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Abstract, Using the Cartan form of first order constrained variational prob-
lems introduced earlier we define the second variation. This definition coin-
cides in the unconstrained case with the usual one in terms of the double Lie
derivative of the Lagrangian density, an expression, that in the constrained
case does not work. The Hessian metric and other associated concepts intro-
duced in this way are compared with those obtained through the Lagrange
multiplier rule. The theory is illustrated with an example of isoperimetrie
problem.

1. Introduction

One of the most characterizing aspects of modern variational calculus on fibred
manifolds has been without doubt the promotion to “basic concept” of the so called
Cartan form. Essential for the intrinsic formulation of the classical Euler-Lagrange
equations and a key object for Noether’s theory of infinitesimal symmetries and
conservation laws, it is also a fundamental element for the mulli-sympleclic for-
mulation of the theory. As one can expect, it turns out to have an important role
again for the second variation, where, in the unconstrained case, this formula can
be obtained both from the double Lie derivative of the Lagrangian density or via
the Cartan form [4, 5, 10],

In [3] the authors proposed a Cartan formulation for first order variational problems
with differential constraints, where, unlike to the unconstrained case, the Cartan
form lies in the second jet of the fibred manifold where the problem is given. From
this object, it is possible to introduce a (third order) Euler-Lagrange operator which
characterizes critical sections, a Noether theory of infinitesimal symmetries and
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Constrained Cartan Form and Second Variation 141

conservation laws, and a multi-symplectic formulation for these problems. On
the other hand, the famous Lagrange multiplier rule appears naturally in this new
framework allowing to relate this doctrine with the treatments of the subject given
up to now.

In the present work we deal with the second variation from this new point of view.
The most remarkable fact is that, in contrast with the unconstrained case, when try-
ing to define a Hessian metric at a critical section from the double Lie derivative of
the Lagrangian density, the result depends on the chosen vector fields extending the
corresponding tangent vectors along the section. It is not the case, however, for the
double Lie derivative of the Cartan form, which allows us to define a generalization
of the Hessian metric to the constrained problems under consideration.

The work is organized as follows: we make in Section 2 a brief review of [3] with
the object to fix the notation, concepts and basic results. In Section 3 we introduce
the Hessian metric, Jacobi operator and related concepts and study its relationship
with the Lagrange multiplier rule. Finally, the theory is illustrated in Section 4
with an example of isoperimetric problem.

2. First Variation

Consider the following setup of our problem: Let p: Y — X be a fiber bundle
over a n-dimensional manifold X, oriented by a volume element w. If we denote
by J1Y the bundle of 1-jets jls of sections s € T'(X,Y) of p, any C*°-function £
on J'Y defines (where the integral exists) a functional L and its differential §;L

L:s € T(X,Y) / (j1s)"Lw e R
X

)
5L: D, € T°(X, s'VY) s / (') Ljplw e R
X

where VY — Y is the vector bundle of p-vertical vector fields on Y and I'° denotes
sections with compact support.

When one considers variational problems with differential constraints, except for
some few cases (existence of non-regular extremals in semi-Riemannian geome-
try, for example {11]), the constrained problem can be related to a problem without
constraints by incorporating new independent variables (the Lagrange multipli-
ers [2]). All critical sections of the latter project to critical sections of the con-
strained problem, and conversely (under some general assumptions of regularity).
In general, this correspondence is not one-to-one. The relation of the second vari-
ation of both problems turns out to be more obscure.

The differential constraint will be defined by a submanifold S C J'Y. A section

s € T(X,Y) is said to satisfy the constraint if j's C S. For convenience we will
assume that the constraint submanifold S satisfies the following
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Hypothesis 1. There exists a rank k vector bundle E — 'Y and a bundle morphism
®: JY — E, with d® of maximal rank on V(J'Y/Y), such that

S=aY0) cJY.

Locally, if e,, are alocal basis of E and ® = ¢%e,, ¢* € C°°(JY), this condition
states that S = {¢® = 0} and rk (8¢ /8y") = k. Thus S is a fiber bundle over Y.
Here and in the following, for local expressions we take a fibered local coordinate
system (z”,y") on Y, for which w = da’ A --- A d2”, and denote by (z¥, 37, 1)
the induced coordinate system on J'Y.

