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Abstract. Two of the many trends in neural network research of the past few years have
been (i) the learning of dynamical systems, especially with recurrent neural networks such as
long short-term memory networks (LSTMs) and (ii) the introduction of transformer neural
networks for natural language processing (NLP) tasks. Both of these trends have created
enormous amounts of traction, particularly the second one: transformer networks now dom-
inate the field of NLP.

Even though some work has been performed on the intersection of these two trends,
those efforts was largely limited to using the vanilla transformer directly without adjusting
its architecture for the setting of a physical system.

In this work we use a transformer-inspired neural network to learn a dynamical system
and furthermore (for the first time) imbue it with structure-preserving properties to improve
long-term stability. This is shown to be of great advantage when applying the neural network
to real world applications.

Résumé. Deux des nombreuses tendances de la recherche sur les réseaux neuronaux de
ces dernieres années ont été (i) lapprentissage des systémes dynamiques, en particulier
avec les réseaux neuronaux récurrents tels que les Long Short Term Memory (LSTM) et
(ii) Vintroduction de réseaux neuronaux transformer pour le traitement du langage naturel
(NLP). Ces deux tendances ont suscité un énorme engouement, en particulier la seconde :
les réseaux transformer dominent désormais le NLP.

Bien que certains travaux aient été réalisés a 'intersection de ces deux tendances, ils se
sont largement limités a l'utilisation directe du transformer vanilla sans adapter son archi-
tecture a la configuration d’un systéme physique.

Dans ce cadre, nous utilisons un réseau neuronal inspiré d’un transformer pour apprendre
un systéme dynamique et, en outre (pour la premiere fois), lui conférer des propriétés de
préservation de la structure afin d’améliorer la stabilité a long terme. Ces propriétés s’averent
extrémement importantes lors de ’application du réseau neuronal & des applications réelles.

Keywords: Reduced-Order Modeling, Hyper Reduction, Machine Learning, Transformers, Neural
Networks, Divergence-Free, Volume-Preserving, Structure-Preserving, Multi-Step Methods



Introduction

This work is concerned with the development of accurate and robust neural network architectures for
the solution of differential equations. It is motivated by several trends that have determined the focus
of research in scientific machine learning [1] in recent years.

First, machine learning techniques have been successfully applied to the identification of dynamical
systems for which data are available, but the underlying differential equation is either (i) not known
or (ii) too expensive to solve. The first problem (i) often occurs when dealing with experimental data
[2, 3]; the second one (ii) is crucial in reduced-order modeling as will be elaborated on below. Various
machine learning models have been shown to be able to capture the behaviour of dynamical systems
accurately and (within their regime of validity) make predictions at much lower computational costs
than traditional numerical algorithms.

Second, in certain application areas, hitherto established neural network architectures have been
gradually replaced by transformer neural networks [4]. Primarily, this concerns recurrent neural net-
works such as long short-term memory networks (LSTMs [5]) that treat time series data, e.g., for
natural language processing, but also convolutional neural networks (CNNs) for image recognition [6].
Transformer networks tend to capture long-range dependencies and contextual information better than
other architectures and allow for much more efficient parallelization on modern hardware.

Lastly, the importance of including information about the physical system into scientific machine
learning models has been recognized. This did not come as a surprise as it is a finding that had
long been established for conventional numerical methods [7]. In this work, the physical property
we consider is volume preservation [7, 8], which is a property of the flow of divergence-free vector
fields. There are essentially two approaches through which this property can be accounted for: the
first one is the inclusion of terms in the loss function that penalize non-physical behaviour; these neural
networks are known as physics-informed neural networks (PINNs' [9]). The drawback of this approach
is that a given property is enforced only weakly and therefore only approximately satisfied. The other
approach, and the one taken here, is to encode physical properties into the network architecture; a
related example of this are “symplectic neural networks” (SympNets [10]). While this approach is
often more challenging to implement, the resulting architectures adhere to a given property exactly.

