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Abstract

The geometric theory of non-holonomic systems on fibred manifolds is applied
to describe the motion of a particle within the theory of special relativity.
General motion equations for material particles subjected to potential forces
are found. They cover, as particular cases, standard motion equations as well
as a generalization of the special relativity theory proposed by Dicke. Moreover,
they offer new possibilities for studying the dynamics of relativistic particles
interacting with an electromagnetic and/or a scalar field.

PACS numbers: 0330, 0240

1. Introduction

Classical (time-dependent) mechanical systems represent typical examples to be
mathematically modelled on fibred manifolds over a one-dimensional basis—the time axis,
and copies of the configuration space as the fibres. On the other hand, in relativistic mechanics
the time variable has no physically preferred role. This is the reason why it is believed
that fibred manifolds are not quite appropriate underlying geometrical structures for such
‘non-parametrized’ problems, and why some authors suggest to replace fibred manifolds by
manifolds of contact elements (cf [1,2]).

However, bearing in mind recent results of the geometric theory of non-holonomic
mechanical systems on fibred manifolds (cf, e.g., [3-14]), and taking into account the
relativistic condition

govu’u’ =1 (D

on the 4-velocity of a material particle, strongly suggests the idea of understanding the
relativistic particle as a good example of a non-holonomic mechanical system on an
(appropriately chosen) fibred manifold. The aim of this paper is to study this possibility,
and to provide explicit calculations. As a result we obtain general motion equations for a
material relativistic particle, moving in an electromagnetic field and in the field of a scalar
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potential. These equations naturally include the so-called induced constraint force. We
discuss the meaning of this force in different formulations of the special relativity theory.
In particular, it appears that the standard motion equations come from the requirement that
the induced constraint force vanishes identically. On the other hand, the case of a non-zero
induced constraint force is in accordance with a generalization of the relativity theory due to
Dicke [15]. Thus, the understanding of the relativistic particle as a non-holonomic system on
a fibred manifold provides a unified framework for both the standard and Dicke formulation of
the relativity theory. Moreover, it provides us with new possibilities of interaction of relativistic
particles with external fields. One of the most interesting consequences is the fact that a scalar
field has a direct influence on the electromagnetic interaction.

2. Geometric theory of mechanical systems with non-holonomic constraints

In this section we recall briefly basic notions and results of the general theory of mechanical
systems with non-holonomic constraints as formulated in [5, 6].

Letw : Y — X beafibred manifold with a one-dimensional base X, andletr; : J'Y — X
and 7, : J?Y — X denote its first and second jet prolongation, respectively. Other commonly
used projections are 7y : JY > v, 0 : J?Y - Y and Ty JY — Jly. Let
dimY = m + 1 (i.e. m > 1 the fibre dimension). Denote by (V,¥), ¥ = (¢, q?), where
1 < o < m, afibred chart on Y, and by (Vy, ¥1), ¥ = (¢,9%,4°), where V| = nf_é(V)
(respectively, (Va2, ¥2), ¥ = (¢,9°,4°,§%) where V, = 7, é(V)) is the associated fibred
chart on J'Y (respectively, J2Y). By a section of the fibred manifold 7 we shall mean a
mapping y : X — Y, defined on an open subset / in X, such that 7 o y is the identity mapping
of I. The first (respectively, second) jet prolongation of a section y of 7 is denoted by J'y
(respectively, J?y); itis a section of the fibred manifold 7 (respectively, 7). If y is in a fibred
chartrepresented by y = (y°, y?) where y°(t) =, y° (t) = q° oy (t), then J 'y (respectively,
J2y)is represented by J'y = (y°, 7, 7%) (respectively, J2y = (°, %, 7%, 7")), where

77 _ G0N e, 7 &y &G oy)
dt dr - ’

59 = 4% Jl — — —
vy =4c°7Y . dr ar?

A section § of m; is called holonomic if it is the 1-jet prolongation of a section y of 7, i.e.
s=Jy.

Recall that a vector field £ on Y is called projectable if it projects onto a vector field on
the base X. A projectable vector field £ on Y has the chart expression