In this situation, we will consider the set T's{X,Y") of admissible sections

Ts(X,Y) = {s e D(X,Y); imj's ¢ §} = {5 € T(X,V); B o j's = 0}

and the space T5(I's( X, Y)) of admissible infinitesimal variations at an admissible
section s € I'g(X,Y)

T.(T's(X,Y)) = {D, e T(X,s*VY); j'D, tangential to S}
= {Ds < P(X, s*IfY}; les<®> = 0}

where derivatives of E-valued objects are taken with respect to a given connection
</ £ on the bundle E. Tt is clear that, if {s;} is a variation of s = s¢ with admissible
sections, then (d/dt)|,_qs: € Ts(T's(X,Y)). Itis also known in the case of me-
chanics (X = R) that for regular solutions of j's C S, any Ds € Ts(T's(X,Y))
is induced by a variation by admissible sections [7].

Definition 1. An admissible section s € T's(X,Y') is critical for the constrained
variational problem defined by Lw, S C J'Y if 6,L vanishes on any admissible
infinitesimal variation with compact support Ds € TS(Tg(X,Y)).

In order to characterize the set of critical sections of this problem by means of a
system of partial differential equations, in the case where S = J Y, we may use
any of the geometrical setups leading to the corresponding Euler equations [4, 5, 6,
10]. For constrained variational problems, however, one needs geometric objects
that parallel the ones used for the unconstrained case. We summarize here the main
objects appearing in the theory of first variation, as given in [3]

e The structure 1-form of the jet bundle J 1y, with values on the vertical
bundie VY, whose local expression is

0 = (dy' — y,da”) ® (8/9y")
and associated to any F-valued horizontal n-form $w.

o The momentum form Qg, a (n — 1)-form on .J'Y with values on the bundle
VY™ ® E, and local expression

Qo = (0¢“ /0y )w, D dY' ® eq
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where Wy = i(@/ng}w.

o The Cartan form O3, a E-valued n-form on J'Y defined by the equation
B¢ = A + Pw, where A stands for the wedge product associated to the
duality pairing of VY with VY™,

o The Euler-Lagrange form Eg, a n-form on J Y with valueson VY* ® E
such that d8¢ = OAEs. In a local coordinate system

Eo =(00%/0y' + 750w ® dy' ® eq—dVE((06/0y})es) Aw, ® dy'
+ T4, (80" /0y )(dy" — yuda’) Aw, © dy' ® eq

where the connections Vg on E and 57 on the bundle VY are with van-
ishing vertical torsion (I_‘fj = I_’fi, where (8/0y")V (8/0y") = I_’fj (8/0y")
and (8/0y")\VEe, = ;yéieg). It must be noted that the structure form 6
vanishes when restricted to holonomic sections: (j's)*# = 0. Therefore
the Euler—Lagrange form on J'Y, when restricted to any admissible sec-
tion j's, does not depend on the choice of the connection 57 and allows to

define the Euler—Lagrange operator £p, VY *-valued section on J?Y
Ea(izs) ® w = (j's);Es.

From the definition, critical sections are those for which [ (€£(j%s), Ds)w van-
ishes when D € TS(T'g(X,Y)). As this space is not a C*° (X )-module, we may
not use the main lemma of the calculus of variations to conclude that (£,(j%s), D,)
vanishes for any Ds € TS(T'g(X,Y)). With a stronger hypothesis on the constraint
submanifold, however, we may parameterize 75(I's(X,Y')) as the image of a dif-
ferential operator, allowing us at the same time to generalize the Cartan form from
the calculus of variations without constraints.

