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Abstract

In this paper, we develop a novel method for deriving a global optimal control strategy for stochastic attitude kinematics
on the special orthogonal group SO(3). We first introduce a stochastic Lie-Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (SL-HJB) equation on
SO(3), which theoretically provides an optimality condition for the global optimal control strategy of the stochastic attitude
kinematics. Then we propose a novel numerical method, the Successive Wigner-Galerkin Approximation (SWGA) method, to
solve the SL-HJB equation on SO(3). The SWGA method leverages the Wigner-D functions to represent the Galerkin solution
of the SL-HJB equation in a policy iteration framework, providing a computationally efficient approach to derive a global
optimal control strategy for systems on SO(3). We demonstrate the effectiveness of the SWGA method through numerical
simulation on stochastic attitude stabilization.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Stochastic optimal control aims to find an optimal pol-
icy for systems governed by stochastic differential equa-
tions, minimizing a given cost functional, which is a fun-
damental problem in control theory. Due to its effec-
tiveness in decision-making under uncertainty, stochas-
tic optimal control has found wide applications in fields
such as finance, biology, and robotics [10, 17, 21].

Over the past few decades, control systems on Lie groups
have attracted significant research interest [5, 6, 15].
Among these, attitude control on the special orthogonal
group SO(3) has been a focus of study, as it serves as a
foundational model for describing the rotation of a rigid
body in a three-dimensional space. The importance of
attitude control is underscored by extensive applications
in robotics and aerospace engineering [8, 9, 1], making
stochastic optimal attitude control on SO(3) a critical
research topic.

Despite the importance of stochastic optimal attitude
control on SO(3), deriving a global stochastic optimal
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control strategy, i.e., a optimal feedback control pol-
icy u∗(R) that is well defined throughout R ∈ SO(3),
remains a challenge. Traditional Euclidean stochastic
optimal control methods, when applied to systems on
SO(3), often produce only locally optimal policies, lead-
ing to singularities or ambiguities when extending the
control policy across the entire SO(3). For instance, de-
terministic attitude control strategies on SO(3) using
Rodrigues parameters or unit quaternions have been de-
veloped by [24, 12, 14]. However, as discussed in [3], Ro-
drigues parameters fail to represent rotations exceeding
π, while unit quaternions, which provide a double cover-
ing of SO(3), introduce non-uniqueness in attitude rep-
resentation. The ambiguity can lead to the unwinding
phenomenon [3], causing unnecessary large-angle rota-
tions even when the initial orientation error is small.

More recently, some research has focused on develop-
ing deterministic global optimal attitude control strate-
gies by leveraging the geometry of SO(3). For example,
[7] proposed almost global controllers for various con-
trol designs in deterministic attitude control problems.
Furthermore, [2] investigated global optimal control for
deterministic attitude kinematics on SO(3) and [13] de-
veloped a global optimal control approach for determin-
istic attitude dynamics. More recently, [4] has proposed
a global optimal LQR control strategy for determinis-
tic systems on general Riemannian manifolds. However,
these deterministic methods are not directly applicable
to stochastic systems on Lie groups, because noise in
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stochastic systems interacts with the curvature of the
Lie group, leading to a pinning drift term orthogonal to
the tangent space [22]. Stochastic control on Lie groups
is required to account for the effect of the pinning drift
term, which fundamentally differentiates it from deter-
ministic control methods. In addition, these methods are
restricted to systems with quadratic cost functions.

Stochastic optimal attitude control has received less at-
tention. Using a global parametrization for stochastic
dynamics, [20] developed a stochastic control method for
attitude dynamics based on the recursive Lyapunov de-
sign. In the work, [20] did not deal with optimal control.

Motivated by the existing research gap in global stochas-
tic optimal control on SO(3), this paper develops a novel
approach for deriving a global optimal control strategy
for stochastic attitude kinematics with general cost func-
tions. Our main contributions are as follows.

• We derive a stochastic Lie-Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
(SL-HJB) equation on SO(3) for stochastic attitude
kinematics, which theoretically provides an optimal
condition for the global optimal control strategy. The
SL-HJB equation is a second-order linear partial dif-
ferential equation on SO(3) with reduced dimension-
ality, which makes it more computationally efficient
to solve.
• We propose a novel numerical method, the Successive
Wigner-Galerkin Approximation (SWGA)method, to
solve the SL-HJB equation on SO(3). The SWGA
method is a policy iteration algorithm inspired by the
Galerkin approximation pioneered by [16] and based
on the Fourier series expansion in SO(3) denoted by
Wigner-D functions, offering a computationally effi-
cient approach to derive the global stochastic optimal
control strategy for systems on SO(3).
• We illustrates our theoretical findings through numer-
ical simulation on stochastic attitude stabilization.
The results of the simulation demonstrate the effi-
ciency of our proposed method in deriving a global
optimal control for stochastic systems on SO(3).

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows.
In Section 2, we review the geometry and calculus of
SO(3). In Section 3, we formulate the optimal control for
stochastic attitude kinematics on SO(3). In Section 4,
we introduce the SL-HJB equation on SO(3) for stochas-
tic attitude kinematics. Then we propose the SWGA
method to solve the SL-HJB and derive the global op-
timal control strategy for stochastic attitude kinemat-
ics. In Section 5, we present numerical simulation on
stochastic attitude stabilization, which illustrates the
effectiveness of our theoretical findings and the SWGA
method. Finally, we conclude the paper in Section 6.

2 PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we review the geometry and the calcu-
lus of SO(3), which give the foundation for solving the
stochastic optimal control problem on SO(3).

The special orthogonal group SO(3) = {R ∈ R3×3 |
RTR = I, det(R) = 1} is formed by all 3× 3 orthogonal
matrices with determinant 1. The associated Lie algebra
so(3) = {S ∈ R3×3 | ST = −S} is the set of all 3 × 3
skew-symmetric matrices. The skew matrix operator

S(ω) =


0 −ω3 ω2

ω3 0 −ω1

−ω2 ω1 0

 ,

provides the isomorphism between R3 and so(3). Note
that for any a, b ∈ R3, we have S2(a) = aaT −∥a∥2I and
S(a)b = −S(b)a.

When the Lie group SO(3) is equipped with a Rieman-
nian metric that defines an inner product ⟨X,Y ⟩R =
1
2 tr(X

TY ) for all X,Y in the tangent space TRSO(3) :=
Rso(3), the Lie group SO(3) becomes a Riemannian
manifold. The tangent vectors Zi(R) = RS(ei) for i =
1, 2, 3, where ei denotes the i-th standard basis vec-
tor in R3, form an orthonormal basis for TRSO(3). The
geodesic on SO(3) at R with initial tangent vector Z =
RS(a) is given by γ(t) = R exp(tS(a)), where exp(A) =∑∞

n=0
An

n! is the matrix exponential.

