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W, BT IU S S, Lie 5EXFI2 shid o O 2
TETCS /INVERIEAE T N BAASPE AT i R A B 0F
GE XSRS FR 2 KB s o T R AR A A
Lie ZE#ff & . QxR—QOxRAEH T AZE, BIVye A,
O - ye A, HELMILME LK Lie FEEMTT X 1)
— B XX o R R R Z BV
B Ly Z=[X", 2] Z.—AZ 25 AT 7E 4k

SLA QIO IE TR, B & % e iz shid s I fE i
B 12X BRI R BE XS B BT o
FeR Y Z W3l J1 5 X BRPE 245 U il i JE b Lie
IHE W TQXR—TQXR P-FF Z BB 1% A
A Y ye N, W - ye A, FIHBER A RIT Y, I
B FRERR N L,Z =Y, Z]AZ 3%A T m] H
Yl e B2 100 19858 B SR RoR Bl oy
TR IR FRE, B i 8=0,L,8=0. 301, A
T EMU LU . (1) Lie XPFRYE | 8h J1 255 BR A0
PR XS FRPEAE 053 7 B AR R AT R T8
SRS AT i T R R 5 Z m R B
PRtk B TSI 0] B3 X B =i, Q, — AR B 1
XPFRtE, BRAE Z A PERERY B0E AR IR L 2-E 50 O
2 AL FRATT AT DAGERR IR EE 0 PR A 1805 T R R X
FRYE. (2) Z B ior 7 FO< 8 375 10 2l 7 256 Bk A
PEREXSFRIEERCLEE T 3 ) 2 AR G B D oz B 07 7
ARVt O 225 5, T 0 e g 25 7 R B B0 AR Y
PEBE 7 B R D) il iR 2 TQ x R A kR &
R N
dq" g
{de,0" =dg"~¢"dt, 0" =dg* —f*dt} ,FITE Z HIARZE 1-
Jk B = A, +p,ar, WIIE 51 7 T 10 P B J7 B2
PP, i—p,, iﬂ,ﬁqﬂ S, q,9) =g, Blin, BH
aq"” il
JEIRT g+2ng+kq=0(k>n>0) BA HERIXT R, &
HIPERE TR N p—2np+k*p=0""" (3) 1E iy, L,Q=0
Z5MF R, Cartan X R IE 3l 1 242 X FR 4, Noether X
PRYERZ Lie XMFRIE, WARTRSY J127 R GE A SR 21X
AGRAF AR, Sk SR AN X BBl 7 27 5%k B A
Lie XJ FRPE— A & Cartan X FRPE: Y Noether X FR
P, RIS fRAy T2 R G a2 . 6 4, Kepler [7]
B Lie XFRRPE ] LU =A Killing R ks, H
RTINS JE Noether X FRVE, 43 51 %F B T RE =
M, JF— XN F Runge—Lenz K im , [HE A
J& Noether A0 (4) —fRAIE LT, 9053 J7 T2 B KRR
PEIEA 5 p a2 AR I (H S B AT 2 — o SR
BF L AF 7E B <7 1E B 7E B AT ZE A 4 Lutzky 19 3E
Noether IS5 H & B0 3% R4 HY Lagrange BR
BM L(t,q,q) ,Poincare-Catran JE XK 6, , il
THKREY Z W) Lie XFFEME X A2 Noether %Y
(B AT Ly 0,20, , o 1/ =X (L) +L7, )\
IMTE Hess % BF 0 2 [6] 47 £ A8 6 46 BF AL, T A2 -
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L', =AML, JRRVAY =1, L HUE AR (A,) H i
(A 22 T8 20 AT LR 2157 fH i, 40 det (4A;) Al
tr(A;) SEEE Noether U5y 5. 4 401, iy i 42 2 7Y
Runge-Lenz Kt /&3 Noether B Lie X #4155
{8 AR — AR ] DL 5 — 4B IR 111 Lie
XFPRPE XA RGERY 58 XS FRPERF R 8 SRR IRL
PERE SL(3) , EA—A> 5 ZHT#E, /& Noether X%
PEEHAR R B 5 AP fE R A 2 A2 ST
[ FRATAT LA 42 55 41 3 A~k Noether #U 1) Lie
XFRPE R AT IE