Hypothesis 2. On an open subset of J°Y, dense in S, there exists a section N €
T(J%Y, E* ® VY), which is a solution of the system of linear equations

Q@ONZU, €<§ON:IdE. (2)

Locally, Hypothesis 2 imposes the existence of solutions N3 = N g(@/@? ) €
T'(J%Y,VY) for the system of linear equations

8¢.N§: , 0"  d 9¢" N} = 4.
oyl Oy?  dz¥ gyl
Theorem 1 ([3]). Let N € T(J?Y, E* ® VY) be a solution of the system of equa-

tions (2). For every admissible section s € T's(X,Y'), the first order differential
operator P;: T{X, s*VY) — T'(X, s*VY) given by formula

P.(D;) = Ds — Ny o (j'Ds)®
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where N, = N(j%s), D, € T(X,s*VY), is a projector of T(X,s*VY) onto the
R-subspace Ts(T's(X,Y)) of admissible infinitesimal variations at s. Moreover,
for £ € T(X, s*VY™), Dy € D(X, s*VY)

(Es, Ps(Ds)yw = (P Es, Dsjyw + d(Ag, 0 Qa(s)(Ds))

where P E,Qw = E,Qw+ g, 0Ep(8) Rw —dAg, AQg(s) and \g, = —E,0N, €
T(JY, E*).

The condition that [, (££(j%s), Ds)w should vanish for Ds € T¢(Ts(X,Y)), to-
gether with the parameterization of this space by P; and the expression of the ad-
joint operator P suggests to use s — Ex(j%s) = P Ex(j%s) as Euler—Lagrange
operator for the constrained problem.

In this situation, an analogous approach to the one described for problems without
constraints, leads to the following

Definition 2. Given a constrained variational problem satisfying Hypothesis 1 and
Hypothesis 2 and a solution N € T(J?Y, E* ® VY'), we shall call Cartan form of
the constrained variational problem the ordinary n-form on J*Y

Or =0+ )\, 005
where © p and Og are the corresponding Cartan forms for L and ®, A\g, = —Ep 0
N and o denotes the natural duality product.

The definition is justified by the following expressions that relate the main objects
of the theory

éﬁ:&"_\(ﬂﬁ—{'—)\gﬁOQ@}-{“ﬁw%—)\gﬁO@w 3)
6. = OAE, + dhe Adw,  (%8)Ec = &%) o w )

where IE;; = E;+ Ag, oEg — dAg, AQg (for a more detailed description, see [3]).
Using these expressions and in the same manner as for the problems without con-
straints, we may derive the following formula for the first variation

(3'8)* Ly pLw = (E£(3%5), DY)w + d ((7%8)"i2pO )
DY = (j*s)*0(j' D)

for any admissible section s € I'g(X,Y) and any vector field D € X(Y) with
DJ ;1 ; tangential to S.

Sy

Moreover, we have
SL(P.(D.) = [ (&5, Dow = [ (%)i2p, 46

for any vector field Ds € T°(X, s*VY') and admissible section s € I's(X,Y).



Constrained Cartan Form and Second Variation 145

Theorem 2 ([3]). An admissible section s € T's(X,Y) is critical for the con-
strained variational problem if and only if any of the following holds

. & (i*s) =0; Euler-Lagrange equation
o (j25)%5d0, =0, forall D € X(J?Y) Cartan equation.

It must be noted that, for S = J'Y, this formalism reproduces the well-known
results of unconstrained variational calculus.

The classical way to deal with constrained variational problems, generally with a
formulation with integral constraints, has been the use of the Lagrange multiplier
rule. Considering the Lagrangian L = £+ Ao® on the bundle J'Y xy E* (where
) is the natural E*-valued function defined on J'Y xy E*), it is known that critical
sections of this (unconstrained) variational problem project to critical sections of
the constrained problem. In general the converse does not necessarily hold. In our
setting, however

Theorem 3 ([3]). If the constraint S satisfies the hyvpothesis HY1 and HY2, the
mapping I1: (s,)\) € T(X,Y xy E*) — s € T(X,Y) defines a bijective cor-
respondence between the set of critical sections of the unconstrained variational
problem L =L+XNo®onY xy E* and that of the constrained variational
problem L with constraint S = ®71(0)

II: (s, \) € Terin( X, Y xy E*) o s € Ty (X, Y)

(5,\) € Tes(X,Y xy B*) & s € Tg(X,Y), A= Ae.(4%s), s critical.

