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Abstract

The higher order bundles defined by an affine bundle E and a vector pseudo-
field on E are investigated this paper. The acceleration bundles become non-
trivial examples which motivate the above extension. Moreover, the main ideas
of our construction can be used as well in other cases.

Using affine bundles, a dual theory between Lagrangians and Hamiltoni-
ans (via Legendre transformations) is considered. A canonical way to induce a
Hamiltonian on an affine subbundle is given, too.

Mathematics Subject Classification: 14R25, 44A15, 70505
Key words: higher order geometry, Lagrangian, Hamiltonian, Legendre transforma-
tion, affine subbundle

Using the bundles of accelerations, a theory of higher order Finsler and Lagrange
spaces was developped in [15, 10], but a dual theory of higher order Hamilton spaces
was recentely studied [12, 16]. In this paper we investigate the possibility to use
these ideas in a more general setting. We perform a recursive definition of higher
order bundles defined by an affine bundle E and a vector pseudo-field on E. The
acceleration bundles are particular cases, but the ideas can be used in many other
cases (for example in the case of the non-holonomic spaces, which will be done in
a subsequent paper). Using affine bundles, a dual theory between lagrangians and
hamiltonians (via Legendre transformations) is considered. A canonical way to induce
a hamiltonian on an affine subbundle is also given, solving a problem from [17, 11]
concerning the possibility to induce an hamiltonian on a submanifold in an intrinsic
way.

1 Basic constructions on affine bundles

A surjective submersion E = M is usually called a fibered manifold. A morphism of

the fibered manifolds ' > M’ and E = M is a couple (fo, f), where M’ 19 M and

L E satisfy the condition wo f = foon’ (i.e. f sends fibers to fibers); it is also
said that f is an fy-morphism of fibered manifolds. Using local calculus, the change
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rules of the local coordinates are: z¢ = #(27) on M and #* = z¢(27), g* = y*(a, y*)
on the total space F.

An affine bundle E = M is a fibered manifold in which the change rules of the
local coordinates on E have the form

(1) T =1'(ad), §* =gy’ +v* ().

An affine section in the bundle F is a differentiable map M - E such that mos = idy;
and its local components change according to the rule 5*(z*) = g§ (/)" (¢7) 40 (7).
The set of affine sections is denoted by I'(E) and it is an affine module over F(M),
ie. for every fi,...,f, € F(M) such that fi +---+ f, =1 and s1,...,s, € I'(E),
then fisi+---+ fpsp € I'(E), where the affine combination is taken at every point of
the base. Using a partition of unity on the base M it can be easily proved that every
affine bundle allows an affine section.

A vector bundle E 5 M can be canonically associated with the affine bundle E 5
M. More precisely, using local coordinates, the coordinates change on E following the
rules 7t = 7t (27), 2% = 95 (27)2%, when the coordinates on F change according to the
formulas (1).

Some examples of affine bundles are given below.

1) Every vector bundle is an affine bundle, called a central affine bundle. In this
case v (z7) = 0.

2) Consider an affine bundle E. If an affine section is given in I'(E), then one can
consider a central affine structure on E. Thus the manifolds F and E are diffeomorphic
and the diffeomorphism depends only on the affine section.

3) The second acceleration bundle T7® M of the manifold M is an affine bundle
over T M = T'M, having as local coordinates (z*, 37, y(?)) which change according
to the rules

=1

o o 1 9279
= gi(al), g = 2y gk 2 0 e L Oy )

OxP ’ ozr? + 2 QPO 4

4) The acceleration bundle of order k of a manifold M, denoted by T (F)M, can
be defined inductively as an affine bundle over T*~1) M. The construction is quite
technical and we do not need it here in the sequel. Notice that in general the manifold
T®) M is considered as a bundle over M [10, 12], but here we regard T®*) M as an
affine bundle over T(-=1 M.

Let ker 7, = VE — E be the vertical vector bundle of F and I'(V E) be the module
of vertical sections. The local coordinates on V E have the form (z°,y%, Y”) and change
according to the rules &' = z'(27), §* = g§(a7)y? 4+ v*(27) and Y* = g§(a7)Y".

