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The solutions to the Euler-Poisson equations are geodesic lines of SO(3) manifold with the metric
determined by inertia tensor. However, the Poisson structure on the corresponding symplectic leaf
does not depend on the inertia tensor. We calculate its explicit form and confirm that it differs from
the algebra e(3). The obtained Poisson brackets are used to demonstrate the Liouville integrability
of a free rigid body. The general solution to the Euler-Poisson equations is written in terms of
exponential of the Hamiltonian vector field.

I. INTRODUCTION: LAGRANGIAN OF A RIGID BODY IN TERMS OF UNCONSTRAINED
ROTATION VECTOR.

In the previous work [8] we discussed the dynamics of a rigid body, taking its Lagrangian action

S =

∫
dt

1

2

n∑
N=1

mN ẏ2
N +

1

2

4∑
A=2

n∑
N=2

λAN [(yA − y1,yN − y1)− aAN ] , (1)

as the only starting point of the analysis. Here yN = (y1N , y2N , y3N ), N = 1, 2, . . . , n are coordinates of n particles of
the body, and λAN are the Lagrangian multipliers that take into account the constraints among the body’s particles
(we follow the notation of the work [8]). Assuming the expression (1), we no longer need any additional postulates
or assumptions about the behavior of the rigid body. All the basic quantities and characteristics of a rigid body,
as well as the equations of motion and integrals of motion, are obtained from the variational problem by direct and
unequivocal calculations within the framework of standard methods of classical mechanics. This can be compared
with the standard approach [1–3], where a number of postulates should be assumed: on the behavior of the center of
mass, as well as on the conservation of energy and angular momentum. Herewith some important properties of the
theory not always are taken into account, see [8] for the details.

The analysis of equations following from the action (1) shows that all their solutions are of the form

yN (t) = C0 +V0t+ xN (t), where xN (t) = R(t)xN (0). (2)

Here the term C0 +V0t describe the motion of the center of mass, while the last term describe the motion of body’s
particle with the coordinates xi

N (t) determined with respect to the center of mass. Rij(t) is an orthogonal matrix,
RTR = 1, detR = +1, that determines this rotational movement. The dynamics of Rij is completely determined by
its own Lagrangian action

S =

∫
dt

1

2
gijṘkiṘkj −

1

2
λij [RkiRkj − δij ] , (3)

with the universal initial conditions Rij(0) = δij , implied by Eq. (2). Hamiltonian formulation of the theory (3)
can be constructed using the phase space with mutually independent variables Rij(t) and Ωi(t), the latters represent
the Hamiltonian counterpart of angular velocity in the body. Their Hamiltonian equations turn out to be just the
Euler-Poisson equations [8]

Ṙij = −ϵjkmΩkRim, (4)

IΩ̇ = [IΩ,Ω], (5)
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Figura 1: The rotation matrix Rij can be parameterized by the unit vector k and the angle α < π.

where Iij are components of the inertia tensor. These equations of motion are still written for an excess number of
variables. For any solution to Eqs. (4) and (5) with above mentioned initial conditions, the nine matrix elements
Rij(t) obey to six constraints RT (t)R(t) = 1, so we need to know only some 9 − 6 = 3 independent parameters to
specify the matrix R.

There are many different ways to parameterize the rotation matrices [4–7]. In this work we use the parameterization
defined with help of the rotation, that can be unambiguously associated with each element Rij of SO(3) as follows.
The equation det(R − λ1) = 0 for determining eigenvalues of R always admits λ = 1 as a solution. Indeed, with
λ = 1 we have: det(R − 1) = det(R − RRT ) = detR det(1 − RT ) = −det(R − 1), which implies det(R − 1) = 0.
Then the equation Rk = k for eigenvectors has two solutions, say k1 and k2, where k1 and k2 are unit vectors in
opposite directions. They determine the axis of rotation, the points of which remain fixed under the transformation
generated by R in R3. So the transformation R : xi → x′i = Rijx

j can be considered as a rotation of the spatial
points around this axis through some angle 0 ≤ α < π, see Figure 1. Between the vectors k1 and k2, we choose the
one for which this rotation occurs counterclockwise when viewed from the end of this vector. Let us call this unit
vector k. Expressing x′i in terms of xj , k and α, we get the matrix R in terms of k and α. To this aim, we use the
projectors: δij = Pij(k)+Nij(k), Pij(k) ≡ kikj , Nij(k) ≡ δij−kikj to decompose the vectors xi and x′i on transverse
and longitudinal parts with respect to the vector k

xi = xi
l + xi

t = Pijx
j +Nijx

j , x′i = x′i
l + x′i

t = Pijx
′j +Nijx

′j . (6)