e L3R B 3R h 28 8 32 3 Kepler [R] B8P Y
Runge-Lenz K it J&3E H H 2 1Y 5FE L, B 7E Kepler
[ P T AT L iz Bl 1 BIE JE A LR A 1R Y
J7 1) AR AR e B R T S 1 kR P Pauli
(1926) HIIX A~ 5 5 >k 3 S 1 E 9L, Bargmann
(1936) FIHH Kepler [n] i rf1 £ 3l & 5 Runge-Lenz &
S 5 OE F R SIE Fork (1935) 4 i 19 U5 &
AR ) DY AE % Sl AS AL 0 TIR B 1 5 S (5 6
TH 32 Sl IR B, Aok BLUIE BT H AR 8 AR
TR DR BB sh 4y bt 4 , Runge-Lenz =i}
iz P 45 1H 5 ok T . Runge-Lenz K it 3% W]
Kepler [RIE7F AL RS X AR, B 0958 X AR 6
SR U AR SRS

6 SMAFESFILALEN

6.1 I JLAEEXAT Bk

JAE BT 157 B XA B I s 5 e A B T
Newton St 775 {ER B JC I8 AN o 50 A ik i L
fap &ty , A SR 4250 1 rTRAR” i LA, A3
TR U = J LA 3 T L] — 3l ok A
T4 1] symplectic = sym+plectic , 1i] Xk 9 L8 7 —
&, T 5RE TR T I/ complex = com+plex 28],
JIT LIRS 2907 Bl 58 Weyl HITR, 55020 4>
RIAT TG 7 i 44 9 A (complex group) ,
Ja A S e Bk 5 S A S W IR VA T 1938 AR
HZEVE(The Classical Groups: Their Invariants and
Representations) 1 1 YK 3| A symplectic group KAt
# complex group[sﬂ SIS Y 2 A 1 o Tt
B M ERE ST ARB AR MIRY 2-1E50 Q, Bl dQ=0.
TR I A DR ST 757 2R GE T A 4 A1 25 ] gl i 4 7Y

W, ERAERIE R TIN, Bl M=T" 0, &
A I E L5 Q,=dp, A dg* , HER Y Hamilton 5
Gl FH=JC4(T" Q,H, Q,) K&, Hamilton 1F ]
JIREAT BRI RN iy, = —dH,
6.2 FiRMAFEBEN L

TEFETIE M AT SR AB 5L HB A A — > TE ]
ARER (¢ p,) (w=1,2,---,n) T & Q=dp, Nd¢",
R TIE FEA 51 28 F—Darboux & 31, #i5 1., B
A TRV AR~ A JRy 8 L A 2 AR [ . X b Jey 78
IE AR ZE R BT LAAE) 22 3 E ) Lagrange F it JE
AR AR IR . BT i Lagrange TR JE L J2& 2n 4k
W M B n 45708, A5 eI R, TEE R
—AMEPIR B AL AF A I D= 4544, 3X 3t/ Darboux-
Moser-Weinstein & Hf 73" 4R FATHE— 4 BR X
A~ Lagrange T /£ — S8 J LR 544,
8 1 SO A N 7S N S N (R 35N
Lagrange 2 4L 4k 3 it JE 10 21 4 23 [A] 2 34 38 1Y) F X 3K
A8 XA 27 A s TR SR IR T 1, M A5 214 E 7Y
Lagrange N S HR g5 Q= di, A dy*, H
HIENARAR (L, ,v*) FRO9PE — M As i, X2 5E 4
EERES RSN OEE e
6.3 RFEZMHXIFRE—FE

YR A SRy 70 ] ey i i Ak BLAT PR [l
FRIXSBRAE Sp (M, Q) . A 2R~ [ 44 W S 1 A2 T
X, R WS 0 T L,Q=0, IR0 d (i, Q)= 0,
# Poincare 5| B, X TR E 7EF W B9 R L S AF
(E— AN RECH 75 0 Q= —dH. LI ATFR X 530
Hamilton [/ 337, H 4 J&) ¥ Hamilton PR%L, X J7
FRESZN Hamilton 1E W 7 2 A9 J L] 38, an 2 i, Q J&
152409, 0] X FRAEEAK Hamilton [A]E37. J57 Hamilton
[] 1 37 BE A5 A B AR Y X O TR MO B
[ A H (M) 2 A, 7% =S" xS by &t
Y X RRERJRH8 Hamilton (19, A4 T° (¥ L[] 98 B
KH(T)=27Z xz " al 0 =E 5 Ersh T
A2 T O B AR SO L 454, XS5 e L
T ESH R A A B T 3T TR 20 BE A 3 A7 ) 2 B A
S ARy 55— A AIE , B AT 75 B A SR 1 U A
SER LA B ) AR [n] 84 T Lagrange 396 [] 81,
Hamilton 35 [ia] B0 Birkhoff 39 [1] 25 LA K W] A4 i 5
R H.
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6.4 ERMHEEMR

