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The spherical cow approximation is widely used in the literature, but is rarely justified. Here, I propose several
schemes for extending the spherical cow approximation to a full multipole expansion, in which the spherical
cow is simply the first term. This allows for the computation of bovine potentials and interactions beyond
spherical symmetry, and also provides a scheme for defining the geometry of the cow itself at higher multipole
moments. This is especially important for the treatment of physical processes that are suppressed by spherical
symmetry, such as the spindown of a rotating cow due to the emission of gravitational waves. I demonstrate
the computation of multipole coefficients for a benchmark cow, and illustrate the applicability of the multipolar
cow to several important problems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Various forms of the spherical cow approximation (SCA)
underlie crucial results across an enormous range of subfields.
A Google Scholar search indicates that spherical cows can be
found in over 1000 published papers [1]. The SCA is so per-
vasive that it has even become one of the few approximation
methods that we regularly teach to first-year undergraduates.
Given the importance of the SCA in physics, it is shocking
and alarming that no quantitative assessment of its validity
has ever appeared in the literature.

Moreover, the SCA is impoverished as an approximation
technique because it is not systematically improvable in its
usual form. In most approximation schemes, while one might
work at leading order, it is possible in principle to consider
contributions from next-to-leading order, or higher orders,
whether to improve the result or to assess convergence of the
approximation. But a spherical cow is simply a sphere, with
no room for additional parameters to improve the matching to
a realistic cow. This should leave us all feeling quite sheepish.

However, this is not intrinsic to the structure of the SCA
itself. Given an appropriate scheme for higher-order correc-
tions, the spherical cow could be treated as the leading-order
term of a well-formulated expansion. Indeed, there is a stan-
dard approximation technique that lends itself well to this pur-
pose: the spherical multipole expansion. The first term of the
multipole expansion—the monopole—is spherically symmet-
ric, and higher-order terms encode deviations from spherical
symmetry on progressively smaller scales. If the spherical
cow can be reinterpreted as the monopole of a multipole ex-
pansion, then the SCA becomes the first term in a systemat-
ically improvable approximation, allowing for a quantitative
test of its reliability in various settings.

In this work, I introduce several different schemes for im-
plementing this expansion and extending the SCA to include
higher multipoles of the cow. I directly compare the contribu-
tion of higher multipoles to the monopole (i.e., the spherical
cow), performing the first true test of the validity SCA under
various circumstances. I use this framework to identify cases
where the SCA is clearly insufficient, and in which dipole
or higher multipole contributions must be included to ob-
tain physically realistic results even at the order-of-magnitude
level. As I explain, even some of the most classic bovine prob-

lems, such as the cow tipping problem, receive dominant con-
tributions from higher multipoles.

Since the SCA itself takes several different forms, the ex-
tension to higher multipoles also varies by use case. Here I fo-
cus on two cases. In Section II, I study the inclusion of higher
multipoles in potentials sourced by the cow, and discuss some
significant consequences for processes that are suppressed by
spherical symmetry, including gravitational radiation. In Sec-
tion III, I define a multipole expansion for the geometry of
the cow itself, which allows for more general extensions of
the SCA. This latter case is especially important for problems
in bovine rigid body mechanics (e.g., cow tipping), which are
treated in Section IV. I discuss the implications of these re-
sults and conclude in Section V.

Throughout this work, for numerical computations, I use
a benchmark cow from the libigl tutorial data [2, 3]. I
follow IUPAC conventions for multiplier prefixes [4], so, for
example, terms with ℓ = 256 are said to be components of the
hexapentacontadictapole moment.

II. HIGHER MULTIPOLES OF BOVINE POTENTIALS

Let us first consider the simplest definition of the spher-
ical cow, as it appears in the context of gravitational prob-
lems. Of course, the same methods apply to the study of the
electrostatic potential in the case of a charged cow. However,
charging cows are rarely observed in nature relative to charg-
ing bulls [5, 6]. (Still, caution is advised in experimental set-
tings, per Ref. [7].)

