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A BSTRACT
We propose locally-symplectic neural networks LocSympNets for learning volume-preserving dynamics. The construction of LocSympNets stems from the theorem of local Hamiltonian description of the vector field of a volume-preserving dynamical system and the splitting methods based on
symplectic integrators. Modified gradient modules of recently proposed symplecticity-preserving
neural networks SympNets are used to construct locally-symplectic modules, which composition
results in volume-preserving neural networks. LocSympNets are studied numerically considering
linear and nonlinear dynamics, i.e., semi-discretized advection equation and Euler equations of the
motion of a free rigid body, respectively. LocSympNets are able to learn linear and nonlinear dynamics to high degree of accuracy. When learning a single trajectory of the rigid body dynamics
LocSympNets are able to learn both invariants of the system with absolute relative errors below 1%
in long-time predictions and produce qualitatively good short-time predictions, when the learning of
the whole system from randomly sampled data is considered.
Keywords Structure preservation, symplectic neural networks, volume-preserving dynamics

1

Introduction

Study of dynamical systems is one of the most fundamental disciplines in mathematics and applied sciences. It has
been well recognised that numerical methods for differential equations, which incorporate structural knowledge of
the original problem, lead to qualitatively better (long-time) numerical results and has been one of the most inspiring
research disciples in the past decades [1]. With emerging the fourth paradigm of scientific discovery [2] learning
algorithms, such as neural networks, has gained a high attention and interest from the development and application
point of view [3, 4]. Data-driven methods allow, essentially, to learn and explore dynamical systems from data alone
[5, 6, 7]. Incorporation of prior knowledge of the dynamical system into data-driven method results in use of less
training data samples. In addition to that, structure-preserving neural networks generalize better than a regular neural
networks and produce qualitatively better predictions [8, 9, 10, 11, 12].
Dynamical system view of deep learning has recently also gained a significant recognition [13, 14, 15]. Structurepreserving, in particular, Hamiltonian dynamics inspired neural network architectures have been put forward to improve stability of feed-forward propagation [16, 17] and to address the problem of exploding and vanishing gradients
in deep learning [18, 19], where non-vanishing gradients are achieved by design, while exploding gradients can be
controlled through regularization or avoided for special neural network architectures. Neural network architectures
for learning dynamical systems have also been derived from structure-preserving numerical integrators [20, 21, 22],
such as symplectic Euler and Verlet numerical methods [1]. Deep learning based integrators may provide competitive alternatives to conventional numerical integrators by allowing use of larger time steps [23]. In addition to [19],
∗
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volume-preservation is also considered in [24], where NICE may be considered as one of the most known efficient
framework for learning bijective transformations of continuous probabilities.
In this work the emphasis is on learning volume-preserving dynamics with locally-symplectic neural networks
LocSympNets. This work has been inspired by the recent work on symplecticity-preserving neural networks for
learning Hamiltonian dynamics: SympNets [9], and volume-preserving numerical methods based on local Hamiltonian structure and symplectic splitting methods [25]. Construction of volume-preserving numerical methods relies on
the theorem by Feng & Shang [25], which demonstrates that the right hand side vector field of a volume-preserving dynamical system can be split into sum of locally Hamiltonian vector fields. Thus, compositions of symplectic numerical
integrator flow maps applied to each individual subsystem of the Hamiltonian dynamics leads to volume-preserving
numerical methods. In general, such numerical methods are implicit, while SympNets are explicit maps with separable Hamiltonian structure and are also able to learn nonseparable Hamiltonian dynamics, as was demonstrated in [9]
for double-pendulum problem and with the proof of the universal approximation theorem.
The manuscript is organised as follows. In Section 2 we describe volume-preserving dynamics and discuss properties of the Hamiltonian systems. Local Hamiltonian description of volume-preserving dynamics is shown. Locallysymplectic neural networks LocSympNets are presented in Section 3. Section 4 contains numerical results of learning
linear and nonlinear dynamics. Conclusions and future work is discussed in Section 5.

2

Volume-preserving dynamics

In this work we are concerned with learning dynamical systems
dy
= f (y),
dt

(1)

where y : [0, +∞) → Rn is the time dependent function in n-dimensional phase space Ω ⊂ Rn . With dy
dt we denote
ordinary derivative with respect to time variable t ≥ 0. Dynamical system (1) is said to be volume-preserving if
∇ · f (y) = 0,

(2)

where ∇ denotes the gradient operator, while ∇· denotes divergence of the vector field f . Examples of volumepreserving dynamics include all linear systems with Tr(A) = 0, where A is the system’s matrix, and Euler equations
for the motion of a free rigid body [1].
A special case of (1), when the system is of even dimension n = 2d, is the canonical Hamiltonian dynamics
dq
= ∇p H(q, p),
dt
dp
= −∇q H(q, p),
dt