An application, where all of these developments intersect, is reduced-order modeling [12—14], which
is used in the following setting: Suppose we are given a high-dimensional parametric ordinary dif-
ferential equation (PODE), referred to as the full order model (FOM), obtained from discretizing a
parametric partial differential equation (PPDE). Typically the high-dimensional PODE needs to be
solved for many different parameter instances [12, 14], resulting in prohibitively expensive computa-
tional costs. In order to alleviate the computational cost involved in solving the high-dimensional
PODE many times, a reduced model is built based on training data. A typical reduced-order modeling
framework consists of three stages:

1. Solving the FOM for a limited range of parameter values to obtain training data.

2. Constructing two maps, called reduction and reconstruction, that map from the FOM space
to a reduced space of much smaller dimension and from this reduced space to the FOM space
respectively. This is referred to as the offline stage.

3. Solving the reduced model. This is a PODE of much smaller dimension. This step is referred
as the online stage.

In this work, we are concerned with the third step in this framework, the online stage. Our aim is
to construct structure-preserving neural network models, that can be used to compute the dynamics
of reduced models. Efforts to use neural networks for the online stage have been made in the past, for
example using LSTMs [13, 14].? Inspired by one of the trends mentioned above, namely the gradual
replacement of such architectures, our work will be based on transformers instead.

While previously, other authors applied transformers for model reduction, and volume-preserving
neural networks have been developed as well, both aspect have not yet been considered together. Thus

1See [11] for an application of PINNs where non-physical behavior is penalized.

2 Apart from neural networks, there are also other approaches to alleviate the cost during the online
stage, notably the “discrete empirical interpolation method” (DEIM [15]).



to our knowledge, this work is the first that aims at imbuing a transformer with structure-preserving
properties (namely volume-preservation) and applying it to a system described by a divergence-free
vector field. Specifically, transformer neural networks have been used for the online stage in reduced
order modeling in [16, 17]. The authors applied the vanilla transformer architecture without taking
any physical properties of the system into account. Volume-preserving feed-forward neural networks
have been developed in [18]. The authors based the network design on a theorem introduced in [19]
for the design of traditional integrators for divergence-free vector fields [7].

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows: In Section 1 we discuss the basic theory behind
divergence-free vector fields and volume-preserving flows, in Section 2 the (standard) transformer is
introduced, in Section 3 we introduce a new class of volume-preserving feedforward neural networks
(that differ slightly from what is discussed in e.g. [18]), in Section 4 we introduce our new adapted
transformer, in Appendix A we discuss the rigid body as an example of a system described by a
divergence-free vector field and in Section 5 we finally present experimental results. In Section 6 we
summarize our findings and state potential future investigations to extend the work presented here.

1 Divergence-free vector fields

The aim of this work is to adapt the transformer architecture to the setting of dynamical systems
that are described by divergence-free vector fields on R?, i.e. mappings f : R? — R? for which
V- f=>,0ifi =0. The flow of such a vector field f is the (unique) map gasc :R? — R?, such that

¢'(2) = f(¢"(2)), (1)

t=to

dt

for z € R? and t is a time step. For a divergence-free vector field f the flow ga? is volume-preserving,
i.e. the determinant ob the Jacobian of cp; is one: det(Vap’}) = 1. This can easily be proved:

,1£

I96'()) = (Vi) =0, ()

99(2) = VI )V () = o ((V6'(2)

We further have

da
(AL A) = m (3)
and therefore
%det (Vgpt(z)) =0. (4)

In Equation (2) we have also used that the flow of the ODE is invertible.

Numerical integrators for ODEs constitute an approximation 1" of the flow ga? where h denotes
the time step, which most of the time is fixed. If the flow ap’} exhibits certain properties (like volume
preservation) it appears natural to also imbue " with these properties. The discipline of doing so is
generally known as geometric numerical integration [7, 20].

In recent years, numerical integrators based on neural networks have emerged and it has proven
crucial to also imbue these integrators with properties of the system such as symplecticity [10, 21] and
volume preservation [18]. The neural network architecture presented in Section 4 falls in this category.

