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Abstract— The study of the Two-Body and Circular Restricted
Three-Body Problems in the field of aerospace engineering and
sciences is deeply important because they help describe the motion
of both celestial and artificial satellites. With the growing demand
for satellites and satellite formation flying, fast and efficient con-
trol of these systems is becoming ever more important. Global
linearization of these systems allows engineers to employ methods of
control in order to achieve these desired results. We propose a data-
driven framework for simultaneous system identification and global
linearization of both the Two-Body Problem and Circular Restricted
Three-Body Problem via deep learning-based Koopman Theory,
i.e., a framework that can identify the underlying dynamics and
globally linearize it into a linear time-invariant (LTI) system. The
linear Koopman operator is discovered through purely data-driven
training of a Deep Neural Network with a custom architecture. This
paper displays the ability of the Koopman operator to generalize
to various other Two-Body systems without the need for retraining.
We also demonstrate the capability of the same architecture to be
utilized to accurately learn a Koopman operator that approximates
the Circular Restricted Three-Body Problem.
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I. INTRODUCTION

THE rapid growth in motivation to explore space in
the last fifteen years has sparked a number of significant
missions to planets such as Mars and Venus, moons
such as Enceladus and Titan, as well as our own Moon.
From interplanetary missions to the placement of satellites
within our own planet’s orbit, we would not be able
to achieve the goals of these endeavors without under-
standing and exploiting the natural dynamics of these
systems. Much effort has been spent in determining how
exactly the dynamics of bodies, either natural or man-
made, are influenced, and how engineers can develop
guidance, navigation, and control systems to complete
these extraordinary tasks. Today, thousands of satellites
orbit around our Earth in a variety of different orbits,
and the governing equations of motion for all of these
satellites are the equations originating from the N-Body
Problem. In the N-Body equations of motion, the only
force that imparts energy onto the bodies is gravity [1],
and dependent on the complexity of the solution required
and the nature of the system in question, the number of
bodies varies. Most often in celestial dynamics, the Two-
Body Problem (2BP) and Circular Restricted Three-Body
Problem (CR3BP) are analysed and used [2]–[11]. As we
endeavour to reach the Moon again, and move forth to
Mars, the analysis and use of the CR3BP will become
even more prevalent [7], [10], [11].

In the case of artificial satellites orbiting Earth, they
are all governed by the 2BP with perturbations [12], [13].
With the growing number of these satellites being put
into orbit, as seen with the explosion of SpaceX Starlink
satellites, the need for a fast, efficient and guaranteed
method for propagating and controlling the complex dy-
namics of these bodies is becoming more evident. The
linearization of the 2BP has been achieved through the
Clohessy-Wiltshire relative motion equations [14], under
extensive assumptions, but the discovery of a globally lin-
ear representation of this problem has yet to be uncovered.

The case of the CR3BP is a well-known and studied
reduction of the Three-Body problem, to which no global
analytical solutions exist [7], [10], [11]. Instead, quasi-
periodic, periodic and hyperbolic invariant manifolds
present themselves as special solutions, which can inform
us on the dynamics of the CR3BP [5], [7], [10], [11],
[15]. This system is of importance because the Earth-
Moon system can be treated as such [8], with the orbit
of the Moon around the Earth having an eccentricity of
0.0549 [16]. The Earth-Moon system has five equilibrium
points, the so-called Lagrange points [9], around which it
is possible to generate periodic orbits that are intergrable.
Much like the 2BP, efficient, accurate linear representation
of the CR3BP would further advance the exploration of
space, by reducing the complexity of creating control
systems capable of being used in these systems.

The control of nonlinear systems has long been a
challenge for engineers. Linear control systems often have
straightforward and useful methods in order to achieve
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theoretical guarantees in the controllability, observability,
and stability of the system. Current techniques provide
some relief to this problem, however the horizon upto
which these techniques can be relied on is measurably
short. This leads to frequent linearization calculations
around specific operating points, increasing computational
cost and time when performing control maneuvers and
state estimation. A globally linear representation of the
dynamics of the system would be an ideal solution, elim-
inating the drawbacks of traditional linearization tech-
niques. Unfortunately, finding such global linearizations is
still a prominent issue, but with the recent advancements
in Koopman theory, the prowess of machine learning and
advancements in computational power, this ideal solution
may not be as unattainable as once thought.

Koopman theory, first proposed in 1931 [17], has
gained traction over the last few years as a solution
for finding global linearization of nonlinear systems. In
a nutshell, the theory states that the dynamics of a
nonlinear system can be described linearly by an infinite-
dimensional Koopman operator. Due to its infinite di-
mension, for practical use, it is typically approximated
using data-driven methods such as Extended Dynamic
Mode Decomposition (EDMD) [18]. The process of
implementing EDMD on the nonlinear system to find
an accurate approximation is not only highly involved,
but requires an innate understanding of the method in
order to select the basis functions. These basis functions
are the building blocks from which functions known as
observable functions are constructed. These observable
functions are then what is applied to the data in order
to lift dynamics to the appropriate dimension. However,
constructing a feed-forward neural network (NN) that im-
plements EDMD makes it possible to find an approximate
general Koopman operator linearization applicable to a
region of state space, that is time invariant and constant.
Another advantage of using a data-driven method is that
it does not require system knowledge, and the nonlinear
system can be completely unknown [19], [20].

Neural Networks, although having a history that spans
almost 40 years, have found a resurgence in the last 10-
15 years, propelled by the work of LeCun et al. [21],
who were able to analyse the ImageNet dataset and
accurately categorize image classes within the dataset.
Since then, the advancements of big data coupled with
computational power has allowed Deep Neural Networks
(DNNs) to grow rapidly, and be integrated into many
fields of research and development. The power of DNN’s
lies in their ability to represent any arbitrary function,
including the Koopman observable functions required to
linearize the nonlinear dynamics [22]. This is possible
through a DNN with an adequate number of hidden
neurons and a linear output layer, satisfying the universal
approximation theorem [23]–[25]. The use of a DNN
in the approximation of the Koopman operator relieves
us from the need to determine a satisfactory set of
basis functions to which the Koopman eigenfucntions are

mapped from, which is often difficult and can lead to poor
approximations if not chosen correctly.

