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Abstract

Nonholonomic systems are, so to speak, mechanical systems with a prescribed restriction on the velocities. A virtual nonholonomic
constraint is a controlled invariant distribution associated with an affine connection mechanical control system. A Riemannian
homogeneous space is, a Riemannian manifold that looks the same everywhere, as you move through it by the action of a Lie group.
These Riemannian manifolds are not necessarily Lie groups themselves, but nonetheless possess certain symmetries and invariances
that allow for similar results to be obtained. In this work, we introduce the notion of virtual constraint on Riemannian homogeneous
spaces in a geometric framework which is a generalization of the classical controlled invariant distribution setting and we show the
existence and uniqueness of a control law preserving the invariant distribution. Moreover we characterize the closed-loop dynamics
obtained using the unique control law in terms of an affine connection. We illustrate the theory with new examples of nonholonomic
control systems inspired by robotics applications.

Key words: Virtual constraints, Geometric Control, Nonholonomic systems, Affine connection control systems, Riemannian
homogeneous spaces.

1 Introduction

In Euclidean spaces, simple mechanical systems are gov-
erned by the equations of motion of the type

q̈ = −
∂ V

∂ q
+ F(q, q̇),

where q denotes the position of the system in the Eu-
clidean space, V is the potential function and F denotes
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some external forces acting on the system. The equations
of motion above, which can be identified with Newton’s
law of motion, have two major limitations. The first one
is that as soon as we change coordinates, the form of
the equations of motion necessarily changes if the trans-
formation is not linear. The second is that if our system
does not evolve in an Euclidean configuration space, such
as a collection of joints in a manipulator, the equations
above are usually not valid or, not globally valid in the en-
tire configuration space. These facts explain why several
authors have rewritten the equations of motion of me-
chanical systems in a coordinate-free setting that avoids
both these drawbacks. Riemannian geometry has already
been implemented in nonlinear control theory to present
a coordinate-free setting for simple mechanical systems
(see for instance Bloch (2003) and Bullo & Lewis (2019)).

Given a Riemannian manifold Q equipped with a Rieman-
nian metric G , ∇ the Levi-Civita connection associated to
the Riemannian metric G , a potential function V : Q→ R
and a force map Y : TQ→ TQ, a simple mechanical sys-

Preprint submitted to Automatica 11 November 2024

http://arxiv.org/abs/2411.05485v1


tem is described by the following coordinate-free equa-
tions of motion

∇q̇q̇ = −grad V + Y (q, q̇). (1)

where grad denotes the gradient vector field and Y (q, q̇)
encodes the external force. The previous coordinate-free
equations translate how Newton’s second law should be
adapted in the setting of a Riemannian manifold: the co-
variant acceleration should be equal to the vector field
corresponding to the forces acting on the system.

Nonholonomic systems are, roughly speaking, mechan-
ical systems with constraints on their velocity that are
not derivable from position constraints Neimark & Fufaev
(2004). They arise, for instance, in systems that have
rolling contact (e.g., the rolling of wheels without slip-
ping) or certain kinds of sliding contact (such as the sliding
of skates). There are multiple applications in the context
of wheeled motion, mobile robotics and robotic manipu-
lation. Nonholonomic systems on Riemannian manifolds
were studied in Bloch & Crouch (1995) (see also Bloch
(2003)).

A Riemannian homogeneous space (see Helgason (1979)
for instance) is a Riemannian manifold that looks the same
everywhere, as you move through it by the action of a
Lie group. These Riemannian manifolds are not necessar-
ily Lie groups themselves, but nonetheless possess certain
symmetries and invariances that allow for similar results
to be obtained. That is, by taking adventage of the sym-
metries we can simplify the dynamics of the system. One
of the objectives of this paper is to study nonholonomic
systems in a coordinate-free setting on Riemannian homo-
geneous spaces. Nonholonomic systems on Riemannian
homogeneous spaces have not been considered in the lit-
erature before, but nevertheless some examples have been
considered in the context of geometric control such as a
sphere rolling on another sphere in Jurdjevic (1997) (see
also Bloch (2003) Section 7.4, Rojo & Bloch (2010)), but
a detailed geometric description of the dynamics of such
systems has not been analyzed.