_ £0 i o v 0
E=EW05 800" 5

i.e. the component at d/9d¢ is a function of the base coordinate 7 only. The first jet prolongation
of a projectable vector field £ is a vector field on J'Y which in fibred coordinates reads as
follows:

lg _ &0 i o v 9 dga_d_go~a> 0
I =05+ (r,q>aqg+<dt ) 3

A vector field on Y or on J'Y is called vertical if its projection onto the base is the zero vector
field (i.e. £° = 0). A form 1 on J'Y is called contact if for every section y of 7, J'y*n = 0.
Similarly, a form 5 on J?Y is called contact if for every section y of , J2y*n = 0. Every
k-form for k > 1 is contact. A form is called horizontal, if its contraction by an arbitrary
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vertical vector field vanishes. A 2-form is called 1-contact (respectively, 2-contact), if its
contraction by vertical vector fields is horizontal (respectively, contact). The 1-forms

w’ =dg° — ¢° dt @° =dg° — §° dr

1 < o < m, are contact. Note that besides the standard basis of 1-forms on J'Y (respectively,
J2Y), ie. (dt, dq?, dq°) (respectively, (d¢, dg?,dqg?,dg?)) one has the basis (d¢, w”, dg?)
(respectively, (df, w”, ®”,d§?)), adapted to the contact structure. Every k-form is then
generated by forms of this basis by means of the exterior product. In particular, a 1-form
non J'Y can be written as

n=nodt +n,dg° + 1, dq° = (no +1,97) dt + no @ + 15dg°

and it can be uniquely decomposed into the sum of its horizontal and contact component in
the following way:

my = (Mo +Neq° +1sG°) dt + 0@ + 15 &

A distribution on J'Y is defined as a mapping D : J'Y 3 x — D) C T,J'Y,
associating to every point x € J'Y a vector subspace D(x) of the tangent space at x. We say
that a distribution D has a constant rank if the dimension of the subspaces D(x) is a constant
(independent of x). A distribution is spanned by a system of local vector fields (§,), ¢ € Z.
Alternatively, it can be characterized by a system of 1-forms (), x € K, such that 5, (§,) =0
for every ¢ and k. We write

D = span{§, |t € T} D = span{n, |k € K}

and call DO the annihilator of D. A section § of 77 is called an integral section of Dif §*n =0
for every 1-form 1 belonging to D°.

Now, let us turn to the concept of a mechanical system on a fibred manifold, and to a
geometrical description of its dynamics by means of distributions.

Let us consider a dynamical form on J*Y,i.e. a 2-form E which in every fibred chart on
J?Y is expressed as follows:

E=E;(t,q",q",4")dq° ndt.

A section y of the fibred manifold 7 is called a path of E if E o J?y = 0. Writing down
the equations for paths in fibred coordinates we obtain a system of m second-order ordinary
differential equations

) d)/v dZyv
ECT (tay 7?7 dt2 =0 (2)

for the components y"(¢), 1 < v < m, of sections y of w. Hence, we can see that dynamical
forms on fibred manifolds are global objects which enable us to transform the (local) concept
of motion equations to manifolds. Note that equations (2) are very general second-order ODE:
they cover both Lagrangian and non-Lagrangian equations; moreover, they need not admit an
expression in the form of a second-order vector field (i.e. they may be ‘non-solvable’ with
respect to the second derivatives). For the purposes of this paper, we can restrict to the case of
equations which are affine in accelerations §", i.e. such that

E, = Ay + By,g" 1<o,v<m 3)

where A, and B, are functions depending on (¢, ¢”, ¢”). Instead of E (which is of the second
order) we consider a first-order object—an equivalence class of local 2-forms on J'Y, called
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the Lepage class of E, denoted by [«], and defined as follows: « € [«] if and only if the
one-contact part of o equals E. In fibred coordinates where E is given by (3) we have

a=A,0° Adt +By,0” A dg" + F

where F is alocal 2-contact 2-formon J'Y,i.e. F = F,, o° Aw". Toevery « there is naturally
associated the so-called dynamical distribution A, generated by all the 1-forms iz«, where &
runs over the set of all 77;-vertical vector fields on J'Y. In other words, the annihilator of A,
is spanned by the following 1-forms:

Ay, dt +2F,;, 0" + By, dg” Bs,o".
Apparently, the following assertion holds:

Proposition 2.1. The system of paths of a dynamical form E coincides with the system of
holonomic integral sections of its dynamical distributions in the class [A,].

The Lepage class of E is called a first-order mechanical system (associated with the dynamical
form E).

The above rather abstract understanding of a mechanical system first proposed in [5] can be
viewed as an appropriate generalization of the symplectic description of mechanical systems.
While the latter is applicable to regular Lagrangian mechanics on tangent spaces, the former
is well adapted to the case when one needs to take into account mechanical systems without
a priori restrictions (e.g. to regularity or variationality), and to study geometric properties of
solutions of the equations of motion on fibred manifolds. This is, in particular, important
in the case when constraints have to be considered, since generally neither regularity nor
variationality in its usual sense is preserved under non-holonomic constraints.