When computing the gravitational potential ϕ(x) at a point
x outside the cow, the Laplace equation can be expanded in
spherical harmonics, which yields the multipole expansion

ϕ(x) = −G

∞∑
ℓ=0

[
4π

2ℓ+1

]1/2
∥x∥ℓ+1

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

(−1)mY −m
ℓ (x̂)Qm

ℓ , (1)

where the spherical multipole moment Qm
ℓ is defined by

Qm
ℓ ≡

∫
C
d3x ρ(x) ∥x∥ℓY m

ℓ (x̂), (2)

given a mass density ρ(x). I will take ρ to be constant over the
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ℓ m Qm
ℓ ℓ m Qm

ℓ

0 0 0.0539 3 3 −0.0003 + 0.0004i
2 0 −0.0029 4 0 0.0003

2 1 −6.43·10−6 + 3.57·10−7i 4 1 5.62·10−7 + 1.40·10−6i
2 2 0.0027 − 0.0008i 4 2 −0.0003 + 0.0001i

3 0 −5.79·10−6 4 3 −1.42·10−6 + 5.35·10−7i
3 1 0.0003 − 0.0001i 4 4 0.0001 − 0.0003i

3 2 −1.00·10−6 − 2.41·10−6i 5 0 1.05·10−6

TABLE I. Leading multipoles of the cow C treated as a mass distri-
bution, computed about the center of mass in benchmark units. In
barycentric coordinates, the dipole moment vanishes, so these com-
ponents are omitted. Additionally, since Q−m

ℓ = (−1)mQm∗
ℓ , only

the positive-m coefficients are shown.

cow, and I will work in “cow coordinates,” where the x axis
is aligned with the forward direction of the cow, the y axis is
orthogonal to the ground, and the positive z axis points to the
cow’s right. I also retain the scaling of the benchmark cow,
so the length units correspond to a bounding box for the cow
with dimensions (1.044, 0.6397, 0.3403) in x, y, and z, re-
spectively. I call these units “benchmark units.” The first few
multipole moments for the benchmark cow are given in these
units in Table I. The monopole corresponds to the spherical
cow, so the higher multipole coefficients indicate the size of
corrections to the SCA.

We can now use these coefficients to study gravitational
phenomena in the bovine potential. There are several potential
applications. For instance, the quadrupole encodes the equiva-
lent of Earth’s equatorial bulge for a heavy cow. Additionally,
a cow with a nonvanishing quadrupole moment will experi-
ence a torque in a nonuniform gravitational field, so a cow
falling from a high altitude in Earth’s gravitational field will
favor a particular orientation. Thus, the quadrupole moment
is crucial to answering the question of whether a dropped cow
tends to land on its feet. For the same reason, the quadrupole
plays a key role in the tidal locking of cows in orbit.1 Neither
of these cases is amenable to experimental study, and in each,
the SCA clearly fails.

However, for the moment, let us focus on another applica-
tion of the quadrupole moment: computation of the rate of
emission of gravitational radiation. A freely rotating cow in
vacuum will slow down as it loses energy and angular mo-
mentum to gravitational waves. We can compute the rate of
spindown using the quadrupole formula for gravitational radi-
ation. When written in terms of the components of the spher-
ical quadrupole moment, this reads

Ėquad =
3G

8πc5

2∑
m=−2

〈∣∣ ...
Q

m
2

∣∣2〉 . (3)

In principle, one could take the spherical multipole coeffi-
cients from Table I, transform them under rotations, and use

1 A similar computation would apply for pigs in orbit, but these are only
expected to be observed when pigs fly.

this transformation behavior to evaluate
...
Q

m
2 for a rotation

about a given axis. It is simpler, however, to work with Carte-
sian multipole coefficients for this purpose, since the Carte-
sian quadrupole coefficients take the form of a symmetric ten-
sor with components QC

ij =
∫
d3x ρ(x) (3xixj − r2δij). The

Cartesian quadrupole tensor of the benchmark cow in cow co-
ordinates and benchmark units with ρ(x) = 1 is

QC =

4.23004 0.83531 0.00704
0.83531 −1.64753 0.00039
0.00704 0.00039 −2.58252

× 10−3, (4)

and the radiated power is given in terms of the QC
ij by

Ėquad =
G

45c5

〈 ...
Q

C
ij

...
Q

C ij
〉
. (5)