Virtual constraints are relations among the links of the
mechanism that are dynamically imposed through feed-
back control. Their function is to coordinate the evolution
of the various links throughout a single variable—which
is another way of saying that they reduce the degrees of
freedom—with the goal of achieving a closed-loop mech-
anism whose dynamic behaviour is fully determined by
the evolution of simplest lower-dimension system (see
Canudas-de Wit (2004) and Westervelt et al. (2018) for
instance for an overview on virtual constraints). Virtual
constraints extend the application of zero dynamics to
feedback design (see e.g.,Isidori (1985)). Virtual holo-
nomic constraints have been studied over the past years
in different contexts, such as motion planning and con-
trol Freidovich et al. (2008), Mohammadi et al. (2018),
and biped locomotion to achieve a desired walking gait

Chevallereau et al. (2003), Westervelt et al. (2003). Vir-
tual holonomic constraints on Riemannian homogeneous
spaces have been explored in Stratoglou et al. (2024).

Virtual nonholonomic constraints are a class of vir-
tual constraints that depend on velocities rather than
only on the configurations of the system. Virtual con-
straints were introduced in Griffin & Grizzle (2015) to
design a velocity-based swing foot placement in bipedal
robots. The work Moran-MacDonald (2021) (see also
Moran-MacDonald et al. (2023)) introduces an approach
to defining rigorously virtual nonholonomic constraints,
but it is not set in the most appropriate geometric setting
to study this kind of constraint: that of tangent bundles.

In particular, a virtual nonholonomic constraint is de-
scribed by a non-integrable distribution on the configu-
ration manifold of the system for which there is a feed-
back control making it invariant under the flow of the
closed-loop system. In Simoes et al. (2023) we provided
sufficient conditions for the existence and uniqueness of
such a feedback law defining the virtual linear nonholo-
nomic constraint and we also characterize the trajectories
of the closed-loop system as solutions of a mechanical
system associated with an induced constrained connec-
tion. Moreover, we were able to produce linear non-
holonomic dynamics by imposing virtual nonholonomic
constraints on a mechanical control system. We ex-
tended the results to affine and nonlinear nonholonomic
constraints in Stratoglou, Simoes, Bloch & Colombo
(2023a) and Stratoglou, Simoes, Bloch & Colombo
(2023b), respectively. We also studied the design of
virtual nonholonomic constraints on Lie groups in
Stratoglou, Anahory Simoes, Bloch & Colombo (2023).
This paper goes one step further and studies the design
of virtual nonholonomic constraints on Riemannian ho-
mogeneous spaces. The second objective of this paper is
to show the existence and uniqueness of a control law
preserving the invariant distribution. Moreover, in this
paper, we also characterize the closed-loop nonholonomic
dynamics obtained using the unique control law in terms
of an affine connection, and we illustrate the theory with
new examples of nonholonomic control systems inspired
by robotics applications, in particular, inspired by a ma-
nipulator arm equipped with a knife cutting a spherical
surface.

In Stratoglou et al. (2024), we have studied virtual holo-
nomic constraints on Riemannian homogeneous spaces. In
this paper, we work on virtual nonholonomic constraints.
The main challenge in considering this class of constraints
is the geometry behind the problem. In particular, we need
to develop a mathematical theory for nonholonomic sys-
tems on Riemannian homogeneous spaces that has not
yet been considered in the literature, as far as we know.
Moreover, we developed new examples of such systems
that were never studied neither from the modeling point
of view nor in the control literature. Finally, there are
many technical differences worth mentioning between
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Stratoglou et al. (2024) and the present work. To men-
tion some, one is related to the geometry of the con-
straints, which is now determined by a distribution rather
than by a submanifold of the configuration manifold. An-
other difference is related with the fact that we drop the
h-connection appearing in Stratoglou et al. (2024), since
Riemannian geodesics on the Lie group G acting on the
homogeneous manifold are tangent to the horizontal dis-
tribution and, thus, projection to the horizontal bundle is
not needed. Another major difference with the other pa-
per is that we examine the reconstruction procedure and
we prove that the closed-loop system on the homogeneous
manifold is equivalent to a closed-loop system in the Lie
algebra associated with the Lie group acting on the ho-
mogeneous manifold.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. Sec-
tion 2 introduces nonholonomic systems in a coordinate-
free setting, with special emphasis on nonholonomic. sys-
tems on Lie groups. We study the dynamics of mechani-
cal systems on Riemannian homogeneous spaces in Sec-
tion 3, in particular the class of nonholonomic systems
on Riemannian homogeneous spaces. We define virtual
nonholonomic constraints in Section 4, where we provide
sufficient conditions for the existence and uniqueness of
a control law defining a virtual nonholonomic constraint.
Moreover, we introduce a constrained connection to char-
acterize the closed-loop dynamics as a solution of the me-
chanical system associated with such a constrained con-
nection. We study two particular applications in Sections
4.4 and 4.5.

