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1 Introduction

There are scarcely any decent expositions of infinite dimensional symplectic vec-
tor spaces. One good basic exposition is by Marsden and Ratiu.! The Darboux
theorem for a real reflexive Banach space is proved in Lang and probably in
fewer other places than one might guess.? (Other references.?)

2 Bilinear forms
Let E be a real Banach space. For a bilinear form B : E x E — R, define

Bl =~ sup [B(e, )]
lell<LlIflI<1

One proves that B is continuous if and only if ||B|| < co. Namely, a bilinear
form is continuous if and only if it is bounded.
If B: E x E — R is a continuous bilinear form, we define B* : E — E* by

B’(e)(f) = Ble, f), e€E,fe€E;

indeed, for e € E, || B*(e)/]| = I1B(e, £)]| < Bl llell /], showing that || B*(e)]| <
| B]| |le]|, so that B®(e) is continuous F — R. Moreover, it is apparent that B’
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is linear, and

5]} = w576
lell<1

= sup sup |B’(e)(f)]
lell<1 71<1

:M’

so B’ : E — E* is continuous.

We call a continuous bilinear form B : £ x E — F weakly nondegenerate
if B*: E — E* is one-to-one. Since B’ is linear, this is equivalent to the state-
ment that Bb(e) = (0 implies that e = 0, which is equivalent to the statement
that if B(e, f) =0 for all f then e = 0.

An isomorphism of Banach spaces is a linear isomorphism 7' : £ — F
that is continuous such that T-'F — E is continuous. Equivalently, to say
that T : E — F' is an isomorphism of Banach spaces means that T': £ — F
is a bijective bounded linear map such that 77! : F — F is a bounded linear
map. It follows from the open mapping theorem that if T': E — F' is an onto
bounded linear isomorphism, hence is an isomorphism of Banach spaces.

We say that a continuous bilinear form B : E x E — R is strongly nonde-
generate if B’ : E — E* is an isomorphism of Banach spaces.

For a real vector space V' and a bilinear form B : V xV — R, we say that B
is alternating if B(v,v) = 0 for all v € V. We say that B is skew-symmetric
if B(u,v) = —B(v,u) for all u,v € V. It is straightforward to check that B is
alternating if and only if B is skew-symmetric.

For Banach spaces Ei,...,E, and F, let Z(En,..., E,; F) denote the set
of continuous multilinear maps E; x --- E, — F. For a multilinear map 7" :
Ey x---x E, — F to be continuous it is equivalent that

1T = sup IT(e1,...,en)| < o0,
lledll<1,...[leplI<1
namely that it is bounded with the operator norm. With this norm, Z(E1, ..., E,; F)
is a Banach space.* We write

Ly(E;F) = Z(Ey,...,Ey F).

For Banach spaces E and F, we denote by GL(E; F') the set of isomorphisms
E — F. One proves that GL(E; F) is an open set in the Banach space £ (FE; F)
and that with the subspace topology, u — u~! is continuous GL(E;F) —
GL(F;E).®

For Banach spaces F, F, G, define

¢: 4, F;G) > Z(E; 4(F,QG))

by ¢(f)(z)(y) = f(z,y) for f € X(E,F;G), x € E, and y € F. One proves
that ¢ is an isometric isomorphism.%

4Henri Cartan, Differential Calculus, p. 22, Theorem 1.8.1.
5Henri Cartan, Differential Calculus, p. 20, Theorem 1.7.3.
SHenri Cartan, Differential Calculus, p. 23, §1.9.



3 Differentiable functions

Let E and F be Banach spaces and let U be a nonempty open subset of E.
For a € U, a function f : U — F is said to be differentiable at « if (i) f is
continuous at a and (ii) there is a linear mapping g : E — F such that

1f(2) = f(a) = (9(x) — g(a)l|p = o([|z — all ),

as ¢ — a in E. We prove that there is at most one such linear mapping g and
write f'(a) = g, and call f'(a) the derivative of f at a. We also prove that
if f is differentiable at a then f’(a) : E — F is continuous at a and therefore,
being linear, is continuous on E, namely f’(a) € £ (E; F).”

If f: U — F is differentiable at each a € U, we say that f is differentiable
on U. We call f/: U — Z(FE; F) the derivative of f. We also write Df = f.

We say that f: U — F is C!, also called continuously differentiable, if
(i) f is differentiable on U and (ii) f' : U — Z(F; F) is continuous.