On the plane othogonal to k we define the basis composed of the vectors s1 = xt/|xt|, s2 = [k, s1] = [k,xt]/|xt|.
Then x′

t = s1|x′
t| cosα+ s2|x′

t| sinα = Nx cosα+ [k,x] sinα, so x′ = Px+Nx cosα+ [k,x] sinα. This gives us the
matrix R

Rij = δij cosα+ (1− cosα)kikj − ϵijkkk sinα. (7)

Further, using the identities sinα = 2 tan2(α/2)/(1 + tan2(α/2) and cosα = (1 − tan2(α/2))/(1 + tan2(α/2), we
introduce the vector

ni = ki tan(α/2), 0 ≤ n2 = tan2(α/2) < ∞. (8)

In terms of this unconstrained vector, we get the final form of the desired parameterization1

Rij(n) =
1

1 + n2

[
(1− n2)δij + 2ninj − 2ϵijknk

]
. (9)

The unit element of SO(3) corresponds to the values ni = 0 of the parameters: Rij(0) = δij . We emphasis that
working with the Euler-Poisson equations, we are interested in trajectories that pass through the unit of SO(3). In
this respect, the coordinates ni are more convenient than the Euler angles, since in the latter case the unit lies outside
the Euler coordinate system which can lead to misunderstanding, see [9].

1 The rotation vector is related with Cayley-Klein (or quaternion) parameters q0,q as follows: ni = qi/q0.
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To express the Lagrangian (3) in terms of n, it is convenient first to rewrite it in terms of angular velocity2 in the
body as follows:

L =
1

2
IijΩiΩj −

1

2
λij [RkiRkj − δij ] , where Ωk ≡ −1

2
ϵkij(R

T Ṙ)ij . (10)

Using the parameterization (9) we get

Ωk(n, ṅ) = 2(AT ṅ)k, (11)

where the conversion matrix is

Aij =
1

1 + n2
[δij − ϵijknk] , then A−1

ij ≡ Ãij = δij + njnj + ϵijknk. (12)

The rotation matrix R can be written in terms of these matrices as follows: R = AÃT . Using these expressions in
(10), we get the Lagrangian in terms of unconstrained variables

L = 2Iij(A
T ṅ)i(A

T ṅ)j =
1

2
Gij(n)ṅiṅj =

2

(1 + n2)2
Iij [ṅ− [n, ṅ]]i [ṅ− [n, ṅ]]j . (13)

This can be considered as describing a geodesic motion3 of the particle n in three-dimensional space with the metric
Gij(n) = 4(AIAT )ij . The geodesics that pass through the origin describe the possible motions of the rigid body.
The metric has an unusual asymptotic behavior: G → δ as n → 0, and G → 1/n2 as n → ∞, that is this is almost
Euclidean in the vicinity of origin while vanishes at infinity. Note that n → ∞ corresponds to the angle α → π. As
our aim here is to study the algebraic properties of Hamiltonian quantities of the theory, this coordinate singularity
does not represent any special problem.

II. CANONICAL HAMILTONIAN FORMULATION AND INTEGRABILITY.

The Hamiltonian formulation immediately follows from the expression (13). Computing the conjugate momenta
πi = ∂L/∂ṅi, we get

πi = Gij ṅj , then ṅi = G−1
ij πj , where G−1 =

1

4
ÃT I−1Ã. (14)

Then the Hamiltonian H = πiṅi − L is

H =
1

2
G−1

ij πiπj =
1

8
I−1
ij (Ãπ)i(Ãπ)j =

1

8
I−1
ij [π + (n,π)n+ [π,n]]i[π + (n,π)n+ [π,n]]j , (15)

while the canonical Poisson brackets are

{ni, πj} = δij , {ni, nj} = {πi, πj} = 0. (16)

For the latter use we observe, that they imply

{(ÃTπ)i, (Ãπ)j} = 0. (17)