Now, suppose the cow is rotating about an axis â with angular
frequency ω. If Rij(θ) denotes the rotation matrix about â by
an angle θ, then at any time t, we can write the quadrupole
tensor as

QC
ij(t) = Rik(ωt)Rjℓ(ωt)QC

kℓ(0), (6)

so the third derivative in time is given by

...
Q

C
ij(t) = QC

kℓ(0) ∂
3
t

[
Rik(ωt)Rjℓ(ωt)

]
. (7)

For a simple example, consider a constant rotation about the
y axis, as might be experienced by a cow wearing misaligned
rollerskates. Here the rotation matrix is

R(θ) =

 cos θ 0 sin θ
0 1 0

− sin θ 0 cos θ

 . (8)

Inserting this into Eq. (7) and averaging the result over a full
period gives ⟨

...
Q

C
ij

...
Q

C ij⟩ ≈ 0.00149ω6.

We can now restore physical dimensions to this result,
which has units of M2L4ω6, where M and L are the units of
mass and length for the benchmark cow. The average length
of a cow is about 2.5m, and the length in benchmark units
is 1.044, so let us say that L = 2.39m. To determine the
mass unit, recall that we set ρ(x) = 1, and the actual density
of a cow is about 1 g/cm3. Setting M/L3 = 1g/cm3 gives
M = 13 652 kg. Replacing these quantities, in physical units,
we obtain ⟨

...
Q

C
ij

...
Q

C ij⟩ ≈ 9× 1012 kg2m4 × ω6, or

Ėquad ≈ 5.5× 10−41 erg/s×
( ω

1Hz

)6

. (9)

The inertia tensor in benchmark units is

I =

 7.95079 −2.78437 −0.02348
−2.78437 27.5426 −0.00130
−0.02348 −0.00130 30.6593

× 10−4, (10)

so we can readily determine the kinetic energy associated with
rotation about the y axis, and thus obtain the timescale on



3

which the rotation slows (neglecting the details of radiation
of angular momentum):

E

Ėquad

≈ 1.9× 1049 s
( ω

1Hz

)−4

. (11)

Since there is no gravitational radiation due to the monopole
or dipole moments, this effect is completely lost when the
mass distribution is regarded as purely monopolar. Thus, this
is another case in which the SCA is wholly inadequate—under
the SCA, one would incorrectly conclude that the cow never
slows its spinning!

Again, I stress that while the spherical cow naturally cor-
responds to the spherically-symmetric monopole term, the
monopole term actually represents the potential of a point
mass, not a ball. The multipole expansion of the potential does
not readily encode the full geometry of the source. In par-
ticular, the expansion is only well defined outside the source
distribution—even including arbitrarily many terms, the po-
tential of Eq. (1) is sourceless everywhere away from the ori-
gin. We will study corrections to the spherical cow’s geometry
in the next section.

III. HIGHER MULTIPOLES OF BOVINE SURFACES

In the previous section, we used the multipole expansion
of the mass distribution and gravitational potential to study
bovine phenomenology induced by the nonspherical geome-
try. This is a paradigmatic example of how a particular prob-
lem might be solved beyond the spherical cow approximation,
with contributions ordered by their asphericity. However, it
gives us little intuition for the shape of the cow itself at suc-
cessive terms in the series. The monopole term clearly cor-
responds to the spherical cow due to its spherical symmetry,
but what is the shape of the cow that corresponds to inclusion
of the dipole or quadrupole? In this section, we answer this
question by defining a multipole expansion of the cow’s ge-
ometry based on the multipole expansion of functions on the
2-sphere.