1 Darboux 7 FH ] 1, AH [ 2 45 04 2 i P 76 R
W RICEX AN, IR A R A &, ZX
S TRVRR AR 0T R LR IR 25 1 o B
W RS R HE M IR A A AU Poincare (%5
JUARTIE A, 34N 2 BT 55« A T 1) O 1 AR A e 5
2/ AT B AR [ 2 00 A 2 BL7E 1920
HEACHE Birkhoff IERH 8 XF% K Poincare-Birkhoff &
B LT U Y 5 — A R b E B H 1960
AEAR, NI I I 0 0 DG 2 W T A B AR [R] 7L, 2

1965 41 Arnold 75 A8 ( RIS f 4y [ IR 8 HAT — 8%
& 7€ 15) , 1970 4FEAX Y Weinstein % A8 ( BIZE ™8

T b A7 AE R A ) R (A — R,
Moser ' 7 1965 4E# 1 T —FPUEW] Darboux <& B
B4 75, JE B R Moser $235 , Moser B9 5Bk TE
TR 2 UEW] T B R AN AR
iE— 01 N a7 1 SRR T B AR S5 A AR XE RN
R, TR T A AR T 5 A —Moser
$E 1, XA R Ml HE B T 3 JL AR BRI 5T AR, B 4n
Weinstein FHHIFST 7 i B 1 S AS 2 S AR 1L, 15
B IR E PR ( Darboux EFH) B9#ARAL , 155
VB Lagrange T % A ERIR GBI P ) 1 )27 45
#3'1970 451 H1 Weinstein 1 Robinowitz ! JF-61 Y
W5 2548 1 A8 A3 VA AR 5 A 880, 1 HE 5 5 1983
4F Conley HI Zehnder %} Armold #5 A8 AYERA S &
A E AN SRAT Z A R T, A IE A 3 L]
FLRE R X Gromov AN R FE4R 12 B = Fh A 2
B2 HBEZREERT FHEM
capacity ) i 78 43 B3, U Ekeland-Hofer % ")
1 Hofer-Zehnder 2541

S JUAn] & i g i v e 2] B AR R S A TA R
S 2%801985 4 H Gromov Fl H L4246 ( pseu-doholo-
morphic ) 12k 7545 Hi (020 T AR T 4 10
XFEzsE (R, Q,) BERIKR B ={(x,y) e R™
‘ x2+y2<r e R "} AR Z,zq" = B,z? XR™?=1(x ,Y)
[P+ <R e R ™| A R4 48 . R A7
TE— AR AMST . B — 20 i1 ¢(B") CZy,
N r<R. Lalonde 11 McDuff!™ 6 3% A4 & BEAE ) 2] —
LY 2n AEE T (M, Q) |, BIANRAFAE — D HIRA
Wbt @ . B> —BixM , ffif & (B"*) CByxM, W

symplectic

r<R.