Let us note that all symplectic and Hamiltonian vector fields® are also divergence-free but not
vice-versa. Symplecticity is a much stronger property than volume preservation. Therefore, preserv-
ing symplecticity is often preferable to preserving volume. Still, volume preservation usually offers
improved stability and robustness over schemes that do not respect any of the properties of the vec-
tor field. Thus, volume-preserving methods can be a viable option when symplectic schemes are not
available.

3Strictly speaking Hamiltonian vector fields form a subspace of the space of all symplectic vector
fields (see [22]).
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Figure 1: Sketch of the transformer architecture. It is a composition of an attention layer and a
feedforward neural network. The first add connection is drawn in light green to emphasize that this
can be left out.

2 The transformer

The transformer architecture [4] was originally motivated by natural language processing (NLP) tasks
and has quickly come to dominate that field. The “T” in ChatGPT (see e.g. [23]) stands for “Trans-
former” and transformer models are the key element for generative AI. These models are a type of
neural network architecture designed to process sequential input data, such as sentences or time-series
data. The transformer has replaced, or is in the process of replacing, earlier architectures such as long
short term memory (LSTM) networks [24] and other recurrent neural networks (RNNs, see [25]). The
transformer architecture is visualized in Figure 1.

In essence, the transformer consists of an attention layer (explained below) and a residual network
(ResNet” [26]). Despite its simplicity, the transformer exhibits vast improvements compared to RNNs
and LSTMs, including the ability to better capture long-range dependencies and contextual information
and its near-perfect parallelizability for computation on GPUs and modern hardware. Furthermore, the
simplicity of the transformer architecture makes it possible to interpret all its constituent operations,
which is not so much the case with LSTMs, for example. As the individual operations have a straight-
forward mathematical interpretation, it is easier to imbue them with additional structure such as
volume-preservation.

The attention layer, the first part of a transformer layer, takes a series of vectors z,(}), ceey szT)
as input (the p indicates a specific time sequence) and outputs a learned convex combination of these
vectors. So for a specific input:

input = [zf}), z/(f), el szT)], (5)

the output of an attention layer becomes:

T T T
output = |3y 20 Y yP 0>y A0 (6)
i=1 i=1 i=1

4The three arrows going into the multihead attention module symbolize that the input is used three
times: twice when computing the correlation matrix C' and then again when the input is re-weighted
based on C. In the NLP literature those inputs are referred to as “queries”, “keys” and “values” [4].

5The simplest form of a ResNet is a regular feed-forward neural network with an add connection:
x — x4+ o(Wax +b). In this work we use a slightly more complicated version where the ResNet step
is repeated n_blocks times (also confer Figure 2).



with the coefficients yij) satisfying 23;1 yz(j) =1Vy=1,...,T. It is important to note that the
mapping

input — ([ygj)]z‘:L...,T,j:l,...,T) (7)

is nonlinear. These coefficients are computed based on a correlation of the input data and involve
learnable parameters that are adapted to the data during training.

The correlations in the input data are computed through a correlation matriz : Z — ZTAZ =: C;
they are therefore determined by computing weighted scalar products of all possible combinations of
two input vectors where the weighting is done with A; any entry of the matrix ¢;; = (zl(f))TAsz ) is
the result of computing the scalar product of two input vectors. So any relationship, short-term or
long-term, is encoded in this matrix.

In the next step, a softmax function is applied column-wise to C' and returns the following output:

T
yz(j) _ [SoftmaX(C)]ij — ecw‘/ (Z e@:'j) . (8)

i'=1

This softmax function maps the correlation matrix to a sequence of probability vectors, i.e., vectors
in the space P := {y € [0,1]%: Zf-l:l y; = 1}. Every one of these d probability vectors is then used to
compute a convex combination of the input vectors [zf}), z,(f), ce z,ST)], ie., we get 23:1 yl(j)sz) for

j=1,...,T.