We begin by defining the boundary surface of the cow, ∂C,
in a form that is amenable to a direct multipole expansion. To
that end, our goal is to represent ∂C in terms of a function on
S2 that can be expanded in spherical harmonics. Clearly, a
typical cow is topologically equivalent to a sphere,2 so there
must exist many homeomorphisms F : S2 → ∂C. Such a
map F can be written in terms of a set of maps fi : S2 → R
(e.g., the vector components of points in the image), and the
fi admit a representation in spherical harmonics as

f(Ω) =
∑
ℓ,m

fmℓ (Ω), fmℓ (Ω) ≡ ⟨f |Y m
ℓ ⟩S2Y m

ℓ (Ω), (12)

where Ω denotes the angular coordinates on the sphere, and

2 Here I ignore the alimentary canal, since it is well known that including
this only results in pure bovine waste.

⟨·|·⟩S2 denotes the L2 inner product on S2,

⟨u|v⟩ =
∫
S2

dΩuv∗. (13)

Here, we are simply using the fact that the spherical harmonics
provide a complete orthonormal system for real-valued func-
tions on the sphere. The monopole term, f00(Ω) = ⟨f |Y 0

0 ⟩Y 0
0 ,

is spherically symmetric in the f coordinate system, and can
thus be used to define the spherical cow. Higher-order terms
give corrections to the cow boundary ∂C.

While the decomposition of F into real-valued component
maps f is in principle arbitrary, there is a simple and natu-
ral choice. In order to respect the spherical symmetry of the
monopole term, let us define f(θ, ϕ) = (fr, f∆θ, f∆ϕ), where
fr(Ω) gives the radial component of F(Ω), and f∆θ and f∆ϕ

give the difference in the polar and azimuthal angles produced
by application of F . Specifically, let us define

f̄∆θ(θ, ϕ) ≡ [F(θ, ϕ)]θ − θ, (14)

where [x]θ denotes the θ coordinate of the point x. Then let
f∆θ(θ, ϕ) ≡ f̄∆θ(θ, ϕ) − (4π)−1/2f̄

(0)
∆θ , where f̄

(0)
∆θ denotes

the monopole coefficient of f̄∆θ. This definition of f∆θ effects
a rotation of the coordinates such that the monopole of f∆θ

vanishes. An analogous definition can be made for f∆ϕ.
This choice of f guarantees that the image of the monopole

term, with constant (r,∆θ,∆ϕ), is truly a sphere, and not
merely a point, or a surface homeomorphic to S2, and involves
no spurious rotation of the coordinate system. In particular,
this means that a perfectly spherical cow is always absorbed
entirely by the monopole term of the radial coordinate, and
has vanishing higher multipole contributions, as desired.

All that remains is to implement this prescription is to iden-
tify the map F . This is an example of a “surface matching”
problem, which has been well studied in computational ge-
ometry. In the remainder of this section, I will describe two
surface matching algorithms that give rise to multipole expan-
sions of the cow surface.

A. Distance gradient flow method

First, let us solve the surface matching problem in a
geometrically-intuitive way. The method follows from the re-
alization that if the cow were simply rounder, every point on
the boundary would have a unique angular coordinate, mean-
ing that it would clearly be trivial to project onto the sphere.
For such a round cow, ∂C could by defined by its radial coor-
dinate via a single function r∂C : S

2 → R, which would then
admit a multipole expansion. While this is not possible for a
general cow, any cow can be first fattened up into a rounder
shape and then projected to the sphere, which defines the map
F−1.

More precisely, suppose there exists an automorphism
φ : R3 → R3 such that φ(C), the image of the cow, is a
star-shaped domain. Then it is possible to choose the ori-
gin such that for every point x ∈ φ(∂C), the ray from the
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φ(· ,∆t)
φ(· ,∆t)

φ(· ,−∆t) φ(· ,−∆t)

FIG. 1. Increasing level sets of dC . The function φ(x, t) maps between these level sets from left to right with increasing t. This has the effect
of “inflating” the cow to a star-shaped domain, from which the boundary can be projected onto the sphere smoothly and bijectively.

origin through x has no other intersections with ∂C, mean-
ing that x has unique angular coordinates. Then the map
p : φ(∂C) → S2 given by p(x) = x/∥x∥ is smooth and bijec-
tive, so we can define F ≡ (p ◦ φ)−1.

Such an inflated cow can in fact be produced computation-
ally by flowing points in the direction of increasing distance
from the cow. To make this precise, we define the signed dis-
tance function dC : R3 → R by

dC(x) =

(
min
y∈∂C

∥x− y∥
)
×

{
−1 x ∈ C
1 x /∈ C.