Gromov FYZS H BTk = B AR B AE IS 5 1T . —
J& Gromov /N AJ FE 45 2 B 51 4 4 ply 2 iF W P4 1
EFRFMIFSE 7 3 T B R4S Gromov AN AT 45
FEBEIA AT DL o 28 1) Ekeland-Hofer 7843 B & Al
Viterbo [ %& (R fb Az B oA RIS A UE BT | 4R 17 00
Sl il 28 7 s IR W 2 X HT B B AR AT 2 AL
(4, 1405 Yang-Mills B 45 3R 6 R %Y, Xk
T Floer &JE T 3 I —Fh#Hr A9 W 8 #L1E , Floer
)98 T LA SZ 1 2 3 E B Amold 5487
Floer [R5 5 ¥ 2 & 1Y) Ekeland-Hofer 25 73 BRiS4H
G, 0T LU S 0 DAY Floer-Hofer FHiE ™
Gromov M7 BTER G145 T 1980 AFAKR I 2 A4~
AR E AN & G T 1990 A= JUT &
R T T A T AR AR
Gromov-Witten /75 17 454 Z B 98 A 4, X 5
1970 AR JLAAT A R 5 — > TG A B 35 1% X1
& Gromov ANA] 46 BG5S TFRE T 27 JLAT #1
W S HL R FHAF S )37 K M. 2 JLART 4 Darboux 22 B
7R T E AR RE 1 Z2 P (flexibility ) , T Gromov Fl
Eliashberg AN A 45 & BEAIE /R 1 3 A8 B (4 W 1
(rigidity) : = 22 HLHE Sp (M, Q) F 4 Bl [ Bk A
Diff( M) B FRE, EMXTT ¢ 0, 7 Dif (M)
PAT 4. 33 0 < 7 48 T DR A A PRS2 1 28 L Liouville
E R — MR PR - 3 8 AR R R P A AT
ARAT A T FB A S I8 T a 4. i
Uk, A R AR 0 r AYEROR AT 3 1 o7 [ R e
AN —ah I L ANF B g
LML 2R (R S JEER 7T Al L R R
BT ARSI WL Riemann JUATARFR=EZ | 2R 171X
AR SR A BT I A B R T KT i
PRI RN, L h e U 2 R T 1R I T R R
S, XK e ANATRE LA 12 3 T2 R 5
AR KAM HE 5% HEE B IR AN R A
WEFEIAE | T4 AR K8 1970 474X X Rk
LA ISR TUAR] )2 1) BT

7 Lie B{EASXMRELL

7.1 XMFRELDURI B
AL ROK 78 B 2 B K e
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Ry R 22 07 1) 7 AR TR R Y B
B U B FRIE 29 AR | X S e AN R TR
Gy B NI S 2 R 58, B 20 1B 287 i
TR BB TR R L 20 T R AR R e
Mgz rh X — TRk e vl W S IR A T Rk
SRR R BT AR Z 5 0. AT 50 b 32 A
o, WS B < 1 i IR) R 4 &2 Lagrange , Hamil-
ton, Jacobi, Routh | Riemann , Lioubille | Lie | Poincare
FE LA BRI, X JE KN 157 R G AR X PR
FISPE A, AT RO R kAT 24k, 10 HL AT LA Ak
FEIIF FRGE AR R VA5 (R, AN 2 4k 2
OROE 7S eI E RO R INE DU B R AWV NE  S
BRI FREEALBR T Abel £, 25 — B W2 X & 1,
B0 Routh 241k 40 BH B T3~ 22 58 B AT 1 35 A s I
X RIEIA BT 2S8R, A UL A7 A, TR A m]
e — L IRA BN S BT R LML HIR 56 R e %
DI S B WA 2 3 Euler J5 2, X JE Euler
FET Y HIL 2 F Newton J12215 K1, RE T B A
(¥ SO(3) R FRYEAE Abel ), A=A Euler fi ik
ZAEAE AR VI (B 6 4EA25 1)) | 6 4> Ham-
ilton T FEE 3 A4~ Euler J5 A% 48 , Euler A
I AT 188 T A0 7 vk AR AR PR 2 A B
W ILZ AT, Buler 5LAE S BN 2/ TAF, 2 0L
HRA B Ay 3B o8 S8 7+ L2 R
X FRPE LAY AR E 2T IR 28, 4N Lie © 48
P31 N4 XS AR M 2 A rh— 5 2 LAY E TR
Poisson 51, 4 KHKZ N Lie-Poisson 254, Poincare
WAE B2 IS TR Euler 72, H2
AT S TUART 0 P 24 A JEUREL S Y50 A B e 39
£, JE# Arnold 7E 1960 4EAC T INR, 4Rz K
Euler-Poincare 246, AT FRME 240 B8 8 57 7
JUTAN Lie fERLIEELAlZ 1.
7.2 Lie 85 Lie RERI R

Lie /2 HAT OB S5 O, E 7R Rk
AR — VIR, 85 40 DU 26 0F A RE TR 4
(D) AAFERAIIC; (2) B — R CHR A7 R L0
JC; (3) TERFSRIEB T E M (4) W Iz F 19 45
A TRl e e U] b 2 A ofe FRiz B R iz
BRI Lie B 2R B R B ES T
Lie U8, BRI T Lie fEA TR DI A5 ] 3X A