Naturally, within the general scheme, regular and Lagrangian systems appear as particular
cases: a mechanical system [«] is called regular, if the class [A,] contains a dynamical
distribution of rank one. It can be shown [5] that

Proposition 2.2. The mechanical system [a] associated with a dynamical form E on J*Y,
E = (A; + By ,G")w° A dt, is regular if and only if any of the following equivalent conditions
holds:

(a) the matrix (B,,) is everywhere regular,

(b) any dynamical distribution A € [A,] is of rank 1;

(c¢) all the dynamical distributions belonging to the class [Ay] coincide;
(d) the equations for the paths of E can be expressed in the explicit form

§° = —B°"A, 1<o<m
where (B°V) denotes the inverse matrix to (Bg)).

A dynamical form E is called locally variational if in a neighbourhood V, of every point
x € J1Y there exists a function L such that, over V,, the components E, of E coincide with
the Euler—-Lagrange expressions of L, i.e.

oL d oL
dg° dt9g°’
It can be proved [5, 16] that

E, = “

Proposition 2.3. E is locally variational if and only if, in a neighbourhood V. of every point
x € J'Y, the corresponding mechanical system [a] contains a closed 2-form ag, i.e. on Vi,
there is a form ag € [a] such that dag = 0. In this case, moreover, the form ag is unique and
globally defined (on J'Y).
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The form o is called the Lepagean equivalent of E and the corresponding mechanical
system is called a Lagrangian system [16].

Now, let us turn to constrained systems. Let | < k < m — 1. By a constraint manifold in
J'Y we shall mean a submanifold Q of J!'Y of codimension k, fibred over Y; we denote by ¢
the canonical embedding of Q into J'Y. By definition, Q is locally defined by a system of k
equations, called non-holonomic constraints, as follows:

. aft
£it.q°.¢°) =0  rank (ai) —k  1<i<k )
q(f

Equations (5) can always locally be put into the so-called normal form,
q~m7k+i_hi(t’qa’ql)=() lélgk

where 1 </ < m — k. Thus, without loss of generality, one can suppose one has a cover A of
the constraint Q by open (in J!Y) sets such that at each of these sets,

fit.q%,4%) =¢" ™ —n'(t,q%, ¢". (©6)

Consequently, one has for every U € A a system of k linearly independent 1-forms,

, , afi o af afi
o= rde D (=g a e L <<k
ag° ag° ag°
defined on U, and called constraint 1-forms. The distribution of corank 2k on U annihilated
by the constraint 1-forms ¢' and the 1-forms d f, 1 < i < k, is then called a constraint

distribution, and is denoted by Cy .

Denote by Z(¢') the ideal generated by the constraint 1-forms ¢, 1 <i < k,on U. A
dynamical form ®; on U is called a constraint force or Chetaev force if ®y € Z(¢'). Thus
we have

. afi
Sy = A; /\ng = —Ajo —.dqa A dr.
ag°
The horizontal 1-forms A; = A;odf (respectively, the functions A;o) are called Lagrange
multipliers. Every Chetaev force satisfies the principle of virtual work:

Proposition 2.4. For every my-vertical vector field belonging to the constraint distribution,
igdy =0.

A pair (Q, ®y) where Q C J'Y is a constraint and @ is a Chetaev force is called a
physical constraint structure on U. Considering this structure at each U of the covering A
reflects the physical requirement that the constraint Q is ideal (workless). If [«] is a mechanical
system on J'Y we put

A, :O[+¢)U.

In this way we get at each U a new mechanical system [, ], called a deformation of [a] by
®,. If the corresponding (unconstrained) dynamical form is £ = (A, + B,,¢") dg° A dt, the
fi=0are equations of the submanifold Q@ N U, and @ is a Chetaev force, then

8 i
[, ] = <A(, — o ai) @® Adt + Byyo® AdGY + F
qO'

where F' runs over 2-contact 2-forms on U. The deformed equations of motion on U are the
following:
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Proposition 2.5. Let y be a section of w such that J'y is an integral section of the constraint
distribution Cy. vy is a path of the deformed mechanical system [ag,] on U iff

J'yticag, =0
for every m-vertical vector field § on U, where a¢,, is any representative of the class [ae, ].

In fibred coordinates,
i o af! P
floJy=0 Ay + Boyd' = Aio W along J<y. 7)
Thus, locally, we have a system of m + k ODEs for m + k unknowns y?(¢), A;o(¢) from which
both the constraint force and the constrained dynamics can be determined.

The above ‘physical description’ gives us constrained systems modelled as local
deformations of the original mechanical systems, defined in a neighbourhood of the constraint.
Another possibility (expressing a ‘geometrical point of view’) is based on the idea of
representing constrained systems directly as mechanical systems on the constraint submanifold,
i.e. with a reduced number of degrees of freedom (equal to m — k). In fact, this is a geometric
procedure of extracting Lagrange multipliers, since in the ‘reduced’ equations of motion no
undetermined constraint forces appear.