Given a smooth function f : SO(3)→ R, the Lie deriva-
tive of f at R in the direction of Z = RS(a) is given by
differentiating f along the geodesic γ(t) = R exp(tS(a)),
i.e.,

Laf =
d

dt
f(R exp(tS(a)))

∣∣∣
t=0

.

The Lie derivative Laf can be expressed in terms of the
Lie derivatives along the orthonormal basis Zi = RS(ei)
as

Laf =

3∑
i=1

ai · Leif = ∇T f · a

where we refer ∇f = [Le1f,Le2f,Le3f ]
T to the Lie gra-

dient of f .

For the reminder of this paper, with a slight abuse of
notation, when X is a matrix, we let LaX denote the
Lie derivative applied element-wise toX, i.e., (LaX)ij =
LaXij .
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3 PROBLEM STATEMENT

In this section, we formulate the optimal control for the
stochastic attitude kinematics on SO(3) and present the
classical stochastic Euclidean Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman
(SE-HJB) equation of the optimal control strategy. We
then discuss the challenges in solving the SE-HJB equa-
tion.

3.1 Stochastic Attitude Kinematics

The deterministic attitude kinematics on SO(3) is well-
known as the followingmatrix ordinary differential equa-
tion:

dR(t) = R(t)S(u(t)), (1)

where R(t) ∈ SO(3) is the state variable representing
the attitude of a rigid body in three-dimensional space,
and u(t) ∈ R3 is the control input corresponding to the
body’s angular velocity.

In the presence of stochastic noise, the stochastic atti-
tude kinematics on SO(3) is governed by the matrix-
Stratonovich stochastic differential equation (SDE):

dR(t) = RS

(
udt+

3∑
k=1

σk ◦ dWk(t)

)
, (2)

where σk : SO(3) → R are independent vector in R3,
and dWk(t) are the independent standard Brownian mo-
tion with variance dt. The symbol ◦ indicates that the
equation is written in the Stratonovich form.

Using the Stratonovich-Ito conversion formula [23], we
can rewrite (2) in the matrix-Itô SDE form as follows

dR = RS(u)dt− 1

2
RΣdt+R

3∑
k=1

S(σk)dWk, (3)

Σ =

3∑
k=1

S2(σk) = tr(σσT )I − σσT ,

where σ = [σ1, σ2, σ3]
T . Note that Σ is symmetric.

Compared (3) with (1), it is important to note that,
unlike deterministic cases, where the infinitesimal incre-
ment dR always lies in the tangent space TR(t)SO(3),
the stochastic attitude kinematics introduces a term
− 1

2RΣdt that is orthogonal to the tangent space
TR(t)SO(3). This term, known as the pinning drift term,
ensures that the system remains on SO(3) [22]. As a
result, control on the stochastic system (3) needs to
deal with the pinning drift term, and is fundamentally
different from the deterministic counterpart.

3.2 Stochastic Optimal Control for Stochastic Attitude
Kinematics

In this paper, we aim to develop a global optimal control
strategy for stochastic attitude kinematics system (3) on
SO(3). Our objective is to determine an optimal control
policy u∗(R(t)) that is globally defined on SO(3) and
minimizes the expected cost functional:

J(u) = E
[∫ t0

0

(
l(R(t)) + ∥u∥2W

)
dt

]
.

Here, t0 ∈ R is a fixed time horizon, ∥u∥2W = uTWu
represents the control cost, and l(R) is the running cost,
which is a positive but not necessarily quadratic function
on SO(3).

To derive the Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equa-
tion for the system (3), we first transform the sys-
tem (3) into a vector form by defining r = vec(R) =
[r11, r21, r31, r12, r22, r32, r13, r23, r33]

T . Using the iden-
tity vec(ABC) = (CT ⊗A)vec(B), we obtain

vec(RS(a)) = −S(a)⊗ Ir, ∀a ∈ R3,

vec(RΣ) = Σ⊗ Ir.

Thus, the system (3) can be rewritten in vector form as

dr = f(u, r)dt+ g(r)dt+

3∑
k=1

hk(r)dWk, (4)

f(u, r) = −S(u)⊗ Ir, g(r) = −1

2
Σ⊗ Ir,

hk(r) = S(σk)⊗ Ir.

We can now apply some classical results from stochastic
optimal control theory to derive the stochastic Euclidean
HJB equation of the optimal control strategy.

Theorem 1 For the system (4), the stochastic optimal
control u∗(r) and the corresponding optimal value func-
tion V ∗(r) should satisfy the following stochastic Eu-
clidean HJB (SE-HJB) equation:{

0 = minu
{
l(r) + ∥u∥2W +DE

u V
∗} ,

u∗(r) = argminu
{
l(r) + ∥u∥2W +DE

u V
∗} , (5)

where the operator DE
u is defined as:

DE
u V = V T

r f(u, r) + V T
r g(r) +

1

2

3∑
k=1

hT
k (r)Vrrhk(r),

and Vr =
∂V
∂r , Vrr =

∂2V
∂rT ∂r

.

Proof. Follows from [10][Theorem 6.3]. □
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Unfortunately, solving the SE-HJB equation (5) presents
two significant challenges. First, the operator DE

u is a
second-order nonlinear differential operator, making it
difficult to solve. Second, although the system (3) evolves
on SO(3), a 3-dimensional manifold, the SE-HJB equa-
tion is formulated in R9, creating a redundancy in di-
mensionality that significantly increases the computa-
tional complexity of solving (5). These challenges repre-
sent the primary technical obstacles in deriving a global
optimal control strategy for the system (3).

4 Global StochasticOptimalControl for Stochas-
tic Attitude Kinematics

In this section, we address the challenges in solving the
SE-HJB equation (5) by transforming it into a stochas-
tic Lie-HJB (SL-HJB) equation on SO(3). We then pro-
pose a novel numerical method, the Successive Wigner-
Galerkin Approximation (SWGA) method, to solve the
SL-HJB equation on SO(3) and derive the global opti-
mal control strategy for the stochastic attitude kinemat-
ics (3).

4.1 Optimality Condition: SL-HJB Equation

We now convert the SE-HJB equation (5) into a stochas-
tic Lie-HJB (SL-HJB) equation on SO(3) using the Lie
derivative. Note that the Lie derivative of a smooth func-
tion V : SO(3)→ R at R in the direction of Z = RS(a)
can be expressed by the Euclidean derivative as

LaV =
d

dt
V (R exp(tS(a)))

∣∣∣
t=0

=

3∑
i,j=1

∂V

∂rij
(R)

{
dR(exp(tS(a)))

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

}
ij

= tr

(
∂V

∂R
(R)

dR(exp(tS(a)))

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

)
, (6)

where ∂V
∂R denotes the scalar-by-matrix derivative of

V with respect to R, i.e., vec(∂V∂R ) = ∂V
∂r . Note that

dR(exp(tS(a)))
dt

∣∣∣
t=0

= RS(a), we obtain

LaV = tr

(
∂V

∂R
RS(a)

)
.