The linearization of orbital (two and three-body) dy-
namics is an application where this global linearization
can be highly beneficial for mission engineering. By
reducing the computational cost, already limited CPU
power can be diverted to more demanding tasks. In
particular, a Koopman framework could be used in order
to perform the state estimation tasks required for close-
proximity maneuvers such as cluster formation, orbital
changes, station keeping and rendezvous. In recent years,
the rising abundance of satellite clusters associated with
projects such as SpaceX’s Starlink network and LISA
(Laser Interferometer Space Antenna) [26], [27] have
revived the need for a fast, efficient and guaranteed control
of satellites relative to one another.

Numerous advancements in the framework are similar
to the one presented in this paper. Not only does the model
generate a globally linear, time-invariant representation of
the nonlinear dynamics, removing the need for applica-
tions of system identification, but we can also use this
model’s prediction capability to work as a state estimator,
eliminating the need for a Kalman Filter or its variants.
The now globally linear system also no longer requires
the burden of frequent linearizations such as Taylor Series
expansions. In the case of the 2BP, assumption-heavy
and limiting equations such as the Clohessy-Wiltshire
equations may now be discarded in favor of this linear
system.

This work extends the framework developed in Tiwari
et al. [28]. The framework of the DNN developed by
Tiwari et al. is kept the same, with improvements added
for this application. Although the application included
control, it is not incorporated for the purposes of this
paper when the methodology is applied to both the 2BP
and CR3BP. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first
time that both the 2BP and the CR3BP have been globally
linearized with reasonable precision.

The contributions of this paper are twofold:

• First we demonstrate the ability of the learned
Koopman operator to globally linearize a Circular
Two-Body problem centered around the Earth for
orbits with an apogee altitude ranging between 200-
30000km. We also demonstrate the ability of the
same network, without additional training, to gener-
alize to other two body systems, specifically around
the Moon and Jupiter. We demonstrate that the
approximation is accurate and that various invariant
properties of the circular orbit are conserved.

• Second, we demonstrate the applicability of the
Koopman operator to the more complicated Circular-
Restricted Three-Body Problem (CR3BP). We glob-
ally linearise the periodic orbit of a satellite that
orbits the Earth, including the influence of the Moon,
with the initial position of the satellite being close to
the L1 Lagrange point. We also analyze the accuracy
of the approximation by studying the conservation
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of the Jacobi constant in the CR3BP, showing that
our model can adequately capture the value of this
constant throughout the evolution of the dynamics.

II. NONLINEAR DYNAMICS AND THE KOOPMAN
OPERATOR

A. Koopman Operator Theory

1. Koopman Operator
The Koopman operator theory states that a nonlinear

dynamical system can be transformed into an infinite-
dimensional linear system [17]. Consider a dynamical sys-
tem; the nonlinear, continuous dynamics are propagated
by the following mathematical expression:

d

dt
x(t) = F (x(t)) (1)

where, x(t) ∈ Rn is the system state at time t and F
is the function that describes the evolution of the state in
the continuous sense. This continuous system can also be
modelled in a discrete-time representation by evaluating
the solution to the system at finite, discrete time intervals
∆t, such that xk = x(k∆t). Hence, the discrete-time
dynamics are represented as:

xk+1 = f(xk) (2)

where xk ∈ Rn is the system state, k is the current
time step, and f is the function that evolves the system
states through state space. We can then define observables,
which are real-valued functions of the system state: g :
Rn → R such as: [x2, x3, sin(x), cos(x)] for instance.
The continuous time Koopman operator, K and discrete
time operator K∆t, is therefore defined such that, for any
observable function g,

Kg = g ◦ F , (3)

K∆tg(xk) = g(f(xk(t))) (4)

where ◦ is the composition operator (explicitly defined
in 6). We can now apply this operator to the continuous
and discrete-time system defined previously to arrive at:

Kg = g ◦ F (x(t)) =
d

dt
g (5)

K∆tg(xk) = g(f(xk)) = g(xk+1). (6)

It is evident in Equation 6, that the Koopman operator
K∆t, propagates the observable function of a state g(xk)
through time to the next time step. An important note is
that for this work, we only require use of the discrete-time
dynamics, and all further reference to K is in the discrete-
time sense [29]. However, an impractical limitation of this
operator is that it is formed in an infinite-dimensional
space, therefore, numerical methods are required in order
to approximate the operator in a finite dimensional space
so that we may be able to access its utility in the control
and evolution of dynamic systems.

2. Dynamic Mode Decomposition and its Extensions
Determining the set of observable functions that span a

Koopman invariant subspace, required to lift the states, is
not a trivial task. Hence, a number of methods have been
derived such as Dynamic Mode Decomposition (DMD),
which aims to extract the dynamic modes of a given set of
data. These modes can be interpreted as the generalization
of the global stability modes and therefore project the
underlying physcial mechanisms of the system [30].

DMD has also been extended into Extended Dynamic
Mode Decomposition (EDMD), allowing better approx-
imations of the Koopman eigenvalues and eigenfunc-
tions of the system, hence a closer representation of
the nonlinear system [18], [31]. Essentially DMD is an
approximation using monomial basis functions, analogous
to a first-order Taylor expansion, whilst EDMD retains a
higher number of terms in the expansion, thus allowing
for a better approximation of a wide array of problems.

In all applications of DMD, it is worth noting that
the observable functions are built from a set of basis
functions. These basis functions which can be any set
of functions, such as monomials, radial basis functions
(RBF’s) or any other combination, are often chosen by
the user. There is a strong connection between the basis
functions and DMD’s ability to learn the eigenfunctions
and eigenvalues needed to create a more accurate rep-
resentation of the Koopman operator [20]. Hence, it is
largely critical that the determination of the basis func-
tions be made correctly.