Let E, F,G be Banach spaces, let U be an open subset of F, let V' be an
open subset of F, and let f: U — F and g : V — G be continuous. Suppose
that @ € U and that f(a) € V. We define go f : f~1(V) — G on f~1(V).
One proves that if f is differentiable at a and ¢ is differentiable at f(a), then
h=gof:f (V) — F is differentiable at a and satisfies®

For Banach spaces F and F, let ¢ : GL(E; F) — Z(F;E) be defined by
¢(u) = u=t. GL(E;F) is an open subset of the Banach space Z(E;F) and
¢ is continuous. It is proved that ¢ continuously differentiable, and that for
u € GL(E; F), the derivative of ¢ at u,

¢'(u) € L(Z(E; F); £ (F; E)),

satisfies”
¢ (u)(h) = —utohou™?, h e Z(E;F).

4 Symplectic forms

A weak symplectic form on a Banach space E is a continuous bilinear form
Q: E x E — R that is weakly nondegenerate and and alternating.

A strong symplectic form on a Banach space E is a continuous bilinear
form © : E x E — R that is strongly nondegenerate and alternating. If € is
a strong symplectic form on a Banach space E, we define Qf : E* — E by
QF = (©°)~!, which is an isomorphism of Banach spaces.

"Henri Cartan, Differential Calculus, p. 25.
8Henri Cartan, Differential Calculus, p. 27, Theorem 2.2.1.
9Henri Cartan, Differential Calculus, p. 31, Theorem 2.4.4.



5 Hamiltonian functions

Let E be a real Banach space E, let Z(A) be a linear subspace of E, and let A :
2(A) — E be a linear map, called an operator in E. Write Z(A) = AZ(A).
For a weak symplectic form w on E, we say that A is w-skew if

w(de, ) = —w(e, Af), e, f e 2(A).

If Z(A) C 2(A) and A% = —I, then for e, f € 2(A) we have w(Ae, Af) =

—w(e, A%f) = —w(e, —f) = w(e, f).
For an w-skew operator A in F, we define H : 2(A) — R, called the Hamil-
tonian function of 4,0 by

H(u) = %w(z‘lu,u)7 u € 2(A).

For a linear operator A in E, we define
G(A) ={(u, Au) :u € 2(A)}.

9 (A) is a linear subspace of E'x E. We say that A is closed if 4(A) is a closed
subset of F x E. One proves that a linear operator A in F is closed if and only
if the linear space Z(A) with the norm

lells = llell + 1 4ell, e € Z(A)

is a Banach space.
For T € Z(F), we define T*w : E x E — R by

(T*W)(&f):CU(Te,Tf), (e,f)GEXE;

T*w is called the pullback of w by T'. It is apparent that T*w is bilinear. We
have

IT*w| = sup |w(Te,Tf)|
lell<LIIf 1<

< sup wl[[[Tel ITf]]
lell<L,IIf11<1

< sup W[ [T el [T/
llell<L, |l flI<1

2
= [lwl 1717,

showing that T*w is continuous. For e € E, because w is alternating we have
(T*w)(e,e) = w(Te, Te) =0,

i.e. T*w is alternating. For e € E, suppose that (T*w)(e, f) = 0 for all f € E.
That is, w(Te,Tf) = 0 for all f € E, and thus, to establish that T*w is weakly

108ee Jerrold E. Marsden and Thomas J. R. Hughes, Mathematical Foundations of Elastic-
ity, p. 253, §5.1.



nondegenerate it suffices that 7" be onto. In the case that T*w = w, we say that
T € Z(E) is a canonical transformation.

Suppose that A is a closed w-skew operator in E, with Hamiltonian function
H: 2(A) - R. 2(A) is a Banach space with the norm |le|| , = |le] + || Ae]|.
For uw € Z(A) and v € Z(A), using the fact that A is w-skew we check that

H(v) — H(u) —w(Au,v —u) = %w(A(v —u),v —u),
hence
1 1 2
[H (v) = H(u) — w(Au,v —u)| < 5 |l 1A =0l [lv = ull < 5 lwll lv = ully -

This shows that H is differentiable on the Banach space Z(A), with derivative
H': 9(A) — 2(A)* defined by!!