Now we address the components in the SE-HJB equa-
tion (5). First, we have

V T
r f(u, r) = vecT (

∂V

∂R
)vec(RS(u))

= tr

(
∂V

∂R
RS(u)

)
= LuV = ∇TV · u.

Next, we compute

V T
r g(r) =

1

2
vecT (

∂V

∂R
)vec(RΣ)

=
1

2
tr

(
∂V

∂R
RΣ

)
=

1

2

3∑
k=1

tr

(
∂V

∂R
RS2(σk)

)
.

Using dR(exp(tS(a)))
dt

∣∣∣
t=0

= RS(a) again, we have

Lσk
(RS(σk)) = (RS2(σk)).

Therefore, it follows that

V T
r g(r) =

1

2

3∑
k=1

tr

(
∂V

∂R
Lσk

(RS(σk))

)
. (7)

Finally, for V ′
ij =

∂V
∂rij

, we have

(Vrrhk(r))3i+j =
∂V ′

ij

∂rT
vec(RS(σk)).

Since

∂V ′
ij

∂rT
vec(RS(σk)) = vecT (

∂V ′
ij

∂R
)vec(RS(σk))

= tr

(
∂V ′

ij

∂R
RS(σk)

)
= Lσk

V ′
ij = Lσk

∂V

∂rij
,

we have

Vrrhk(r) = Lσk
(Vr) = vec(Lσk

VR).

Thus,

hT
k (r)Vrrhk(r) = vecT (RS(σk))vec(Lσk

∂V

∂R
)

= tr

(
Lσk

(
∂V

∂R
)RS(σk)

)
. (8)

Combining (7) and (8), we obtain

V T
r g(r) +

1

2

3∑
k=1

hT
k (r)Vrrhk(r)

=
1

2

3∑
k=1

tr

(
∂V

∂R
Lσk

RS(σk) + Lσk
(
∂V

∂R
)RS(σk)

)
,

which implies

V T
r g(r) +

1

2

3∑
k=1

hT
k (r)Vrrhk(r)

=
1

2

3∑
k=1

Lσk
tr

(
∂V

∂R
RS(σk)

)
=

1

2

3∑
k=1

Lσk
(Lσk

(V )).
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Algorithm 1 Successive Wigner-Galerkin Approxima-
tion method

Require: Initial coefficient θ(0) Wigner-D Basis func-
tion set {ϕα(R)}2Np=1 as per in (11).
Initialize: Pre-compute matrix A1, b1 as per in (13);
Mr as per in (14).
for i = 0, 1, 2, · · · do

Compute A
(i)
2 , b

(i)
2 based on θ

(i)
p as in (15).

Solve θ(i+1) = (A1 +A
(i)
2 )−1(b1 + b

(i)
2 ).

Set V
(i+1)
N =

∑2N
α=1 θ

(i+1)
α ϕα(R).

Update new control u
(i+1)
N = − 1

2W
−1∇V (i+1)

N .
end for

Finally, by defining ∆σV = 1
2

∑3
k=1 L2

σk
(V ), the opera-

tor DE
u in the SE-HJB equation (5) can be expressed as

DE
u V = ∇TV · u+

1

2
∆σV

Therefore, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2 The global stochastic optimal control u∗(R)
and the corresponding value function V ∗(R) for the sys-
tem (3) satisfy the following SL-HJB equation on SO(3):{

0 = minu
{
∇TV ∗ · u+ 1

2∆σV
∗ + l(R) + ∥u∥2W

}
,

u∗(R) = − 1
2W

−1∇V ∗.

(9)

Proof. Follows from the above discussion. □

Theorem 2 shows that the SE-HJB equation (5) can be
transformed into the SL-HJB equation on SO(3). The
SL-HJB equation (9) is a second-order linear PDE on
SO(3), reducing the dimensionality of the problem from
9 to 3. This transformation lays the foundation for de-
veloping a numerical method to solve the SL-HJB equa-
tion (9) on SO(3) and to derive the global optimal con-
trol strategy for the system (3).

4.2 Numerical Solution: SWGA method

To solve the SL-HJB equation (9), we introduce the
Successive Wigner-Galerkin Approximation (SWGA)
method, as in Algorithm 1. Since for any compact Lie
group G, the space of square-integrable complex-valued
functions on G forms a Hilbert space, denoted as L2(G),
we can write the inner product in L2(G) as

⟨⟨f, g⟩⟩ =
∫
G
f(R)g(R)dR,

where g(R) is the complex conjugate of g(R) and dR is
the Haar measure on G [8].

The key idea behind the Successive Wigner-Galerkin
Approximation (SWGA) method is as follows. First, we
extend the successive iteration framework from the Eu-
clidean space [16, 25] to the SL-HJB equation (9) on
SO(3). In each iteration, given the control input u(i),
we solve the generalized SL-HJB equation for the value
function V (i+1)

0 = Du(i)V (i+1) + l(R) +
1

2
∥u(i)∥W , (10)

where Du(i)V := ∇TV · u(i) +∆σV . After obtaining the
value function V (i+1), we can derive the updated control
strategy using V (i+1) as

u(i+1) = −1

2
W−1∇V (i+1).

Then, we seek a Galerkin solution to the generalized SL-
HJB equation (10). Specifically, we represent V (i+1) as
a linear combination of a finite set of basis functions

V
(i+1)
N =

2N∑
α=1

θ(i+1)
α ϕα(R), (11)

where the coefficients θ(i+1) are to be determined. By

substituting the finite element representation of V
(i+1)
N

into (10), we can determine the coefficients θ(i+1) by
ensuring that the residual e(i+1) is orthogonal to all basis
functions,i.e.,

e(i+1) =

2N∑
α=1

θ(i+1)
α Du(i)ϕα(R) + l(R) + ∥u(i)∥2W

⟨⟨e(i+1)(R), ϕβ(R)⟩⟩ = 0, ∀β = 1, 2, · · · , 2N. (12)

The compact Lie group structure of SO(3) significantly
facilitates the selection of basis functions for the SWGA
method. A finite-dimensional unitary representation of
a Lie group G is a matrix-valued map ρ : G → Cn×n that
satisfies the following properties:

ρ(g1)ρ(g2) = ρ(g1g2), ∀g1, g2 ∈ G,
ρ(g−1) = ρ(g)−1, ∀g ∈ G,
ρ(g)ρ(g)

T
= In, ∀g ∈ G.