A Liouville type section is a vertical section S € I'(V E) which has the local form
S(x?, y*) = y* + (). The change rules of the local functions S¢ are S%(z7, ") =
95(x")SP(x7,y7). Taking into account the forms of 5% and S, it follows that §* +
t(z7) = g§(a") (y* +1t*(a7)). Since §* = g§(z')y” +v*(z?), it follows that —*(z7) =
—93 (%)t (z7) +v*(27), thus the local functions (—#°(27)) are the local components of
a global section from I'(E). Conversely, for a global section s € T'(E) having the local
components (s*(z7)), the local functions (y® —s*(z7)) on E are the local components
of a Liouville type section. Thus we have proved the following result.
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Proposition 1.1 Every Liouville type section in I'(VE) defines an affine section in
I'(E) and conversely. A one to one correspondence between the Liouville type sections
in T(VE) and the affine sections in T'(E) follows.

The set of Liouville type sections in I'(V E) is non-void since every affine bundle
allows affine sections. It is easy to see that the set of Liouville type sections is an
affine module over F(M).

An example of an affine section which defines a Liouville type section can be con-
structed using the affine bundle T M — T M defined by the second order acceler-
ation bundle T® M of a manifold M and the local coefficients {N*(z*,3')} of a non-
linear connection on 7™ M. The local functions s (z?, y(1N7) = — Nj (¥, y(D7)y(DF
are the local components of an affine section on T® M. Indeed, since the local coef-
ficients of the non-linear connection change according the rule

ozt ox 1, 0%

Ni(zP g9 2 — N’?PQ,,P i
k'(x Y )8$J 8.’13k ](x 7y) 2y 8.’17138.1']7

the assertion follows easily. This affine section defines a Liouville type section on the
vertical bundle of the affine bundle T M — TM M.

More generally, a non-linear connection on 7*~1 M defines a section on the affine
bundle T®") M using the dual coefficients, as in [12]. This affine section defines a
Liouville type section on the vertical bundle of the affine bundle T¢~=Y A — T®) AL,

2 Vector pseudo-fields and iterated affine bundles

Consider a fibered manifold £ 5 M and an atlas on E, which corresponds to an atlas
on M, i.e. if (z') are coordinates on M on an open domain W C M, then there are
coordinates of the form (z%,y®) on an open domain U C E, n(U) = W. We say that
the atlas on F is adapted. In the case when the fibered manifold is locally trivial, then
U = 7=1(W) (for example it is the case of an affine bundle or of a vector bundle). A
vector pseudo-field on E is an association of a local vector field I'y € X (U) with every
domain U of the given atlas on E, such that I'y(y®) = 0 and for every two domains
U and U, which have the coordinates (z,y®) and (#’, %) respectively, then on the
intersection U N U we have T'y(2?) = Iy (%) and Ty (z¢) = Ty (2Y). It is easy to see
that the change rule on the interesection U N U is

0
2 I's=1y -1 Tl a—
( ) U U U(y )aya
—i a _q a e a

Conversely, it can be proved that the association of a local vector field 'y € X'(U)
with the domain U, such that the condition (2) holds on the intersection U N U, then
a vector pseudofield is obtained.

Some examples of vector pseudo-fields are given below.
1) Let E 5 M be a fibered manifold and X € X (M) be a vector field on the base

.0 .
M. If the vector field X has the local form X = X’L(m])ﬁ e X(W) (X" are real
x
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0 0
functions on W and { } are vector fields on W), then I'y = X*(a7)

ox oxt
_ 0
is a vector pseudo-field (X are real functions on U C 7= 1(W) and {} are vector

ox?
fields on U).
2) Let E = TWM — M be the tangent bundle. Considering some local coordi-

e X(W)

. : .0
nates (z*,417) on an open set U ¢ T M, then T'y = y(mm € X(U) defines a
x
vector pseudo-field.

3) The above example 2) can be extended. Let T®) M — T*=D M be the affine
bundle defined by the total space of the acceleration bundle of order k. Then the

.0
e (k)j__ 2 S
+--+ky By 17 defines a vector

0 .
_ i Y (2)3
local vector field I' = y B +2y By (D3

pseudo-field on T*) M considered in [10].

4) Let E 5 M be a fibered manifold, D : VE — 7M be a m-morphism of
vector bundles and Y € X(VE) be a vertical vector field. Using local coordinates,

Y = Yo‘(xj,ya)% € X(VE) and

(X" are local real local functions on VE and {881} are local vector fields on M).
x
oo , 0
Then T'y = Dg(xj,yﬁ)Y“(st,y/B)@ € X(U) defines a vector pseudo-field (here

{;xl} are local vector fields on F).