Regarding the Cartan and Euler—Lagrange forms associated to L, one easily finds

9229;{‘,‘{‘“)\0@(1), EE:EL'-%—AOIE@—dA?\Q@. (6)

The “universal multiplier” obtained from Az, = —&, o N, allows to define the
mapping

p: (i28) € Y = (i, e, (728)) € J'Y x B ()

which represents a key element to construct the inverse of (5). This morphism
allows to relate both Cartan forms: © = O of the variational problem in the

setting with constraints and © = O introduced in this chapter

00 = 6. (8)

3. Second Variation

For unconstrained variational problems (constraint submanifold S = J'Y'), going
one step further, the question now is: when we have a compact-supported variation
{s¢} of a critical section s = sq (thus (d/dt),_,L(s;) = 0), what happens with
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the second derivative (d*/d¢?),_, L(s;)? In principle, this second derivative de-
pends on the whole variation {s;}, in general on (d*/d¢*),_ (s;) and not only on
DY = (d/dt),_, (s¢). In analogy with the finite dimensional theory and consider-
ing DY € T°(X, s*VY') as the natural generalization of the “tangent vector” of the
“curve” {s;} ,if s is critical, we may define (see [5, 10] for example) 5§IL for any
D; e T°(X, s*VY) and formulate

Theorem 4. For any variation {s;} of a critical section s = sy € I's(X,Y), if
D € T°(X, s*VY) is the corresponding infinitesimal variation, for any vertical
extension D € X(Y') of D; there holds

4z L L
(d?) Lz = / (78)" Ly pLj pLw = / (i'8)*LjpLjpO,
t=0 X X ©

_ / (7*8)"i1pLyp A0, = / (L;2p€2)(3%5), Ds)w.
X X

In particular, this last expression allows to compute (d*/d¢?),_, L(s¢) only from
the value D, € T(X, s*VY) of D along s, regardless of the chosen extension D.
These formulas lead to the definition of the Hessian bilinear form

H,: T5(X,s*VY) x T(X,s*VY) = R

N 1 vk 1
H.(D..D.) _/X(g $VipLyp dOg 10y

= [ (L)), Do
X

which is a well-defined symmetric bilinear form for any critical section s. This
symmetric bilinear form can be related to the second variation by §2L(D;) =
Hq(Ds, Ds). A sufficient condition for s to be a (local) minimum is that H; is
positive semi-definite. A key role in the determination of this [9, 12] is played by
the second order differential operator (Jacobi operator)

Js: Ds €T(X,8"VY) = (Lj2p,E)(i%s) € T(X, s*VY™). an

Coming back to our constrained problem, the question now is, if we have a critical
section s € I'g(X,Y) for the constrained variational problem, it needs not be a
critical section for the problem without constraints and the expressions (9) and (10)
are not valid anymore to define the Hessian Hy in T5(T's( X, Y')). To compute this
second derivative in the direction D, in the constrained case we need to know how
to extend the vector field D, in some way respecting the constraints. However,
we know that, for s admissible, L(s) = [ (7%5)*@ .. The Cartan form defines
the same functional as the Lagrangian density. On the other hand, we know how
to characterize critical sections using Cartan equations (Theorem 2). The key idea
to pass to the second variation will then be to consider the second variation of the
Cartan form and for that purpose we need
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Lemma 1. For any critical section s € T's(X,Y) and vertical vector fields ex-
tending D,, D), € To(Ts(X,Y)), D, D’ € (Y holds

(j28>*LjQDLj2D’é}: = (]28>*ZJ2DLJ2Dldé;: -+ d((]28>*2J2DLJ2Dléﬁ>

. . V)|
= <<L‘?SDI€}:><] S},DS>L¢) -+ d((] S} ?’j2DLjQD’®ﬁ>'

Proof: For the first equality, it suffices to consider Cartan’s rule Lj2p = doijep+
i2p ©d, then to conmute d with L2 and (j%s)* with d. Finally, using (3)

(j28>*ij2DL:j291déﬁ == (j28>*ij29 (le ng/_\IEﬁ -+ gr"_\Lj291IEﬁ>
+(7°9)"i2p (LjeprdAe, Adw + dAg, A le'(éﬁ}w> .