When G is compact, all finite-dimensional unitary irre-
ducible representations of G are countable and denoted
by ρl, l ∈ N. Moreover, the Peter-Weyl theorem [8] states
that the matrix elements of the representation ρlm,n form

a complete orthonormal basis for L2(G), allowing us to
extend the concept of Fourier series to the compact Lie

5



group G{
f(g) =

∑∞
l=0

∑
m,n F

l
m,nρ

l
m,n(g), g ∈ G,

F l
m,n = ⟨⟨f(g), ρlm,n(g)⟩⟩ ∈ C.

Specializing in the compact Lie group SO(3), the ma-
trix elements of its unitary irreducible representations
are known as the Wigner-D functions [8], denoted by
Dl

m,n(R), where l ∈ N andm,n ∈ {−l,−l+1, . . . , l}. We
use the Wigner-D functions as basis functions for imple-
menting the SWGA method. Since each Dp is complex-

valued, we approximate V (i+1)(R) using a linear com-
bination of the real and imaginary components of the
Wigner-D functions. Specifically, we set

ReDp(R) = ϕ2αp−1(R),−ImDp(R) = ϕ2αp
(R),

where αp is the lexicographic order number of the tuple
p = (l,m, n). By substituting (11) into (12), we obtain

2N∑
α=1

θ(i+1)
α

(
1

2
⟨⟨∆σϕα, ϕβ⟩⟩+ ⟨⟨∇Tϕα · u(i)(R), ϕβ⟩⟩

)
+ ⟨⟨l(R) + ∥u(i)∥2W , ϕβ⟩⟩ = 0, ∀q = 1, 2, · · · , 2N.

By introducing the undetermined coefficients θ(i+1) , we
obtain the following equation:

θ(i+1) = (A1 +A
(i)
2 )−1(b1 + b

(i)
2 ),

A1 =
[
A1

]
βα

= 1
2 ⟨⟨∆σϕα, ϕβ⟩⟩,

b1 =
[
b1
]
β
= −⟨⟨l(R), ϕβ⟩⟩,

A
(i)
2 =

[
A

(i)
2

]
βα

= ⟨⟨∇ϕT
αu

(i), ϕβ⟩⟩,
b
(i)
2 =

[
b
(i)
2

]
β
= −⟨⟨∥u(i)(R)∥2W , ϕβ⟩⟩.

(13)

Morever, by pre-computing the matrix

Mγ =
[
Mγ

]
βα

= ⟨⟨∇ϕT
αW

−1∇ϕγ , ϕβ⟩⟩, (14)

the matrix [A
(i)
2 ]βα and b

(i)
2 can be implemented a linear

combination of Mγ
βα and θ(i)

[A
(i)
2 ]βα = − 1

2

∑
γ θ

(i)
γ [⟨⟨∇ϕT

αW
−1∇ϕγ ,∇ϕβ⟩⟩]

= − 1
2

∑
γ θ

(i)
γ Mγ ,[

b
(i)
β

]
= 1

4

∑
α,γ θ

(i)
α θ

(i)
γ ⟨⟨∇ϕT

αW
−1∇ϕγ , ϕβ⟩⟩

= 1
4

∑
α,γ θ

(i)
α θ

(i)
γ Mγ

qp.

(15)

In the cases, we finally obtain the SWGA method as in
Algorithm 1. We also note that all the matrix elements
in (13)-(15) can be computed analytically. We put the
detailed computation in the appendix due to space limit.

The following result shows that the global stochastic op-
timal control strategy can be obtained when the SWGA
method converges.

Result 3 Assume that for each fixed i, the SWGA
method converges to a value function VN , and the
sequence {VN} converges to V ∗. Then, the control

strategy u
(i)
N converges to the global stochastic optimal

control strategy u∗ with the value function V ∗.

Proof. For a fixed N , as the SWGA method converges,
the value function VN and the control strategy uN be-
come the fixed point of the iteration. Hence, for all p =
1, 2, . . . , 2N , we have:{

0 = ⟨⟨DuN
VN + l(R) + 1

2u
T
NWuN , ϕα⟩⟩,

uN = − 1
2W

−1∇VN ,

which implies that, VN is a weak solution of the following
equation in the subspace span{ϕα}2Np=1:

0 =
1

2
∆σVN + l(R) +

1

2
∇TVNW−1∇VN . (16)

Since the sequence {VN} converges to V ∗, and {ϕα}
forms a complete orthonormal basis, it follows that V ∗

is a solution of (16). In addition, the control strategy u∗

can be derived as:

u∗ = lim
N→∞

uN = lim
N→∞

−1

2
W−1∇VN (17)

= −1

2
W−1∇V ∗ = argmin

u
{DuV

∗ + l(R) + ∥u∥W }.

Putting (16) and (17) together, we see V ∗ and u∗ satisfy
the SL-HJB equation (9), which completes the proof. □

5 SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we present simulation results for the
global stochastic optimal control of the system in (3)
using the SWGA method to address a stochastic atti-
tude stabilization problem. Specifically, the objective is
to stabilize the system (3) at I with the running cost
function l(R) = 3 − tr(R). The simulation uses a time
horizon of t0 = 20, the control weight W = 1

2I and the
noise variance σ = γI, γ > 0. We first demonstrate the
convergence of the SWGAmethod, and the effectiveness
of the global optimal control strategy with comparison
with deterministic attitude control strategy in the liter-
ature.

5.1 Convergence of the SWGA method

We first investigate the convergence of the SWGA
method with respect to the number of iterations i and
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Fig. 2. Convergence of control u∗
N over number of basis N

the number of basis functionsN . In this case, the SWGA
method is applied to solve the SL-HJB equation (9) for
N = 1, · · · , 84 with γ = 1. When N = 84, all Wigner-
D functions with degree l ≤ 3 is included. To ensure
numerical stability, a small identity matrix 10−10I is
added to the matrix A1.

The simulation findings are shown in Figures 1 and 2.
Figure 1 illustrates the convergence of the coeffi-
cients θ(i+1) against iteration i for different values
N = 20, 40, 50, 60, 70, 84. The coefficients are observed
to converge within 10− 20 iterations. Figure 2 presents
the 2-norm of the converged control input ∥u∗

N (0)∥ at
R(0) over the number of basis functions N , confirming
the convergence of the SWGA method with respect to
the number of basis functions.