3. Koopman Approximation Algorithm
In this work, the finite dimension Koopman operator is

approximated using the combination of EDMD with deep
neural networks (DNNs). The procedure in which this is
achieved is based off of our method in our previous work,
[28], with the work presented herein being an extension
of the architecture and structure presented previously. The
DNN is used in order to learn and define the set of
observables that are used to lift the states, contrary to
other methods in which these observable functions are
selected manually as a dictionary [32]–[34]. Subsequently,
the finite-dimensional approximation to the Koopman
operator is calculated by utilizing least-squares regression
(see Algorithm 1) [28].

For any non-control affine system, the nonlinear dy-
namics are propagated by Equation 2. After lifting the
states to higher dimension with the observable function,
Φ, we desire to find a linear system representation:

Φ(xk+1) ≈ KΦ(xk), (7)

where the matrix K approximates the Koopman op-
erator. This matrix is analogous to A, the linear state
transition matrix. The goal of the deep learning frame-
work (Fig. 1) is to learn N observables and calculate the
K matrix through the appropriate construction of the loss
functions. Because we need to approximate an infinite
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Fig. 1. Deep learning framework including the prediction and correction steps. [28]

Algorithm 1 Learning Koopman and Input Matrix
Input: X,Y training data, batch size bs, Epochmax

Method
1: for epoch in range(Epochmax) do
2: for batch in range(number of batches) do
3: Sample bs from training, control and label

data.
X = {Xi

0:k−1}
bs
i=1, Y = {Y i

1:k}
bs
i=1

4: Encode the training and label data and stack
the original states onto the encoded states.
Φx = [X; Φ(X)]T ,Φy = [Y ; Φ(Y )]T

5: Compute the K matrix using EDMD.
K = Φy · (Φx)

†

6: Compute the next state with the linear
equation.
Φ̂x+1 = KΦx

7: Apply the loss function L using MSE
8: Update the model weights and parameters

with the Adam optimizer.
9: end for

10: end for
Output: K matrix, trained DNN

dimensional operator, we choose N such that N >> n is
satisfied, and define

Φ(xk) :=


xk

ϕ1(xk)

ϕ2(xk)
...

ϕN (xk)

 , (8)

where ϕi : Rn → R, i = 1, ..., N are the observable
functions, learned by the DNN. An important observation
is that we take the observables from the DNN and
concatenate the original states xk on top, helping in two
ways: (1) the original states can be easily extracted from
the new set of observables (see below), and (2) valuable
computational resources can be saved since there is no
need for a decoder to recover the original states.

Currently, there is no generalized method to govern
the size of N that would guarantee the optimal balance
between simplicity and accuracy in the approximation of

the Koopman operator; therefore, most often, N is chosen
empirically through trial and error. There has been an
increase in research that investigates ways to determine
the size of N in both controllable and uncontrollable
systems [22], [35]. In this work, DNNs are applied with
EDMD to approximate the Koopman operator.

To calculate the approximate Koopman operator K,
the time history of measurement data for M steps is
arranged into snapshot matrices. The first snapshot matrix,
X , is the state history from time k = 1 to k = M − 1,
whilst the second snapshot, X ′ is exactly the same as X
but shifted forward one time-step:

X =
[
x1,x2,x3, . . . ,xM−1

]
(9)

X ′ =
[
x2,x3,x4, . . . ,xM

]
(10)

Mapping the measured states, X,X ′ with observable
functions leads to

Φ(X) =
[
Φ(x1),Φ(x2), . . . ,Φ(xM−1)

]
(11)

Φ(X ′) =
[
Φ(x2),Φ(x3), . . . ,Φ(xM )

]
(12)

Given the dataset, the matrix K can be found by using
the least-squares method to minimize the following:

min
∑

∥Φ(xk+1)−KΦ (xk)∥2 (13)

Applying the snapshot matrices of real data yields

Φ(X ′) ≈ KΦ(X) (14)

therefore, on inversion, we end up with

K = Φ(X ′)Φ(X)† (15)

where the symbol † denotes the Moore-Penrose in-
verse of the matrix [36].

Because the Koopman operator calculated in this
approach represents an approximation to the real, infinite
dimensional operator, and as the observable functions do
not span a Koopman invariant subspace, the predicted
state is denoted with a circumflex (hat) symbol to em-
phasise that it is an approximation:

Φ̂(xk+1) = KΦ̂(xk) (16)
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Now, we can extract the original states from the
observables using a projection matrix P [37], yielding

xk+1 = PΦ̂(xk+1) with P =
[
In,0nxN

]
, (17)

where In is the n × n identity matrix and 0n×N is
the n × N zero matrix. As shown in [37] and [38], the
observable functions not spanning a Koopman invariant
subspace accumulate error over time, which leads to
predictions with high inaccuracy. However, this error can
be mitigated if the prediction is corrected at each time
step. This correction is applied by extracting the estimated
state variable x̂k+1 at each time step with Equation 17,
and then reapplying the observable lifting functions to the
extracted state variable with Equation 8.

B. Circular Orbital Dynamics

One of the two main applications of the proposed
model in this work is to linearize a circular 2BP orbit.
Orbiting satellites in Low Earth Orbit (LEO) range in
altitude from 200-300km to around 2000km [39], and
have an eccentricity of less than 0.25, whilst Geosta-
tionary orbiting satellites have an ideal eccentricity of
0 [40]. With many of the operational satellites having
an eccentricity so close to zero, this aspect motivates
us to investigate the linearization of those orbits that
are circular, i.e., with zero eccentricity. The equations
of motion for a satellite in any orbit is a second-order
differential equation that relates the movement of the
satellite to the accelerations that perturb the orbit. These
accelerations can depend on a number of parameters such
as time t, position r⃗, velocity v⃗ or physical forces f⃗ .