Remark 1 Figure 1 indicates the use of a multi-head attention layer as opposed to a single-head
attention layer. What we described in this section is single-head attention. A multi-head attention
layer is slightly more complex: it is a concatenation of multiple single-head attention layers. This is
useful for NLP tasks®, but introduces additional complexity that makes it harder to imbue the multi-head
attention layer with structure-preserving properties.

3 Volume-preserving feedforward neural networks

As a first step to construct a structure-preserving transformer we replace the ResNet in the transformer
with a feedforward neural network that is volume-preserving. The volume-preseving feedforward layers
here are inspired by the linear and activation modules from [10]. The key ingredients are upper-
triangular matrices U and lower-triangular matrices L, whose components are such that u;; = 0 if
i > j and [;; = 0 if + < j, respectively.

Let us consider a “lower-triangular layer”:

x> x+o(Lx+b), (9)
with the matrix L given by:
0 0 0
L= * - ] (10)
anl QAn(n—1) 0

The Jacobian of such a layer is of the form

SIntuitively, multi-head attention layers allow for attending to different parts of the sequence in
different ways (i.e. different heads in the multi-head attention layer attend to different parts of the
input sequence) and can therefore extract richer contextual information.
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Figure 2: Architecture of the volume-preserving feedforward neural network. “LinearLowerLayer”
refers to © — x + Lz (and similarly for “LinearUpperLayer”). “NonLinearLowerLayer” is shown in
Equation (9). “Bias” is the addition with a bias vector.

1 0 0
J— b21 . . 7 (11>
bp1 - bn(nfl) 1

and the determinant of J is 1, i.e., the map is volume-preserving. The same reasoning applies to
an “upper-triangular layer” of the form

x—=x+oUx+Dd). (12)

In practice we combine many of those layers where the activation function is either (i) a fixed
nonlinearity (tanh in our case) or (ii) identity. This is shown in Figure 2.

4 Volume-preserving transformer

In this section we introduce a new attention mechanism that we call volume-preserving attention, which
is strongly inspired by traditional multi-step methods [27]. To this end, we first have to define what
volume preservation means for the product space

x7RT=R? x ... x R%.
~—_—————

T times

(13)

Consider an isomorphism ": x7R?¢ —3 RT of the form:
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o @ (7) 27
z 2 z !
m e D

Z=| 2 = 2 = AT = Zyee (14)
.
SR 2 z
T
="

We refer to the inverse of Z — Z as Y — Y. In the following we also write ¢ for the mapping
“opo.

Definition 1 A mapping ¢ : x7R? = x7R? is said to be volume-preserving if the associated ¢ is
volume-preserving.

The main difficulty in adapting a transformer-like architecture to be volume-preserving is to adapt
the activation function. Indeed, the softmax acts vector-wise and cannot preserve volume. We thus
replace the softmax by a different activation function, which is based on the Cayley transform:

o(Y) = Cayley(Y) = (Ir — Y)(Ir + V). (15)

The Cayley transform maps skew-symmetric matrices to orthogonal matrices’. This results in a
new activation function for the attention mechanism which we denote by A(Z) = o(Z7 AZ). Further
note that the input into the Cayley transform has to be a skew-symmetric matrix. For this reason
we need to constrain A to be also skew-symmetric. With this, A(Z) is an orthogonal matrix and the
entire mapping is equivalent to a multiplication by an orthogonal matrix in the vector representation
shown in Equation (14). To see this, note that the attention layer performs the following operation:

Z v ZN(Z). (16)

In the transformed coordinate system, that is in terms of the vector Zye. defined in Equation (14),
this is equivalent to multiplication by a block-diagonal matrix A(Z) from the left:

R
(2)
AZ) O 0 1
_ 0O AZ) -+ 0
MZ) Zee = . A0 . (17)
0 0 A(2) 2
T
| 2" ]

It is easy to see that A(Z) in Equation (17) is an orthogonal matrix.