H'(u)(e) = w(Au,e), ue 2(A), eec2(A).
Moreover, for u,v € Z(A) we have
[ (v) = H'(u)|| = S [H'(v)(e) = H'(u)(e)|

= sup |w(Av,e)— w(Au,e)]
llell 4 <1

— sup |w(A(v - u),e)|
llell 4 <1

< sup w[[ [[A(v — )]l [le]
llell 4<1

< wl lACw = )|

< wllflo = ull,

showing that H' : 2(A) — 2(A)* is continuous, namely that H is C'. (We
also write DH = H'.)

Suppose that A is a closed operator in E and that H : 2(A) — R is some
function such that H'(u)e = w(Au,e) for all u € Z(A) and e € Z(A). On the
one hand, because H’ is continuous and linear, the second derivative D?H :

D(A) — L(D(A), D(A)*) s
(D*H)(u)(e)(f) = H'(e)(f) = w(Ae, f),  u,e, [ € D(A).

On the other hand, because D?H is continuous, for each u € Z(A), the bilinear

form (D?H)(u) : Z2(A) x 2(A) — R is symmetric.'? That is, (D?H)(u)(e)(f) =
(D2H)(u)(f)(e), which by the above means

Hcf. Jerrold E. Marsden and Thomas J. R. Hughes, Mathematical Foundations of Elasticity,

p. 254, Proposition 2.2.
12Serge Lang, Real and Functional Analysis, third ed., p. 344, Theorem 5.3.




showing that A is w-skew. Let G : Z(A) — R be the Hamiltonian function of
A ie

1
G(u) = iw(Au,u), u € Z(A).
What we established earlier tells us that
G'(u)(e) = w(Au,e), u€ 2(4), eec 2(4A).

Then we have that for G/ = H’. Let K = G — H, which is C' with K’/ = 0.
The mean value theorem?® tells us that for any z,y € 2(A),

Kla+9) = K@) = [ Ko+ m)@i =0

and thus K(u) = K(0) = C for all u € 2(A). Therefore, G = H + C.

6 Semigroups

Let E be a real Banach space, let w be a weak symplectic form on F, and let
A be a closed densely defined w-skew linear operator in F. Suppose that A is
the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous one-parameter semigroup
{U : t > 0}, where U; € Z(FE) for each t, and let H be the Hamiltonian
function of A.14

Theorem 1. For each t > 0, U; is a canonical transformation.
For each t > 0 and for each z € 2(A),

H(Usx) = H(x).

Proof. For u,v € Z(A) and t > 0, using the chain rule and the fact that w is a
bilinear form,'?

d d d
%w(Utu,Utv) =w (dtUtu, Utv> +w <Utu, dtUtU> .

Because A is the infinitesimal generator of {U; : t > 0}, it follows that 4 (U,w) =
AUw for each w € Z(A). Using this and the fact that A is w-skew,

d
aw(Utu, Uw) = w(AUu, Upv) + w(Upu, AUw)

= —w(Uu, AUw) + w(Usu, AUw)
=0.

13Serge Lang, Real and Functional Analysis, third ed., p. 341, Theorem 4.2.

14 Jerrold E. Marsden and Thomas J. R. Hughes, Mathematical Foundations of Elasticity,
p. 256, Proposition 2.6.

15Henri Cartan, Differential Calculus, p. 30, Theorem 2.4.3.



This implies that w(Usu, Uw) = w(Upu, Upv) = w(u,v) for all ¢ > 0, which
means that U; is a canonical transformation for each t > 0.

For any ¢t > 0 and « € Z(A), AUix = UiAz. (The infinitesimal generator
of a one-parameter semigroup commutes with each element of the semigroup.)
Then, using the fact that U; is a canonical transformation,

1
H(Ux) = iw(A(Utx),Utx)
= %w(UtAx, Uix)

1
= iw(Aw, x)
= H(x).
O

Suppose that there is some ¢ > 0 such that H(u) > ¢ ||u||124 for all w € 2(A),
namely that H is coercive on the Banach space Z(A). Let t > 0 and let
u € 2(A). Then Uyu € 2(A), so using the hypothesis and Theorem 1,

9 1 1 1 1 [lw]l 9
< - = — = —w(A < — A < — .
Ul < S (U) = () = oo(Au,u) < o ol Aul ol < 0

Therefore, for each t > 0 and u € Z(A),

]

1Urull4 < llull4 -

7 Hilbert spaces

For a real vector space V', a complex struture on V is a linear map J : V — V
such that J? = —I. For v € V, define iv = Jv € V, for which on the one hand,
(a+iB)(y+id)v = (a+iB)(yv + §Jv)

= ayv + adJv + J(Byv) + J(B6Jv)

= ayw + (ad + Bv)Jv + BT

= (ary — B)v + (ad + B)Jv,
and on the other hand,

(a+iB)(y+id)v = (ay — B + (ad + B7)i)v.