The equation of motion for a two-body orbit is given
as follows:

⃗̈R2 − ⃗̈R1 = −G(M +m)
R⃗2 − R⃗1∥∥∥R⃗2 − R⃗1

∥∥∥3 + a⃗ (18)

Where, G is the Gravitational Constant, M is the
mass of the central body, m is the mass of the orbiting
body (satellite), R⃗2 − R⃗1 is the distance from center of
the satellite to the central body and a is the additional
perturbing acceleration. In our work, we set a = 0⃗ to
preserve the circularity of the orbit, which should improve
the DNN’s ability to learn the observables, consequently
leading to a more accurate representation of the Koopman
operator. To prove the ability of the model, we simplify
the nonlinear dynamics by choosing not to include orbital
perturbations such as drag, solar radiation pressure, or a
complex gravity model such as the J2 perturbation model,
but they can be included in the nonlinear dynamics, at the
expense of a potentially larger K matrix. We also set the
position of the central body, R⃗1, to be at the origin, hence
simplifying 18 to:

⃗̈r = µ
r⃗

|⃗r|3
(19)

where µ = −G(M +m) is defined as Earth’s gravita-
tional parameter. Note that because M >> m, the mass
of the satellite is often ignored in the calculation of µ;
however, in our work, it is still taken into account and
the abbreviation is held as such.

We choose to represent the orbits as in-plane, thus in
two dimensions [9], [41], resulting in z = 0 for all time.
This results in four states being required to represent the
nonlinear system in state space:

x =


x1

x2

x3

x4

 =


x

y

ẋ

ẏ

 (20)

And the state space representation of the nonlinear
model would correspond to:

ẋ =


ẋ1

ẋ2

ẋ3

ẋ4

 =


ẋ

ẏ

ẍ

ÿ



=


0 0 1 0

0 0 0 1
µ

|⃗r|3 0 0 0

0 µ
|⃗r|3 0 0



x1

x2

x3

x4


(21)

To ease the generation of data for this system, each
orbit obtains the same initial pose, being, x = r, y = 0.
Hence, the initial velocity is purely tangential, resulting
in the initial velocities being:

ẋ = 0

ẏ =

√
µ

r

(22)

Hence, the initial condition for any orbit is as follows:

x0 =


r

0

0√
µ
r

 (23)

Where, r is the radius of the given circular orbit,
which is a randomly selected parameter for each initial
condition in the training dataset.

C. Circular Restricted Three-Body Dynamics

As previously mentioned, the periodic orbits of the
CR3BP are often derived around one of the five Lagrange
points. One of these Lagrange points (L1) will be the
case utilized in this work to generate the data required
for training, in particular, orbits that oscillate and are
influenced by the L1 Lagrange point. In the application
of the CR3BP, the mass of the satellite is considered to
be negligible relative to the primary P1 and secondary P2

masses. The propagation of the CR3BP dynamics also
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requires that the mass, length and time units be non-
dimensionalized by the following factors:

M∗ = ME +MM

L∗ = a

T ∗ =

√
L∗3

GM∗

(24)

where ME and MM are the masses of the Earth and
Moon respectively with MM < ME , G is the universal
gravitational constant, and a is semi-major axis of the
system (distance between both primary bodies). We can
now define the mass fraction µ as the ratio between the
secondary mass to the total mass:

µ =
MM

M∗ (25)

For the propagation of the dynamics in the state space,
a 6-dimensional state vector x is implemented:

x =



x

y

z

ẋ

ẏ

ż


where x, y, z are the positions in the rotating frame

and the dot indicates the derivative with respect to the
non-dimensional time (i.e., normalized by T ∗). This ref-
erence frame has its origin at the barycenter of the primary
and secondary masses, and has its x axis aligned in the
direction to the secondary mass.

The equations of motion describing the motion of the
third mass P3 can now be derived as:

ẍ = x+ 2ẏ − (1− µ)(x+ µ)

d3
− µ(x− 1 + µ)

r3

ÿ = y − 2ẋ− y(1− µ)

d3
− µy

r3

ẍ = − (1− µ)z

d3
− µz

r3

(26)

Where the following substitutions are made:

d =
√

(x+ µ)2 + y2 + z2

r =
√

(x− 1 + µ)2 + y2 + z2
(27)

Due to the fact that we are interested in learning
a family of periodic orbits that oscillate around the L1
Lagrange point, the initial conditions for the orbit need to
be selectively chosen. The orbit is in the orbital plane, so
we can inherently assume the z-axis position and velocity
values to be zero. The initial y position is given as 1

a ,
whilst the initial x position is found as the L1 Lagrange
point by solving the following equation for the value of
x bounded by the position of the Earth and the Moon:

0 =− 1− µ

(x+ µ) · |x+ µ|
− µ

(x− 1 + µ) · |x− 1 + µ|
+ x

(28)

The x- and y-components of the velocity may now
be calculated by making use of the initial positions,
the Lagrange point around which oscillations occur, and
the mass fraction of the system, through a number of
complex equations that are described in [42]. In order
to generate a number of accurate simulations, the cr3bp
Python package is utilized to find these initial conditions
following the same procedure.

In order to produce trajectories that can be used in
training with enough variance to adequately train the
DNN, the initial position in the x direction was multiplied
by a random number in the range [1, 1.05]. Such a small
range is required since the nature of the orbit and its
periodic behaviour are highly sensitive to the initial con-
ditions, a manifestation of chaotic behavior. Multipliers
of any value outside of this narrow range would result in
orbits that were not periodic around the L1 point.

III. NEURAL NETWORK ARCHITECTURE

A. Deep Neural Network Structure and Loss
Function Definition

The development of DNN’s has been aided through
the improvement in support packages such as PyTorch
and Keras TensorFlow. Whilst these packages are often
equipped with predetermined loss functions for regres-
sion and classification problems, the general use of a
DNN requires a custom loss function to optimize the
performance of the network to the particular application.
Our approximation of the Koopman operator is achieved
through a DNN designed with a custom loss function that
is a summation of multiple loss functions that are integral
for accurate dynamic propagation prediction. The DNN
structure used in this work is a fully connected, feedfor-
ward network, as it is the most fundamental architecture,
and is often used in regression and prediction problems.
Each hidden layer has a scaled exponential linear unit
(SELU) activation function, whilst the final output layer
has no activation function.

