamics [11, 57].
To recall, on a symplectic manifold (Ms, ω), a conformal vector field Xa

H

associated with some Hamiltonian H ∈ C∞(Ms,R) for some constant a ∈ R

12



is one which gives £Xa
H
ω = aω. For a 6= 0, this corresponds to canonical,

but not strictly canonical, transformations [53]. The particular case a = 0
gives a genuine Hamiltonian vector field XH which is volume preserving.
We shall consider exact symplectic manifolds, i.e. for which ω is exact, or
equivalently, one has ω = dθ. Then, it is easy to verify that the vector field
Xa

H satisfies
ιXa

H
ω = dH + aθ. (54)

Let us define a vector field Z which satisfies ιZω = θ. Since £XH
ω = 0

and £Zω = ω, one has £XH+aZ = aω thereby indicating that one can write
Xa

H = XH + aZ [53].

The Gierer–Meinhardt system is associated with the dynamical equa-
tions

ẋ =
A

B + y
− Cx, ẏ = Dx−Ky, (55)

where A,B,C,D,K are constants. If one considers a two-dimensional sym-
plectic phase space Ms = T ∗

R ≅ R
2 with ω = dx ∧ dy, then eqns (55)

can arise as the equations whose solutions are the integral curves of the

conformal vector field X
−(C+K)
H and the associated Hamiltonian function

reads

H = A ln(B + y)−
Dx2

2
− Cxy. (56)

More explicitly, the equations of motion are obtained from H given above
as

ẋ =
∂H

∂y
, ẏ = −

∂H

∂x
− (C +K)y. (57)

The dynamics of the Gierer–Meinhardt system can be equivalently described
using contact Hamiltonian dynamics (see also [57]) if we consider an ex-
tended phase space Mc = T ∗

R×R ≅ R
3 with a contact form η = dz − ydx.

The appropriate choice of contact Hamiltonian is

h = A ln(B + y)−
Dx2

2
+C(z − xy) +Kz, (58)

which implies that the contact equations give eqns (55) and additionally, an
equation of motion for z:

ż = A

[

y

B + y
− ln(B + y)

]

+
Dx2

2
− (C +K)z. (59)
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Geometrically, one may say that the Gierer–Meinhardt dynamics on the
two-dimensional phase space Ms = T ∗

R is a projection of Xh defined on the
three-dimensional space Mc = T ∗

R× R. This is true in a more general set-
ting: Consider an exact symplectic manifold (Ms, ω) as a codimension one
submanifold of a contact manifold (Mc, η) such that locally, Mc = Ms × R

wherein, for the inclusion map Φ : Ms 7→ Mc, one has θ = Φ∗η, where θ
is the symplectic potential on Ms. Then, any conformal vector field Xa

H in
(Ms, ω) with H ∈ C∞(Ms,R) can be obtained as a projection of a contact
vector field Xh on (Mc, η) for h ∈ C∞(Mc, η) where, h := H−as with s ∈ R.

Since the system being considered at present is not a mechanical system,
there is no obvious identification of the virial G. Nevertheless, putting G =
xy in analogy with a mechanical system gives rise to the equality

〈(

1 +
B

y

)−1〉

+ α〈x2〉 = β〈xy〉, (60)

where α = D
A

and β = C+K
A

. Eqn (60) can be termed as the virial theorem
for the Gierer–Meinhardt system.

4 Contact Lagrangian framework

We will, for the sake of completeness, derive a generalized virial theorem
in the contact Lagrangian framework [19, 20]. Consider the bundle π :
TQ×R → Q and a Lagrangian function L : TQ×R → R. On TQ, one has
the usual endomorphism S which can be naturally extended to TQ×R and
in a local coordinate chart (qi, q̇i, s) one has

S = dqi ⊗
∂

∂q̇i
. (61)

The local coordinates are such that (qi, q̇i) are the coordinates on TQ: qi are
the coordinates on Q and q̇i are the fiber coordinates, whereas, s is a global
coordinate in R. One may now construct a one-form θL as θL := S∗(dL) so
that

ηL = ds− θL = ds−
∂L

∂q̇i
dqi (62)

defines a contact form, meaning that ηL∧ (dηL)
n 6= 0, provided L is regular,

i.e. the matrix W with elements Wij =
∂2L

∂q̇i∂q̇j
is invertible. The Reeb vector
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field ξL is defined via the conditions ηL(ξL) = 1 and ιξLdηL = 0, taking the
following form in local coordinates:

ξL =
∂

∂s
−W ij ∂2L

∂q̇j∂s

∂

∂q̇i
, (63)

whereW ij are the matrix elements of the inverse ofW , i.e. W−1 which exists
due to the regularity of L. Now, the energy function EL : TQ × R → R is
defined as EL = ∆(L)− L, where ∆ is the natural extension to TQ× R of
the Liouville vector field ∆ = q̇i ∂

∂q̇i
on TQ. This means

EL = q̇i
∂L

∂q̇i
− L. (64)

We have mentioned all the ingredients required to describe contact La-
grangian dynamics on TQ × R. Corresponding to L, we define a vector
field XL which satisfies

ηL(XL) = −EL, ιXL
dηL = dEL − (£ξLEL)ηL, (65)

and is therefore, a contact Hamiltonian vector field associated with the en-
ergy function EL. One has the following local expression for XL:

XL = L
∂

∂s
+ q̇i

∂

∂qi
+W ik

(

∂L

∂qk
−

∂2L

∂qj∂q̇k
q̇j−L

∂2L

∂s∂q̇k
+

∂L

∂s

∂L

∂q̇k

)

∂

∂q̇j
. (66)

It follows that the integral curves of the vector field XL satisfy the general-
ized Euler-Lagrange equations obtained by Herglotz in 1930 via a variational
principle [39] (see also [20]).

We shall now discuss the generalized virial theorem in the Lagrangian
setting. To summarize the above discussion, given any configuration space
Q, a regular Lagrangian L : TQ×R induces a contact structure on TQ×R

with a contact form ηL defined in eqn (62). The energy function is defined
as in eqn (64) and corresponding to the Lagrangian L one may define a
dynamical vector field XL via the conditions given in eqns (65) whose local
expression is eqn (66). The solutions of this contact Lagrangian problem
solve the generalized Euler-Lagrange equations of Herglotz.

Theorem 2. Consider a contact Lagrangian system with some L : TQ ×
R → R such that XL is the dynamical vector field. Then, the following result
holds:

〈XL(G)〉 = 0, (67)

where G := mq̇iqi is the virial and 〈·〉 denotes time-average.
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Proof - For a contact Lagrangian system, the dynamical vector field is
XL which means the dynamics of any function f : TQ × R → R is given
by XL(f). If φL

t be the flow generated by XL where t is time, then φL
t

commutes with XL and therefore

d

dt
(φL∗

t f) = XL(φ
L∗
t f) = φL∗

t (XL(f)). (68)

Taking time-average with T → ∞ therefore gives 〈XL(f)〉 = 0 where we
have assumed that f remains bounded in its time evolution. Thereafter,
picking f = G (the virial) gives eqn (67) which can be interpreted as a gen-
eralized virial theorem in the contact Lagrangian framework. For a system
with several generalized coordinates, one picks G = mij q̇

iqj where mij is a
suitable mass matrix which is symmetric by definition3. In the simple case
of a one-particle system undergoing translational motion, mij = mδij, where
m is the mass of the particle and δij is the Kronecker delta.

It should be remarked that the result 〈XL(f)〉 = 0 is true for any function
f that remains bounded in its time evolution but the choice f = G gives
rise to an appropriate virial theorem. Below, we consider two examples.

4.1 Damped oscillator

Consider the one-dimensional damped oscillator whose Hamiltonian formal-
ism was discussed in subsection-(3.1). The associated contact Lagrangian is
of the form

L =
mq̇2

2
−

mω2q2

2
− γs. (69)

Then, the dynamical vector field [eqn (66)] becomes

XL = L
∂

∂s
+ q̇

∂

∂q
−

(

ω2q + γq̇
) ∂

∂q̇
, (70)

which means the equations of motion are ṡ = L and,

q̈ = −
(

ω2q + γq̇
)

. (71)

3The mass matrix generalizes the notion of mass. For pure translational motion, it is
typically a diagonal matrix with the masses of the particles appearing as diagonal entries.
For rotational motion, it corresponds to the moment of inertia tensor, and therefore its
components may depend upon {qi}. The mass matrix is symmetric because the kinetic
energy is defined as K = 1

2
mij q̇

iq̇j .
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If we identify G = mq̇q, then the generalized virial theorem [eqn (67)] gives

〈

mq̇2

2

〉

=

〈

mω2q2

2

〉

+
1

2
〈mγqq̇〉. (72)

Thus, the term on the left-hand side gives the time-averaged kinetic energy
while the first term on the right-hand side gives the time-averaged spring
potential energy. The second term on the right-hand side is of the form
− 〈r·F〉

2 appearing in eqn (1) where F is the non-potential frictional force
F = −mγq̇.