Denote by ¢ : Q — J!'Y the canonical embedding and put

¢ = span{t*¢’, 1 <i <k}
where ¢’ runs over all constraint 1-forms subordinate to a cover of Q. It can be proved that
Proposition 2.6. C is a distribution on the constraint Q (of corank k with respect to Q).

Itis called the canonical distribution or Chetaev bundle [5]. Clearly, itis a geometric realization
of the concept of ‘possible general displacements’; its m;-vertical subdistribution represents
‘virtual generalized displacements’, and its 7 o-vertical subdistribution could be called a
distribution of ‘virtual velocities’. The pair (Q, C) is then called a geometrical constraint
structure on J'Y. The ideal on Q generated by the I-forms annihilating the canonical
distribution is called the constraint ideal and is denoted by Z(C°). Now, with the help of
the canonical distribution C one can obtain an intrinsic description of mechanical systems
constrained to a submanifold Q of J'Y as follows: if [«] is an unconstrained mechanical
system, put for every o € [«]

oo = o mod Z(CY).

Thus «g is an equivalence class of 2-forms on the constraint Q. We denote by [cg]
the mechanical system generated by a«g. It is easy to see that if o), ap € [«] then
[(a1)o] = [(22)ol. The class [ao] is called the constrained system related to the mechanical
system [«] and the constraint structure (Q, C). Note that, by definition, a form belongs to
[ao] if and only if it is a sum of (*«, a 2-contact 2-form and a constraint 2-form. By the
following theorem the above ‘physical’ and ‘geometric’ description of a constrained system
are equivalent:

Proposition 2.7. The constrained system [og] does not depend upon deformation of [«], i.e.
on QN U, for every constraint force @y,

[(ao,)o] = [ag].
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After some technical calculations we obtain a representative ag of the class [eg] expressed
in fibred coordinates in the basis (dz, o', dql ), 1 <1 <m —k, as follows (see [5,6]):

m—k

m—k
ag = Zzla)l Adt + Z E]sa)l A dqY
=1 l,s=1

where
- k Ih? & k dni\ (o ah®
Al - Al + Zl A’117k+pa_(,7[ + Z Bl,m7k+s + Z Bm7k+j,m7k+sa_q[ ? + 8qo q ot
p= s=1 j=1
(3)
- : an an" : dni an’
Bls - le + Z; Bl,m—k+ra_q.s + Bm—k+r,xa_q.l + Z Bm—k+j,m—k+ra_ql@ Ol. (9)
r= r,j=1

Now, the equations of motion have the following form:

Proposition 2.8. A section y of 7 is a path of the constrained system [ao] if and only if J'y is
an integral section of the canonical distribution C, and for every m-vertical vector field & € C
it satisfies the equation

J'yFicag =0 (10)
where ag is (any) 2-form belonging to the equivalence class [oo].

In fibre coordinates this gives the following system of m — k second-order ODEs, and k
first-order ODEs for the components y', ... y™ of y:

m—k
<Z1+Z§,pql’>oﬁy=o floJly =o0. (11)
p=1

Equivalently, motion equations can be interpreted within the differential systems approach
as equations for holonomic integral sections of a constrained dynamical distribution A,
associated with the mechanical system represented by oo, which is defined to be a
subdistribution of the canonical distribution C, generated by 1-forms izoo, with £ running
over the set of all r;-vertical vector fields belonging to C. In analogy with the unconstrained
case, this leads to a concept of regularity for constrained systems as follows [5]: a constrained
system is called regular if it is represented by a constrained dynamical distribution of
rank 1.

Proposition 2.9. Regularity is equivalent with the condition that the (m — k) x (m — k)-matrix
(By) is regular.

Note that a constrained system corresponding to a regular mechanical system need not
be regular. Moreover, a constrained system of a Lagrangian (variational) system need not be
variational in the standard sense.