5)If E L M is a vector bundle, then a particular case of the previous example

can be considered using the vertical vector field Y = y*—— (called the Lioville vector

oy®
o 0
field). Then the vector pseudo-field has the form I'yy = Dg(xj,yﬁ)y“ﬁ e X(U).
x

6) The previous examples can be extended considering on a fibered manifold
E S M an horizontal d-vector field X, i.e. X is defined by its local compo-
nents {X*(x7,y*)} which change on the intersection of two domains of coordi-

T oo
jXJ (27,y%). For every connection in the
x

fibered manifold (i.e. a left splitting C' of the inclusion VE — TE) which has

the local coefficients {N&(x7,9y%)} (i.e. C has the local form (2%, y, X;,Y?) S

(z%,y*, YP + Xijﬁ(xi,yO‘))), then there is a global vector field X on E which is

- o 5 5 0 , 0 5
locally defined by X = X’(xl,y“)@, where il Nf(xl,ya)w (X is a
horizontal vector field, which is a section in the horizontal vector bundle of C'). Then

o 0
I'y = Xl(w%yﬁ)? € X(U) defines a vector pseudo-field on E.
x

nates following the rule X%(z7,y%) =
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Proposition 2.1 If E 5 M is an affine bundle and T is a vector pseudo-field on E,
then there is an affine bundle E' 5 E and a vector pseudo-field I” on E’ such that
the couple (E',T") is canonically associated with the couple (E,T).

Proof. We assume that the local coordinates change on F according to the formulas
(1) and we define the change rule of the coordinates on E’ by

Pty 27) = g8(a") " + T(7P).

Let us show that E’ L E is an affine bundle. Consider some new coordinates
(?ja,?ﬂ) which change according to the rules ' = 7' (27), ¥ = gg(ﬂ)gﬁ +0%(z7),
thus z° = go ()2 + [(7”). We have to express the link between the coordi-
nates (Ei,ﬁa,gﬁ ) and (z¢,y®, 2%) respectively on the intersection of their domains.
The link between the couples of coordinates (z?,y®) and (Ei,ﬂa) respectively is
=7 (29), 7" = ﬁg (27)yB +0" (27), where Eg = gggg and 7% = ggvﬁ+@“. We denote
by I and T the local form of the given vector pseudo-field on E on the domains of the

coordinates (z?,y®) and (z', §*) respectively. We have z° = gi(zhzy +T@"H =7" =

2@ (93 ()2’ + D) +T(F) = 55 2° + g0 (5") +T(F"). But gfT(5") +T(F") =
_ 0y _ 8 —a _
gﬁr(gv) + I‘(gj ) —T'(g") 831 (g ). We have proved that 7 = 9520 + F(gﬁ), thus

o 0 0 0
E' — FE is an affine bundle. We define I' = T"(2")— 42— =T+ 24—
oz’ oy™ y®

on ©'~1(U), where U is the domain of I' (and also the domain of the coordi-
nates (z%,y)). We have to check that this assignment defines a vector pseudo-
field on E’. Indeed, I''(2*) = 0 and on the intersection of two domains in E' we

have: T'(a) = Do) = D) = D) D(@) = I() + 200 = () =
Y

F@) = P T = = and T = 00 + 255 = 042 = ')

T (7% = (7% —aya_—a_ —a o, B _ 8a ’

I'(y*) =T'(y )+Z”@—Z =T(5") + 952" =T(5") + 2° a7 =I'(z*). O

The previous result allows to obtain the higher order manifold E", n > 1 and
EW = E, defined by a couple (E,T"), where E = M is an affine bundle (particularly
E can be a vector bundle) and T' is a vector pseudo-field on E. The manifold E™ is
obtained inductively from E(™~1) using the above Proposition.

An important particular case is obtained when F = TM and I is the vector
pseudo-field defined by the Liouville d-vector field, viewed as a horizontal d-vector

0
field (in local coordinates I' = y 8—) In this case E(™ = T M is the total space
izt

of the acceleration bundle of order &, studied for example in [14, 15, 10, 16].

More generally, any horizontal vector field on an affine bundle E = M defines
a vector pseudo-field on F, thus it allows iterations. For example, if E 5 M is a
vector bundle and E % TM is a vector bundle map (called an anchor), then a
horizontal vector field X on E can be defined using the formula X*(z7, y*) = y*p’ (27).
Particularly, p can be the inclusion morphism of a vector subbundle of T M, defined
by a non-necessarily integrable distribution, i.e. a non-holonomic space. This case is
of particular interest and will be studied in a subsequent paper.
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3 The Legendre and Legendre* transformations on
affine bundles

Let E be an affine bundle. A lagrangian on E is a differentiable function L : E — R.
In particular if E is a vector bundle, it can be viewed as a central affine bundle.