While the replacement of the standard transformer attention with this new volume-preserving
attention is the biggest change to the transformer architecture, in addition, the feedforward neural
network is replaced by a volume-preserving feedforward network, and the first add connection is re-
moved®. The resulting architecture is shown in Figure 3.

"The orthogonal matrices {B € R4 : BTB = I;} form a Lie group under regular ma-
trix multiplication. The associated Lie algebra is the vector space of skew-symmetric matrices
g={C:C+CT = 0} and the Lie algebra is mapped to the Lie group via the Cayley transform.
More details on this can be found in e.g. [7].

8Removal of the add connection is necessary as the addition with the input is not a volume-
preserving operation.
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Figure 3: Architecture of the volume-preserving transformer. In comparison with the standard
transformer in Figure 1, the Add layer has been removed, the attention layer has been replaced with
a volume-preserving attention layer, and the feed forward layer has been replaced with the volume-
preserving feedforward neural network from Figure 2.

5 Experimental results

In the following, we will consider the rigid body as an example to study the performance of our
new volume-preserving transformer. We will solve the following equations (see Appendix A for the
derivation):

PRk Azozs
% Z2| = BZ1 zZ3| , (18)
Z3 CZl z9

with A=1, B=—1/2 and C = —1/2. We immediately see that the vector field Equation (18) is
trivially divergence-free. In Figure 4, we show some trajectories.

We will compare three different neural network architectures that are trained on simulation data
of the rigid body. These architectures are:

Architec- Description n linear n. blocks L Total number of

ture parameters

VPFF Volume-preserving 1 6 - 135
feed-forward

VPT Volume-preserving 1 2 3 162
transformer

ST Standard transformer - 2 3 213

For the standard transformer, we further remove the optional add connection (i.e. the green line
in Figure 1) to have a better comparison with the volume-preserving transformer which does not have
an add connection. For the standard transformer, n_blocks refers to the number of ResNet layers we
use (the last ResNet layer always has a linear activation).

5.1 Training data

As training data we take solutions of Equation (18) for various initial conditions:

sin(v) 0
ics = 0 , | sin(v) | :v€0.1:0.01:27 3, (19)
cos(v) cos(v)

8
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Figure 4: Rigid body trajectories for A =1, B = —1/2 and C' = —1/2 and different initial conditions.

where v € 0.1 : 0.01 : 27 means that we incrementally increase v from 0.1 to 27 by steps
of size 0.01. We then integrate Equation (18) for the various initial conditions in Equation (19)
with implicit midpoint for the interval [0,12] and a step size of 0.2. The integration is done with
GeometricIntegrators.jl [28]. In Figure 4, we show some of the curves for the following initial
conditions:

sin(1.1) sin(2.1) sin(2.2) 0. 0. 0.
0. , . ) 0. o | sin(1.1) |, { sin(1.5) |, | sin(1.6) . (20)
cos(1.1) cos(2.1) cos(2.2) cos(1.1) cos(1.5) cos(1.6)

All solutions lie on a sphere of radius one.

5.2 Loss functions

For training the feedforward neural network and the transformer we pick similar loss functions. In
both cases they take the form:

tput — ; t
L (input, output) = [loutput = NN (inpu )||27 (21)
[loutput||2

where || - ||2 is the Lo-norm. The only difference between the two losses for the feedforward neural
network and the transformer is that input and output are vectors € R? in the first case and matrices
€ R4¥T in the second.

5.3 Details on training and choice of hyperparameters

The code is implemented in Julia [29] as part of the library GeometricMachineLearning.jl [30]. All
the computations performed here are done in single precision on an NVIDIA Geforce RTX 4090 GPU
[31]. We use CUDA. j1 [32] to perform computations on the GPU.