(3)
(4)

where q, p : [0, +∞) → Rd are time dependent functions, commonly describing position and momentum, respectively,
in 2d-dimensional phase space ΩH ⊂ R2d . The Hamiltonian H(q, p) is the first integral of the system (3)–(4), or
simply a conserved quantity, i.e.,
dH
dq
dp
= ∇q H T
+ ∇p H T
= 0,
(5)
dt
dt
dt
which in the context of classical mechanics describes the total energy of the system. A special case is the separable
Hamiltonian
H(q, p) = K(p) + U (q),
(6)
where K and U are kinetic and potential energies, respectively. It easy to see that the right hand side vector field of
(3)–(4) is divergence-free (2).
It is worth to mention that apart from the energy conservation (5) the Hamiltonian dynamics (3)–(4) is also timereversible, if the property H(q, p) = H(q, −p) holds, i.e., the dynamics is invariant under the transformation (t, p) →
(−t, −p).
The Hamiltonian dynamics (3)–(4) can also be written in the general form:
dz
= J∇z H(z),
dt
2

J = −J T ,

(7)

where z = (q, p)T ∈ R2d and J is a skew-symmetric matrix. In the case of the canonical Hamiltonian dynamics
(3)–(4) the matrix J is nonsingular with inverse J −1 = −J and is in the following form:


0
Id
J=
,
(8)
−Id 0
where Id ∈ Rd×d is d-dimensional identity matrix.
2.1

Symplecticity of Hamiltonian dynamics

The Hamiltonian dynamics (3)–(4) is also known to be symplectic [26]. To define symplecticity we introduce the
flow map φt : ΩH → R2d of the Hamiltonian system, which advances the solution at time t, i.e., for any given
initial condition (q(0), p(0))T = (q0 , p0 )T ∈ ΩH φt (q0 , p0 ) = (q(t), p(t))T , where (q(t), p(t))T is the solution
of the Hamiltonian system (3)–(4). The flow map φt exists as long as the solution exists to the system of differential
equations. It is easy to check that the flow map is continuous function of t and φ0 is the identity map, i.e., φ0 (q0 , p0 ) =
(q0 , p0 )T for all (q0 , p0 )T ∈ ΩH . Since the Hamiltonian system (3)–(4) is invariant to a translation of time, then
φt ◦ φs = φt+s for all s, t, t + s ≥ 0 as long the solution exists. In addition, if the solution exists for all t ∈ R, then
clearly φt ◦ φ−t = φ0 . Hence, the inverse of the flow map is φ−1
= φ−t and the set Φ = {φt | t ∈ R} of all such
t
flow maps forms a one-parameter continuous group of transformations on R2d with the commutative group operation
being composition of maps. Clearly all the discussion above applies to the flow map ϕt : Ω → Rn of the dynamical
system (1).
Introduction of the flow maps φt and ϕt are not only useful for studying dynamical systems, but also to construct
numerical methods [1] as well as structure-preserving neural networks [9], which we discuss in more detail in Section
3.
We proceed by deriving the variational equation for the Hamiltonian dynamics (3)–(4) in the form (7) by differentiating
t (z0 )
with respect to time, i.e.,
the Jacobian of the flow map Y (t) = ∂φ∂z
0
dY (t)
= J∇z0 z0 H(z0 )Y (t),
(9)
dt
for all z0 = (q0 , p0 )T ∈ ΩH , where J is given in (8) and ∇z0 z0 H(z0 ) is symmetric Hessian matrix of the Hamiltonian
H(z0 ). The variational equation (9) describes the propagation of variations of the initial condition z0 along the
dynamics in time. Recently the variational equation (9) has attracted great attention in deep learning community and
has inspired the definition and construction of stable neural networks [16, 17].
Assuming that the Hamiltonian is twice continuously differentiable with respect to q and p on ΩH , then by the Poincaré
theorem [1] the variational equation (9) will imply symplecticy of the Hamiltonian dynamics defined as follows.
Definition 2.1. The flow map φt of canonical Hamiltonian system (3)–(4) is symplectic if
T

∂φt (z0 ) −1 ∂φt (z0 )
J
= J −1
∂z0
∂z0
holds for any value of t and z0 = (q0 , p0 )T ∈ ΩH for which the map is defined.