Lie fOEUAYFFIER I TCRTE Lie FE5 25 T
S FREERT Jacobi fH AL AR ¢ ARFHS Lie #E,
q /& G 1% Lie fRBC, g + S HLXHE, W &9, e g W
(D) [Em]=-[n,&];(2)[[&,m],¢]+[[n.¢],
E1+[[£,€],m]=0.Lie Bt ¢ L1 g 5 1-FEX o
J& Maurer-Cartan Z5 1) 7 2 dow (£, 1) + [0 (€) +
w(m)]=0.5—" Lie B AEFEME— I Lie R4,
F—A> Lie fREHRA ME— Y BLIE T Lie BF 5 25
o7, T3k A~ B34 3 Lie fF 22 #7835 B [FAF Lie 1R
B HEE Y Lie B AL Lie BEALHE —K
LMEREGL(n, R ) JIESEHE O(n, R ) B HE U(n)
HESp(M, Q) %5,

Lie Bf G 7] AR/R7EH: Lie 020 g I, /53] H
IERREICg € G WMPEREERR Ady:q — L(g,q),iX
A PEBEFR R0 Lie OB ad, 76 g b 19 3R 12
adm=[&,m], V& ,meg.Lie #f G WA LIERIRTE Lie
REOH B2 g 1 195 Lie BEFN Lie B AR
BEFR , EA14S Lie BEMI Lie £C5000£E 2275 6 2
XHE G R (1) (Ady @, &) =(a,Adg 1 €);(2)
(Adya,&)==(a,[7,£]),Eneg,acqg” MT=
HERFIR E2CHE SO(3) , BAEREFRR FIARPERE R R
HHA LB Adgy(s, = diysy = SO (3), Lie fUHK
30(3) MY FEBE R AR PEBE R R R (ad,, )
[])=(adsys),[])=80(3) =(R*,x). i T Lie
HEY Lie [RUBUNEERE S R PERE RN AT ML AT
5% Lie FEXTEUIE 7R .

7.3 Fink LHEhEme

% Lie fif ¢ X ¥ Wi (M, Q) WIEH
D . GXM—MJEF [F RIS | BT @ A ROT €,
Wi Ly, Q)= 0,80 d(i,, Q)= 0, \TAHRHE Poincare
I AR AR — DR L, (x) e C” (MR ),
W i, O =—d],. FRIE RS —A LI R %
B, 3X AN JR) & Hamilton PREL J, A7 7E M0 2 B 1A
[, IEH 1 Lie FEXT S 300E 9 VE FIFR A Hamilton £E
SRR AR 0 R SRR U, T, ) =
—J ¢ S SEBSIY Lie BEXT 20 A9 7E FI U258 Hamilton
F. BRAE S J: 9—C™ (M, R ) AT RLsE L—> %
BB RIS B J . M—q ™ W2 (I (x) , &)
=J(x) ,x e M,{ € 9. EX% Lie FETEV T M _EHY
Hamilton £ ®,: M—M, (Y g € G) Wit A Lie 18
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FOHEZs ] ¢ LR PERIVER Ady g™ —g ™ B3N
BRI Lie BEVE & X AW ALy - T
J - @ g5 AXHFR Hamilton 525514 3 ik B S i %
GIRT 12 U 12 R B B B Rl R A 5%
W, 91 Sl e & Hamilton 22480055 — B4,
FF5 T Noether <15 . 3yt B 5 40 % B 2 41 Fnas
FMERIE M LB gtk as il g B2k, flindt
Liefff ¢ E¥XWIE LMAERBEO, = {d,«
|V ge Gl WL AR AEMEIEO,, = |Ady J (%)
|V geGl X RE—ANFUEnE; HuEas
X RRIE A S BOE R M B g =R " LY
MR T (M), H A S8 T (v) W (E 8T
(dJ(x)=0) BN Z AR A 4 TS LG 78 % 5%
FOE NI M AEHARZh s 25 .
7.4 Cartan =294