Now L;ip0 and 6 vanish when restricted to any holonomic section ( its), Er
vanishes when restricted to any critical section, $w vanishes when restricted to
any admissible section, and j' D’(®) vanishes when restricted to j's because D, €
T(T's(X,Y)). Therefore

(j28>*ij2DLj2Dfdéﬁ = (j28>*ij196 o Lj291IE£ = <<Lj391§£)(j38>, D5>w (13)

where the last equality comes from the fact that the pull-back of E; to J3Y coin-
cides with £, up to a multiple of the structure form of .JY, which vanishes when
restricted to §73s. O

This result allows us to give the following definition
Definition 3. For any critical section s € T's(X,Y') the bilinear form
H,: T2(Ts(X,Y)) x T(Ts(X,Y)) = R
H,(D,,D.) = /X (7%8)"i 2 p Loy A8 0

:/ (LjsprEr)(i®s), Dsyw
X

shall be called Hessian bilinear form at s of the constrained variational problem.

Proposition 5. At any critical section s € I's(X,Y) the Hessian bilinear form H,
of the constrained variational problem is a well-defined, symmetric bilinear form
on TS(Ts(X,Y)) x Ts(Ts(X,Y)). Moreover, for any variation {s¢} of s = s¢
with sy admissible and D} = (d/dt)|,_,s: € T (Ts(X,Y))

d2

ET) L(s¢) = Hy(DY, DY).

t=0
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Proof: Lemma 1 tells us that the definition of IEIS(DS, D.) only depends on D, €
T¢(T's(X,Y)) and not on the choice of D. On the other hand, as s is critical,using
Cartan equation (Theorem 2)

0= (]2'3}*?’[}29,;29’](1@1:
= (jQS,}*ijQDLjQD’déﬁ - (j28>*ij2DleQDdéﬁ -+ (]28>*dZJ2DZJ2Dfdéﬁ

Integrating and considering that D, has compact support one gets

H.(D,, D)) = /X (LorEr) (55), Dahw = /X (%) 2pLjapr dB

_ / (72)"ij2prLiop dB g = / (LyspEe)(5%s), Dljw
X X

and thus concluding the independence on the choice of D’ and the symmetry.

as)

Finally the relation with the second variation is a direct consequence of Lis) =
[x(3%s¢)*O for admissible sections sy € T's(X,Y), a standard procedure to
bring the derivatives into the the integral, and (12). O

In expression (14) we may find the following differential operator, which we shall
call Jacobi operator associated to the constrained variational problem and to the
critical section s € I's(X,Y)

Js: Ts(Ds(X,Y)) — TD(X,s*VY™)

~ ; 16
D, (Lpp o)), (16

When trying to determine if Iﬁls is positive semi-definite, we are led to consider this
operator, satisfying

Proposition 6. The Jacobi operator Ts of the constrained variational problem
(L, S) at any critical section s € T's(X,Y) has the following properties:

1. It is the auto-adjoint operator related to the Hessian bilinear form, that is,
for any Ds € T¢(T's(X,Y)) and D} € To(Ts(X,Y)), holds Ha(Ds, DY)
= Jx(Ds, Ts(Dy))w and [ (Ds, To(D))w = [x(Ts(Ds), Djw.

2. For any variation {s;} of s = sq by critical sections of the constrained vari-
ational problem, the associated infinitesimal variation DY, = (d/dt)|,_, s
satisfies J5(D.) = 0.

Proof: The first part is a direct consequence of the definition of Js and (15). The
second part comes from the fact that (j?s;)*&, vanishes if s is critical. O

Moreover, the radical of H, can be determined by means of Ts.

Definition 4. A vector field D; € Ts(T's(X,Y)) is a Jacobi vector field at s for the
constrained variational problem if Hs(Dg, D) = 0 for any Ds € TS(Tg(X,Y)).



Constrained Cartan Form and Second Variation 149

Proposition 7. A vector field D), € T.(Ts(X,Y)) is a Jacobi vector field for the
constrained variational problem if and only if any of the following holds:

o J.(D) = (LjSDggﬁ><j38> = 0 (Linearized Euler equation)

o (i%8)"ip,L;2p,dO, = 0, forall Ds € X(J?Y) defined along j*s (Lineari-

zed Cartan equation).