It follows that V with iv = Jv is a complex vector space. We emphasize that
the complex vector space V' contains the same elements as the real vector space
V. The following theorem connects symplectic forms, real inner products, and
complex inner products.'® By a complex inner product on a complex vector

16pPaul R. Chernoff and Jerrold E. Marsden, Properties of Infinite Dimensional Hamiltonian
Systems, p. 6, Theorem 2.



space W, we mean a function h : W x W — C that is conjugate symmetric,
complex linear in the first argument, h(w,w) > 0 for all w € W, and h(w,w) = 0
implies w = 0.

Theorem 2. Let H be areal Hilbert space with inner product (-,-) : HxH — R
and let w be a weak symplectic form on H. Then there is a complex structure
J : H — H and a real inner product s on H such that

8(1'7y) = _w(Jxay)v z,y €H
is a real inner product on the real vector space H, and
h(x,y):‘s(l’ay)ilw(xay% x,yGH

is a complex inner product on H with the complex structure J.
Furthermore, the following are equivalent:

1. The norm induced by h is equivalent with the norm induced by (,-).
2. The norm induced by s is equivalent with the norm induced by (-, -).
3. w is a strong symplectic form on the real Hilbert space H.

Proof. By the Riesz representation theorem,'” because w is a bounded bilinear
form there is a unique A € .Z(H) such that

w(z,y) = (Az,y),  x,y€H. (1)
Because w is skew-symmetric,

(Az,y) = w(z,y) = —w(y, ) = = (Ay,2) = (-A)y, z).

On the other hand, because (-,-) is a real inner product, (Az,y) = (x, A*y) =
(A*y,z). Therefore A* = —A.

A*A = (—A)A = —A? and AA* = A(—A) = — A2, s0 Ais normal. Therefore
A has a polar decomposition:'® there is a unitary U € Z(H) and some
P e Z(H) with P > 0, such that

A=UP,

and such that A,U, P commute; a fortiori, P is self-adjoint. If Az = 0, then
w(z,y) = (Az,y) = (0,y) = 0 for all y € H, and because w is weakly nonde-
generate this implies that x = 0, hence A is one-to-one, which implies that P is
one-to-one (this implication does not use that U is unitary). We have

A* = (UP)* = P*U* = PU*, A*=-A=-UP=-PU,

hence
PU* = P(-U).

17"Walter Rudin, Functional Analysis, second ed., p. 310, Theorem 12.8.
I8Walter Rudin, Functional Analysis, second ed., p. 332, Theorem 12.35.



Because P is one-to-one, this yields U* = —U. But U is unitary, i.e. U*U =1
and UU* = I. Therefore (—~U)U = I, i.e. —U? = I. This means that U is a
complex structure on the real Hilbert space H. We write J = U.

The complex structure J satisfies, for z,y € H,

w(Jz, Jy) = (AJz, Jy) = (JAz, Jy) = (Az, J* Jy) = (Az,y) = w(z,y),

showing that J is a canonical transformation.
s: H x H— R is defined, for z,y € H, by

s(x,y) = ~w(Ja,y) = — (AJz,y) = (=) Az,y) = (J ' Az, y) = (Pz,y).
It is apparent that s is bilinear. Because P is self-adjoint and (-, -) is symmetric,
s(z,y) = (Pz,y) = (z, Py) = (Py,z) = s(y, ),
showing that s is symmetric. Because P > 0, for any x € H we have s(z,x) =
(Px,z) > 0, namely s is positive. Also because P > 0, there is a unique
S e Z(H), S >0, satisfying S? = P.19 If s(z,2) = 0, we get
0= (Pz,z) = (S%z,2) = (Sz, Sz) = ||Sz|”,

hence Sz = 0 and so Pz = 0, and because P is one-to-one, x = 0. Therefore s
is positive definite, and thus is a real inner product on H.
h: H x H— C is defined, for x,y € H, by

h(z,y) = s(,y) —iw(e,y) = (Pr,y) —iw(z,y) = (Pr,y) —i(Az,y).