The Hamiltonian equations of motion can be then obtained according the standard rule: ṅi = {ni, H}, π̇i = {πi, H},
and read as follows:

ṅi =
1

4
(ÃT I−1Ãπ)i, π̇i = −1

4
[δij(n,π) + πinj + ϵijknk](I

−1Ãπ)j . (18)

Equivalently, they can be obtained as the conditions of extremum of the first-order Hamiltonian action

SH =

∫
dt πiṅi −H(ni, πj). (19)

2 The variational problems (3) and (10) are equivalent, see the Appendix in [8].
3 More exactly, this Lagrangian implies geodesic equations in the natural parametrization, see Sect. 6.5 in [10].
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Let us discuss the integrability of the rigid body equations (18). They admite four classical integrals of motion. The
first is the energy H given in Eq. (15). Three more integals of motion4 are the components of angular momentum of
the body: m = RIΩ. To see this in the Hamiltonian framework, we write them in terms of canonical variables

mi =
1

2
(ÃTπ)i =

1

2
(πi + (nπ)ni − [π,n]i). (20)

Remarkably, the functions mi(nj , πk) (and hence their brackets) do not depend on the inertia tensor. Using Eqs.
(15), (17) and (20), we immediately conclude

{mi, H} = 0, (21)

which implies the conservation of the angular momentum: ṁi = {mi, H} = 0.
The equalities (20) are invertible with respect to πi, so we can work with the rigid body in terms of non canonical

phase-space variables ni, mj instead of ni, πj . Making this change of variables in (18), we get an equivalent system5

ṅi =
1

2
(ÃT I−1RTm)i, ṁi = 0. (22)

By the way, we reduced the number of differential equations from six to three, the latters contain now three integration
constants mi. Poisson structure of the theory in these variables is

{ni, nj} = 0, {ni,mj} =
1

2
Ãij =

1

2
[ϵijknk + δij + ninj ],

{mi,mj} =
1

1 + n2
[ϵijkmk + (n̂ijnk + cycle (ijk))mk], (23)

where n̂ij ≡ ϵijpnp is the antisymmetric matrix equivalent to the vector np. The second equality shows that the

conversion matrix Ã represents the off-diagonal part of the Poisson tensor in these coordinates. Even in the linear
approximation, this algebra is different from the isometry algebra e(3) of R3. We also emphasise that the Poisson
tensor determined by (23) is just the canonical Poisson tensor (17) written in a noncanonical coordinates of the phase
space. This implies, in particular, that the Poisson structure (23) is nondegenerate and hence does not admite the
Casimir functions.

The expression (n̂ijnk + cycle (ijk)) is antisymmetric on k and j, so we have the identity

(n̂ijnk + cycle (ijk))mkmj = 0. (24)

Using this identity and Eq. (23) we conclude, that the phase-space function m2 has vanishing brackets with mi

{mi,m
2} = 0. (25)

This equation together with (21) show that the three independent integrals of motion H, m2 and m3 are in involution.
According to the Liouville’s theorem [4, 6, 7], this implies the integrability in quadratures of equations of motion of
the free rigid body.

An advantage of the unconstrained problem (15) is that we can use now the known formula of Hamiltonian mechanics
to write the solution to the equations (18) in terms of exponential of the Hamiltonian vector field [11]

za(t, zb0) = e
t{zc

0, H(n0i,π0j)} ∂
∂zc0 za0 , where za = (ni, πj). (26)

After computing all derivatives, one should take n0i = 0, in accordance with the initial conditions.The resulting
expression depends on 3 arbitrary constants πi, and is therefore a general solution to the Euler-Poisson equations.

4 On the subset of solutions which describe the moviments of a body (they are the solutions that pass through unit element of SO(3)),
the four integrals are not independent: E = I−1

ij mimj , see [8] for the details.
5 The Hamiltonian in these variables is 1

2
(RI−1RT )ijmimj , see also Eq. (28) below.
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III. HAMILTONIAN FORMULATION IN TERMS OF PHASE-SPACE VARIABLES ni, Ωj.