(15)

Now, observe that lim∥x∥→∞ dC(x)/∥x∥ = 1, so at large dis-
tances, the level sets of dC approach a dilated S2, and thus they
become trivially star-shaped. This behavior is demonstrated in
Fig. 1. Now consider the gradient flow of dC , i.e., the func-
tion φ : R3 × R → R3 satisfying ∂tφ(x, t) = ∇dC(φ(x, t))
with φ(x, 0) = x. This function translates the point x along
integral curves associated with the gradient of dC , orthogonal
to the level sets. At large t, the function φ(·, t) maps C to a
star-shaped domain, and the inverse is given by φ(·,−t).

Using this map to define F , we can then expand the com-
ponents (fr, f∆θ, f∆ϕ) in spherical harmonics. The first few
multipoles are enumerated in Table II. The magnitude of the
monopole term relative to higher-order terms gives us the first
quantitative assessment of the reliability of the spherical cow
approximation. The resulting geometry ∂C is shown at pro-
gressively higher multipole order in Fig. 2.

While the distance gradient flow method has an appealingly
simple geometric interpretation, it is far from the simplest ap-
proach to implement. The flow tends to squeeze points along
the “sutures” of the inflated cow (see Fig. 1), meaning that the
integral curves must be computed with very high precision for
many points. All that is really needed is for the cow to become
rounder. While the distance flow is an extremely simple way
to accomplish that, there are more sophisticated techniques to
more smoothly round out a cow, although they suffer from the
clear deficiency that they do not produce a cow that looks as

though it has been inflated with a bicycle pump. For example,
one could use a smoothing operator to asymptotically map ∂C
towards a surface with constant curvature, i.e., the sphere. Ul-
timately, however, a more established approach is provided by
the method of harmonic maps.

B. Harmonic map method

Another way to define a map from the cow to the sphere is
to identify a set of harmonic coordinates on ∂C. A major ad-
vantage of this strategy is that there exist powerful theorems
that guarantee the features of the resulting map. In the pre-
vious section, we relied on ample handwaving to justify the
smoothness and bijectivity of the map generated by the dis-
tance gradient flow, but in the harmonic map method, these
properties can be easily proven.

A harmonic coordinate system on a manifold M is a set
of coordinate maps xi on M such that each xi is harmonic,
meaning that ∆xi = 0. Here ∆ is the Laplace-Beltrami op-
erator, a generalization of the Laplacian to Riemannian man-
ifolds: just as the ordinary Laplacian ∇2 can be written as
the divergence of the gradient of a scalar function on Rn, the
Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆ is the Riemannian divergence of
the Riemannian gradient of a scalar function on M . Explicitly,
given a coordinate chart with a metric gij , the the Laplace-
Beltrami operator takes the form

∆f =
1√
|g|

∂i

[√
|g|gijf

]
. (16)

It will turn out that if the map F−1 : ∂C → S2 is harmonic,
then for sufficiently fine discretizations of ∂C and S2, F is bi-
jective without self-intersections of the mapped triangles. I re-
fer the reader to Ref. [8] for the details. In particular, let us as-
sume that ∂C is a genus-0 surface (again, omitting the alimen-
tary canal in order to avoid BS), and that the discretizations of
the surfaces take the form of triangulations. For genus-0 sur-
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ℓ m fr f∆θ f∆ϕ

0 0 1.0750 0 0
1 0 0.0010 0.7340 0.0016
1 1 0.0567 + 0.0145i −0.0008 + 0.0045i 0.0236 − 0.0683i
2 0 −0.2681 0.0051 0.2863
2 1 −0.0007 − 0.0006i −0.0085 + 0.0474i 0.0006 − 0.0045i
2 2 0.1178 − 0.0438i 0.0010 − 0.0006i −0.1602 − 0.0209i
3 0 0.0008 −0.1178 −0.0017
3 1 0.0182 − 0.0307i −0.0020 + 0.0028i 0.0542 − 0.0645i
3 2 −0.0003 + 0.0025i 0.0489 + 0.0091i 0.0001 + 0.0002i
3 3 0.0392 + 0.0763i −0.0010 − 0.0011i −0.1240 + 0.0255i

TABLE II. Multipole coefficients of the cow surface ∂C through the
octupole in benchmark units, computed via the gradient flow method.

