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Euler viewpoint vs. Lagrange viewpoint in
Micro-Macro Duality scheme*

HEKRZE « BOBRRMTRH SRR /B SR (Izumi Ojima)
Research Institute for Mathematical Sciences,
Kyoto University

FAZHK T 2B FOBERBIFT 5 T LIk > THEES 2 30R T
% Lagrange Wt &, BFZE/S (t,7) BOFE 0(t, 2), B8 3¢, 5) = V x
v(t, %) T, T8 OWELRE IV T8 & L TOREORNA 29 % Euler
PR S & OHERROMBEILX, EFNOANBESOEELBATE THMIC
FEIKRDLRBENDH B L, LHOLEREEDIRS L, XDXS
IR EHICA B,

1) AN vs. BRERE -

i1 2 BFEARICET IR - BAROTEES & U TEMIARZ R
L& S & L7z Maxwell DEFEICE > T (FAENZENSBRIEN) W05
T Maxwell DERMBGHBMFENEI NI, UL TZUEAH TN BREGHEEST
DIt 145 ) OB#i L 2D, FORMNCH S 75— | RIS OYIEE T
MR ZETIICE> TV 5. BRIAHEMRNSERTERTHADEDTE
N TEBEI NS XS ko7 (TR HZEDS — V&) DRIRE 1, 2, 3] T
&, Maxwell DR EXY MLORMEDNREL (F—VHEiR — Filk12E)
EWVS FETHEZONERENRABON, FCT T —IMEDRI-THR
MNFEEEINTWVAS,

T WD XARTE® T Lagrange B3R & Euler BI#RA L 2N L TR S
&, MO LELDAENZEEZGBLEMNEREICE T TITHRATVB Z LD
THRENS © THT) BIRR vs. (351 OEA B EMESE vs. BFEED
b EABIRIC L X ORI 0 RE vs. i SNk E Nz TSR3 O
AIRABERNIRS " YEEE) (with mass pd3z & velocity ¥) vs. (F8) B
ZED R AHEE (determined by the tangent vector field ¥(t, %)), FLRo T D
KN EET 2DODORAES IEEhT®—F] OHBEREZRICELSHERR, (8
Fovs. BHEWVS T[LNXIWF vy 7 ) OFEZENETID HiZ, EF5
D PRBRFRED R & ZFOIEHARBIFEE (= o 2—])) LDMFEEKS
REWBTIHHERDO o 2—HG] ([4]) BIUTBENIZWEEANDZD—AF
it ([5]), BICZEDKS BRAF—LICE DK EFFDOIEFEFPTIREED IR
AL ([6]) *° idFEmBIINE MR D —ARRYGEIE ([7]) F4 ORE & &% < Hal
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LA zHE, TRUEEEOMIBTIE N 70 - = 7aiittty (7)) O#
MTTHRARELEMEOXSIKRAS . COXRTIE, 7ot R CHEZERIC
RAZVWI7oomEER, 7ol )V TrENEEBEFZRRICHE DRSS
FEOf e U TR E 1, TREERY & U TOBINMTRER DB A A rjgley~
7L ANIVEERT HDICH LT, T 7alNlid A IKHEBROBE X = w;
(=1,2,---,n) ZEMUTEES HO7IEKR] OREF = Alwy, - ,wn)
(EREICIE F=AxG: #eH) TiEEdEns, EHOM (w1, - ,w,} £
HICANEZ D F OEMHOLRAHATE G = Gal(F/A) O F ~OVEH
&, FREUR A ZAEIRE 1 A=FC, Billg A Tidrdhiz~vror—4
DAZEMZIREET 505, YIHEROMHMEEET, (270 - <7 oI
DRITTE, TOXIEBITIONERF AG LEHRUEDONRE A Tiehd
Nax o7l NV OMEHFROAREZ, HRBIR A LTLHLXBN G 240
TR LU THOABKRR LB G D A 1THT % co-action & DEH{fiM: (8]
ICED &, Fourier duality D—f&{b & LT