2 Nonholonomic systems in a coordinate-free setting

2.1 Background on Riemannian manifolds

Let Q be an n-dimensional differentiable manifold
equipped with a Riemannian metric 〈·, ·〉, i.e., a positive-
definite symmetric covariant 2-tensor field. That is, to
each point q ∈Q we assign a positive-definite inner prod-
uct 〈·, ·〉q : TqQ×TqQ→ R, where TqQ is the tangent space
of Q at q ∈ Q and 〈·, ·〉q varies smoothly with respect to
q. We denote by τq : TqQ → Q the smooth projection
assigning to each tangent vector vq the point q at which
the vector is tangent. The length of a tangent vector is

defined as ‖vq‖ = 〈vq, vq〉
1/2 with vq ∈ TqQ. We denote by

T ∗
q
Q, the dual space of TqQ composed of the R-valued lin-

ear maps TqQ→ R. For any q ∈Q, the Riemannian metric
induces an invertible map ♭ : TqQ → T ∗

q
Q, called the flat

map, defined by ♭(X )(Y ) = 〈X , Y 〉 for all X , Y ∈ TqQ. The
inverse map ♯ : T ∗

q
Q→ TqQ, called the sharp map, is sim-

ilarly defined implicitly by the relation 〈♯(α), Y 〉 = α(Y )
for all α ∈ T ∗

q
Q. Let C∞(Q) and Γ (TQ) denote the spaces

of smooth scalar fields and smooth vector fields on Q,
respectively. The gradient of a function on a Riemannian
manifold is given by grad f (p) = ♯(d f (q)) for all q ∈ Q.
The push-forward of the function f will be denoted by f∗.

A vector bundle of rank k > 0 on the manifold Q is a
smooth assignment to each point q ∈ Q of a vector space
with dimension k. Relevant particular cases for us are
tangent bundles, where to each point q we assign the
tangent space at q; and distributions, in which the vector
space is a subspace of the tangent space. If P is a vector
bundle on Q, then P might be written as a collection of
vector spaces P = ∪q∈QPq, where Pq is the k-dimensional
space assigned to the point q. In addition, there is a map
called the bundle projection and denoted by π : P → Q,
defined by π(p) = q if p ∈ Pq. Smooth sections of a vector
bundle P on Q are smooth maps X : Q → P having the
property that X (q) ∈ Pq, i.e., the vector X (q) must belong
to the vector space assigned to q for all q ∈Q. We denoted
the collection of smooth section of a vector bundle P by
Γ (P). Vector fields are a special case of smooth sections
of vector bundles. In particular, they are smooth maps of
the form X : Q→ TQ such that τQ ◦ X = idQ, the identity
function on Q. The set of vector fields on Q will be denoted
by X(Q). For a vector field X ∈ X(Q) we define its vertical

lift to TQ to be X V
vq
=

d

d t

����
t=0

(vq + tX (q)), where vq ∈ TqQ.

Note that X V ∈ X(TQ).

An affine connection on Q is a map ∇̃ : X(Q) × X(Q) →
X(Q) which is C∞(Q)-linear in the first argument, R-
linear in the second argument, and satisfies the product
rule ∇̃X ( f Y ) = X ( f )Y + f ∇̃X Y for all f ∈ C∞(Q), X ∈
X(Q), Y ∈ X(Q). The connection plays a role similar to
that of the directional derivative in classical real analysis.
The operator ∇̃X which assigns to every smooth section
Y the vector field ∇̃X Y is called the covariant derivative
(of Y ) with respect to X .

Let q : I →Q be a smooth curve parameterized by t ∈ I ⊂
R, and denote the set of smooth vector fields along q by
Γ (q). Then for any affine connection ∇̃ on Q, there exists
a unique operator ∇̃q̇ : Γ (q)→ Γ (q) (called the covariant
derivative along q) which agrees with the covariant deriva-
tive ∇̃q̇W̃ for any extension W̃ of W to Q. A vector field

X ∈ Γ (q) is said to be parallel along q if ∇̃q̇X ≡ 0. The
covariant derivative allows to define a particularly impor-
tant family of smooth curves on Q called geodesics, which
are defined as the smooth curves q satisfying ∇̃q̇q̇ = 0.