ℓ m fr f∆θ f∆ϕ

0 0 0.5825 0 0
1 0 −0.0996 2.5793 −0.4817
1 1 0.0237 + 0.0000i −0.3161 + 1.6600i 0.4750 + 0.4784i
2 0 0.0106 −0.0125 −0.2309
2 1 0.0193 + 0.0061i 0.0425 − 0.2846i 0.1581 + 1.5432i
2 2 0.0591 + 0.0193i 0.1197 − 0.1800i 0.8938 − 0.0098i
3 0 0.0005 0.1995 0.2132
3 1 −0.0020 + 0.0003i 0.0226 − 0.0683i 0.1065 − 0.3695i
3 2 −0.0358 − 0.0127i −0.0657 + 0.0821i −0.2082 − 0.0496i
3 3 −0.0083 − 0.0094i −0.0272 + 0.0286i −0.1859 + 0.1900i

TABLE III. Multipole coefficients of the cow surface ∂C through the
quadrupole computed via the harmonic map method.

faces, harmonic maps are equivalent to conformal maps [9],
and there exists a substantial literature on computing discrete
conformal maps between meshes, notably Refs. [10, 11].

In practice, as discussed in the foregoing references, we can
construct a harmonic map to the sphere by first deleting one
vertex v0 and the connecting faces, leaving a mesh with the
topology of the disk. Efficient routines for computing har-
monic maps between meshes with disk topology are widely
available, and indeed, one such algorithm is implemented in
libigl.harmonic. Once mapped harmonically to the cir-
cular disk, the mesh can be further mapped to the sphere via
stereographic projection, which is also conformal. Finally, the
deleted vertex v0 is mapped to the pole of the stereographic
projection, and the corresponding faces are restored. This
fully specifies the homeomorphism F−1 : ∂C → S2, and with
it the inverse F .

Table III shows multipole coefficients for the map F con-
structed by this route. I selected the vertex for deletion in the
middle of the cow’s back, where the geometry is relatively
smooth.3 The basic structure of the multipole coefficients is
very similar to those obtained by the distance gradient flow
method (Table II).

3 Experimental implementation of this procedure is strongly discouraged, as
the deletion of vertices from live cows is highly unethical.

FIG. 2. Cow geometry ∂C reconstructed via the distance gradient
flow method including progressively higher multipole contributions.
Top: monopole, dipole, and quadrupole. Middle: octupole, hexade-
capole, and dotriacontapole. Bottom: tetrahexacontapole, octacosa-
hectapole, and full cow for comparison.

IV. BOVINE RIGID BODY MECHANICS

Having now specified multiple schemes for defining the
multipole coefficients of the cow’s geometry, it is time to ap-
ply this expansion to an important real-world problem: cow
tipping. The core problem of cow tipping is to determine the
minimum amount of force that must be applied to a standing
cow in order to cause it to fall onto its side horizontally. In
our coordinates, the cow must rotate about the x axis, and the
force is applied in the yz plane.

First, observe that this is a problem where the SCA com-
pletely fails. If the cow is spherical, and the coefficient of
friction between the cow and the ground is large enough to
prevent slipping, then the minimum force required to tip the
cow is zero: a very small force applied tangentially to the top
of the cow will cause it to slowly roll until it has turned com-
pletely onto its side.

How much force is required to tip a cow with a general
geometry? A cow will begin tipping when the normal force
FN from the ground can no longer offset the torque from the
tipping force. The magnitude and direction of FN are fixed
by the weight of the cow less the z component of the applied
force, so the only parameter of the normal force that is free to
vary is its effective point of application. There is some point
p on the contact patch of the cow with the ground that max-
imizes the torque resulting from FN in the direction opposite
to the torque τT from the tipping force. If the normal torque
at this point is still less than τT, the cow will begin to tip, with
p as the pivot point. This is why the spherical cow is eas-
ily tipped: there is only one point of contact with the ground,
from which the normal force always points directly towards
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the barycenter, yielding no torque at all.
Let us assume that the tipping force FT is applied at the

point pT at the intersection of ∂C with the ray q that origi-
nates at the pivot point on the ground and passes through the
barycenter b of C. In this case, the optimal direction for FT

is the direction perpendicular to both q and x̂. Now, if the
FT · ẑ > 0 (i.e., the cow is being tipped to the right), then pT
must be the point of contact with the ground with the largest
value of z (i.e., the furthest to the right). Given these data, it is
now easy to compute the minimum force required to start the
tipping process.