For 1,29,y € H,
h(xl + any) = h(xlay) + h(an,y)

For a + i € C,
h((a+iB)z,y) = h(ax + BJz,y)

= h(az,y) + Bh(Jz,y)

= ah(z,y) + B(PJz,y) —iB (AJz,y)

= ah(z,y) + B (Az,y) —iB (A= H)z,y)
= ah(z,y) + pw(z,y) + 1B (Pz,y)

= ah(z,y) + Pw(z,y) +i8s(z,y)

= ah(z,y) +iB(s(z, y) —iw(z,y))

= ah(z,y) +iBh(z,y)

= (a+iB)h(z,y).

Therefore h is complex linear in its first argument. Because s is symmetric and
w is skew-symmetric, h(z,y) = s(z,y) — iw(x,y) satisfies

h(yu l‘) = S(yu CE) - ZOJ(y,.’L') = 8(1’,y) + Zw($7y) = h(l’, y)7
19Walter Rudin, Functional Analysis, second ed., p. 331, Theorem 12.33.




showing that h is conjugate symmetric. For x € H,
h(z,z) = s(z,x) —iw(z,z) = s(x,z) > 0.

If h(xz,2) = 0, then s(x,x2) = 0, which implies that 2 = 0. Therefore h is a
complex inner product on H with the complex structure J.

Suppose that w is a strong symplectic form on the real Hilbert space H.
That is, w” : H — H* is an isomorphism of Banach spaces. We shall show that
A, from (1), is onto. For y € H, define A : H — R by A(z) = (x,y). Then
A\ € H*, so there is some v € H for which w’(v) = X\. That is, w(v, z) = \(z) =
(x,y) = (y,z) for all z € H. But w(v,z) = (Av,z), so (Av,z) = (y,z) for all
x € H, which implies that Av = y, and thus shows that A is onto, and hence
invertible in £ (H). Because A = UP and A,U are invertible in Z(H), P is
invertible in .Z(H). Therefore S, P = S? S > 0, is invertible in .#(H), whence

Jall* = ||57 5]

< |57 15z

= |7 (Sz, S2)
— |57* (P, z)

= |57 s(a, )

= 57l iy,

and on the other hand
|22 = s(z, x) = (Px,x) < ||Px| ||z]l < 1P| [l=]* = ISI* ]l

SO

Izl < [[$~H 2y, llzll, < ISl

Namely this establishes that the norms ||z]|* = (z,z) and ||:1:||f = s(x,x) are
equivalent. O

8 Hamiltonian vector fields

Let E be a real Banach space and let k > 1; if we do not specify k we merely
suppose that it is > 1. A C* vector field on U, where U an open subset of
E, is a C* function v: U — E.

Let v be a C*, k > 1, vector field on E. For z € E, an integral curve
of v through =z is a differentiable function ¢ : J — E, where J is some open
interval in R containing 0, that satisfies

Pt)=(wog)(t), ted,  ¢(0)=uz

If¢: I - F and ¢ : J — FE are integral curves of v through z, it is proved that
for t € INJ, ¥(t) = ¢(t).2° An integral curve of v through x, ¢ : J — E, is

20Rodney Coleman, Calculus on Normed Vector Spaces, p. 194, Proposition 9.3.
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said to be maximal if there is no integral curve of v through = whose domain
strictly includes J. If X : E — E is a C' vector field, for each x € F it is
proved that there is a unique maximal integral curve of v through x, denoted
g+ Jp — E21 A vector field v : E — E is called complete when J, = R for
each x € E. For a vector field v : E — E, a C! function f : E — R is called a
first integral of v if for any integral curve ¢ : J — E of v, fo¢p:J — E is
constant. It is proved that if a vector field has a first integral f : E — R such
that f~1(c) is a compact subset of E for each ¢ € R, then v is a complete vector
field.?2
The flow of v is the function o : X, — E, where

Y, = U I x {x},

zEE

such that for each x € F, o(t,z) = ¢,(t), t € J,. It is proved that ¥, is an open
subset of R x E, and that ¢ : ¥, — E is continuous.?3 It is also proved that for
any k > 1,ifvis C¥ then o : ¥, — Eis Ck.24 1f (s,2), (t,0(s, 7)), (t+5,2) € Ty,
then??

o(t+s,z) =0(t,o(s,x)).