The Riemannian metric induces a unique torsion-free
and metric compatible connection called the Riemannian
connection, or the Levi-Civita connection (see Boothby
(1986)). Along the rest of the paper, we will assume that
∇̃ is the Riemannian connection.

In the presence of a constraint distribution D, we can de-
fine two complementary orthogonal projectors P : TQ→
D andQ : TQ→D⊥, where D⊥ is the orthogonal comple-
ment of D i.e. for any q ∈ Q, D⊥

g
contains all vectors that

are orthogonal to every vector in Dg with respect to the
Riemannian metric. Thus, we can split the tangent bundle
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in the orthogonal decomposition D ⊕D⊥ = TQ. In what
follows we will consider only non-integrable distributions.

Consider the nonholonomic connection ∇̃nh : X(Q) ×
X(Q) → X(Q) defined by (see Bullo & Lewis (2019) for
instance)

∇̃nh
X

Y = ∇̃X Y + (∇̃XQ)(Y ). (2)

Next, consider mechanical systems where the Lagrangian
is of mechanical type, that is, mechanical systems with a
dynamics described by a Lagrangian function L : TQ→ R
defined by

L(vq) =
1

2



vq, vq

�
− V (q), (3)

with vq ∈ TqQ, where V : Q → R is a (smooth) potential
function, and also assume that the Lagrangian system is
subject to the nonholonomic constraints given by the dis-
tribution D. Then, the nonholonomic trajectories, i.e., the
trajectories of the nonholonomic mechanical system as-
sociated with the Lagrangian (3) and the distribution D
must satisfy the following equation

∇̃nh
q̇

q̇+P (grad V (q(t))) = 0. (4)

Here, the vector field grad V ∈ X(Q) is characterized by

〈grad V, X 〉 = dV (X ), for every X ∈ X(Q).

Of course, an important particular case is when there are
no constraints, in which case D = TQ, ∇̃nh = ∇̃ and the
equations above become the Euler-Lagrange equations for
a system with Lagrangian given by (3) in Riemannian
form:

∇̃q̇q̇+ grad V (q(t)) = 0.

2.2 Riemannian geometry and Lie groups

Let G be a Lie group and its Lie algebra g be defined as the
tangent space to G at the identity, g := TeG. Denote by Lg

the left-translation map Lg : G→ G given by Lg(h) = gh,
for all g,h ∈ G, where gh denotes the Lie group multipli-
cation between the elements g and h.

Definition 1 Let G be a Lie group and H be a smooth mani-
fold. A left-action of G on H is a smooth map Φ : G×H → H
such that

(1) Φ(e,q) = q,
(2) Φ(g,Φ(h,q)) = Φ(gh,q),
(3) The map Φg : H → H defined by Φg(q) = Φ(g,q) is a

diffeomorphism,

for all g,h ∈ G, q ∈ H.

We now define an important class of group actions:

Definition 2 Let G be a Lie group, H be a smooth manifold,
and Φ : G × H → H be a left-action. We say that Φ is
transitive if for every p,q ∈ H, there exists some g ∈ G such
that gp = q.

One of the most important cases of a Lie group action is a
Lie group acting on itself. The left action Lg is a left action
of G on itself and a diffeomorphism on G. Its tangent map
(i.e, the linearization or tangent lift) is denoted by Th Lg :
ThG→ TghG. Let us denote the set of vector fields on a Lie
group G by X(G). A left invariant vector field is an element
X of X(G) such that Th Lg(X (h)) = X (Lg(h)) = X (gh)
∀ g,h ∈ G. We denote the vector space of left-invariant
vector fields on G by XL(G). Consider the isomorphism
(·)L : g→ XL(G) given by ξL(g) = (Te Lg)(ξ), where ξ ∈ g
and g ∈ G. Note that under this isomorphism we have
g≃ XL(G).