We train the three networks for 5 - 10° epochs and use an Adam optimizer [33] with adaptive
learning rate n:

t
N = exp (log (@) /n,epochs) M, (22)
m

9
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Figure 5: Training loss for the different networks.

where 77 is the initial learning rate and 7y is the final learning rate. We used the following values
for the hyperparameters (mostly taken from [34]):

Name 1 72 P11 P2 ) n_epochs
Value 1072 107% 0.9 099 10=% 5-.10°

With these settings we get the following training times (given as HOURS:MINUTES:SECONDS)
for the different networks:

Architecture VPFF  VPT ST
Training time 4:02:09 5:58:57  3:58:06

The time evolution of the different training losses is shown in Figure 5. The training losses for the
volume-preserving transformer and the volume-preserving feedforward neural network reach very low
levels (about 5 x 10™%), whereas the standard transformer is stuck at a rather high level (5 x 1072).
The consequences are shown in Figure 6, where we plot the predicted trajectories for two initial
conditions, (sin(1.1), 0, cos(1.1))T and (0, sin(1.1), cos(1.1))T, for the time interval [0,100]. These
initial conditions are also shown in Figure 4 as “trajectory 1” and “trajectory 4”.

The standard transformer clearly fails on this task while the volume-preserving feedforward network
slowly drifts of. The volume-preserving transformer shows much smaller errors and manages to stay
close to the numerical solution. Figure 7 shows the time evolution of the relative error (compared to
the solution with implicit midpoint) of the two volume-preserving networks.

5.4 Why does regular attention fail?

Figure 6 shows, that the standard transformer fails to predict the time evolution of the system correctly.
The reason behind this could be that it is not sufficiently restrictive, i.e., the three columns making
the output of the transformer (see Equation (6)) are not necessarily linearly independent; a property
that the volume-preserving transformer has by construction. We observe that the “trajectory 1”7 and
“trajectory 4”7 seem to merge at some point, as if there were some kind of attractor in the system.
This is not a property of the physical system and seems to be mitigated if we use volume-preserving
architectures.

5.5 A note on parameter-dependent equations

In the example presented here, training data was generated by varying the initial condition of the
system, specifically

10
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Figure 6: Sample trajectories of the rigid body obtained with the three neural networks: volume-
preserving feedforward, volume-preserving transformer and the standard transformer, together with
the numerical solution for “trajectory 17 and “trajectory 4” in Figure 4. The volume-preserving feed-
forward neural network is provided with the initial condition (i.e. 2(?)) and then starts the prediction
and the two transformers are provided with the first three time steps (z(l) and 2z are obtained via
implicit midpoint) and then start the prediction. The prediction is made for the time interval [0, 100],
i.e. 500 time steps in total.
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Figure 7: Comparison between the time evolution of the relative error of the volume-preserving
feedforward neural network and the volume-preserving transformer.
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{@"(22) : t € (to, tf], 2> € ics}, (23)

where ¢! is the flow of the differential equation 2 = f(z), in particular the rigid body from
Equation (18), to is the initial time, t; the final time, and ics denotes the set of initial conditions.

In applications such as reduced order modeling [12-14], one is often concerned with parametric
differential equations of the form:

2= f(z;u) for p e P, (24)

where P is a set of parameters on which the differential equation depends. In the example of
the rigid body, these parameters could be the moments of inertia (Iy, Iz, I3) and thus the parameters
(A, B,C) in Equation (18). A normal feedforward neural network is unable to learn such a parameter-
dependent system as it only sees one point at a time:

NNg :RT = R (25)

Thus a feedforward neural network can only approximate the flow of a differential equation with
fixed parameters as the prediction becomes ambiguous in the case of data coming from solutions for
different parameters. A transformer neural network” on the other hand, is able to describe solutions
with different parameters of the system, as it is able to consider the history of the trajectory up to that
point.

6 Conclusion and future work

We have introduced a new neural network architecture, referred to as volume-preserving transformer,
for learning the dynamics of systems described by divergence-free vector fields. This new architecture
is based on the classical transformer, but modifies the attention mechanism, such that the resulting
integrator is volume-preserving. We have shown that the new network leads to more accurate results
than both the classical transformer and volume-preserving feedforward networds, when applied to
volume-preserving dynamical systems, specifically the rigid body.