(7 = A% &: BaM) ~ (@ = Gal(F/A): AaT7H]

co-action

= [(A = FO(~ F x G): BEEIE) ~ G OB G(C RepG)]

LWV WA ERETHIRZ 5 LA TE S, HIZIE Maxwell iwTid, &l
ATRE YIER B ORI A X field strength F,, = (E, B) L BR#EE j, THEK
&N, AER F, =08,4, 0,4, DfETHB ATTERRT vV A, BH
Q7R F DT, HAT7EE G = Gal(F/A) BT —VEHR A, — Au+0,A D
9 (ERRRITOD) BELMIRTE S (TTTXF F & A OMIGDIA gauge
potential A, € field algebra F & field strength F),, € observable algebra A
EVSERICIERTEFEHE LD, 2DODOXARTORBEDENDEN ),

FBENZEDGEICEDBWVIC S RIEHENZRBRMIONTDT TR EY
A, BBEOBHRRIT LOXS R (2o -x 1) AOHEDRATH S Euler
HIH S & Lagrange WA L DHBBFEZBHKT ST Lic k> T, IEREHER
HOT — IBEOHRNERL, ZTOREKEBIROMEEZ, XDLEVARD
PICBDI TERZMAEZMEL LY, WS e THoT. TDIHHM
THRT HILEN DB LEBEDNSDIE, UTOXSLZEETH S,

2) PhiFl vs. T35, PERRME vs. BFZE0imns :

EEBERELZIED TB7H) A ThFHEE— F1 EEhicxd s [H
2| & LTO MEEE - e - BB LA RZEITHRBT XD, itk
HES U(t, T) 1 Lagrange BItRAD S B MUIME AL FOEE) L RAEFC, %
NS HPER TR MET, T8 & UT Euler WA TIdRE NS [HA]
EHHOHmAZANET S, ChICHIGLT =) #8ic s, #EES 0@, 2) »
SHEBRENBFEOS NIUHTOEERICERT S TAREBMFME] = particle
relabeling symmetry Z &0t 9 275 FHHEEEE Diff(D) (DEVER) &3
i, 5B 9t %) OBIE F ORFIERE £ — F+ 67 IS Uiz TZERNHR
P ORIEMNH D, FiIEIEIEATRS —JHER, %BICIT—MRAEXER & DL
MMNRENDS (JzfZL D ERAEOSHT 3 3 RuZE/RE) . si&EDIET

85



86

#a4— DKL, Arnold; Holm, Marsden, Ratiu % [9] iC X5 SRR/
BFHZ S = “Lie” (Dif f(D)) = 8k D ONT MLz L L TORMAEE S
7-V € X(D)) EVSHEAND, Diff(D) DEBLUAERERE Buler &
Lagrange SISO RZ AT DI 22T — IRGEICA T 5 THsR] &
LT®D “Euler-Poincaré AR DWNICDEMNB (1), MG, BEORAGIR
Lagrange 57 —1% = gg +T- VBT I UUET - T+ 6T ICHRIET HHE
W LR L, FEATHYEEDMNNIETEE® helicity ZH 7259 4(t, T) D T-HAT
HICHERT ZEEE— R & U TERDATERILD (10, 2] TERIN TS,