5.2 Performance of the Global Optimal Control

Following discussion, the global optimal control law
u∗(R) can be achieved when i,N → ∞. In practice,
we approximate the global optimal control law u∗(R)
as the optimal control strategy u∗

N (R) for N = 84
and simulate system (3) under the initial condition
R(0) = exp(πS(e3)) exp(π/3(e2)) exp(2π/3S(e3)).
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time t
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100
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−
tr

(R
)

SWGA
Deteministic
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γ =
√

0.05
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time t
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Rodrigues

γ =
√

0.1
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Running Loss

Fig. 3. Simulation Result for Running Cost
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100
‖u
∗ ‖
W SWGA
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γ =
√

0.05

0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5 20.0

time t

SWGA Deteministic

Rodrigues

γ =
√

0.1

0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5 20.0

time t

SWGA

Deteministic Rodrigues

γ = 1

Control Cost

Fig. 4. Simulation result for running cost

We simulate the system in (3) for γ =
√
0.05,

√
0.1, 1.

The simulation uses the Euler-Lie method described
in [18] with a time step of 0.01. Figure 3 and Figure 4
shows the average running cost l(R) = 3 − tr(R) and
the control cost ∥u∗(R)∥W over time t in 20 runs for
different values of γ. The shaded areas represent the
standard error. From these figures, we observe that the
attitude R(t) converges to the desired state I for all se-
lected values of γ. The control cost ∥u∗(R)∥W remains

low for γ =
√
0.05,

√
0.1. For γ = 1, we observe that

the control strategy derived from the SWGA method
fluctuates around 3. We believe that this is due to the
influence of the pinning drift term, as described in sys-
tem (3), which in this case is 1

2RΣ = 1
2R(3I − I) = RI.

The pinning drift term is non-vanishing, meaning that
our control strategy must not only counteract noise but
also compensate for the pinning drift term, which is the
cause of the fluctuation.

We also compare the performance of the SWGAmethod
with deterministic control with Rodrigues parame-
ters [24], and the deterministic global optimal con-

trol [19]. When the noise level is low, i.e., γ =
√
0.05,

all the control strategies achieve a stable state and our
SWGA method converges faster than the determinis-
tic control strategies with a slightly lower cost. When
the noise level is moderate, i.e., γ =

√
0.1, all the con-

trol strategies achieve a stable state and the SWGA
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method converges faster than the deterministic control
strategies with a much lower cost. However, when the
noise level is high, i.e., γ = 1, the deterministic control
strategies fail to stabilize the system. In contrast, the
SWGA method successfully achieves a stable state with
a O(10−1) running loss. These results further highlight
the effectiveness of the SWGA method in addressing
the global stochastic optimal control on SO(3).

6 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have developed, for the first time, a
solution to optimal control for stochastic attitude kine-
matics on SO(3). We begin by introducing the stochas-
tic Lie-HJB (SL-HJB) equation on SO(3), leveraging the
Lie group structure to establish theoretical optimality
conditions for the global control strategy. Next, we em-
ploy the unitary irreducible representations of SO(3),
known as the Wigner-D functions, to develop a novel
numerical method, the Successive Wigner-Galerkin Ap-
proximation (SWGA) method, for solving the SL-HJB
equation on SO(3). Simulation results demonstrate both
the convergence and effectiveness of the derived global
optimal control strategy. This work provides a compre-
hensive theoretical framework and a practical numerical
solution for stochastic optimal control on SO(3).

In the future work, we plan to extend the method to the
stochastic optimal control on more general Lie groups
and also to deal with dynamics. Potential applications
include the stochastic optimal control of the quantum
systems on the unitary group U(n) and the stochastic
optimal control of the rigid body poses on SE(3).

References

[1] S. Berkane, A. Abdessameud, and A. Tayebi. Hy-
brid global exponential stabilization on SO(3). Au-
tomatica, 81:279–285, 2017.

[2] S. Berkane and A. Tayebi. Some optimization as-
pects on the Lie group SO(3). IFAC-PapersOnLine,
48(3):1117–1121, 2015. IFAC INCOM 2015.

[3] S. Bhat and D. Bernstein. A topological obstruc-
tion to continuous global stabilization of rotational
motion and the unwinding phenomenon. Systems
& Control Letters, 39:63–70, 2000.

[4] A. Bousclet. Optimal regulators in geometric
robotics. arXiv preprint arXiv:2108.06022, 2021.

[5] R. Brockett. System theory on group manifolds and
coset spaces. SICON, 10(2):265–284, 1972.

[6] R. Brockett. Lie theory and control systems defined
on spheres. SIAP, 25(2):213–225, 1973.

[7] N. Chaturvedi, A. Sanyal, and N. McClamroch.
Rigid-body attitude control. IEEE Control Systems
magazine, 31(3):30–51, 2011.

[8] G. Chirikjian, A. Kyatkin, and A. Buckingham.
Engineering Applications of Noncommutative Har-

monic Analysis. Applied Mechanics Reviews,
54(6):B97–B98, 11 2001.

[9] T. Hamel and R. Mahony. Attitude estimation on
SO(3) based on direct inertial measurements. In
ICRA 2006., pages 2170–2175, 2006.

[10] F. Hanson. Applied Stochastic Processes and Con-
trol for Jump-Diffusions: Modeling, Analysis and
Computation. SIAM, Philadelphia, PA, 2007.

[11] A. Klimyk and N. Vilenkin. Representations of lie
groups and special functions. In Representation
Theory and Noncommutative Harmonic Analysis II,
pages 137–259. Springer, 1995.

[12] J. Lawton, R. Beard, and T. Mclain. Successive
Galerkin approximation of nonlinear optimal atti-
tude. In ACC, volume 6, pages 4373–4377, 1999.

[13] C. Liu, S. Tang, and J. Guo et.al. Intrinsic optimal
control for mechanical systems on Lie group. Adv.
Math. Physics, 2017, 2017.

[14] H. Liu, X. Wang, and Y. Zhong. Quaternion-
based robust attitude control for uncertain robotic
quadrotors. IEEE Trans. Ind. Inform., 11(2):406–
415, 2015.

[15] D. Maithripala and J. Berg. An intrinsic PID con-
troller for mechanical systems on Lie groups. Au-
tomatica, 54:189–200, 2015.

[16] T. McLain and R. Beard. Successive Galerkin ap-
proximations to the nonlinear optimal control of
an underwater robotic vehicle. In 1998 ICRA, vol-
ume 1, pages 762–767, 1998.

[17] H. Pham. Continuous-time stochastic control and
optimization with financial applications, volume 61.
Springer Science & Business Media, 2009.

[18] M. Piggott and V. Solo. Geometric Euler–
Maruyama schemes for stochastic differential equa-
tions in SO(n) and SE(n). SIAM Journal on Nu-
merical Analysis, 54(4):2490–2516, 2016.

[19] A. Saccon, J. Hauser, and A. Aguiar. Explo-
ration of kinematic optimal control on the lie group
SO(3). IFAC Proceedings Volumes, 43(14):1302–
1307, 2010. 8th IFAC NOLCOS.