3. The relativistic particle as a non-holonomic mechanical system: the case of constant
rest mass

In this section we show that a particle in the theory of special relativity can be viewed as a
typical constrained mechanical system with one nonlinear non-holonomic constraint.
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Let us suppose that a relativistic particle with the rest mass my = constant > 0 moves
in a variational force field. The appropriate underlying fibred manifold for its description is
R x R* — R with the base R, playing the role of a space of parameters (parametrizing
spacetime curves in R*), and the four-dimensional copies of R* as the fibres; we consider
the manifold R* with the standard structure of spacetime in the special relativity theory,
i.e. endowed by the Minkowski metric g = (g,,), where g, = —8;, and gy = gy = 0
for 1 < I,p < 3, and g44 = 1. In (global) canonical fibred coordinates (s, g%, ¢°) on
JU (R x RY) = R x R* x R* the corresponding Lagrange function has the following
form:

1 3
L=—5mo [(q"‘f - Z(qf’)z} +q°¢s — ¥ (12)
p=1

where 1 < p < 3,1 < o <4, ¢, and ¢ are C'-differentiable functions depending on (¢', g*),
1 < I < 3, but not on the base parameter s. The corresponding equations of motion are the
Euler-Lagrange equations of the Lagrangian (12); they are second-order ODE for sections y
of the fibred manifold R x R* — R,

EoJ*y =0 Eso0J?y =0 1<1<3
where the Euler-Lagrange expressions E, = A, + B, ,§" are of the form

0o I\ oY g ¢4\ Y
dg'  9q° dq' dg*  0q° gt
Thus, by (3), we have

Al:q'U %_% _% 1<l<3 A4=qa 8¢a—a¢4 —% (13)
dg!  9q° aq' dg*  9q° dagq*

By, = —mody, By =Buy=0 By =myg 1<, p<3. (14)

E = —moi' +¢° ( Es=mog* +¢° <

In keeping with the special relativity theory, we shall consider one single non-holonomic
constraint (k = 1) in J'(R x R*), given by the equation

3
G =) @y —1=o. (15)

p=l1

This equation defines a smooth manifold Q in J!(R x R*) of codimension one. Apparently, Q
is not connected, being the union of two connected components Q, = {(s, ¢°, ¢°) € Q|¢* >
0}and Q_ = {(s,4°,¢°) € Q|4* < 0}. We shall consider the physically relevant component
Q. given by the equation

(16)

Note that the openset U = {x € J'(Rx R*) | ¢*(x) > 0} with the canonical fibred coordinates
is a global chart covering the constraint manifold Q.. In the notation of section 2 put

7)
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On U we obtain the constraint ideal generated by the 1-form

3

3 N
1+ (gr)? ds—zq—a)’+w4
p=1 =1 /14 Z;zl(c]l’ﬂ

and the corresponding Chetaev force depending upon one Lagrange multiplier A ds,

1
CDU:AOZq—wlAds—k0w4Ads.

=130 (GP)?

The motion equations of the deformed mechanical system now become

0P, d ad —ogt
—mog! +4° ( P _ ﬁ) A — (18)
dq agq° aq 1 +Z;71(q'p)2
A AN L
moit i (G5~ 5 ) = g = )

Let us express the constrained system as a mechanical system on the constraint manifold
Q.. The canonical embedding of Q. into the first jet prolongation of the underlying fibred
manifold has the form

19,3 (5,4 ¢ ¢ — s, 4 gt ¢ = | s. 4 gt d,

Using the relations (8) and (9) we obtain the functions (X,, E/s), 1 <1, s < 3, the components
of the 2-form «g, on Q,:

— dh 3. (3¢ 0O 3
Al:(A1+A4F)OL:E q'-’ <i§_ﬁ>__1//l

j=1
NCIE R T ——
o' 00) 00 [ e

= %) (20)
q

dh dh q'q
B44—.1 S Jot=—mo 315—+ .
9q" 9q 1+ (gP)?

2

Recall that the 2-form « g, represents the constrained mechanical system, and the components
of «g, define the left-hand sides of the corresponding motion equations. Hence, the reduced
system of equations of motion is of the form

(A1 +Bipi”) o Py = 0.

Since the matrix (Elp) is regular, we can write the equations of motion in the explicit form

G+ AP =0 (22)
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with

A =B"A B '=3")
The constrained system is described by equations (22) together with the equation of the
constraint (16). For the inverse matrix E_l = (Epl) we obtain

1+@H*  4¢'¢? q'q’
_ 1 " . .
B 1 - q1q2 1+(q2)2 q2q3
1o ’y . .
q'q? ’q* 1+(g%)?
ie.

_ 1
B" = _m_(apl +4q7gh 1< p, <3 (23)

0

After some calculations we obtain the functions .4” in equations (22):

—p— g (08, 0dy
AP =B" A =-— 3””<_j__)+
1 m(); q

gl 0q/
B 0 0
gpl_w +qpql _1# +q" _1// (24)
94’ a4’ dg*

Let us denote q4 = ¢t as usual, and consider on J' (R x R*) new coordinates (s, q’, t, v, q'4),
defined by the transformation rule

§' =g,
Note that the meaning of the new coordinates is the following: (z, ql, v!) are coordinates
on J'(R x R?), adapted to the fibration R x R> — R of the manifold R*—the fibre of
the fibred manifold R x R* — R. In these coordinates the constraint Q, is given by the
equation
gt =

V1 =2

where v? = Zj’:l WH)? = Z?:l (dg’ /dt)? is the (three-dimensional) velocity of the particle.