The DNN learns the lifting observable functions which
are in turn, used to determine the approximation to the
Koopman operator through EDMD. In order to learn these
observable functions, we design the following loss func-
tions that are calculated using a recursive mean square
error (MSE) formula:

LRecon =
1

Nd

Nd∑
k=1

∥x̂k+1 − xk+1∥22

LPred =
1

Npred

Npred∑
k=1

∥x̂k+α − xk+α∥22

(29)

where LRecon represents the one-time-step reconstruc-
tion loss function that has the objective of ensuring proper
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reconstruction of the original states at each time step. In
contrast, LPred is our custom prediction loss function that
is used to improve the consistency of a prediction α time
steps into the future. α is a user defined parameter, set
during the data generation stage allowing the DNN to
ensure that it is able to correctly evolve multiple time
steps into the future. The benefit of this loss function
is that it is able to decrease the drift of the predicted
trajectory from the original nonlinear dynamical system
by allowing the network to learn multi-step predictions.
The state x̂k+α is calculated using a for loop of length
α, where each next observable is calculated using the
linear dynamics Φ̂(xk+1) = KΦ̂(xk) and the original-
dimension state is extracted using Equation 17.

In order to further improve the accuracy of the model
learned, training techniques such as L1 and L2 regular-
ization are implemented into the loss function as a means
to penalize unwanted behaviours by the DNN [43]. For
instance, L1 regularization aims to penalize the model
for having large weights, achieving this objective by
including the sum of the absolute value of the weights
in the loss function, thus calculated as:

LL1
= λ1

Nw∑
k=1

|wk| (30)

where λ1 is the weighting factor applied to the L1

regularization, Nw is the number of total weights in the
entire network, and wk is the k-th weight parameter. The
result of this regularization is that features with lesser
importance have their weights reduce to near-zero or
zero, removing them from the approximation completely.
Naturally, because of the way L1 regularization reduces
the unimportant weights to zero, the resulting network
is sparse. Hence, this regularization constitutes a good
pairing with EDMD, since EDMD seeks to extract only
the most important information from the dynamics.

L2 regularization on the other hand, encourages the
sum of the squares of the weights to be small, thus
reducing the chance of overfitting, whilst improving the
networks ability to learn complex features. This is par-
ticularly useful when handling nonlinear dynamics of
increased dimension and increased terms as in the CR3BP.
The L2 regularisation loss function can be calculated as:

LL2
= λ2

Nw∑
k=1

(wk)
2 (31)

We can now construct the total loss function as:

Ltotal = γLPred + βLRecon + λ1LL1
+ λ2LL2

(32)

The total loss function value, Ltotal is then used in
the Adam optimizer, to recursively improve the weights
and biases of the DNN, so that the observable functions
can be appropriately learned. With improved observable
functions, the approximation to the Koopman operator
becomes more accurate, hence the performance of the
linear system becomes more true. The weights γ, β, λ1, λ2

corresponding to each loss function, can be adjusted ac-
cording to the performance of the network and knowledge
of the dynamics of the system.

IV. MODEL ACCURACY METRICS

In order to prove the accuracy and efficacy of an
algorithm or model, it is important to benchmark the
results produced against some metrics relevant to the
problem. In this section, we present a number of metrics
that apply to either the 2BP or CR3BP that allow us
to determine the accuracy of our model. By considering
physical constants of each orbit type, we can determine if
our model truly captures the underlying dynamics of the
system.

A. Two-Body Circular Metrics

The instantaneous coordinates of a circular orbit at
some time t are x(t) and y(t). The operator ‘·’ denotes
the time derivative; for example, ẋ ≡ dx/dt is the x-
component of the velocity. We introduce the notation:

r(t) = (x(t), y(t)) , (33)

v(t) = (ẋ(t), ẏ(t)) , (34)

where r, v, and a signify the position, velocity, and
acceleration vectors, respectively for motion in a plane
(i.e., two-dimensional motion).

During the course of an entire orbit, let us suppose
that N measurements are performed at the times t =
t1, t2, . . . tN . We shall define an orbit average (i.e., the
average over a single orbit) ⟨χ⟩ of a given time-dependent
quantity χ(t) – which can represent either a scalar, vector,
or tensor – as follows:

⟨χ⟩ = 1

N

N∑
i=1

χ (ti) . (35)

Note that ⟨χ⟩ is not a function of time, since it is a
temporal average computed over all times (in the specific
context of a single orbit).

Once the orbit average is determined, we can estimate
the relative variation ξχ(t) of the aforementioned χ(t) –
which constitutes a useful measure of the relative error
for invariants of circular orbits – through the expression,

ξχ(t) =
χ(t)

⟨χ⟩
− 1. (36)

It is important to recognize a couple of properties associ-
ated with ξχ(t): (a) it can be either positive or negative,
although |ξχ(t)| will always be positive by definition; (b)
for an invariant of the system, we would ideally have
χ(t) = const = ⟨χ⟩, implying that ξχ(t) ≡ 0. However,
when numerical algorithms are utilized, χ(t) may not be
perfectly invariant, owing to which ξχ(t) could thus be
non-zero, albeit small in magnitude for robust algorithms.

In circular motion, the following quantities are all
conserved, i.e., they are invariants of circular motion.

1) r ≡ |r|=
√

x2 + y2
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2) v ≡ |v|=
√

ẋ2 + ẏ2

3) r · v = xẋ+ yẏ
4) Lz ≡ (r× v)z = xẏ − yẋ

In addition, the Kepler problem is endowed with invari-
ants such as the Laplace–Runge–Lenz vector that will not
be addressed in this work [44].

For each of the above invariants, except for #3, we can
construct their corresponding relative error. For instance,
in the case of r, the relative error ξr(t) is given by

ξr(t) =
r(t)

⟨r⟩
− 1 (37)

after invoking (36); where r(t) =
√

x2(t) + y2(t), and
⟨r⟩ is specified by (35). As mentioned in the paragraph
below (36), it is expected that ξχ(t) ≡ 0 for invariants of
the system. Therefore, given that r is supposed to be an
invariant of circular motion, the numerical algorithm(s)
employed should yield values of ξr(t) close to zero; in
fact, the amount of deviation from zero is a good rubric
for evaluating the accuracy of the deployed algorithm(s).