If the affine bundle F is a fibered manifold on an other base £ — M, such that a
global section sg : My — FE is given, then a lagrangian L : E — R is admissible if it
is globally continuous and smooth on E = E\ so(M;). An (admissible) lagrangian is

0*L
dyy’
the vertical hessian defines a (pseudo)metric structure on the fibers of the vertical
bundle VE (or VE if the lagrangian is admissible).

An interesting example follows when M is a manifold and T M — TMW M is the
affine bundle on T3 M. A lagrangian of second order is defined by L(?) : T M — R.
Then TWM — M is the tangent bundle and T*) M — M becomes the acceleration
bundle of order two, which allows the ”null” section so : M — T2 M. Thus an allowed
lagrangian of order two is continuous on T® M and smooth on T M\sy(M). For
every k > 1, the "null” section sg : M — T'®) M of the acceleration bundle of order k,
TH M — M, is defined in an analogous way and the admissible lagrangians of order
k > 1 are considered in [10, 12].

If E — M is an affine bundle, then we have denoted by E — M the vector bundle
canonically associated with F, which can be regarded as a central affine bundle. We
denote by E* — M its dual vector bundle. A hamiltonian defined by E is a lagrangian
H : E* — R defined on the central affine bundle E*.

If L: F — R is a lagrangian, then the Legendre transformation is theLﬁbered man-
x', W(xl, y*)). It
is easy to see that if L is a non-degenerate lagrangian, then £ is a global diffeomor-
phism. Considering a non-degenerate and allowed lagrangian, then we can infer that
L is a local diffeomorphism.

The Legendre transformation defines an £-morphism of the vertical vector bundles

VE — VE* (called the vertical Legendre morphism) and expressed in local coordi-
2

- 0L , . 0°L :
il X " Yﬁ i,

non-degenerate if the vertical Hessian ( of L is non-degenerate. In this case

ifold map £ : E — E* defined in local coordinates by (z¢, y*) £ (

nates by (z,y®, Y?) — (

Theorem 3.1 Let s : M — FE be an affine section and L : E — R be a non-
degenerate lagrangian.

Then there is a hamiltonian H : E* — R defined by L and s such that the vertical
Legendre morphism is an isometry and the vertical hessian of H does not depend on
the section s.

Proof. Let (z°) 2 (s%(x?)) be the local form of the section s. According to Proposition
1.1 the section s defines a Liouville section S : E — V FE given in local coordinates
by (2%, y%) 5, (z',y*,y* — s*(z")). Since L is non-degenerate it means that £ is a
diffeomorphism, thus consider H = L™ : E* — F and denote by S = SoH:E* — VE.
Notice that H has the local form

i L i
(z',pa) = (', HP (2", pa)),
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where
OL

ay°

Differentiating the first formula, we obtain:

, oL . .
(', y*) =vy" and —(xﬂHB(xl,pa)):p.y.

Y (At
(! 5

0?L ; 0OHY ., OL

I ¥ e i 2, o —

Substituting 7 = H" (2%, ps) we also have

0?L OH"

ayaay—y (xia Hv(xiaPG))%(xivpe) = 6&[3'

(4)

Then S has the form (z°,pq) LA (2%, HP (2%, pa), HY (2%, pa) — 87 (2%)). We define
H : E* — R using the formula

(5) H(xi,pa) = Pa (Ha(zi,pa) - so‘(xi)) - L(a:i,HV(xi,pa)).

It is easy to see that H is globally defined on E*. In order to prove that the vertical
hessian of H is non-degenerate and also that the vertical bundle morphism is an
isometry, it suffices to prove that

OH? ) oL? !
xza .~ ($z7y5) = (x17y6) .
9paOps oy dy~0yP
This can be obtained by a straightforward computation, as follows. Using formula (3),
oH , . .
we obtain a—(xz, pg) = H*(2*,pa), then using the relations (4) and (3), the above
Pa

formula follows. It is easy to see that the vertical hessian of the hamiltonian does not
depend on the section s. O

If the lagrangian L is admissible and non-degenerate, then it is possible that the
differentiability of L misses on so(Mp). Then H is differentiable on L£(FE\so(Mp)).

An inverse construction is performed in the sequel. Starting from a hamiltonian
(i.e. a lagrangian on E£*), a lagrangian on E can be constructed.