Proof: For the first characterization, if jS(D;} vanishes, then D/, clearly belongs
to the radical. Conversely, if D', belongs to the radical, then [y (7:(D%), Ds)w
vanishes for any Dy € TS(T'g(X,Y)). If we have an arbitrary D € T'°(X, s*VY),
it can be decomposed in Ps(D;) € TS(T's(X,Y)) and Dy — Ps(Dy), which has
the form N(e). We shall see that [, (7:(D%), Ds)w also vanishes if Dj has the
form N,(e): At any point j25 with j35 € S and for any Ns(es,)) holds

<€~;:<j2§}, Njg§<€§(x)}>w = <5£<j§§)a Nj§§<€§(x}>>w

+ (N, (723) 0 Ea(j35), Njzs(esa) ) )w

— (7%8)"dAe, AQa (125) © Nyzs(es(a))-
Substituting here the expressions: Ag, (j75) = —€(j25) o Nj25, Ep o N = Idg
and Qg o N = 0, we get: (£, NY=0onS.
Therefore, in

(Ts(DL), Njza(e)) = (5°5)" Lyjs pr (€, N(€)) = (%)" €z, Ljspr N(e))

the first term vanishes if j LD’ tangential to .S and the second one vanishes if s is
critical (££(7%s) = 0). We conclude that {7,(D%), Ns(e)} = 0.
Thus if D, € T5(Ts(X,Y)) is in the right radical of Hj, then [, (J(D%), Ds)w
vanishes for any Dy € T'°(X,s*VY') with compact support. Applying now the
main lemma of calculus of variations, we conclude J,(D%) = 0.

The second charac}erization can be derived from the first one and (13), which holds
also for arbitrary D and D] € T5(Ts(X,Y)). O

Using the Lagrange multiplier rule, we know there is a bijective mapping (5), in-
duced by  defined in (7), relating the critical sections of both problems. Consider-
ing one of these sections s € 't (X, Y), besides the Jacobi differential operator
(16), we have the Jacobi operator (11) associated to L and (s, \e,.(s)) from the
unconstrained theory

Tsny: T(X, s"VY x s"E*) - T(X, s"VY™ x s"E).

Theorem 8. For anv critical section s and admissible infinitesimal variations

D, e T¢Ts(X,Y)), D, € Ts(T's(X,Y)), there holds
To(D}) = ¢ (Tsan 9+ DL)) € T(X, 5°VY) a7
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Ho(Ds, D) = Hs,)(9+Ds, 92D5) (18)
where \s := Ag, (j%s) € T(X, 5" E*) and (0. Ds)(z) := ¢. (i Ds(x)).

Proof: From (13) (both in the constrained and not constrained case) we have for

any (Ds, K)and (D, K))inT(X,s*VY x s*E*) = T{ X, s*VY) & T (X, s*E*)
(Ts(DL), Dsyw = (§%8)"i;2p,Lj2prdO

= ’ 1 .1 * ’ a (19)

(Tsn) (D K), (Dsy Ks)yw = (37(8, As)) 150D, k) Ly1 (01 k1) 4O

Using here the independence on the chosen extensions and the identity (8), we may
conclude (17). From this and the definitions (10), (15) one obtains (18). O

A linearized version of Theorem 3 is then

Theorem 9. For any critical section (s, \) of the variational problem L=L+No
D, the mapping
II.: T(X,s*'VY & s°E*) — T'(X,s*VY)
(D s K s} - Ds
defines a bijective correspondence between the space of Jacobi vector fields at
(3, \) for the Lagrangian L = L + X\ o ® and the space of Jacobi vector fields

at s of the constrained variational problem defined by the Lagrangian L and the
constraint S = ®~1(0)

Jsn(Dy K =0 e D, € T(Ts(X,Y)), Jo(D,)=0

20
(DL, KD) = o0, ¢

Proof: From (17), if the right hand side in (20) holds, we conclude that for any
D, e T(X,s*'VY), (j(S,A}(D;,Kg},@*DS} = 0. An arbitrary ( Dy, K) differs
from g, D only in a component of the form (0, K). For these elements, from (19)
and © = O, + A o B4, one may compute

(Tisr) (Dl KD, (0, Koy = (71 D), Ko, @1

Thus, if DY, is admissible, we conclude j(S, A.) = 0 when applied to any (Ds, K).
Conversely, if the left hand side in (20) holds, from (21) follows (j' D.)® = 0 and
D’ is admissible.