(10)

Computing the derivative of (10) we find that
 dY T −1
d
dY
Y T J −1 Y =
J Y + Y T J −1
dt
dt
dt
T
T T −1
= Y ∇z0 z0 H(z0 ) J J Y (t) + Y T J −1 J∇z0 z0 H(z0 )Y (t)
= −Y T ∇z0 z0 H(z0 )Y (t) + Y T J∇z0 z0 H(z0 )Y (t) = 0,
where the result follows from the variational equation (9) and the properties of skew-symmetric and symmetric matrices. Since the relation (10) holds when t = 0 (due to the identity map φ0 ) the relation holds for all t for which the
flow map φt is defined.
2.2

Volume preservation

From the symplecticity of Hamiltonian dynamics (3)–(4) it is easy to see that by computing the determinant of both
sides of the equation (10) and from the flow map property φ0 = Id, the symplecticity implies volume preservation in
phase space ΩH , i.e.,


∂φt (z0 )
det
= 1, ∀ t, z0 .
(11)
∂z0
3

Under volume preservation by the flow map φt (or ϕt ) we understand that for any bounded subset U ⊂ ΩH for which
φt (U ) exists, volumes and orientations of U and φt (U ) are the same, i.e.,
Z
Z
dz0 =
dz.
(12)
U

φt (U )

From the change of variables rule under the integral sign, for the transformation to be volume-preserving, the determinant identity (11) must hold. Then differentiating (11) with respect to t and applying Abel-Liouville-JacobiOstrogradskii identity [1] we can show that (11) holds if the vector field of a dynamical system is divergence-free.
The contrary is not always the case, i.e., volume-preserving dynamics may not be symplectic, especially when dynamical system (1) is of odd dimension. In this case we can consider local Hamiltonian description of the volume-preserving
dynamics (1), which we describe in the following section.
2.3

Local Hamiltonian description

Volume-preserving dynamics (1) can be described by local Hamiltonian functions as stated in the following theorem
by Feng & Shang [25].
Theorem 2.1. Every divergence-free vector field f : Rn → Rn can be written as the sum of n − 1 vector fields
f = f1,2 + f2,3 + · · · + fn,n−1 ,

(13)
n

where each of fk,k+1 is Hamiltonian in the variables (yk , yk+1 ), i.e., there exist functions Hk,k+1 : R → R such that
T

∂Hk,k+1
∂Hk,k+1
,−
, 0, . . . , 0
.
(14)
fk,k+1 = 0, . . . , 0,
∂yk+1
∂yk
In geometric numerical integration the result of the theorem has been used to construct volume-preserving numerical
methods by splitting dynamical system (1) into n − 1 subsystems:
dȳ
= fk,k+1 (ȳ),
(15)
dt
where each subsystem is solved by a symplectic numerical method [1, 25, 27]. We say that the flow map ψτ , where
τ > 0 is the time step, of a numerical method is symplectic if it satisfies the symplecticity condition (10).
For example, (15) could be solved with the symplectic Euler method [1]:
∂Hk,k+1 n
n
n
n
ȳkn+1 = ȳkn + τ
(ȳ1 , . . . , ȳk−1
, ȳkn+1 , ȳk+1
, ȳk+2
, . . . , ȳnn ),
∂ ȳk+1
∂Hk,k+1 n
n+1
n
n
n
n
(ȳ1 , . . . , ȳk−1
, ȳkn+1 , ȳk+1
, ȳk+2
, . . . , ȳnn ),
ȳk+1
= ȳk+1
−τ
∂ ȳk
ȳin+1 = ȳin , ∀ i 6= k, k + 1,

(16)
(17)
(18)

which becomes an explicit method if the Hamiltonian function Hk,k+1 is separable (6) in (yk , yk+1 ) variables.
Since the numerical flow map ψτk,k+1 of (16)–(18) is symplectic in (yk , yk+1 ) variables, the method is volumepreserving, which follows from the calculation:
 k,k+1

 k,k+1

∂ψτ
(y0 k , y0 k+1 )
∂ψτ
(y0 )
det
= det
= 1, ∀ τ, y0 .
∂y0
∂(y0 k , y0 k+1 )
Then different compositions of symplectic numerical flow maps ψτk,k+1 , e.g.,
ϕτ ≈ ψτ1,2 ◦ ψτ2,3 ◦ · · · ◦ ψτk,k+1 ◦ · · · ◦ ψτn−1,n ,

(19)

are volume-preserving and approximate the analytical flow map ϕt with accuracy depending on the method’s (19)
approximation order and the choice of the time step τ . Such approach has inspired to construct locally-symplectic
neural networks LocSympNets for learning volume-preserving dynamical systems by applying and combining
symplecticity-preserving neural network modules for each individual subsystem (15), see the following section.