When v is a complete vector field, its flow is called a global flow. In this
case, for t € R we define o, : E — E by o(x) = o(t,x). Then o; ' = 0_;, and
thus each oy is a C* diffeomorphism E — E.

9 Differential forms

For vector spaces V and W and for p > 1, a function f : VP — W is called
alternating if (vq,...,v,) € VP and v; = v;41 for some 1 < i < p —1 imply
that f(vi,...,v,) =0.

For Banach spaces E and F and for p > 1, we denote by @/,(E;F) the
set of alternating elements of Z,(E; F'). In particular, @ (E; F) = A (E; F
Z(E;F). @,(E; F) is a closed linear subspace of the Banach space %, (E; F
We define

)
)2

=}

(B F) = L(E F) =F.

Let %,, be the set of permutation {1,...,n}, which has n! elements. Let
Shy, ; be the set of permutations o of {1,...,p,p+1,...,p+ g} for which

o(l) <---<a(p), op+1)<---<olp+q).

The set Sh, 4 has (p:q) = (p‘;q) elements.

21Rodney Coleman, Calculus on Normed Vector Spaces, p. 194, Theorem 9.2.

22Rodney Coleman, Calculus on Normed Vector Spaces, p. 207, Theorem 9.8.

23Rodney Coleman, Calculus on Normed Vector Spaces, p. 213, Theorem 10.1.

24Rodney Coleman, Calculus on Normed Vector Spaces, p. 222, Theorem 10.3.

25Yvonne Choquet-Bruhat and Cecile DeWitt-Morette, Analysis, Manifolds and Physics,
Part I, p. 551.

26Henri Cartan, Differential Forms, p. 9.
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For f € #7,(E;R) and g € «,(E;R), we define f Ag: EP x E1 — R by

(f A g)(xh sy Tpy Tptly .- v‘rp+q)
= Z sgn(0) f(Zo(1), - s Za))I(To(pt1)s - - s To(ptq))-
o€Shy 4

It is proved that f A g € @i ,(E;R).2
For f € #7,(E;R) and g € «,(E;R),

||f/\g|| = Sup |(f/\g)($la"'axpaxp-‘rlw"vxp-‘rq)'
lZ1|<Ts sl ZptqlI<T

< sup Z |f(‘r0'(1)u cee 7xa(p))g(xa(p+1)7 ceey mtT(p-‘H;{))|
‘|331‘|§17--<7|‘xp+q”§1Ues}lpq

< sup > Illgl

[EAES BN ENTES Bl

- (”;q) T

showing that the operator norm of the bilinear map (f,g) — f A g, 2 (E;R) x
y(E;R) is < (p:;q)7 and thus is continuous.
One proves that for f € «7,(F;R) and g € «7,(E;R), then?
gNAf=(=DPfAg.

It is also proved that for f € @,(E;R), g € &,(E;R), and h € <, (E;R), then?®

(fAg)NR=fN(gAh).

It thus makes sense to speak about f; A --- A f,,. We remind ourselves that
2 (E;R) = Z(E;R) = E*. Tt is proved that if fi,..., f, € E*, then fi A--- A
fn € 2, (FE;R) satisfies

fin Afu(xr, .. ) = Z sgn(0) f1(xo1)) - fu(Tom)), (T1,...,2,) € E",
cEY,

and that fi,..., f, € E* are linearly independent if and only if fiA---Af, = 0.39
Let U be an open subset of the Banach space E. For k> 0 and p > 0, a C*
differential form of degree p on U is a C* function

a:U — o,(E;R).

We abbreviate “differential form of degree p” as “differential p-form”. In partic-
ular, a C* differential O-form is a C* function U — % (E;R) = R. We denote

2THenri Cartan, Differential Forms, pp. 12-14.

28Henri Cartan, Differential Forms, p. 14, Proposition 1.5.1.
29Henri Cartan, Differential Forms, p. 15, Proposition 1.5.2.
30Henri Cartan, Differential Forms, p. 16, Proposition 1.6.1.
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by Q](gk)(U, R) the set of C* differential p-forms on U. It is apparent that this is
a real vector space.

For a C* function f : U — R, with k& > 1, the derivative f’ is C*~! function
U — Z(E;R) = o (E;R), hence f' € QS ().