3) B 1EMIER vs. BEZRHIEEIR, SRR vs. T — VRIESRMA

Lagrange #{n7% 7 7 ¢« YW LFECDIF 5 LORFG X, "TBERAT 7«
> AEZERR D1 &8 U 72 N. Nakanishi i & 2 —fAHXERD S — RGO
> ([11]) WML, ZFhE 30T Euclid ZERICHIBL7ZEDERS T L
MAJREL EZX DNB, 12150, 774 Wi £ — 7+ 67 IRHEt 22X
ZERINY bL & B REHTOICN LT, Lagrange M7 & =& +7- v
DO IIRRIEICIR S MO EH S, WEZ DT SDIXIEMENERHRY Galilei Y
F— £+ 6% =T+ vdt DRET, TIWIBMERTO—MREREHRLESZ DA
BrAEdRE 5, §4bb, Lagrange k7 7« AMHEICHES HEW
L BARIRICIE, BRmOFHONIME L L TO static or kinematical 757 —
KYEICIZTEA A2 TWiah - 17 flow equation & FHUTED < B/ 122D ARAS
B59 %,

raiug, H— IWRMEICRE S T Noether D 2 3B S kii#S 9 % Euler-
Lagrange AR XFRDBIL= [TARI1%EHR] OMEBEOBSHNTROPLHEIC
5., Chi, ROBMBERSZ 58)1/1%M flow OB — I RFME
L overlap L, FTHICE > THED SRS EFEMEFRICRINEI NS
7= Cauchy FIEEDMRO—BEUIMNZHRTH D, Dirac DFRNERE
12l T R 1HOWE] {p;a = 1,---,r} ELTHHMENSHE !
{(pa,"pb}P-B- = Zc fglfpca {‘pavH}P.B. = Zb f(tz’(pb ({7 }PB Li Poisson ?ﬁ%ﬂl,
H % formal 7% “singular” or “non-canonical” Hamiltonian) IZIEM7X 570,
RO —BUEEIET S D OBEILS & LTI, det({v., x’trs) #0%
TS x* (a=1,---,r) ZEALTHHE F24k) L, Poisson
ill%Z Dirac il {A, B}p. := {A, B}p. — >_;;{4, ¢:}r.6.(C™1)ij{¢;, B}prB.
({¢i} = {‘paaxb;a7b =1, ,’I"}, Cij = {¢i7¢j}P-B-) CEERMZ TR
DI WERIEZTH (EPWIC) B XS5 (= symplectic submanifold ™D
“symplectic reduction”) , Hamiltonian I 77— VREERMA] LMHINBIR
3 @ux® AT B ¢ H — H+ 3, 0.x% (2, 10] T helicity DEHHE
ICiHhS U7z Hamiltonian OATINE, [3] 1<) D “Casimirs” & FHIN B HIR
SUENCTNICHIET 2. TOESIERCEBRTIRERLELBETIHIC—MK
b9 Bicid, IRV —IZ Y ERXITD) Lie IR EONWITENZ A
\"C Lie algebra cohomology & L "T® BRS cohomology %2\ % F7iEANE
LTHED [13], Hic—iExiR L ORFERIET S &5 BIICIX T OFE
EHARAIREEBEDLNDD, TTTIIEBT %,
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4) VIEGED) vs. (R BT .
Lagrange BYfRA TDEBXIRIT Z-space ki‘oﬁ%%&ﬁ&ﬁﬁ]i U(t, T)
xp(t, Z)d3T THEDIF 5N % (Newton 7]?9’3%‘%'(@) rﬁ?’*_l & LTonmik
D NELTH D, 0 GE] @2l T*D OMISERE {(8, p(t, &) |A] 5(¢, )-
dz); ¥ € A} Cc T*D, TEHF) & [ES D> 27— v(t Z) 72 given LT
I¥] flow equatlon
DE_9F Lo Lo de
D = B2 +U- V=190, %) = 7
Dff L UTHIWAIE a (= Lagrangian coordinates) C parametrize & 728
EER St (t,p,(a)) € R THEZ 5N, i, X7 MU ¢ DFiE Euler
AL : -5V Do)
) _ &
Dt - VP
ICE>TRES (Z— p(t, ) ZES)

a) BHRIEDHERS, WiBEEAONEBHIE F, GikOBaIciZc
NDFEF 0 1S5 ORTO MERT (or 38)) & L TORBHF
(EZOBERFE) OFEE), HBIBREE j, HOBRHIE F, 2R
% Maxwell FFENITHEY L,