3

Volume-preserving neural networks

In this section we describe volume-preserving neural networks. We proceed by recalling and summarising
symplecticity-preserving and Hamiltonian dynamics inspired neural networks.
4

3.1

Symplectic neural networks

Recently in article [9] several symplecticity preserving neural network architectures SympNets were put forward
illustrating their high abilities for learning Hamiltonian dynamics. Such network architectures are build relying on the
fact that the composition of symplectic maps is also a symplectic map. Thus, the neural networks are compositions of
symplecticity-preserving modules, e.g., of gradient modules:
Q = q + hW T diag(w)σ(W p + b),
(20)
P = p,
and
Q = q,
(21)
P = p − hW T diag(w)σ(W q + b),
which are refereed to as Up and Low modules in [9], respectively. In modules (20)–(21) (q, p)T and (Q, P )T of
dimension 2d are input and output values, respectively, h is a free input parameter and can be taken to be equal to
time step τ . W ∈ Rm×d and w ∈ Rm are weight matrix and vector, respectively, where m specifies the width of
the neural network, and b ∈ Rm is a bias vector. With diag(w) ∈ Rm×m we define a diagonal matrix containing
the weight vector w components. σ is a differentiable activation function defined in the vectorial form, i.e., σ(x) =
(σ(x1 ), σ(x2 ), ..., σ(xm ))T , where x ∈ Rm .
Identifying modules (20)–(21) as maps MhU p and MhLow , i.e.,
(Q, P )T = MhU p (q, p), (Q, P )T = MhLow (q, p),
it is easy to verify that both maps (22) satisfy equation (10), i.e.,

(22)

T

∂MhU p,Low (q, p) −1 ∂MhU p,Low (q, p)
J
= J −1 ,
∂(q, p)
∂(q, p)
for all h, σ, W , w and b, with J matrix (8).
An alternating composition of modules (20)–(21) leads to symplecticity-preserving neural networks G − SympNet,
see [9], and satisfy the universal approximation theorem if the activation function σ is sigmoidal, as proven in [9].
Importantly, such modules (20)–(21) simultaneously approximate a function and its derivative.
A particular composition of gradient modules (20)–(21), which bears the resemblance with symplectic Euler method,
leads to the residual type neural network with layer equations in the following form:
T
qj+1 = qj + hWp,j
diag(wp,j )σp (Wp,j pj + bp,j ) ,
(23)
T
pj+1 = pj − hWq,j diag(wq,j )σq (Wq,j qj+1 + bq,j ) ,
where the index j = 0, 1, ..., L − 1 refers to the feature values in the j’s layer of the network. Thus, in total we have
a network composed of 2L number of modules with j = 0 indicating the input data (q0 , p0 )T , while with the index
L indicating the output data (qL , pL )T . For learning Hamiltonian dynamics with the network (23), where for a given
state (q0 , p0 )T we predict the state (qL , pL )T after a time interval τ , we can set h = τ or h = τ /L. This approach
allows us to use τ as an additional input to the network and train with different values of τ , i.e., with irregularly
sampled data.
Hamiltonian system inspired neural networks, such as (23), in general, with applications to classification problems,
have been put forward by several authors [16, 17, 18] to address the questions regarding stable deep learning, exploding
and non-vanishing gradient problems. In (23) authors also proposed activation modules with Wq,p = Id and bq,p = 0.
In combination with symplectic linear modules authors constructed neural networks LA − SympNet, which showed
superior performance over the gradient networks (23) in their chosen examples.
Arguing for stable deep neural networks authors in [16, 17] considered Hamiltonian modules with diag(w) = Im
and the leapfrog network, e.g., with Wp = Id , bp = 0 and the linear activation function σp . In our experiments
with diag(w) = Im for such simple example as mathematical pendulum we observed poor performance compared
to the method (23). This may be explained by looking at the eigenvalues of the system matrix J∇z0 z0 H(z0 ) in the
variational equation (9). Imposing diag(w) = Im leads to matrix J∇z0 z0 H(z0 ) having purely imaginary eigenvalues
[17], which may guaranty the stability in the feed-forward propagation, but may be in contradiction with an actual
Hamiltonian dynamics, where the eigenvalues of J∇z0 z0 H(z0 ) are not always purely imaginary for all z0 and H(z0 ).
Recently alternative Hamiltonian neural network architectures inspired by time-varying Hamiltonian systems were put
forward in [18], which guaranty non-vanishing gradient by design, while exploding gradients can be either controlled
by introducing regularization or avoided completely. In contrast to learning the flow map of the dynamics, alternatively
the Hamiltonian itself can be learned, see [8].
5

3.2

Locally-symplectic neural networks

Based on the symplectic gradient modules (20)–(21) in this work we propose locally-symplectic neural network modules for subsystems (15) to learn volume-preserving dynamics (1). We proceed by defining a projection operator for
the state variable y, i.e.,
ŷ k = projk y = (y1 , . . . , yk−1 , yk+1 , . . . , yn )T ∈ Rn−1 ,

k = 1, . . . , n,

(24)

and a projection operator for the weight matrix W ∈ Rm×n−1 , i.e.,
Ŵ k = projk W = (W1k , . . . , Wmk )T ∈ Rm ,

k = 1, . . . , n − 1.