[20] E. Samiei, M. Nazari, E. Butcher, and A. Sanyal.
Robust stochastic stabilization of attitude motion.
Int. J. Dyn. Contr., 7:619–635, 2019.

[21] A. Simpkins and E. Todorov. Practical numerical
methods for stochastic optimal control of biological
systems in continuous time and space. In 2009 IEEE
ADPLR, pages 212–218. IEEE, 2009.

[22] V. Solo. An approach to stochastic system iden-
tification in Riemannian manifolds. In 53rd IEEE
CDC, pages 6510–6515, 2014.

[23] V. Solo and G. Chirikjian. Ito, Stratonovich and
geometry. In 58th IEEE CDC, pages 3026–3032,
2019.

[24] P. Tsiotras. Stabilization and optimality results
for the attitude control problem. J. Guid. Control
Dyn., 19(4):772–779, 1996.

[25] F. Wang and G. Saridis. Suboptimal control for
nonlinear stochastic systems. In 31st IEEE CDC,
pages 1856–1861, 1992.

8

http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.06022


Appendix

In this appendix, we provide a detailed computation of the matrix elements used in the SWGA method. First, we
recall the definitions of the matrix elements in the SWGA method. Next, we present several useful integrals involving
the Wigner-D functions and their Lie derivatives. Finally, we provide the pseudo-code for computing the matrices A1,
b1 and Mγ used in the SWGA method.

A Matrix Elements in SWGA Method

We recall the matrix elements in the SWGA method as follows.

θ(i+1) = (A1 +A
(i)
2 )−1(b1 + b

(i)
2 ),

A1 =
[
A1

]
βα

= 1
2 ⟨⟨∆σϕα, ϕβ⟩⟩,

b1 =
[
b1
]
β
= −⟨⟨l(R), ϕβ⟩⟩,

A
(i)
2 =

[
A

(i)
2

]
βα

= ⟨⟨∇ϕT
αu

(i), ϕβ⟩⟩,
b
(i)
2 =

[
b
(i)
2

]
β
= −⟨⟨∥u(i)(R)∥2W , ϕβ⟩⟩,

Mγ =
[
Mγ

]
βα

= ⟨⟨∇ϕT
αW

−1∇ϕγ , ϕβ⟩⟩.

α, β, γ = 1, 2, . . . , 2N, (A.1)

Since the matrix [A
(i)
2 ]βα and b

(i)
2 can be implemented a linear combination of Mγ and θ(i)

[A
(i)
2 ]βα = − 1

2

∑
γ θ

(i)
γ [⟨⟨∇ϕT

αW
−1∇ϕγ ,∇ϕβ⟩⟩]

= − 1
2

∑
γ θ

(i)
γ Mγ ,[

b
(i)
β

]
= 1

4

∑
α,γ θ

(i)
α θ

(i)
γ ⟨⟨∇ϕT

αW
−1∇ϕγ , ϕβ⟩⟩

= 1
4

∑
α,γ θ

(i)
α θ

(i)
γ Mγ

qp,

(A.2)

we only need to compute the matrix elements in A1, b1 and Mγ .

B Intergal of Wigner-D functions

We begin by presenting the representation of the Wigner-D functions. Using the Z-Y-Z Euler angle parameteriza-
tion [11] of R ∈ SO(3), we have

R = RZY Z(α, β, γ) = exp(αS(e3)) exp(βS(e2)) exp(γS(e3)).

The Wigner-D functions can then be expressed as [8]

Dl
m,n(RZY Z(α, β, γ)) = e−imαdlm,n(cosβ)e

−inγ .

Here, the Wigner small-d functions dlm,n(cosβ) are defined as

dlm,n(cosβ) = (−1)m−nP l
m−n(cosβ),

and the associated functions P l
m,n(z) are given by

P l
m,n(z) =

[
(l − n)!(l +m)!

(l −m)!(l + n)!

]1/2
(1− z)(m−n)/2(1 + z)(m+n)/2

2m(m− n)!
F1

(
l +m+ 1,−l +m;m− n+ 1;

1− z

2

)
,

where F1(a, b; c; z) is the hypergeometric function [11].
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It is important to note that the Wigner-small-d functions satisfy the following symmetry property

dlp⊖
(z) = (−1)m−ndp(z).

where= p = (l,m, n) and p⊖ = (l,−m,−n).

The following lemma establishes the orthogonality of the Wigner-D functions.

Lemma 1 ([8], Sec. 9.2) For p = (l,m, n) and q = (l′,m′, n′), the Wigner-D functions satisfy

⟨⟨Dp(R), Dq(R)⟩⟩ :=
∫
SO(3)

Dp(R)Dq(R)dR =
1

2l + 1
δl,l′δm,m′δn,n′ =

1

2l + 1
δp,q.

Now, we separate the real and imaginary parts of theWigner-D functions. For p = (l,m, n), we denoteDp = DR
p −jDI

p,
where j is the imaginary unit. Specifically, we have{

DR
p (R) = Re(Dp(R)) = ϕ2p−1(R),

DI
p(R) = −Im(Dp(R)) = ϕ2p(R).

The following lemma analytically computes integrals of the form

N□1,□2
p,q := ⟨⟨D□1

p (R), D□2
q (R)⟩⟩ =

∫
SO(3)

D□1
p (R)D□2

q (R)dR, □1,□2 ∈ {R, I}.

Lemma 2 For p = (l,m, n) and q = (l′,m′, n′), the Wigner-D functions satisfy

NR,R
p,q =

1

2(2l + 1)
(δp,q + (−1)m−nδp,q⊖),

N I,I
p,q =

1

2(2l + 1)
(δp,q − (−1)m−nδp,q⊖),

NR,I
p,q = N I,R

p,q = 0.

Proof. From the orthogonality of the Wigner-D functions, we have

1

2l + 1
δp,q =

∫
SO(3)

Dp(R)Dq(R)dR

=

∫
SO(3)

(
DR

p (R)− jDI
p(R)

) (
DR

q (R) + jDI
q(R)

)
dR

=NR,R
p,q +N I,I

p,q + j(NR,I
p,q −N I,R

p,q ).

Furthermore, since Dq(R) = (−1)m−nDq⊖(R), we have

1

2l + 1
δp,q⊖(−1)m−n =

∫
SO(3)

Dp(R)(−1)m−nDq⊖(R)

=

∫
SO(3)

Dp(R)Dq(R)

=

∫
SO(3)

(
DR

p (R)− jDI
p(R)

) (
DR

q (R)− jDI
q(R)

)
dR

=NR,R
p,q −N I,I

p,q − j(NR,I
p,q +N I,R

p,q ).
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By comparing the real and imaginary parts, we obtain

NR,R
p,q +N I,I

p,q =
1

2l + 1
δp,q,

NR,R
p,q −N I,I

p,q =
1

2l + 1
δp,q⊖(−1)m−n,

NR,I
p,q −N I,R

p,q = 0,

NR,I
p,q +N I,R

p,q = 0

Solving the above equations, we obtain the desired result. □

We also have the following corollary.