If the force is sufficient to start tipping, and the contact
patch with the ground does not change, then the same force is
sufficient to complete the tip: as the tip begins, the barycenter
moves in the positive z direction while the pivot stays fixed,
reducing the torque applied by the normal force and favor-
ing further tipping. Thus, most prior analyses have simply
computed the amount of force required to start the tipping
process. This is found by equating the tipping torque τT =
FT∥pT−b∥ to the torque at the pivot point, FN∥(p−b)×ŷ∥.
The magnitude of the normal force is FN = w−FT · ẑ, where
w is the weight of the cow.

It is certainly possible to implement exactly this procedure
for the multipole expansion of the cow geometry at any given
order. The y coordinate is analytically minimized to deter-
mine a discrete set of candidate pivot points, and of these, the
pivot p is the point with maximal z coordinate. Once p is de-
termined, one can solve e.g. for θ in θ + f∆θ(θ) = pθ + π to
find the coordinates on S2 corresponding under F to the point
pT at which the force is applied. The minimum required force
FT is then found by simple vector algebra, as above.

But the multipole expansion allows us to go further. Since
it is simple to compute the inertia tensor of the cow at any or-
der in the expansion, we can separately consider the case of
a momentary impulse applied at pT. It then becomes a sim-
ple exercise to determine whether the torque applied by the
normal force will overcome that angular impulse before the
center of mass moves to the other side of the pivot point, en-
suring the completion of the tip. This is extremely important
in the cow tipping problem, because the maximum sustain-
able force that can be produced by a human is much less than
the maximum momentary force that can be applied. A typi-
cal human can sustain a pushing force of about 500N, which
leads to the conclusion that cow tipping is well out of reach,
by a factor of a few. However, elite boxers are known to punch
with forces of order 5000N, larger by an order of magnitude.
It is certainly conceivable that the impulse delivered by such
a strong momentary burst could lead to a complete tip of the
cow. While time-dependent data on human strength is avail-
able [12], I defer a detailed analysis to future work.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In the foregoing sections, I have introduced multiple
schemes for interpreting the spherical cow as the first term of a

multipole cow. This allows for the first quantitative tests of the
SCA, and I find that there are several cases in which the SCA
fails badly. This work also significantly extends previous lit-
erature on bovine rigid body mechanics, particularly the cow
tipping problem, where the SCA dramatically underestimates
the force required. This improved theoretical understanding
of cow tipping is essential, since experimental work on this
subject faces significant ethical barriers.

The main virtue of the multipole expansion is that it is sys-
tematically improvable, with interpretable behavior at each
successive monopole. It is not necessarily the most econom-
ical or fastest-converging scheme for approximating the cow.
Various claims have been made at times in the context of ele-
phantine approximations, notably that four parameters are suf-
ficient to fit an elephant, and that a fifth can be used to incorpo-
rate mobility of the tail [13]. Nor should these claims be dis-
missed: more recent explorations have shown that it is indeed
possible to find such fits [14]. However, were these methods
to be applied to the cow, they would still not provide an inter-
pretable, systematically improvable approximation scheme.

One weakness of the numerical results presented here is
that they correspond only to one benchmark cow. Physical
cows exhibit individual variation that presents a fundamental
limit to precision bovine modeling. In this work, I have gener-
ally limited results to the first few multipoles, which are likely
to be fairly robust, but I have made no effort to quantify the
distribution of each of the multipole coefficients across the
bovine population. It is also worth noting that results may
vary for different species of cow, and here I have considered
only Bos taurus.4

Ultimately, the SCA is quite accurate in many physical
problems with rough spherical symmetry. However, in more
general circumstances, the spherical cow approximation risks
producing nothing but bull. This is not to say that the SCA
should be put out to pasture. Rather, I would suggest only that
when choosing tools for a given problem, it is sometimes best
not to follow the herd.
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