(25)

Then the locally-symplectic modules are defined as follows:
Yk = yk + hŴ k T diag(w)σ(W ŷ k + b),
Yi = yi , ∀ i 6= k,

(26)

and
Yi = yi ,

∀ i 6= k + 1,

(27)

Yk+1 = yk+1 − hŴ k T diag(w)σ(W ŷ k+1 + b),

where k = 1, . . . , n − 1, W ∈ Rm×n−1 , w ∈ Rm and b ∈ Rm . Notice that in both modules (26)–(27) projections of
the weight matrix W are with the same index k and in the special case when n = 2 we recover symplectic gradient
modules (20)–(21). In addition, not excluding other components of y in ŷ k we ensure necessary coupling between
different components of the system (1).
Similarly to symplectic gradient modules (20)–(21) we will refer to both modules (26)–(27) as U p and Low modules
h
h
for variable pair (yk , yk+1 ). Thus, we identify both modules (26)–(27) as maps Vk,U
p and Vk,Low , i.e.,
h
Y = Vk,U
p (y),

h
Y = Vk,Low
(y).

(28)

We can prove the following proposition.
h
h
Proposition 3.1. Maps Vk,U
p and Vk,Low are symplectic with respect to variable pair (yk , yk+1 ) and volumepreserving.
h
Proof. The Jacobian of the map Vk,U
p with respect to variable pair (yk , yk+1 ) is
h
∂Vk,U
p (y)
=
∂(yk , yk+1 )

where A = h

m
X



1
0

hŴ k T diag(w)diag(σ 0 (W ŷ k + b))Ŵ k
1




=:

1
0


A
,
1


2
wi σ 0 (W ŷ k + b)i Ŵik ∈ R is scalar and the symplecticity condition (10):

i=1



1
0

A
1

T 

0
1


−1
1
0
0

A
1


=


0
1


−1
,
0

is automatically satisfied. Volume preservation follows from the determinant properties and the fact that all diagonal
elements of the Jacobian matrix
h
Vk,Low
is identical.

h
∂Vk,U
p (y)
∂y

are equal to one, which completes the proof, since the proof for the map

Notice the importance of the weight vector w, which allows for scalar A to take positive and negative values, if
monotone activation function σ is used.
As already stated earlier, when n = 2, the locally-symplectic modules (26)–(27) coincide with the symplectic gradient
modules (20)–(21). Unfortunately, when n > 2 and objective is to learn Hamiltonian dynamics, then modules (26)–
(27) may not be suited, since they are not symplectic with respect to variables q and p, i.e., the Jacobian matrices
h
∂Vk,U
p (y)
∂y

∂V h

(y)

and k,Low
do not satisfy symplecticity condition (10) when dimension n is even. In that case symplectic
∂y
neural networks, such as SympNets [9], are better suited and should be used.
6

Similarly to symplectic gradient networks (23) we consider composition of modules (26)–(27):
Yk = yk + hŴ1

kT

diag(w1 )σ 1 (W1 ŷ k + b1 ),

k

Yk+1 = yk+1 − hŴ2 T diag(w2 )σ 2 (W2 Ŷ k+1 + b2 ),
Yi = yi , ∀ i 6= k, k + 1,

(29)

with the combined map
h
h
Vkh = Vk,Low
◦ Vk,U
(30)
p.
Then locally-symplectic volume-preserving neural networks LocSympNets are constructed of module (30) compositions through index k, i.e.,
h
h
h
LocSympNetsh = (V1h ◦ V2h ◦ · · · ◦ Vn−1
) ◦ (V1h ◦ V2h ◦ · · · ◦ Vn−1
) ◦ . . . ◦ (V1h ◦ V2h ◦ · · · ◦ Vn−1
).

(31)

h
V1h ◦ V2h ◦ · · · ◦ Vn−1

If we repeat the composition
K-times, then the total number of network layers is L = 2(n − 1)K.
LocSympNets can be exceptionally deep, but recall that in each module (26)–(27) we only update one component of
y. Alternative compositions of (31) can also be explored.
In the following section we consider numerical experiments where we train LocSympNets (31) to learn volumepreserving dynamics (1). Note that the network (31) contains parameters K, m ∈ N.