Given a hamiltonian H : E* — R and a section s of E, the Legendre* transfor-
mation is the fibered manifold morphism H : E* — FE defined by the local formula

) . OH , , )
(2", pa) i (z*, a—(xz,pa)—i—sﬂ(mz)). If the hamiltonian is regular, then the Legendre*
Ps
transformation is a diffeomorphism.

The Legendre® transformation defines an H-morphism of the vertical vector bun-
dles VE* — VE (called the vertical Legendre* morphism) and expressed in local

2H .
T ,Pa))-
5psop o)

coordinates by (z',pqa, Pg) — (2, 2—(1”,170‘) + 7 (2%, YP
Ps

Theorem 3.2 Let s : M — E be an affine section and H : E* — R be a non-
degenerate hamiltonian.

Then there is a lagrangian L : E — R on E such that the vertical Legendre*
morphism is an isometry and the vertical hessian of L does not depend on the section
s.
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Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem 3.1. In fact we reverse the
order of H and L in the construction of H in the formula (5). We denote by £ =
H~!': E — E* the inverse of the Legendre* transformation. It has the local form

(¢!, y*) 5 (2%, Ly(a", y)), where

. , OH . A .
(2", pa) + 57 (2')) = py and ——(2', La(2’,y*)) + 87 (") = y".

. OH
L, (z', —
’Y( 8]77

6])5
We define H : E* — R using the formula
(6) L(a',y*) = La(a',y*) (y* — s*(a")) — H(a", L, (2", y)).

The proof follows in the same manner as the proof of Theorem 3.1. O

4 Induced hamiltonians on affine subbundles

Besides the theory of Lagrange and Finsler submanifolds, which is studied by many
authors, (see the Bibliography), an attempt to study the Hamilton submanifolds is
performed in [17, 11], using an arbitrary section of the natural projection of the
cotangent bundles. Here we show that there is a distinguished section, which depends
only on the Hamiltonian. It solves a problem from [17, 11], concerning the possibility
to induce in an intrinsic way a hamiltonian on a submanifold.

If E 5 M is an affine bundle then an affine subbundle of E is a affine bundle

E' T M’ such that E' C FE and M’ C M are submanifolds, 7’ is the restriction of 7
and the affine structure on the fibers of E’ is induced by the affine structure on the
fibers of E. We denote by ¢ : M/ — M and I : E/ — E the submanifold inclusions.
We consider also a section s : M — E which restricts to a section s’ : M’ — E’. The
existence of the section s is assured by the fact that M’ C M is closed and every
section s’ : M’ — E’ can be extended to a section s using a suitable partition of unity
on M.

There are some local coordinates (z") on M’ and (z*,y*) on E’ which extend
to local coordinates (z¢) = (z%,2%) on M and (2%,y%) = (z%, 2% y%,y*) on E’ re-
spectively, such that the points in M’ and in E’ are characterized by the conditions

g% =0 and 2" = y® = O respectively. (4,4, k,... = I,m, m=dim M, u,v,... =1,m/,
U, 0,... €m' +1,m, m’ =dimM’, a,,7,... = 1,n, n is the dimension of fibers of
E, a,b,...=1,n/,a,b,... €n/ + 1,n, n’ is the dimension of fibers of E’)

We consider also local coordinates (z*,p,) on E’ and (2%, pa) = (2%, 2%, pa, Pa)
on E*, which are adapted to the vector bundle structures and to the submanifolds

structures. The local form of the sections s’ and s are (z%) > (x%,s%(x%,0)) and
(z% 2%y y®) 5 (z%, 2", s (x, 2%), s%(x%, %)), where s%(2%, 0) = 0.

, . OH
The local form of the Legendre* transformation H is (z*, p,) — (27, 8—(;1:’“, pg)+
Pa

, OH
s%(x")), and we denote a—(xk7pg) = H(2"*,ps). The local forms of the inclusions
Pa _ _
i: M — M, I : E — E and of the canonical projection I* : E* — E’* are
(%) 5 (2,0, (z%,y) — (z*,0,y*,0) and (2%, 2%, pa,pa) — (2%, pa) respectively.
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Let H : E* — R be a regular hamiltonian, thus the Legendre* transformation
H : E* — E is a diffecomorphism. We denote by (z%,y®) — (%, Lg(z?,y*)) the local
form of £ =H"1: E — E*, the inverse of the Legendre* transformation.

We have that WE’ = L o I(E') is a submanifold of E*.

Proposition 4.1 The restriction of I* to WM/, I"‘WM, : WM’ — E™ is a diffeo-
morphism.