Corollary 1 For p = (l,m, n), the Wigner-D functions satisfy∫
SO(3)

DR
p (R)dR = NR,R

p,0 = δp,0,∫
SO(3)

DI
p(R)dR = 0.

We now turn to the integral of the product of three Wigner-D functions. The following lemma provides the decom-
position of the product of Wigner-D functions.

Lemma 3 ([8], Sec. 9.9) For p = (l,m, n) and q = (l′,m′, n′), the product of Wigner-D functions can be decomposed
as

Dp(R)Dq(R) =

l+l′∑
l∗=|l−l′|

l∗∑
m∗,n∗=−l∗

C(l,m; l′,m′ | l∗,m∗)C(l, n; l′, n′ | l∗, n∗)Dl∗

m∗,n∗(R),

where C(l,m; l′,m′ | l∗,m∗) and C(l, n; l′, n′ | l∗, n∗) are the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, with their explicit forms
available in [8, Sec. 9.9].

With Lemma 3, we can proceed to derive the integral of triple product of Wigner-D functions.

Lemma 4 For p = (l,m, n), q = (l′,m′, n′), r = (l∗,m∗, n∗), the Wigner-D functions satisfy

Crp,q = C(l,m; l′,m′|l∗,m∗)C(l, n; l′, n′|l∗, n∗)∫
SO(3)

Dp(R)Dq(R)Dr(R)dR =
1

2l∗ + 1
Crp,q,∫

SO(3)

Dp(R)Dq(R)Dr(R)dR = (−1)m∗−n∗ 1

2l∗ + 1
Cr⊖p,q,

Proof. It is followed by Lemma 3 and the orthogonality of the Wigner-D functions. □

At last, we analytically evaluate the following form of integrals

S□1,□2,□3
p,q,r := ⟨⟨D□1

p (R)D□2
q (R), D□3

r (R)⟩⟩ =
∫
SO(3)

D□1
p (R)D□2

q (R)D□3
r (R)dR,

where □1,□2,□3 ∈ {R, I}.
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Lemma 5 For p = (l,m, n), q = (l′,m′, n′), r = (l∗,m∗, n∗), the Wigner-D functions satisfy

SR,R,R
p,q,r =

1

4
(α1 + α2 + α3 + α4),

SR,I,I
p,q,r =

1

4
(−α1 + α2 + α3 − α4),

SI,R,I
p,q,r =

1

4
(−α1 + α2 − α3 + α4),

SI,I,Rp,q,r =
1

4
(−α1 − α2 + α3 + α4),

SR,R,I
p,q,r = SR,I,R

p,q,r = SI,R,R
p,q,r = 0,

where

α1 = (−1)m∗−n∗ 1

2l∗ + 1
Cr⊖p,q ,

α2 =
1

2l∗ + 1
Crp,q,

α3 =
1

2l′ + 1
Cqp,r,

α4 =
1

2l + 1
Cpq,r.

Proof. Following Lemma 4 we have

α1 =

∫
SO(3)

Dp(R)Dq(R)Dr(R)dR

=

∫
SO(3)

(
DR

p (R)− jDI
p(R)

) (
DR

q (R)− jDI
q(R)

) (
DR

r (R)− jDI
r(R)

)
dR

=SR,R,R
p,q,r − SR,I,I

p,q,r − SI,R,I
p,q,r − SI,I,Rp,q,r + j(−SR,R,I

p,q,r − SR,I,R
p,q,r − SI,R,R

p,q,r + SI,I,Ip,q,r).

Also, we have

α2 =

∫
SO(3)

Dp(R)Dq(R)Dr(R)dR

=

∫
SO(3)

(
DR

p (R)− jDI
p(R)

) (
DR

q (R)− jDI
q(R)

) (
DR

r (R) + jDI
r(R)

)
dR

=SR,R,R
p,q,r + SR,I,I

p,q,r + SI,R,I
p,q,r − SI,I,Rp,q,r + j(SR,R,I

p,q,r − SR,I,R
p,q,r − SI,R,R

p,q,r − SI,I,Ip,q,r).

By rotating subscripts p, q, r, we obtain

α3 =

∫
SO(3)

Dp(R)Dq(R)Dr(R)dR

=SR,R,R
p,q,r + SR,I,I

p,q,r − SI,R,I
p,q,r + SI,I,Rp,q,r + j(−SR,R,I

p,q,r + SR,I,R
p,q,r − SI,R,R

p,q,r − SI,I,Ip,q,r),

α4

∫
SO(3)

Dp(R)Dq(R)Dr(R)dR

=SR,R,R
p,q,r − SR,I,I

p,q,r + SI,R,I
p,q,r + SI,I,Rp,q,r + j(−SR,R,I

p,q,r − SR,I,R
p,q,r + SI,R,R

p,q,r − SI,I,Ip,q,r).
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Comparing the real and imaginary parts, we have


1 −1 −1 −1
1 1 1 −1
1 1 −1 1

1 −1 1 1




SR,R,R
p,q,r

SR,I,I
p,q,r

SI,R,I
p,q,r

SI,I,Rp,q,r

 =


α1

α2

α3

α4

 .

and


−1 −1 −1 1

1 −1 −1 −1
−1 1 −1 −1
−1 −1 1 −1




SR,R,I
p,q,r

SR,I,R
p,q,r

SI,R,R
p,q,r

SI,I,Rp,q,r

 = 0

Solving the above equations, we obtain the desired result. □

C Lie Derivative of Wigner-D functions

For the index p = (l,m, n), we denote p# = (l,m, n + 1), p♭ = (l,m, n − 1), c#p =
√
(l − n)(l + n+ 1), and c♭p =√

(l + n)(l − n+ 1). The following lemma describes the Lie derivative of the Wigner-D functions.

Lemma 6 ([8], Sec. 9.11) For p = (l,m, n), the Lie derivative of the Wigner-D functions satisfies

Le1Dp(R) =
1

2
j
(
c#p Dp#(R) + c♭pDp♭(R)

)
,

Le2Dp(R) =
1

2

(
−c#p Dp#(R) + c♭pDp♭(R)

)
,

Le3Dp(R) =− jnDp(R).