4

Numerical results

In this section we provide numerical examples for learning volume-preserving linear and nonlinear dynamics with
LocSympNets (31), in particular, semi-discretized linear advection equation and Euler equations of motion for rigidbody dynamics. All calculations are performed in PyTorch2 , which provides flexible and efficient platform for designing and testing neural networks. In all examples mean squared error (MSE) loss function is considered and minimised
with batch Adam optimisation method [28]. We consider Adam with standard parameter values and learning rate
η = 0.001, unless stated otherwise. We use batch Adam, since our training data sets and problem sizes are small.
For linear problems we consider linear activation function with bias b set to zero. For nonlinear problems we consider
sigmoid activation function. Comparable results were also obtained with the Swish activation function [29]. For the
linear problem the number of epochs were significantly smaller compared to the nonlinear problem considering the
increased complexity of the problem. All problems were tested with different number of network layers and width
parameter m. In general, objectively good results were only observed when K > 1. In addition, exponential decay
scheduling of the learning rate was also investigated and in some cases improved convergence was observed, but
manual tuning of decay rate is required.
All training, validation and testing data were obtained by solving differential equations numerically to high precision
with adaptive step size 5(4) order Runge-Kutta method, provided by the SciPy3 library and solve_ivp solver.
4.1

Linear problems

Linear dynamical system
dy
= Ay,
(32)
dt
where y ∈ Rn and A ∈ Rn×n , is volume preserving if Tr(A) = 0, and has general solution in the following form:
y(t) = eAt y0 ,
for any initial condition y0 ∈ Rn . Thus, the flow map ϕt = eAt . Since Tr(A) = 0, it is easy to see that



∂ϕt (y0 )
det
= det eAt = eTr(A)t = 1.
∂y0
For a fixed time step τ , the matrix exponential eAτ can be found (learned) from given dynamics data considering
multivariate linear regression, i.e.,
! N
!−1
N
X
X
eAτ =
Yi XiT
Xi XiT
,
(33)
i=1
2
3

i=1

https://pytorch.org/
https://www.scipy.org/
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where Xi ∈ Rn and Yi ∈ Rn are i-th input and output vectors, respectively, in the training data set of N samples,
such that
Yi = eAτ Xi .
As long as the matrix on the right hand side in (33) is invertible, the linear regression problem has a unique solution. Thus, it may seam even not necessary to consider locally-symplectic neural networks (31) for learning volumepreserving linear systems (32). Despite that, neural networks (31) provide a different interpretation for the matrix eAτ
compared to the linear regression problem (33), i.e., neural networks (31) are learning matrices B1 , B2 , . . . in the
Taylor series expansion with respect to τ of the matrix exponential:
τ2
τ3
eAτ = I + τ B1 + B2 + B3 + . . . ,
2!
3!
which follows from the composition of the volume-preserving modules (28) with h = τ .
Without the proof we state that Tr(B1 ) = 0, which follows from the construction (31), and the neural network will
aim to learn B1 = A, B2 = A2 , . . . , if training data is provided with different time step τ values. It is important to
state that by construction we do not obtain that B2 = B12 , B3 = B13 , . . . Closer investigation of these properties is
required and left for future work.
To demonstrate the neural network (31) capabilities of learning linear volume-preserving dynamics we consider semidiscretized advection equation
ui+1 − ui−1
dui
= −c
, i = 0, . . . , n − 1,
(34)
dt
2∆x
where c ∈ R is the constant wave speed, ui (t) is time-dependent grid function, n is the number of grid points (or the
dimension of the system) and ∆x = n2 is the grid size in the domain [−1, 1]. We solve (34) with periodic boundary
conditions, i.e., un+1 = u1 . In the limit, when ∆x → 0, we recover advection equation ut + cux = 0 with travelling
wave solutions u(t, x) = v(x − ct), where u(0, x) = v(x). Note that the finite difference approximation (34) is
conservative but dispersive [30], as can be seen in Figure 1(a). If the objective is to learn the actual travelling wave
solutions of the advection equation from training data provided by the semi-discretized equation (34), then larger value
of n should be considered. In our experiments n = 35 and c = 1.
For training data we consider N = 60 randomly generated initial conditions from the normal distribution with mean
zero and variance one, i.e., ui (0) ∼ N (0, 1), i = 0, . . . , n − 1. Then the semi-discretized equations (34) are solved to
collect output data after time instance τ = 0.01. In addition to the training data, we also collected M = 20 random
initial conditions with their respective outputs to validate learning capabilities of the neural network during the training
by evaluating prediction accuracy at each epochs. Then the testing is performed by predicting a (dispersive) travelling
wave solution of the semi-dicretized advection equation (34) with Gaussian initial condition
2

ui (0) = e−10(−1+i∆x ) ,

i = 0, . . . , n − 1.