XFFERIE (M, Q) I —AFRERIE N,
AR RIAESH LM 280 Q,, Hix A 2-
TR, A B0 FIE (N, Q) B2
W T 445 ) 4 AR 1k 1 5, k3 0 R 09 2 T
T, IS E 294k, F5 B A 5. — S Q 2
FREY, 0% Q, BRAE 2510 RPN RRAE 2 N
(A F % | I T B 8 N Bk 2 0 1 7 i B
M FAEAEME—FER Q,, B E NS 7. N>M
JEELAL, B Q= * Q. Hamilton 2855 158 550
YRI5 R IE  2F 45 #4 Al Hamilton PR % 5 Hamilton
[ 37, AR HACAE (M, QL H) X PR TR
T B AR S5H8 29 A0 il 75 40 7 £ UE Hamilton pR %A
Hamilton [A] 537 )2 2 Ak 2 A~ 52 24 1) 1) R, 75 22
INELA BT % F Hamilton 245 (M, Q, H) , T Al
A LELR Hamilton BRECH T K N J2 A1, Bl
BUREAE M EE T RIE N B E R B, M
MTEEF I M1 A7 78 ME— (9 7T 13 pR B e, Tt A2
Hy=m % 3, XTI dH ), & kerQ, AL+ B9 0,
Bl dH, : N— (KerQ,)°, 3% 44t T 25K Hamilton [f]
Y X, 2 (KerQy) " 51w, B X, . N— (TN +
(TN) ") fHJZ Hamilton 753 X, 5 X, AHIZ,
B TX,,, # Xy 45 BK Hamilton 73 X, 5 X, H]
2,0 TrX, =X, , W5 N 7E Hamilton [i] £ 3
Xy WU PE IR R AR FEAAE ol DU X, c N—

TN W BRI /NG L, XK E dH, & (TN) *
=KerQ+K (AL F#KIf , 257F Hamilton PREUE S
FERB I Q, FRRAE I A B RS FET A

7.5 Marsden-Weinstein Z34%,

T R G AR KT B 29 (L B8 4R T Arnold
(1966) "' Fil Smale (1970) '), §if & % & (1 7 i I
S Lie BEROAT YA, 42 v A 5 M4 RITIAE 4 ) 252, 1
Jei £ B STRRAE T 4% 2K 1] B4 2 1t S 7y 7K
SPEENT AR, A5 B s E] 7E SOk e g R 1R
T35 B AR A R M X Bt AN AT S A ]
FE T IR ABIIE X Rk 29 L B8 B 58 45 1 2518 2
i Marsden-Weinstein ( 1974 ) 7% 25 0 () Al AT 14
JEARAE LT Smale T 2 W (1 K VPB4 A
PR 1 EE T2 Ak i Y B SR | Cartan Y Tl
WIESE 29414757 21 Souriau X T —HTVE I A 3h
TR IR A AR T T B et
J:M—q" AR IERE w, €K M, =" (1)
ST S B XA IEAE Ad,; B4R 2K ]
THREG, =19 e GlAddp=p| FEF T IRFFAE. 40
KR G, & BB, HXKOF4E M, 976 2
AR (BB WK M, w23 ik i
G, MVERBUIE S, X BB = MM, =M, /G,
WRCHHRIE , B — A R Y 7. M,
—M, i, M, ML Q, e 77 Q=i .M,
1% 254k 18] 5 3% 4 Hamilton 19, A1 % 19 Hamilton
PRECRLI S M, A 254G Hamilton PREON M, 1Y
B, LA dim M, = dimM-dimG-dimG, """,

W TR, R Bl g J ORI RO SR O M
EWEIERRIM, =g, PR g7 b 25153 Ad,
X g MYERBUEO, , B R EA S 5. 3 — 5A]
DA SR PR AR X T Lie B G LAY SRR
-7 w,, VA S 352 5 L 55 Y:6—0,,me gx*, aJ Lk
WEW]AEARPEREHLIE O, EAF1EME— ) F 451 Q,
B i+ (Qp,) = do, XAV PUIBRFEAEETT g
PR HA S 245 B Poisson Wi JE. (H & 15 3 I
(M, Q) b IE N Poisson 454 A [\, 76 g #Y
Poisson Z5HJEAEIE N, B4 Lie-Poisson 544 1|
XA K SO (3) BEERI T=FIE T S0(3) ,
MIRIAZ 3 (9 6 A 1E W J7 B 5t v] L2463 A4
Euler 5 2.
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TS B &, Kostant (1966 )™ Meyer
(1973) "1 Marle (1976) "% X AR X B 1t 249 16 B
oA 3 28 5L BT R, Kostant 3 23 & % — ikt 2 &
WS B9 & L L, 3X— 555 Souriau ZEPL, Meyer [ 51
BRZSALT Smale , th /2 76 F F A% 2 ) X B it e 5
KB 2 AL 3 7% b Marle 1 578k 32522 Pois-
son P I = LIALIE (I J2 43 fifk. 3T SR AE Sk X AR 1
Ly B AN W 5T AR B R #E Lagrange 24
f& A Abel [ Routh £94k 2 B 214k Y1 AR 4
PINZyME o294k B S 2tk 2o 44k, DLRTE
JETERE ST T 2E B 24 A T 1) SCRROR
Ko e AU G R 24k 10 B S AR HE 42, A7 2%
TP T2 T A S ) JUART g2 I 30 A 6 Sk