Separating the real and imaginary parts, we have

Le1D
R
p (R) =

1

2

(
c#p D

I
p#(R) + c♭pD

I
p♭(R)

)
,

Le1D
I
p(R) = −1

2

(
c#p D

R
p#(R) + c♭pD

R
p♭(R)

)
,

Le2D
R
p (R) =

1

2

(
−c#p DR

p#(R) + c♭pD
R
p♭(R)

)
,

Le2D
I
p(R) =

1

2

(
−c#p DI

p#(R) + c♭pD
I
p♭(R)

)
,

Le3D
R
p (R) = −nDI

p(R),

Le3D
I
p(R) = nDR

p (R).

We present the pseudo-code for computing the Lie derivative of the Wigner-D functions in Algorithm 2.
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Algorithm 2 Lie derivative(p, a, □)

1: Input: Index p = (l,m, n); Lie derivative direction a = [a1, a2, a3] ∈ R3; Real or imaginary indicator □ ∈ {R, I}.
2: Output: Index array P = [p1, p2, p3, p4, p5]; Coefficient array C = [c1, c2, c3, c4, c5]; Indicator array △ =

[□1,□2,□3,□4,□5], representing the Lie derivative

LaD
□
p (R) =

5∑
k=1

ckD
□k
pk

(R).

3: if □ = R then
4: P = [p#, p♭, p#, p♭, p];
5: C = [ 12a1c

#
p ,

1
2a1c

♭
p,− 1

2a2c
#
p ,

1
2a2c

♭
p,−na3];

6: △ = [I, I,R,R, I];
7: else
8: P = [p#, p♭, p#, p♭, p];
9: C = [− 1

2a1c
#
p ,− 1

2a1c
♭
p,− 1

2a2c
#
p ,

1
2a2c

♭
p, na3];

10: △ = [R,R, I, I,R];
11: end if

Corollary 2 For any f ∈ L2(SO(3)) and a ∈ R3,∫
SO(3)

Laf(R) = 0.

Proof. By the completeness of the Wigner-D functions, it suffices to show that∫
SO(3)

Lei (Dp(R)) dR = 0, ∀p = (l,m, n) and i = 1, 2, 3.

For l = 0, we know D0
0,0(R) = 1, so the result is trivial.

For l ̸= 0, by Lemma 6, the Lie derivative of the Wigner-D functions does not change the degree l. Therefore, using
the orthogonality of the Wigner-D functions, we have∫

SO(3)

Lei (Dp(R)) dR =

∫
SO(3)

Lei (Dp(R))D0
0,0(R)dR = 0, ∀l ̸= 0 and i = 1, 2, 3.

This completes the proof. □

D Computation of b1

Suppse l(R) have a fourier series expansion as

l(R) =

∞∑
l=1

l∑
m=−l

l∑
n=−l

Ll
m,nD

l
m,n(R),

Then for any β = 1, 2, 3, . . . , 2N , we can find q = (l′,m′, n′) such that the order number of q is ⌈β/2⌉, and we have

[b1]β = ⟨⟨l(R), ϕβ⟩⟩ =
{
LqNR,R

q,q + Lq⊖NR,R
q,q⊖ = 1

2(2l+1) (Lq + (−1)m′−n′
Lq⊖), if β is odd,

LqN I,I
q,q + Lq⊖N I,I

q,q⊖ = 1
2(2l+1) (Lq − (−1)m′−n′

Lq⊖), if β is even.

Then we complete the computation of b1.
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E Computation of A1

Lemma 7 For any f, g ∈ L2(SO(3)) and a ∈ R3, we have∫
SO(3)

La(f)g = −
∫
SO(3)

fLag.

Proof. It follows from La(fg) = fLag + gLaf , and
∫
SO(3)

La(fg) = 0 from Corollary 2. □

So for [A1]βα = 1
2 ⟨⟨∆σϕα, ϕβ⟩⟩, we have

[A1]pq =
1

2

3∑
k=1

⟨⟨L2
σk
ϕα, ϕβ⟩⟩ = −

1

2

3∑
k=1

⟨⟨Lσk
ϕα,Lσk

ϕβ⟩⟩

Since the Lie derivativeLσk
ϕp can be expressed as a linear combination ofWigner-D functions, as shown inAlgorithm 2,

and the integral of the product of two Wigner-D functions is provided in Lemma 2, the matrix A1 can be computed
analytically. The pseudo-code for this computation is presented in Algorithm 3.

Algorithm 3 Compute A1(α, β, σ)

1: Input: Order number α, β ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 2N}; σ ∈ R3×3.
2: Output: [A1]βα.
3: [A1]βα = 0;
4: Find p = (l,m, n) such that the order number of p is ⌈α/2⌉;
5: Find q = (l′,m′, n′) such that the order number of q is ⌈β/2⌉;
6: Set □p = R if α odd, otherwise □p = I;
7: Set □q = R if β odd, otherwise □q = I;
8: for k = 1 to 3 do
9: P,C,△ = Lie derivative(p, σk,□p);

10: Q,D, ⋄ = Lie derivative(q, σk,□q);

11: [A1]βα ← [A1]βα − 1
2

∑5
i=1

∑5
j=1 CiDjN△i,⋄j

Pi,Qj
;

12: end for

Then we complete the computation of A1.

F Computiation of Mγ

Since W is symmetric and positive-definite, we can obtain

W̃ = W−1/2 = [w̃1, w̃2, w̃3]
⊤
,

Then the Mγ
βα can be expressed as

Mγ
βα = ⟨⟨∇⊤ϕαW̃

⊤W̃∇ϕγ , ϕβ⟩⟩ =
3∑

i=1

⟨⟨Lw̃i
ϕαLw̃i

ϕγ , ϕβ⟩⟩.

Similar to the computation of A1, we can analytically compute the commutation of Mγ with Lemma 5. The pseudo-
code is presented in Algorithm 4.
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Algorithm 4 Compute M(α, β, γ, W )

1: Input: Order number α, β, γ ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 2N}; W ∈ R3×3.
2: Output: Mγ

βα.

3: Compute W̃ = W−1/2;
4: Set Mγ

βα = 0;

5: Find p = (l,m, n) such that the order number of p is ⌈α/2⌉;
6: Find q = (l′,m′, n′) such that the order number of q is ⌈β/2⌉;
7: Find r = (l∗,m∗, n∗) such that the order number of r is ⌈γ/2⌉;
8: Set □p = R if α odd, otherwise □p = I;
9: Set □q = R if β odd, otherwise □q = I;

10: Set □r = R if γ odd, otherwise □r = I;
11: for i = 1 to 3 do
12: P,C,△ = Lie derivative(p, w̃i,□p);
13: R,E, ⋆ = Lie derivative(r, w̃i,□q);

14: Mγ
βα ←Mγ

βα + W̃ij

∑5
k=1

∑5
l=1 CkElS△k,⋆l,□q

Pk,Rl,q
;

15: end for

Then we complete the computation of Mγ .
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