b) EHFE6IE, GASNEENR g OPTOWEEHBLIUZThE
(EC F OB T X)L F— - HBE T VLA S EHEERD S
Einstein HERXMIMWIET 5, LHBIC,

c) fiARDGEIIE—DHAEES %2, KTEOESH L R 5H (Lagrangean
viewpoint), ZN5OHMETIE U TORES & 55 (Eulerean view-
point), &\WS5RE%2D0D K] TERT 5T LICHYET 5, EE)
BEREELHEBLE df= pid3zs ICE>TOBSCERBE p, THp &
R EE e 2D REARERIE, TD2D0D A % couple T8
PALC e RBRRICT B REIZH> TV B,

T — KGR IR T B T HDBAERIRME L LT, a) DIBSIIBER G(=
U(1)) EIEZER=KZZL A decouple L7zET 7 A/3—H, b), c) TIXEZERH
DBERTOBREROEEDEE D %27 7 A /3—ICHD frame bundle TH B,
LD XS a), b) Ti& MF1 & THIT) OIRVWENDTEEH, FhoEED
WG BHFRBXRZELC T couple LTWADICH LT, MPH] & TRiF] 0N
FREBICEZR>TLES TS, LW DIEFIA ¢) DIFE DRI - 745
ERBERZETREBENTEASIH?

5) BIERIC R R UWMIEMERE vs. O INEBLE N THEE ]
DRRMBERNIRSR 7 — VRS vs. B8R Y 2:

£5 148, LOFERDIEE ¢) DREXFYE, BERDS Euler HIER
DHEAICBNFNXRICERTSE2BE LTOEN p AHEbNSLENS T LIC
RBATZLIATERWEAIN? AR, MESIOS—JEiEIX, HMEENE
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HTXZBBCEK®RERFD [TER] OMEE L TEREINTEOTHD,
FRIE LD TEHRLZRTIITE R, M, SCRERE 1ZERICEDIA
{5 universal I EERFE L L TO “dilation” ZEET 5 &, NEREE®R
WFLR T BV TIEH A M TIERARICHZ 5. KHchak, GHRERID
BFIGHRICH U 2IEEEEEOMITICK D, RN E FiRERInT e
VT RRTEARPIREE 2 IR ZATEBRIREE L LEIRT B & WS PO AT, BF
B D RFTFELRIREED — AR ERIL N ATREIC 2 > T&E 72 ([6])0 CHEFHEZ
B TIEEAAEZRIE - T b r ¥—4 %D Boltzmann FERD—ML,
BH|C BBGKY hierarchy Z#MH L T hydrodynamic description &%t 9 %
ik, FEMMFADS — G L MHIRDOM OB SRR A ERIC X
S5RWEASH? TODX S AR TRENSFEDORES, FARDES) 2l
T BT MUY v =020; € X(D) DX D i Amizs sy — I8z, Th
H] DX BN ENBRRICHBN B LB CERBEI TS L AR
WIKEBZDTREVDH?TIVIRAR, LODUIBTFEAEROEMIAREL Z
D (Fitk 1N s) EHEFOEEH (KRS, Bose-Einstein &g & Fhic X 5
g - BB L DODEADT) IKBWT, 4) OHEALKRD TEELRE R
Wi AT EMNTFRHEINS,

BBICED ELREN, UPIRESECBE - EEINEARSIAIKIL,
2003 43k, BMKIEWCTHEEZTOMEBECT, (FHEIHZEOy—IE] v
EHICHES EELMBICESEORRET IR THE, BL0ERECiEE
ZHEE LIz, TOBRACKDTOIOBILEHL EFBRRETI, £ih-m
EREHSC AT A ES R ICE D F0XF —UBEORBRERLIcDODVWT T
BURIBWzC LI U TREAMBLET,
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