For o € Q) (U, R) and 8 € Q) (U, R), we define an : U — o, ,(E;R) by

(anpB)(z) = (a(z)) A (B(x), xeU.

It is proved that a A § € Q;’i)q(U, R).31

Suppose that £ > 1 and o € Ql(yk)(U,R)7 ie. a:U — o,(U;R) is a C*
function. Then the derivative is the C*~1 function

o U — Z(E; ,(E;R).
We define do : U — @11 (E;R) by

P

(do)(2)(&0, €1, -, &) = D (=)' (@) (&) (o, -, ir -, )

=0

It is proved that da € Qgi_ll)(U, R).32
In particular, if f : U — R is a C* function, then df € Q" (U, R) is the

function df : U — 4 (E;R) = Z(F;R) defined by
(df)(@)(§) = f'(2)(§), =zl E€E.
Thus, df = f'.
For a € Q,(,k)(U, R) and g € Q((Ik)(U, R) with k > 1, it is a fact that33
da N B) = (da) A B+ (=1)Pa A (dB).
In particular, an element f of Qék)(U7 R) is a C* function U — R, for which,

because f A B = f3,
d(fB) = (df) A B+ f(dB).

For a € Q%) (U, R), with &k > 2,34
d(da) = 0.

Let a € QZ(,k)(U, R), let V' be an open subset of a Banach space F, and
let ¢ : V — U be a C**! function. The the pullback of a by f, denoted

¢*a: V — d,(F;R), is an element of Qék)(V, R) satisfying?>

(@ )W), - mp) = adW) (@ (W) (), -, &' W) () (my- .. ,mp) € FP.

31Henri Cartan, Differential Forms, p. 19, §2.2.

32Henri Cartan, Differential Forms, pp. 20-21, §2.3.
33Henri Cartan, Differential Forms, p. 22, Theorem 2.4.2.
34Henri Cartan, Differential Forms, p. 23, Theorem 2.5.1.
35Henri Cartan, Differential Forms, p. 29, Proposition 2.8.1.
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The pullback satisfies, for a € Qgc)(U, R) and § € Q(gk)(U, R),
P (A B) = (¢"a) A (6" P),

which is an element of Qz(fgq(V, R). It also satisfies, if ¢ : V = U and f : U - R
are C1,

¢ (df) = d(¢™ ),
where (¢*f)(y) = f(o(y))-

10 Contractions and Lie derivatives

Let U be an open subset of a Banach space E, let k> 1, p > 1, let v be a C*
vector field on U, and let o € Qék)(U, R). We define vy : U — %,_1(E;R) by

(o) (@) (V15 ..., vp—1) = a(v(T), V1, ..., Vp_1), (v1,...,vp_1) € EP7L,

(It is straightforward to check that indeed (tya)(z) € %1 (E;R).) It is proved
that t,a : U — o,_1(E;R) is C*, and thus t,a0 € Qék_)l(U, R).3¢ For p = 0,

with f € Q(()k)(U, R), i.e. fisa C* function U — R, we define ¢, f = 0. We call
Ly, the contraction of a by v.
It can be proved that if o € QZ(,k)(U7 R) and g € Q((Zk)(U, R),

w(aAB) = (twa) AB+ (=1)Pa A w,B.
Also, for a C* vector field w on U,
by (b @) = =ty (Lpat),

and hence (2a = 0. And (v, @) — 1y« is bilinear.

For a C* vector field v on U and « € QI(,’C)(U, R), the Lie derivative of «
with respect to v is®”

Zya = d(Lya) + tyda € QZ()k)(U7 R).
The Lie derivative satisfies
Ly(aAP)=(La) ANB+aNZp.

If w is a weak symplectic form on a Banach space E and v is a O vector
field on E, we say that v is a symplectic vector field if

Lyw = 0.
If there is some C?! function H : E — E such that

Lyw = —dH,

36¢f. Serge Lang, Differential and Riemannian Manifolds, p. 137, V, §5.
37¢f. Serge Lang, Differential and Riemannian Manifolds, pp. 138-141, V, §5.
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we say that v is a Hamiltonian vector field with Hamiltonian function
H. If v is a Hamiltonian vector field with Hamiltonian function H, then

ZLyw = d(t,w) + tydw = d(t,w) = d(—dH) = —d*H = 0,

showing that if a vector field is Hamiltonian then it is symplectic. (This is
analogous to the statement that if a differential form is exact then it is closed.)
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