Now, equations (22) with the functions .A” given by (24) can be transformed by eliminating
the parameter s as follows: since we have for p = 1, 2, 3,

(25)

p d @) = d (dqg? dt _ 1 d vP 26)
TP "5 \Car 6s) T A\ ST
we obtain
1 d movu? b
——1 — v2 . a <——1 — v2> +m0A =0 (27)

and using (25) we obtain for (A”), 1 < p < 3,

I <U.i (% _ %) N <% _ %))
 meV/1 — 02 dq'  0q/ aq! ot
| )

+— —_—
mo(l —v?) aq' at

((5”(1 — ) + 7))
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We denote A = (¢y) and ¢p4 = —V. The vector form of equations (27) multiplied by /1 — v2
is then

d l/l’l()l_J> N - 8;{ —
E<ﬁ>=vxrotA—§—gradV+B (28)

where we have denoted v = (v'), and

3— /1 — 2 _L % 7
B= 1 —v?grad ¥ m(8t+vgraddf

v dy
=—V1—vigrady - ——. 29
N R @)
In this way we have obtained the following result. The original problem—to study the
mechanical system on R x R* — R, defined by the Lagrangian (12), and subject to the
standard relativistic constraint g,,4°¢" = 1, has been transferred to an equivalent problem—
to study the unconstrained ‘three-dimensional particle’, moving in the force field

.7_:- = .7_:— L+ g
where F 1. is the standard Lorentz force, and B is defined by (29). Note that both F 1 and B are
force fields on Q,. Consequently the following proposition holds.

Proposition 3.1. A section y of the fibred manifold R x R* — R, y(s) = (s, t(s), ' (t(s))),
is a path of a relativistic particle with a constant rest mass mo > 0 moving in a potential
force field given by a 4-potential (A, V) and a scalar potential v if and only if along J*y the
following equations are satisfied:

d [ myb R . A i dy
— [ —— ) = tA— — —gradV —v1 —vlgradyy — —— 30
dt( 1—v2) vV X IO o7 gra v? grad ¥ — 30)

m
55””044: 0

NI

The first of these equations is the equation of motion, while the second one is the energy
equation.

Let us discuss the geometric and physical meaning of the force B in more detail.

For B3 = 0 we obtain the well known vector equation for a particle moving in the variational
force field described by a vector potential A and scalar potential V. This equation can be derived
from the Lagrange function

L=—-mg/1—v2+0A—V. (32)

It is interesting to note the following:

€1y

Proposition 3.2. The condition B=0isa necessary and sufficient condition for the motion
equation (30) be variational, i.e. identical with the Euler—Lagrange equation of some Lagrange
function.

Actually, as proved in [17, 18] (cf also [19]), a force F in the equation

4 <m—01_5> =F (33)
dr \v1—v2/)
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is variational (potential) if and only if Fisa ‘Lorentz-type’ force, i.e. iff there exists a vector
field w and a function ¢ on the spacetime such that

-

- . ow
]—":vxrotw—g—gradgo.

Comparing this result with (30) we can see that this means that w and ¢ are identified with A
and V, respectively, and B = 0, proving the above assertion.
_ Letus turn to discuss the case B # 0. To investigate the meaning of the second term of
B, i.e. the force field

- 7 d

Fo__ v W

V1—v? dr

let us proceed as follows. Consider the deformed equations of motion (18) and (19). We can
see that along the paths of the deformed mechanical system,

99, 8¢a>.u.g oy
§° —

aq° aq"

7 = hg 80044

aq° /1 +Z;:1(q'p)2'

The second term on the left-hand side of this equation is zero because of the antisymmetry of
the expression in brackets. Since only solutions satisfying the equation of the constraint (15)
are admissible, i.e. such that g,,4°¢" o J'y = 1 and consequently, g,,G°¢G" o J*>y = 0, we
finally obtain

mOgavqaqv + (

oy . _dy Ao

A ———
o d ey @y

along admissible paths. Comparing this with the expression for the Chetaev force we can see
that

&
ds

are its (space) components. In the coordinates (s, ¢, ¢*, v', ¢*) this reads

P =—¢

dyr vl dy
o = o Y ih2 = _ il
v ar @) 1—% dt
Thus we have obtained that along any admissible trajectory the term
b dy
1 —v? dr

has the geometric meaning of a constraint force. Therefore, and taking into account that (28)
is equation (27) multiplied by the factor /1 — v2, we can call ]?C the induced constraint force.
Summarizing, we obtained that the second term in the expression (29) of B is the induced
constraint force.