In this case, (17) shows that (D, K’) = .(j2D’) is a Jacobi vector field. The
difference between this Jacobi field and (Dj, K) would then be a Jacobi vector
field (0, Ks). We see, using the explicit expression in (6) that K'; vanishes

(0, K,) Jacobi = 0= (j(s,A5)) L 7,)(Ew + A 0 By, — dAAQs,)
= 0= (j(5, X)) (Ks(A) 0 Egy — AK (AN AQs,)
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and that the resulting object is a section of s*V'Y . Composing with N, we get
(0, K Jacobi = (j(s,Xs))" (Ks(A)) =0 = K; =0

thus concluding our proof. O

4. Example

To illustrate the theory, consider the simple example where X = [0, 1] C Ry, and
Y = X x M where M is the half-plane R} x R,. Any section s € I'(X,Y) can
be identified with a parametrized curve o = (z(t),y(t)): X — M. The volume
enclosed by the surface of revolution generated by this curve is fol wx’y dt. The
differential constraint we shall impose is that the parametrization of the curve is
the element of enclosed volume: S = ¢~ 1(0) with ¢: J'Y = X x TM — R
defined to be ¢ = w22 — 1. The lateral area of the surface is given as L{c) for
the Lagrangian £ = 27z\/2° + y°. We shall study its first variation and second
variation at certain critical sections. For a more detailed study, see [1, 8].

The system (2) in this case has a solution

Qo = n2’dy 18
o = 2nx(ydx — 2dy) - 27ay Oz

which leads to

\ 1 RN B
= —— T 5
Er T /22 & ?2 (7T o T ?23

that is, Ag,, (j7s) is precisely the mean curvature of the surface generated by o

g —i i A -{—:z:—j:ﬁ_@ié rz2d
Such a curve is critical for the constrained variational problem if and only if the
mean curvature of its revolution surface is constant. A simple example of solution
is the cylinder with radius R = a and height » = 1/7a®: o = (z(t),y(t)) =
(a,(1/ma®)t +b).
Going one step further, to the second variation, if we compute the Jacobi operator
at this solution, one gets

D,=X (;:)(% + Y(i)(% =  J.(D,)= (—WX (t) — =X (?f)) dy.

So, Jacobi vector fields along the cylinder are
3

t— 1
5 5 X(t) = asin _30 —ﬁ&
D, = X() o 4 V() ma? 2
y Y (t) = 2a cos a30 + [t +
o



152 Pedro L. Garcia and César Rodrigo

Integrating by parts for D, € T5(T's(X,Y)), one can express H,(Dy, Do) as
1,23
,(D,,D,) = / T (RaV ()7 - V(1)) dt.
0o 2
It turns out that not all the cylinders have the same behavior with respect to the
second variation. For cylinders with A/ R < 7, we may define the function w(t) =
wa’tan((t — 1/2)/%a?), so that any D, € T,(T's(X,Y)) satisfies
2,3

o 1 . 2 T
(m3Y(t) + @w(t}ﬂt}) dt — =

7203
2

. 1 . 1

H{7<D{7aD{7>:/ {w(t}Y{t}ﬂ .
0 0

As the integrand is positive, for variations with compact support, Iﬁlg(Dg, D,) >

0. The Hessian bilinear form is positive semi-definite.

As we can see, in the case h/R > 27 the vector field D, = —x2a® cos 27rt§% +

sin 2t in TE(Ts(X,Y)) satisfies Hy (D, Dy) = n'a(4x%a® — 1) < 0. Tn
this case, the cylinder can be deformed in this direction reducing its lateral area.
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