In Figure 1(a) we plot predicted output by the volume-preserving neural network (K = 2 and m = n) at time t = 4
and compare to the exact solution of (34), after training for 20000 epochs, see Figure 1(b). Predicted solution is
indistinguishable from the exact solution. To measure the difference between both solutions we consider L2 grid
norm:
v
u
n−1
u
X
kuk2 = t∆x
|ui |2 ,
i=0

which is equal to 5.3 × 10−6 in our experiment when t = 4.
In Figure 1(b) we plot the MSE loss function and the accuracy of the network predictions on the validation dataset at
each epochs. We are able to achieve high accuracy and demonstrate that volume-preserving neural networks (31) are
capable of learning linear dynamics (32).
4.2

Rigid body dynamics

In this section we learn nonlinear dynamics of Euler equations of the motion of a free rigid body [1]:
dy1
I2 − I3
= a1 y2 y3 , a1 =
,
dt
I2 I3
dy2
I3 − I1
= a2 y3 y1 , a2 =
,
dt
I3 I1
dy3
I1 − I2
= a3 y1 y2 , a3 =
,
dt
I1 I2
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(35)

(a)

(b)

Figure 1: (a) Predicted and exact solution of the semi-discretized advection equation (34) at t = 4 with n = 35 and
c = 1. (b) Loss function and networks prediction accuracy on validation dataset at each epochs.
where the state vector y = (y1 , y2 , y3 )T ∈ R3 , i.e., n = 3, describes the angular momentum in the body frame.
I1,2,3 > 0 are the principal components of inertia. It is easy to see that the rigid body dynamics (35) is volume
preserving, as well as has two quadratic conserved quantities: the kinetic energy


1 y12
y2
y2
+ 2 + 3
H(y1 , y2 , y3 ) =
(36)
2 I1
I2
I3
and an invariant
I(y1 , y2 , y3 ) = y12 + y22 + y32 .

(37)

Thus, the solution of (35) lies on the intersection of the sphere (37) with the ellipsoid given by (36). In what follows
without loss of generality we set I1 = 2, I2 = 1 and I3 = 32 .
We further split this section in two parts. In the first part we train volume-preserving neural networks (31) to learn a
single solution trajectory of (35), while in the second part we learn the whole dynamics of (35).
4.2.1

Learning a single trajectory

To learn a single solution trajectory of (35) we consider an initial condition y0 = (cos(1.1), 0, sin(1.1))T and time
step τ = 0.1. We collect N = 120 training data points, i.e., from time interval [0, 12], followed by M = 40 solution
values to form the validation dataset on the time interval [12, 16] of the same trajectory. The testing is performed by
predicting further states for t > 16.
In Figure 2 we plot exact solution on time interval [0, 50] together with the predicted solution by the volume-preserving
neural network (31) with K = 2 and m = 16. Both solutions are indistinguishable. To obtain such accuracy 200000
epochs for training was required, see Figure 3. Figure 3 illustrates the loss function value together with networks
prediction accuracy on the validation dataset. Tests with more epochs did not gave a significant improvement in the
predictions. We also considered experiments with different width values m, but m = 16 gave qualitatively the best
results. We could not obtain good results with K = 1, as can be seen in Figure 3(a), where we are not able to achieve
necessary accuracy necessary for long time predictions.
To further investigate network’s generalization capabilities we considered long-time predictions by the trained network
of Figures 2 and 3(b), with the initial condition y0 = (cos(1.1), 0, sin(1.1))T on time interval [0, 1000], see Figure
4. Figure 4(a) illustrates predicted solution plotted on the unit sphere, where the dot indicates the initial condition.
Figure 4(b) demonstrates linear grows in absolute global error, i.e., the mean squared error between exact and predicted
solution at each time t. Linear grows in global error is expected, as it is also common in structure-preserving numerical
methods [1]. Importantly, the neural network was able to learn and preserve to high accuracy both constrains (36)–
(37). Note, that the volume-preserving neural networks (31) do not preserve these constraints by construction. The
absolute relative errors in both invariants on the whole time interval [0, 1000] are below 1%, see Figures 4(c)–4(d).
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Figure 2: Exact and predicted by the volume-preserving neural network (31) with K = 2 and m = 16 solutions of the
rigid body problem (35).

(a)

(b)

Figure 3: Loss function and networks prediction accuracy on validation dataset at each epochs. (a) Neural network
(31) with K = 1 and m = 16. (b) Neural network (31) with K = 2 and m = 16.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 4: (a) Predicted solution with volume-preserving neural network (31) (K = 2 and m = 16). The dot indicates
the initial condition y0 = (cos(1.1), 0, sin(1.1))T . (b) Absolute global error. (c) Absolute relative error in time of the
kinetic energy (36). (c) Absolute relative error in time of the invariant (37).