From the determination of the third metric (namely
#3), which is r · v, in the circular 2BP, it is found that
the numerical value of this metric follows a sinusoidal
shape for one orbital period of calculation. Hence, when
the average of the entire dataset is taken, this value tends
toward zero, consequently – when applied to the relative
error formula given by (36) – yielding a substantially
greater magnitude of error than what is actually observed
in the simulation. Therefore, in the discussion of the r ·v
metric, it should be noted that the metric is not a relative
error but a plot of the actual value. We can then determine
the efficacy of this metric by determining how far the
value is from zero at every calculated point.

B. CR3BP Jacobi Constant

In order to determine the accuracy of the algorithm
on predicting a true representation of the CR3BP, the
aforementioned metrics would not suffice, because they
are exclusively applicable to the circular 2BP. We can
however, utilise the conserved quantity known as the
Jacobi Constant, which is a relative negative measure of
energy [9], [45] to ensure whether or not our method is
satisfactory. Given that the Jacobi constant is conserved,
and it is the only constant of motion in the CR3BP (since
it has no ignorable coordinates [46]), hence it is a metric
that we can employ on our predicted Koopman dynamics.
The rigorous proof of the Jacobi constant can be derived
in numerous ways [9], [41], [47], however the derivation
of the equation used in this work mirrors [48], with the
Jacobi constant defined as:

Cj = Ω2r2 +
2µ1

r1
+

2µ2

r2
− v2 (38)

in which Ω is the uniform angular rotation of the
barycenter of the CR3BP, r2 = x2 + y2 with x and y
being the positions of the satellite in the rotating frame,
µ1 and µ2 being the mass fractions of the primary and

secondary masses respectively, and where r1 and r2 are
the positions of the satellite relative to the primary and
secondary masses respectively.

V. SIMULATION AND RESULTS

In this section, we present the simulation, results and
discussion of the implementation of our proposed RLDK
method. A comparison against the nonlinear dynamics,
and an investigation of the aforementioned metrics for
both the 2BP and the CR3BP are carried out. The full
PyTorch code for data generation, training and the exam-
ples provided can be found on GitHub1.

A. Data Generation

In order to adequately train the DNN, a large dataset
of varying initial conditions (IC’s) associated with orbital
propagation is collected prior. The method in which we
derive a range of different IC’s for the training data is
slightly different for both the 2BP and CR3BP, however
the data generation method after the IC has been selected
is the same for both dynamics – refer to Algorithm 2. In
the training of the DNN, a training-validation-test split of
80%− 10%− 10% was utilized.

Algorithm 2 Data Generation Algorithm
Input: Number of Initial Conditions nIC ,
time step dt, final time tf , data points dp.

Method
1: for num in range(nIC) do
2: Generate random I.C based on 23 or 28

xinit = x0,2BP or x0,CR3BP

3: Declare the time vector for each I.C
time = [0 ∼ tf ]

4: for t in time do
5: Save the current state in the X data array
6: Integrate the current state using the dynamics

and RK4 functions.
7: Save the new state in the Y data array.
8: end for
9: Stack the solutions, X, Y from the I.C. into 3D

array that holds every trajectory for each I.C.
datai

10: end for
Output: Data matrices: datax, datay,

Input parameters: dt, tf , dp,m.

1. Circular Two-Body Data Generation
In order to create a 2BP circular orbit, the correct IC’s

must be selected. The semi-major axis a and eccentricity
e or an orbit are the only orbital elements needed to
parameterize the shape of the orbit. Hence, only these
will be calculated and used to determine the IC for the

1https://github.com/tiwari-research-group/Koopman-Orbital-Dynamics
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particular orbit. In particular the orbital element which
will be randomly varied in the generation of the data is the
semi-major axis a. This is done implicitly by randomly
choosing an altitude between 200km and 5000km and
using the following relation:

a = RE + h (39)

where RE = 6378.14km is the radius of the Earth
(assumed to be spherical) and h is the randomly chosen
altitude. Naturally, because the orbits we wish to generate
are circular, we set the eccentricity to zero, e = 0. From
this information, we can use equations (22) and (23)
to determine the initial positions and velocities for the
current orbit. Each orbit is propagated for the length of
one period (T = 2π

√
a3

µ ) before being truncated by α

data points to accommodate the prediction loss function
outlined in (29). For the 2BP, α = 25. The number of
IC’s in each training set was 100 for the 2BP.

2. Circular Restricted Three-Body Data Generation
As mentioned in Section C, the family of orbits that

we adopt for our training data are periodic around the
L1 Lagrange point, thus the range of IC for which we
generate the training data is fairly small because of the
high sensitivity the dynamics have to the IC. Section C
and [42] outline the method used for determining IC’s that
have a degree of randomness, necessary for training the
DNN. Each orbit is not symmetric, nor exactly periodic,
hence there is no analytical method to determine the
length of a period, therefore an empirical length of 90
hours was chosen for each data set. This length of time,
for the purposes of simulation, was non-dimensionalized
with the T ∗ value derived for the dynamics. Like the 2BP,
the data points collected was dp = 1000 and the truncation
by α was applied to each IC dataset. The value of α was
the same as the 2BP, however the total number of IC in
each training set was 500.

B. Results and Discussion

1. Two-Body Problem Linearization
In this section we discuss the results of the proposed

architecture on the application to the 2BP as well as
the structure of the NN used to learn the approximate
Koopman operator. For practicality purposes, the two-
body system in which the Earth is the primary body is the
main system considered for the following demonstration,
although it is worth noting that the learned Koopman
operator works well for other celestial circular two-body
orbits, albeit with slightly larger error.

The hyperparameters of the DNN used for all experi-
ments with the 2BP are outlined in Table I. Total training
time for the DNN used in the 2BP was 47 minutes on an
NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 GPU.