Now, we shall discuss the meaning of the first term D=—/1-1? grad ¢ in B. To this
end we rewrite equation (30) in a slightly different form,

d [ myv ioody - A
— + — = tA— — —gradV —+/1 —v2grad
& <\/1 —v2) N vV X 1o a7 gra v? grad ¥

and we suppose for simplicity the electromagnetic force be equal to zero. Put

1 ~
nw=—y mo = moe’*. (34)
my
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In terms of the new scalar potential p and the function g (which both are functions of the
spacetime variables) the above equation becomes

d [ mpe *v e v d -~
< 0 >+ 0 ad = —mpe "1 —v2gradu

dr V1 =2 \/1_v2$

ie.
d mov ~
e —= ) =— Y1 —v2grad .
e dt(ﬂ) mo e v? grad u
Since e™* # 0, this is equivalent to
4 ﬂ = —ngv1—vigradu = —v1 —v2gradm
a T 0 0-

Accordingly, we can state the following result which is in agreement with a proposal due to
Dicke [15] adapting the theory of relativity to the Mach principle:

Proposition 3.3. The motion of a relativistic particle with a constant rest mass mo > 0, moving
in a force field given by a scalar potential \ is described by the equation

—|——)=—-Vv1—vigrady - ——
dr \ /1 -2 £ V1 =2 dr
or equivalently, by the equation
d nov I ~
a ﬁ =—vI1i—v grad my (36)
-

where

my = moe’* w=—y
mo

Thus this particle can be viewed as possessing a non-constant rest mass ni depending upon
a scalar potential |1, and subject to the force

= —/1 — v? grad my.

We shall call the scalar potential p the Dicke field and the force D the Dicke force. We
can see that the Dicke field has the properties assumed by Dicke in [15]: namely, the Dicke
force is attractive and proportional to /1 — v2. At the same time, the form of the dependence

I

of i1 upon u ensures that D depends upon m,. Moreover, since my > 0, the obtained mass
of a particle is everywhere positive. It remains unchanged if and only if the field i vanishes,
and the dependence of the mass upon w is the same for all particles. These facts agree with
the famous Eotvos experiment stating the equivalence of gravitational and inertial mass.
Finally, note that the requirement that the induced constraint force F. vanishes identically
means that dy/d¢ = 0, i.e. ¥ = constant on the constraint. More formally we can write

Proposition 3.4.

-

Fo=0 <= dy/dt=0.
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Indeed, by assumption, v is C!-differentiable, hence dv/d¢ is continuous, and,
consequently, diyr/dz(x) # O at a point x means that there exists a neighbourhood U of x
in Q, such that dy/dt # 0 on U. Denote by V the submanifold of Q. defined by the equation
v = 0. Obviously, V is a closed submanifold of codimension three. Since .7_-;6 =0on 9,, we
have dyy/dr = 0 on Q, — V. Next, if x € V would be such that dyr/dz(x) # O then it should
hold dyr/d¢ # 0 on an open neighbourhood U C Q, of x, and due to F. = 0 one would get
v=0o0nU,ie U C V,acontradiction. Thus diy/dt = 0 on the constraint Q,. The converse
implication, i.e., ¥ = constant —> jEc = 0 is trivial.

As a direct consequence of the above proposition we obtain that the condition F.=0
implies that B = 0 and the motion equations (30) reduce to the ‘standard’ relativistic motion
equations. Conversely, u = constant means that the mass of the particle is a constant and the
Dicke force vanishes. Hence, we can conclude that approaching the relativistic mechanics as
a theory with non-holonomic constraints one gets a unified model for the ‘standard’ and Dicke
relativity theory as follows.

The ‘standard’ approach (based upon the Lagrange function (32)) corresponds to the
assumption that the induced constraint force vanishes. On the other hand, Dicke relativity
theory (taking into account the Mach principle) comes from the assumption that the induced
constraint force is non-trivial.

Remarkably, the motion of a charged particle in an electromagnetic field is different in
presence of a Dicke field.

Proposition 3.5. In the presence of an electromagnetic field the motion equation (36) takes
the form

d (v “F, 4D (37)
d(_mv ) _ .,
At \JT— o2 -

where Fy, is the standard Lorentz force.

Thus, the Dicke field can strengthen or weaken the Lorentz force. It seems that interaction
of this kind could be responsible, for example, for the stability of atoms.
In what follows we shall call the factor e the cushon charge, or simply cushon.