4.2.2

Learning the whole dynamics

In the previous section we learned a single trajectory of the rigid body dynamics (35). In this section we demonstrate
network’s (31) capabilities of learning the whole dynamics. We can achieve that by considering training data from
multiple trajectories or irregularly sampled one time step data. We can consider irregularly sampled data with constant
or randomly chosen time steps. To keep the presentation concise we have chosen to consider sampled training data
of N = 300 randomly chosen initial conditions on the unit sphere, see Figure 5(a), with constant time step τ = 0.1.
Similarly, M = 100 random initial conditions are chosen to form the validation dataset. Figure 5(a) illustrates
randomly chosen initial conditions in spherical polar coordinates (φ, θ), where dots and diamonds indicate initial
conditions for the training and validation dataset, respectively, while the contour lines indicate z values in Cartesian
coordinates.
For learning the whole dynamics we require more complex network (K = 3 and m = 60), more training data and more
epochs to acquire necessary accuracy, see Figure 5(b), which illustrates the mean square loss function and networks
prediction accuracy on validation dataset over one million epochs. To reduce large oscillations in the loss function,
e.g., see Figure 3(b), in this experiment we have considered exponential decay scheduling for the learning rate η, such
11

(a)

(b)

Figure 5: (a) Randomly chosen initial conditions to form training data (dots) and validation data (diamonds). (b) Loss
function and networks prediction accuracy on validation dataset at each epochs.
that the initial learning rate is η = 10−2 and the final value is η = 10−6 . Significant accuracy is already achieved after
10000 epochs, but that is not sufficient for very accurate predictions.
The testing is performed as follows. We consider J = 12 initial conditions on the unit sphere defined with spherical
polar angle values:
1 + 2j
1 + 2j
π
φi =
∆, θi = −
∆, ∆ = , j = 0, . . . , J − 1.
(38)
2
4
J
For each initial condition (38) predictions by the volume-preserving neural network (31) are illustrated in Figure 6,
where dots indicate the initial values (38) on the unit sphere. Predicted solution trajectories are shown for four different
time intervals t ∈ [0, Tend ], i.e., when Tend = 10, 100, 200, 400. Notice a very good agreement with the exact solution,
depicted with the solid line, for t ∈ [0, 100] and qualitatively good results over the whole time interval [0, 400]. As
time progresses predicted trajectories gradually deviate from the analytical closed orbits. In contrast to the single
trajectory learning example above absolute relative errors (not shown) of both conserved quantities (36)–(37) grow
linearly. Over the time interval [0, 400] the absolute relative errors are below 5%. Thus, predictions are only valid for
relatively short times. This can be expected, since (31) does not exactly preserve both invariants and predictions are
sensitive to particular weight and bias values of the neural network. Additional experiments did not suggest that more
complex network or more training data is required, but rather more epochs in training to achieve greater accuracy.
Thus, more research in this direction is required.

5

Conclusions and future work

In this work we proposed locally-symplectic volume-preserving neural networks LocSympNets for learning volumepreserving dynamics, which construction stems from recently proposed symplectic neural networks and symplectic Euler splitting numerical methods. We showed that the volume-preserving neural network (31) modules are locally symplectic and their composition is volume preserving. Numerical validation of the proposed neural networks
were performed considering linear semi-discretized advection equation and nonlinear Euler equations of the rigid
body. For linear dynamics learning objectives of the network, which follows from the construction, were discussed.
While performance of (31) for linear dynamics is not optimal compared to multivariate linear regression problem,
but LocSympNets incorporates more dynamics data and allows for training with nonconstant time steps, if desired.
For the rigid body dynamics two learning objectives were considered, i.e., learning a single trajectory and the whole
dynamics. Neural networks (31) performed exceptionally well when learning a single trajectory was required, since
network was able to preserve both conserved quantities up to high relative accuracy in long-time predictions. For learning the whole dynamics example of irregular training data was considered. The volume-preserving neural network was
able to learn dynamics and make very accurate short-time predictions for arbitrary initial condition.
For future work we consider the following tasks.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 6: Predicted 12 solution trajectories of the rigid body problem (35) by the volume-preserving neural network
(31) with K = 3 and m = 16, and time step τ = 0.1. Dots indicate the initial conditions (38). (a) Tend = 10. (b)
Tend = 100. (c) Tend = 200. (d) Tend = 400.
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Analysis In this work the proof of the universal approximation theorem was not provided. We plan to investigate
if the proof of the symplectic neural networks presented in [9] can be extended to the proposed locally-symplectic
volume-preserving neural networks (31).
Linear systems For learning linear systems we plan to investigate the trained matrices B1 , B2 , . . . , and how they
are linked to training data and the system’s matrix A, and establish optimal K and m parameter values with respect to
system’s dimension n and when nonconstant time step τ values are considered.
Activation functions The choice of using sigmoid function as the activation function was motivated by its use in
[9]. Very good results, not shown, were also obtained with Swish activation function and further investigation in this
direction is required, either from theoretical or numerical point of view.
Comparison to other methods We plan to compare our approach to other volume-preserving neural networks and
investigate if local Hamiltonian structure consideration is crucial, in particular, in long-time predictions.
Training Current results demonstrate that optimizer Adam requires too many epochs to achieve desirable accuracy,
which limits the full exploration of (31) and its application to higher dimensional problems. Large number of epochs
was also reported in [9] for learning Hamiltonian dynamics. Thus, more research in faster converging optimization
algorithms is still needed.
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