Figure 2 shows the prediction by the approximated
Koopman operator on a range of orbits of varying semi-
major axes. The green shaded region represents the range

2BP Neural Network Hyperparameters
Hyperparameter Value
Lifted Space Size 6
Hidden Layers 3
Neurons per hidden layer 25
Batch Size 128
Learning Rate 0.0001
Optimizer Adam
Activation Function SELU
Weight Decay 0.00001
Epochs 80000
γ 0.8
β 1
λL1

0.04
λL2

0.01
K matrix dimension 10 x 10

TABLE I
Hyperparameters for 2BP Neural Network

of values that are used for training. It can be noted that
the prediction of the orbits are very accurate for regions
both inside and outside the training region, aligning with
the true dynamics very closely. The Koopman operator is
able to globally linearize the trajectory for any altitude
that a satellite in orbit around the Earth would be placed
into. Figure 3 displays the four states of the satellite in
each varying altitude trajectory and shows that not only
position, but the velocity of the satellite is modelled quite
well. It is clear however, that as the orbit progresses,
the prediction error in the position states is somewhat
periodic, but not perfectly sinusoidal as seen in Figure 4.

Fig. 2. Koopman operator prediction and comparison against
nonlinear dynamics of 5 orbits around Earth at various altitudes.

The Koopman operator, although excellent at pre-
dicting learned nonlinear dynamics, can often struggle
when generalized and implemented in other systems.
Here, we show that the model proposed in this work
generalizes quite accurately to two other 2BP’s of varying
sizes. In particular, orbital trajectories around the Moon
(for a smaller central body) and Jupiter (for a larger
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Fig. 3. Four position and velocity states of the Earth orbits over one
orbital period in comparison to the full nonlinear dynamics.

Fig. 4. Error in position states over one orbital period for Earth.

central body) were predicted using the the same Koopman
operator learned from the dataset based on Earth’s orbit.
As seen in Figures 7 and 8, the error in both the Moon’s
and Jupiter’s orbits are slightly higher than that of the
Earth’s, but the prediction still is highly effective. Figures
7 and 6 display the prediction of orbits for the previously
mentioned set of 5 different altitudes.

Fig. 5. Koopman operator prediction and comparison against
nonlinear dynamics of 5 orbits around the Moon at various altitudes.

Fig. 6. Koopman operator prediction and comparison against
nonlinear dynamics of 5 orbits around Jupiter at various altitudes.

Plots of the error in the position state for both the
Moon- and Jupiter-centered orbits allow us to analyse the
effect of the size of the central body on the models ability
to evolve the dynamics. A larger central body appears to
have a greater periodic prediction error as compared to
a central body that is smaller than that of the body the
training data was derived from. As such, the possibility
for the model to be used as a baseline, with additional
data from the applied system added online, could enhance
the performance of the model. With a short training time
of around 80 min, it is not unreasonable to engage in the
possibility of online data collection and learning to further
enhance the accuracy of the predicted orbit.

Fig. 7. Error in position states over one orbital period for the Moon.

2. Accuracy Metrics
We now look at the metrics provided in Section A, and

how the proposed Koopman operator is able to adhere
to the conservative properties aforementioned. We see
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Fig. 8. Error in position states over one orbital period for Jupiter.

in Figure 9 that the values of all four metrics for the
model around Earth are substantially low and very close
to zero, hence illustrating the absolute error in each metric
along the orbit is near zero. Furthermore, when these
metrics are checked on orbits around both the Moon
and Jupiter, Figures 10 and 11, the conservation of the
invariant properties is also preserved, as the values are
near zero. These metrics prove the accuracy and reliability
of our model in representing the 2BP not only insofar as
its specific trained dataset is concerned, but also in its
generalized applications to other systems.

Fig. 9. Invariant property metrics for the 2BP linearization around
Earth.

3. Circular Restricted Three-Body Problem Linearization
The hyperparameters of the DNN used for all experi-

ments with the CR3BP are outlined in Table II. The total
training time for the DNN used in the CR3BP model was
55 hours on an NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 GPU, which
is substantially longer than that of the 2BP due to its
highly increased lifted space and dataset size. However,
it is important to note that this training can occur offline

Fig. 10. Invariant property metrics for the 2BP linearization around
the Moon.

Fig. 11. Invariant property metrics for the 2BP linearization around
Jupiter.

prior to the models use and would not be an issue in the
online deployment of the model.

Figure 12 shows the linearized evolution of the dy-
namics that is generated by our Koopman operator. It
shows that the DNN is able to learn appropriate observ-
ables and lift the dimension of the states such that the
K matrix was able to accurately predict the orbit of the
CR3BP by rendering it as a linear system. Because the
orbit, like the 2BP, is in-plane, the z-axis position and
velocity are zero, therefore we are able to plot the prop-
agation of the dynamics on a 2D plane to further inspect
the accuracy of the propagation, as done in Figure 13.
Note that in both Figures 12 and 13 the scale of the Earth
and Moon representations are chosen for ease of viewing,
and are not to scale with the propagated orbit. We also
show the evolution of each of the 4 states independently
in Figure 14, comparing them to the nonlinear dynamics,
to emphasise the ability to closely follow the intricate
dynamics of the CR3BP. It shall be noted that although the
CR3BP is propagated in the non-dimensionalized units, in
these figures the dimensionalized units are restored, and
are displayed in the rotating frame.
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CR3BP Neural Network Hyperparameters
Hyperparameter Value
Lifted Space Size 100
Hidden Layers 13
Neurons per hidden layer 105
Batch Size 16
Learning Rate 0.000001
Optimizer Adam
Activation Function SELU
Weight Decay 0.00001
Epochs 35000
γ 2
β 1
λL1

0.004
λL2

0.001
K matrix dimension 106 x 106

TABLE II
Hyperparameters for CR3BP Neural Network

The initial condition for the orbit displayed in the
aforementioned results was randomly selected from the
test data set provided in the generated data set, in order
to ensure it is not an IC that the DNN has seen before.
The state vector is given as:

x0 =



0.8673

0

0

0

−0.2546

0



Fig. 12. Orbital propagation of the Koopman model and nonlinear
dynamics viewed in a 3D plot.