Future work will focus on the application of the new architecture to different systems and in
particular parameter-dependent equations. A more thorough study of why and when classical attention
fails (as was demonstrated in this work) is also desirable. Another interesting objective for future
research is the proof of an universal approximation theorem for the volume-preserving feedforward
neural network and perhaps even the transformer presented in this work. Efforts should also be
directed towards making the learning process more efficient by reducing the number of epochs for
small networks.
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A The rigid body

In this appendix, we sketch the derivation of the rigid body equations used in Section 5. The differential
equation for the rigid body [7, 8] describes the dynamics of a solid object fixed at a point. Figure 8

9Tt should be noted that recurrent neural networks such as LSTMs [5] are also able to do this.
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Figure 8: Any rigid body fixed at a point (left) can be described through an ellipsoid (right) through
I]_, IQ and Ig.

shows an example for a rigid body. Its dynamics can always be described in terms of an ellipsoid. To
see this, let us consider the derivation of the rigid body equations. The motion of a point (1, z2,x3)T
in the rigid body B can be described as follows:

d T Iy Wols — W32 0 —Wws3 W I
V= pr To| =wx |za| = wszy —wizs | = w3 0 —w o, (26)
T3 I3 W1T2 — Wl —Wo w1 0 T3

where w is the angular velocity. The total kinetic energy of B is obtained by integrating over the
entire volume of the body:

1 1 1
T = f/ [[v][2dm = 7/ l|w x z||?dm = ~wT Ow, (27)
2 /s 2 /s 2
where
o, Js(ai +af)dm ifi=j, (28)
— [ zizjdm else,

dm indicates an integral over the mass density of the rigid body, and i # k # ¢ # i for the first
case.

The mathematical description of a rigid body (modulo rotations) does not require knowledge of
the precise shape of the body. As © is a symmetric matrix, we can write the kinetic energy as:

1 1
T = inGw = §wTUTIUw, (29)
with T = diag([y, I, I3). This shows that it is sufficient to know the eigenvalues of the matrix ©
which are called moments of inertia and denoted by I for k = 1,2,3. From this point of view every

rigid body is equivalent to an ellipsoid.

A.1 Formulation of the equations of motion in the Euler-Poincaré
framework

The dynamics of the rigid body can be described through a rotational matrix Q(t), i.e. each point
of the rigid body x(0) € B can be described through z(t) = Q(t)z(0) where Q(¢)TQ(t) = I. We can
therefore describe the evolution of the rigid body through a differential equation on the Lie group
G = {Q € R . QTQ = T}. The associated tangent vector Qe ToG can be mapped to the Lie
algebra'’ g = T3G by:

. 0 —Ws3 w2
W:=QQ" = ws 0 —w |eag. (30)
—Ww9 w1 0
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As was indicated in equation Equation (30), the components of the skew-symmetric matrix W are
equivalent to those of the angular velocity w as can easily be checked:

(t) = %Q(t)m(o) = Q()z(0) = QQT (x(t) = W(t)a(t) = w(t) x x(t). (31)

With this description, the kinetic energy can be written as:

T = %tr(WDWT), (32)

where D is a diagonal matrix'!' that satisfies I = dy + ds3, I» = d3 + d; and I3 = d; + da. We now
write z := I~ 'w and introduce the following notation:

w1 __ w3 w2
SOE (0 R
5 — — w2 w3 w1
N E A D Is h (33)
w3 __ w2 w1
<3 Ts . §L 0

and obtain via the Euler-Poincaré equations'” for Equation (32):

1o = [Tw, W], (34)
or equivalently:
d 21 AZQZg
— [ 22| = 32’12’3 . (35)
dt
z3 CZlZQ

In the above equation, we defined A :=I; ' — I;', B:=I;' — ;' and C := I;' — I; . In all of
the examples, we set I; = 1, I = 2 and Is = 2/3, thus yielding A=1, B=—1/2 and C = —1/2.
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