4. The relativistic particle as a non-holonomic mechanical system: the case of
non-constant mass

Now, let us suppose that the mass of a particle is a (general) function of spacetime coordinates.
Replacing my in the Lagrangian (12) by m(g*) > 0 we obtain the corresponding Euler—
Lagrange expressions E, = A, + By,¢", with

(d¢s Oy Y 1dm J m ,
A — o _ )4
1=9 (aql aqa> 9 20q (( )? E ] )) —aq4qq

1<1<3
I P\ Y Ldm [ 4, N0\, O0m oy 42

Ay = - - 2y i
4=4° <8q 8q"> ot 20g8 ((q) pEZI(q) 214 g (q)
Blp = —mSlp B41 = B]4 =0 B44 =m 1 S l,p < 3.

Since the constraint is again expressed by equation (15) (respectively, (16)), the constraint
ideal and the constraint force remain the same as in the case of constant rest mass. Applying
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the same procedure as in section 3 we obtain the constrained system represented by the motion
equations (11) where the functions A; and By, 1 <1, s < 3, are of the following form:

(8¢ da\ v (00, 0ps\ Y q'
et (-3 () e
l ;q ( g’ dgJ aq q dg* aq’ ag* \/w

3 .7
1+Z(qﬁ)2<%—a—ﬁ>—1 oo

2\ 3q 8‘1 /1+Z 1(GP)?

and

Joes
= q4
BIS:_m 8[3_3—.2 .
1+Y2 14"

Analogous calculations such as those presented in section 3 lead to the following vector
equation of motion:

d v 5> o o
— | — ) =FL+B+B, 38
me ( () v2) L (33)
with the standard Lorenz force F ., the B as in section 3 (cf (29)), and with

_ 1 — v dm

= <\/ 1 —v2gradm + —— e (39)
To discuss this equation in more detail, let us rewrite it in the following (equivalent) form

d v v d - 3 .

ma<\/1_v2)+J1_v2 E(§m+1ﬁ)—fL—\/l—v grad(§m+¢) (40)

Taking into account the deformed equations of motion (7), and applying similar arguments
to those in section 3 we obtain the following result:

Proposition 4.1. The induced constraint force is given by the formula
Ao h g 41)
=— - where =y —sm.
¢ 1T =2 dt X :

Thus, in terms of the constraint force, equation (40) reads
d I’}’H—)> - -
——= | =FL+F. — V1 —vgrad(m + x).
i (=) =507 mdon s 10

Now, we can consider two different possibilities:

4.1. Zero induced constraint force.

This case is obtained from the assumption that (up to an additive constant)
1
Obviously, equation (40) takes then the ‘standard form’ of motion equation for a relativistic
particle with non-constant mass
d

a( 1_v2) P — V1= o2 gradm. 42)
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Recall that this equation comes as the Euler—Lagrange equation from the Lagrangian

L=-my1—v2+3A—V. (43)

Note that equation (36) obtained in the previous section can be viewed as a particular case
of (42) if in the latter one takes m = mge* and f-’L = 0. However, for a charged particle
moving in an electromagnetic field the corresponding equations (37) and (42) become quite
different: in (37) the Lorentz force is modified by the cushon charge e*.

4.2. Non-zero induced constraint force.

We shall show that the assumption 7. # 0 leads to a generalized motion equation for a particle
with non-constant mass, including equation (37) (and hence also the Dicke relativity) as a
particular case.

Consider the motion equation (40). Instead of the functions m and v we can equivalently
introduce new functions f and u as follows:

m=mo+ f X =mop
where m( > 0 is a constant. Rewriting (40) in terms of f and u, we obtain

d ((my+ v . mov  dp
e\ VT=2 ) V1= dt

Multiplying this equation by the cushon e/ and denoting by

Fr— Mgrad(mo + f+mop).

m = me" mo = moe” f= fe* Fr=e"Fp

the corresponding cushon quantities, we obtain after straightforward calculations the following
motion equation, equivalent with (40):

d mv = ~ v du
—|—)=Fr—V1I—-vigradm+ f|{V]—vigradpu+ —=— |. 44
dt(«/_l—vz) ‘ e f( BT T dt) (9

We can see that, as expected, equation (37) is a particular case of (44) for f = 0. Similarly,
equation (42) is contained in (44), since, by the same arguments as in section 3, ., = 0 implies
M = constant.

Proposition 4.2. Within the approach of the theory of non-holonomic systems, equation (44) is
the most general motion equation, representing the dynamics of a charged relativistic particle
with positive non-constant mass, moving in an electromagnetic field and a Dicke field ji.
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