Fig. 13. Orbital propagation of the Koopman model and nonlinear
dynamics viewed in the 2D orbital plane.

Fig. 14. The four states of the CR3BP orbit, with the Koopman
model compared to the nonlinear dynamics.

4. Accuracy Metrics
As mentioned in Section B, the metric to determine

the accuracy of our linear model is the Jacobi Constant.
In order to display this metric, it has been calculated for
both the nonlinear and linear models and then plotted
against each other. The higher the accuracy of the linear
model, the closer the linear Jacobi constant will follow
that of the nonlinear dynamics. Figure 15 compares the
constant of our model against that of the true, nonlinear
dynamics, exhibiting a fair degree of accuracy in light of
the complexity of the CR3BP.

C. Training Loss

In this section we analyze the training loss for both
models. We can see that from both Figures 16 and 17,
the loss function exponentially decays as the number of
training epochs increases. This is very typical behaviour
of a NN model, and shows that the model is adequately
trained for each prediction due to its steady state value
reached. With more training, tuning of the hyperparame-
ters and loss function it could be reduced even further.
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Fig. 15. The Jacobi Constant at every time instance for both the
nonlinear and linear dynamics.

Fig. 16. Neural Network training loss across all training epochs for
the 2BP.

Fig. 17. Neural Network training loss across all training epochs for
the CR3BP.

D. Discussion

The propagation of the 2BP in the Earth system is
very accurate, with minimal error in both the position
states and metrics, even for IC’s that were outside of the
trained region. The largest absolute error in all of the
trialed IC’s in the Earth system was 3 km, which for
that orbit translates to an error percentage of 0.01%. This
percentage is calculated as the ratio of the largest error
over the mean radius of the orbit.

By utilizing the LTI Koopman operator learned on
the Earth system on the Moon and Jupiter systems, we
see that there is a capability for the model to generalize
to other dynamical systems, but the model is sensitive
to variations in parameters in the nonlinear dynamics.

The error in the predictions varied in comparison to the
Earth model because of the dissimilar mass of the cen-
tral body, ultimately changing its gravitational parameter.
The largest error percentage in the Moon system was
∼ 0.008% whilst the largest error in the Jupiter system
was ∼ 0.02%. Although the errors are still very small, if
such a system was to be used in a controls application or
a trajectory tracking situation, these errors would have to
be reduced further, or have the control system correct it.

The analysis of the accuracy of the 2BP Koopman
model with the metrics in Section A shows that our model
not only is able to predict the current trajectory of the
orbit, but also is able to conserve the physical properties
that are evident in the nonlinear dynamics. The learned
linear model is even able to conserve these invariants
for systems it has never seen before or been trained on,
emphasising the remarkable capabilities of the Koopman
operator to effectively linearize a nonlinear system, whilst
remaining physically and mathematically valid. Likewise
the analysis of the Jacobi Constant for the CR3BP model
highlights its ability to conserve the physical properties
related with its dynamics. Although the accuracy of the
CR3BP LTI model is not as high as the 2BP model,
it clearly illustrates the ability to capture key important
features, with the relative error in the Jacobi Constant
being ≲ 12.7%. Both the 2BP and CR3BP cases show
that the model is accurately learning the dynamics in the
linearization and not simply learning shapes or curves.

Although the 2BP shows excellent results and ac-
curacy in the linear model, the CR3BP apparently still
exhibits a higher relative error in its prediction that could
be subsequently improved on. The model clearly learns
the dynamics of the nonlinear system, but further fine
tuning in the loss function, training, hyperparameters or
data would be necessary to improve the results to the point
that it may be used in a real life problem.

It is important to note that the linear models presented
in this work are LTI, and hence transform the complex
nonlinear dynamics into the simple, well-understood form
that is the LTI system. Hence, it is possible to employ
a wide variety of techniques such as proving stability,
observability and controllability that are commonly used
by engineers in guidance, navigation, and control.

VI. CONCLUSION

The advancements in this paper are significant be-
cause, to our knowledge, this is the first time that both
the 2BP and CR3BP have been globally linearized. Our
proposed model, which is also capable of generalization
to a wide array of celestial systems, demonstrates a fast
and accurate method for developing a linear Koopman
operator representation of the 2BP and CR3BP. We estab-
lish the accuracy of both models through analysis of the
invariant properties of each nonlinear system, and show
that they hold for our linearized model.

The LTI models discovered in this paper offer a novel
opportunity for several advancements in the control and
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estimation of two- and three-body problems. The models
have diverse applications that can replace a number of
older methods such as the CW equations, Taylor series
linearization, Kalman filtering and system ID.

VII. FUTURE WORK

Investigations of the capacity to generalize the Koop-
man operator to various orbits and resolve the effects
of the gravitational parameter on its predictions is an
immediate area of improvement in this model. Further-
more, the work with the CR3BP model suggests that
the Koopman operator is reasonably capable of learning
complex dynamics. Hence, a realistic two-body model,
such as one including drag, solar radiation pressure and
a more precise gravitational potential of the Earth (e.g.,
J2 gravitational parameter), would allow for a real-world
application of this Koopman operator.

The hyperparameters of the DNN in this work could
be further explored, as many of them were empirically
chosen and adjust until the final parameters were chosen.
Increasing the number of neurons and hidden layers
may allow for improved prediction. An investigation into
whether it is more important to have a higher latent space
or higher number of hidden layers or both, would be
relevant in addressing the larger error of the CR3BP and
how that aspect may be mitigated.

For implementing practical applications of the frame-
work, the Koopman model should be expanded with
EDMDc [49] (i.e., EDMD with control) in order to
learn the control matrix required for a real-world control
application of the linearized dynamics. It is worth noting
that accurate state and control data should be paired when
learning the model based on EDMDc.
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