To describe the speed of rotation in the theory of a rigid body, several interrelated variables are used: angular
velocity ωi, angular velocity in the body Ωi, angular momentum mi, and angular momentum in the body Mi. The
relations between them are

2(AT ṅ)i = Ω = RTω = I−1RTm = I−1M, (27)

see [8] for the details. According to this, the kinetic part of the Lagrangian (10) can be presented in various forms as
follows:

E =
1

2
IijΩiΩj =

1

2
(RI−1RT )ijmimj =

1

2
(RIRT )ijωiωj =

1

2
I−1
ij MiMj . (28)

All the basic quantities in (27) are related by invertible matrices, so any one of them can be used instead of the
canonical momentum π in the Hamiltonian formalism. The most simple form of the Lagrangian is achieved in terms
of Ωi or Mi. So it is interesting to consider the Hamiltonian formulation in terms of one of these variables. Let us
consider the case of Ωi. Using Eqs. (11) and (14) we get

Ω =
1

2
I−1Ãπ, π = 2AIΩ. (29)

Using this in Eq. (15) we get the Hamiltonian

H =
1

2
IijΩiΩj , (30)

while the canonical Poisson brackets (16) imply

{ni, nj} = 0, {ni,Ωj} =
1

2
(ÃT I−1)ij =

1

2
[−ϵikpnp + δik + nink]I

−1
kj ,

{Ωi,Ωj} =
−1

1 + n2
(I−1)ia(I

−1)jb [ϵabc(IΩ)c + (n̂abnc + cycle (abc) )(IΩ)c] . (31)

If we take Mi instead of Ωi, we obtain the similar expressions, but without the inertia tensor I. Any case, the Poisson
structure is nondegenerate and even in the linear approximation differs from the algebra e(3).

There is the identity

(n̂abnc + cycle (abc) )(IΩ)cΩb = −n2[IΩ,Ω]a. (32)

To prove this, we observe that it is SO(3) covariant equation, so we can assume that the inertia tensor is of diagonal
form, Iij = diagonal (I1, I2, I3). Then the identity can be easily confirmed by direct calculation.
Using Eqs. (30), (31) and (32), we obtain Hamiltonian equations of motion of a rigid body in terms of these

variables

ṅi =
1

2
(ÃTΩ)i, IijΩ̇j = [IΩ, Ω]i. (33)

As it should be expected, the equations for Ωi are just the Euler equations.

IV. CONCLUSION.

According to classical mechanics [7, 10], any mechanical system with kinematic constraints, when rewritten through
the unconstrained variables, looks like the geodesically moving particle in a curved space. In this work we have done
this for the case of an asymmetric rigid body, obtaining the explicit form of the resulting metric (13) in terms of
unconstrained variables (8). It should be noted that in the case of Euler angles, the metric has more or less simple
form only for the symmetric top [7]. Further, any mechanical system with unconstrained configuration variables
leads to a symplectic manifold equipped with the canonical Poisson bracket. For the rigid body, we have done this
first in terms of canonical variables ni, πj with the canoinical Poisson brackets (16), then in terms of ni and angular
momentum mj with the Poisson brackets (23), and at last in terms of ni and angular velocity Ωj with the Poisson
brackets (31). Using the obtained brackets, it is easy to confirm that the theory admits three integrals of motion in
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involution, and therefore is integrable according to Liouville. The general solution to the Euler-Poisson equations (4),
(5) is written in terms of exponential of the Hamiltonian vector field in (26).

According to the Dirac’s canonical quantization paradigm, the Poisson structure is a determining factor in the
construction of semiclassical models of the relativistic spin and massless polarized particles [12, 13], and should
resemble the algebra of quantum observables. For the massive spinning particle, although a formulation based on
reducible variables is possible [14], however, for independent variables the construction becomes more simple and
transparent [10, 12]. Another important point is that the known models of spinning particles are direct analogues of
the totally symmetric body. As a result, the evolution of spin of a free particle turns out to be trivial. This could
be changed by constructing a model that would be analogous to an asymmetric body, whose rotation around the
intermediate axis of inertia is known to be unstable. This could expand the range of applicability of the semiclassical
models, since the instability would mimic the quantization of spin in an external magnetic field [12].

In conclusion we note the following. It is sometimes stated in the literature that the Poisson structure associated
with the rigid body is closely related with the symmetry algebra e(3) of R3. However, the Poisson brackets (23) and
(31), obtained above, are non-degenerate and even in the linear approximation are different from e(3).
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