8 FEEMIIETERFHAIRAME

J15 R G AT B B LG T Newton 51 13t
Kepler Al {H 5 B B bR & P BORIE 43 1122 Hh i)
Liouville A FRP5E (1853 ~ 1855 ) - ISR 2n 4S5
TR GAFAE n A BRECI ST Y | Poisson Xt 5 i 55 —
BUF(F, - Fy) TS IS 5% 53R 48 02 5 42 ) AR
(4, H AT LA R B 2R AS Hor Bag fg % R
M, 7EZ e Kk — A2 iy 2 b, A AT REAS 38 3]
(AT AR AR G A S A5 AT RO, AnRIA G s e B i = b
A BUEIE  Neumann B8 BRI iz 2h 55, X
g T3 35080 ) 2 R G0 5 4 AT BRUME ) ik A —
T ERIUR 1B 222, ATTE Poincare 1Y
SN R ) T 3 )2 RGN E LS. HE 1967
AR ORI IR A B 0 DL R B Y S AR
TR SR R SRR A R 4 JR T, R A
Pl i 55 ml AU A 56 R WA R AL Kdy
J7 2 Sin-Gordon J7 2 7 kP Schrodinger J5 2 45
V2 AR 7 R 1 ] B A ST S T =E R, 461
Kdv A TS 25— T
8.1 Hamilton R HYATFRME

IR R JE A KR A B A R 4E Hamilton 5
GER AT RRPERIEGE, TFIR 28K T 42t Hamilton-Jacobi
Ty R 43 1 70 s R i W] B R e A - A AR B )
PR B — R G R, BRI R LA 5
(1) Lax 5352 4 110 . A HIAHZS (8] A Lax HiFF
BRECRT (L A1 M) . ¥ Hamilton 381k 75 B F R N

L=[M,L] @R L(1)=g(¢)L(0) g(¢) ™", T
MEg(t) B M=99 " & UL, Lax 84k 5 20 2 55
T, B ER T AU (2) B R R AU
18 Q2R 2n 4E 0] 1 Hamilton REH n 5 —Fo0
R 7K~ 2 1 T 8 R B B, DU AX AN 7K P4 B ]
T n AERTE T, AR B AFTEAE M8 & 1, AN
6, 13 F IR X R dl, A de,, X FlvaT B AR R
Liouville-Arnold A FR 3[R, J72% R S8 f w] FH
PEA DRI BR T Ry &R Al AR, (3) AN 3 B - XoF
TFHAT L5 YR Hamilton 2 122 R S8 i =f(x) ,
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THE FOUNDATION AND PROSPECT OF ANALYTICAL MECHANICS "

Guo Yongxin® Liu Shixing
(College of Physics, Liaoning University, Shenyang 110036, China)

Abstract Starting from the analysis of the under-determined problem of constrained mechanical systems, the
fundamental variational principles of analytical mechanics and three kinds of differential equations of motion are
introduced and the universality of analytical mechanics is analyzed in this paper. For nonholonomic constrained
mechanical systems, the dynamic modeling, geometric structure and key development directions are emphatically
analyzed. At the same time, the general symplectic structure and research significance of Birkhoffian systems are
briefly introduced, as well as the key problems to be solved. The Noether symmetry of mechanical systems and the
symmetry of differential equations of motion are discussed in detail, and corresponding examples are given to
illustrate the relationship between the two symmetries and conserved quantities. In the part of geometric mechan-
ics, the symplectic geometric structure and symmetry reduction theory of analytical mechanics are mainly
described, including local canonical structure of symplectic manifolds by Darboux-Moser-Weinstein theorem,
global topological structure and its influence on quantum mechanics, adjoint and co-adjoint representation of Lie
group and Lie algebra, momentum mapping, Cartan symplectic reduction, Marsden-Weinstein reduction and so
on. At the end of the paper, the research methods and results of the integrability of holonomic and nonholonomic
mechanical systems are discussed, and the limitations of the existing integrability methods of nonholonomic

mechanical systems are pointed out.
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