Proof. We have: £ is a diffeomorphism, I* is a surjective submersion and [ is an
injective immersion. The local form of I* o Lo I is (z%,y%) — (2%, Kp(z*,0,9%,0)),
thus it is a local diffeomorphism. In fact I* o £ o I is a diffeomorphism, since it sends
the fibre E! in the fibre E/ for every z € M’ and L is a diffeomorphism when it is
restricted to the fiber, thus I}, 5, is also a diffeomorphism. O

Taking into account of tLe local form of the Legendre* transformation and of
the local coordinates, it follows that the points of the submanifold WE’ have as
coordinates (z%,0, pa, Qa(7%,p,)) in E*, where

0H , , u
(7) 6pd (x 707pa7QE(x 7pa)) = 0

Differentiating this equation with respect to p,, we get:
0’H 0’H  0Q;
OpaOpa  OpyOpa  Opa

0’H
3pa3pﬂ
degenerate; if this condition holds, we say that the Hamiltonian is non-degenerate
along the affine subbundle E’ (notice that this condition automatically holds when
the vertical hessian of the Hamiltonian defines a positive quadratic form). Considering
the inverse h=! = (h,;) it follows that

0Qy
Opa

is non-

Denoting by h*? = , we suppose that the matrix h = (hal_’)

a,b=n’'+1,n

a,b=n'+1,n’

= —h"%hg.

(8)

Denote by I = Iﬁ;,}g, : B’ — WE' C E*. Using the above constructions, we
obtain the following result.

Theorem 4.1 The map I is a section of I* which depends only on H.

We define H = Ho I : E™* — R and we consider the vertical Hessian of H':

o*H’
(fct,pc)>
(apaapb a,b=1,n’

Proposition 4.2 a) If the Hamiltonian H is non-degenerate along the affine sub-
bundle E’, then the vertical Hessian of H' is also mon-degenerate at every point of
E™.

b) If the Hamiltonian has a positive definite metric, then the vertical Hessian of
H' is also positive definite.

in every point of E*.
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Proof. We use local coordinates. We have H'(z",p,) = H(z“, 0, pa, Qa(z™,pa))-
Using formula (7) it follows that:

0H'

OH
apa ($u7pb) = (xuvovpbaQE(mu,pb))-

Opa

Differentiating this formula with respect to py, then using formula (8), we get:

H _ OPH | 0Qs OH
OpaOpy  OpaOpy,  Opy Opadpa

_ hab _ hbgibﬁghaa.
We use now the following Lemma of linear algebra.

Lemma 4.1 Let A be a symmetric matriz of dimension p, B a symmetric and non-
degenerated matriz of dimension q and C a p X q matriz such that the symmetric
A C
Ct B
X Z ) . )
( 7ty >, where X, Y and Z have the same dimensions as the matrices A, B and
C respectively.
Then the matriz A — C - B~1C? is invertible and its inverse is X.

A C X zZz\ (1, O .
Proof.Wehave(Ct B>'<Z’5 Y>_< 0 I, .Thus A-X+C-Zt=1,

and C*- X +B-Z" = 0. The second equality implies Z! = B~!.C*- X, then introducing
in the first equality we get (A—C-B~!-C")- X = I, thus the conclusion follows. O
Turning back to the proof of the Proposition 4.2, consider the matrix h = (h¥) =
huv hfw
< hu'D hﬂﬁ

) of dimension p + q is non-degenerate. Denote ( Cé ¢ > =

matrix < B

>. Using the Lemma 4.1, it follows that the matrix

(huv _ huaﬁmhq‘;u)

w,v=1,m’

uv uv -1
is invertible and its inverse is (h,,), where < fruo Ty > = ( h h . O

We consider now the case of an admissible hamiltonian. Let £’* — M be a fibered
submanifold of the fibered manifold E* — M, and a section My 2% E* which extends
a section M} 2% E™. If H is an admissible hamiltonian then H’ is also admissible.

We remark that in the case of E = TM and E/ = TM”, where M’ is a submanifold
of M and H is a hamiltonian on M, then H’ can be obtained as in [7], in the following
way. Consider the Lagrangian L : TM — R defined by the Hamiltonian H and the
induced Lagrangian L' : TM’ — R on M’. Let H' : T*M'* — TM'* be the inverse
of the Legendre transformation determined by L’ and £ : TM* — T*M* be the
Legendre transformation determined by L. It can be shown that 7 = £ o i, o H', thus
H' = H o7 is the same as the induced Hamiltonian obtained in [7]. The condition
on H to be non-degenerate along the submanifold M’ reads to the condition that H’
exists.
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