4.2 Parachute equation

We will consider another example, namely the parachute equation whose
Hamiltonian formalism was discussed in subsection-(3.2). The following
Lagrangian describes the dynamics [19]:

L =
mq̇2

2
−

mg

2λ

(

e2λq − 1
)

+ 2λq̇s (73)

for which simple manipulations show that the dynamical vector field is

XL = L
∂

∂s
+ q̇

∂

∂q
+ (λq̇2 − g)

∂

∂q̇
. (74)

The equations of motion give rise to eqn (39) describing the acceleration of
a particle of mass m which falls under gravity through a fluid leading to a
drag force quadratic in velocity. For this case, identifying G = mq̇q, the
generalized virial theorem [eqn (67)] gives

〈

mq̇2

2

〉

=
1

2
〈mgq〉 −

1

2
〈mλqq̇2〉, (75)

wherein the first term on the right-hand side describes the time-averaged
gravitational potential energy (with an overall 1/2 factor) while the second

term consistently gives − 〈r·F〉
2 for the non-potential quadratic drag force

F = mλq̇2.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we studied the generalized virial theorem for contact Hamilto-
nian dynamics and discussed various examples including mechanical systems
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with dissipation. Although the result comes out to be distinct from that ob-
tained earlier specific to symplectic Hamiltonian vector fields, it is found
to give consistent results for mechanical systems. It also follows that if the
contact Hamiltonian is independent of s, i.e. ξ(h) = 0, then the generalized
virial theorem obtained here reduces to that for a symplectic Hamiltonian
system [8, 9, 10, 11], where the phase space is a codimension one symplectic
submanifold of the contact manifold we started with. Subsequently, we stud-
ied the generalized virial theorem for a contact Lagrangian system where a
regular Lagrangian L : TQ × R → R leads to a contact form on TQ × R.
Two mechanical examples, namely particle motion under linear dissipation
and motion under quadratic drag were discussed.

There are several avenues for future developments. It would be nice to
develop an understanding of the generalized virial theorem in the context of
thermodynamics, given that contact Hamiltonian systems describe thermo-
dynamic transformations, both reversible [31] (see also [46] and references
therein) and irreversible [36, 37, 38]. Moreover, it would be interesting to
study a quantum version of the generalized virial theorem specific to contact
manifolds where dissipation is inbuilt. For instance, in [18] the possibility
of a ‘contact Schrödinger equation’ was suggested which could describe cer-
tain dissipative quantum systems such as the Schrödinger-Langevin equation
[58, 59]. It would therefore be very interesting to generalize the results of
this paper to quantum mechanical situations, particularly to those involving
open systems. We hope such issues will be reported on, in the future.
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[9] J. F. Cariñena, I. Gheorghiu, E. Mart́ınez and P. Santos, Conformal
Killing vector fields and a virial theorem, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 47,
465206 (2014).
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[11] J. F. Cariñena, A. Ghose-Choudhury and P. Guha, Generalized virial
theorem for the Liénard-type systems, Pramana 84, 373–385 (2015).

[12] H. Goldstein, C. Poole and J. Safko, Classical Mechanics, 3rd ed.,
Addison-Wesley (2001).

[13] V. I. Arnold, Mathematical Methods of Classical Mechanics, Graduate
Texts in Mathematics, vol. 60 (2nd ed.), New York: Springer-Verlag
(1989).

[14] H. Geiges, An Introduction to Contact Topology , Cambridge University
Press (2008).

[15] V. I. Arnold, Singularities of Caustics and Wave Fronts, Springer
Netherlands (1990).

[16] Y. Eliashberg, Invariants in contact topology, Proceedings of the Inter-
national Congress of Mathematicians. Vol. 2. (1998).

19



[17] M. de León and C. Sardón, Cosymplectic and contact structures for
time-dependent and dissipative Hamiltonian systems, J. Phys. A: Math.
Theor. 50, 255205 (2017).

[18] A. Bravetti, H. Cruz and D. Tapias, Contact Hamiltonian Mechanics,
Ann. Phys. 376, 17-39 (2017).
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