Consider an inner-product on the Lie algebra g de-
noted by 〈·, ·〉g. Using the left-translation we define
a Riemannian metric on G by the relation 〈X , Y 〉 :=
〈(Tg Lg−1)(X ), (Tg Lg−1)(Y )〉g for all g ∈ G, X , Y ∈
Tg G, which is called left-invariant metric because
〈(Tg Lh)(X ), (Tg Lh)(X )〉 = 〈X , Y 〉 for all g,h ∈ G, X , Y ∈

Tg G. Let ∇̃ be the Levi-Civita connection on G associated
to the above metric. The isomorphism (·)L : g → XL(G)
helps us define an operator ∇̃g : g× g→ g by

∇̃
g

ξ
η := ∇̃ξL

ηL(e)

for all ξ,η ∈ g. Although ∇̃g is not a connection we will
refer to it as the Riemannian g−connection corresponding
to ∇̃ (see Goodman & Colombo (2024b) for more details).

We denote by g∗, the dual space of g composed by the
R-valued linear maps g→ R. The dual space g∗ is a vec-
tor space isomorphic to g itself through the musical iso-
morphism ♭g : g→ g∗ defined by the formula ♭g(η)(ξ) =
〈η,ξ〉g for η,ξ ∈ g. In the next result, we will make use
of the adjoint action adξ : g → g and its dual map ad∗

ξ

with respect to the Riemannian metric on G. This leads
to the following expression for ∇̃g (see Theorem 5.40 of
Bullo & Lewis (2019), for instance)

Lemma 1 The Riemannian g−connection satisfies:

∇̃
g

ξ
η=

1

2

�
[ξ,η]g − ♯g

�
ad∗
ξ
♭g(η)
�
− ♯g

�
ad∗
η
♭g(ξ)
��

for all ξ,η ∈ g, where ♯g : g∗→ g is the inverse map of ♭g.

Lemma 2 (see Goodman & Colombo (2024b)) Consider
a Lie group G with Lie algebra g and left-invariant Levi-
Civita connection ∇. Let g : [a, b]→ G be a smooth curve
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and X a smooth vector field along g. Then the following
relation holds for all t ∈ [a, b]:

∇̃ ġ X (t) = g(t)
�
η̇(t) + ∇̃

g

ξ
η(t)
�

, (5)

where ξ(t) = g(t)−1 ġ(t) and η(t) = g(t)−1X (t).

The geodesic equation on a Lie group equipped with a left-
invariant metric might be recast as an equation on the Lie
algebra, the Euler-Poincaré equations, as the well-known
result below establishes.

Theorem 1 Suppose that g : [a, b]→ G is a geodesic with
respect to the Levi-Civita connection, and let ξ := g−1 ġ.
Then, ξ satisfies on [a, b] the Euler-Poincaré equations

ξ̇+ ∇̃
g

ξ
ξ= 0. (6)

2.3 Nonholonomic systems on Lie Groups

Consider a left-invariant distribution D on the Lie Group
G, that is, for each g ∈ G, the fiber at g, denoted by
Dg , is defined by Te Lg(d), where d is a subspace of the
Lie algebra g. Using the inner product 〈·, ·〉g on the Lie
algebra, we may define the orthogonal subset to d by
d⊥ = {ξ ∈ g : 〈ξ,η〉g = 0, ∀η ∈ d}, then g = d ⊕ d⊥.
Finally, consider the orthogonal projectors P : g→ d and
Q : g→ d⊥.

Given a left invariant metric on G and a left-invariant dis-
tribution D, consider the associated orthogonal distribu-
tion D⊥ and the orthogonal projectors P : T G → D and
Q : T G→D⊥. In Stratoglou, Anahory Simoes, Bloch & Colombo
(2023), it has been shown that the orthogonal distribu-
tion D⊥ is left-invariant and D⊥

g
= Te Lg(d

⊥). Moreover,

the Lie algebra projectors satisfy P = Tg Lg−1 ◦ P ◦ Te Lg

and Q= Tg Lg−1 ◦Q ◦ Te Lg .

Next, we define a nonholonomic d-connection ∇̃d : g×g→
g to be a bilinear map satisfying

∇̃d
ξ
η=
�
∇̃nh
ξL
ηL

�
(e), (7)

where ∇̃nh is the nonholonomic connection corresponding
to the Levi-Civita connection ∇̃ on G. Then

∇̃d
ξ
η= ∇̃

g

ξ
η+ (∇̃

g

ξ
Q)(η),

where ∇̃
g

ξ
Q is the bilinear map (∇̃

g

ξ
Q)(η) = ∇̃

g

ξ
(Q(η))−

Q(∇̃ξη), where ∇̃g is the Riemannian g-connection cor-

responding to the Levi-Civita connection ∇̃ on G.

It follows that ∇̃d
ξ
η=P(∇̃

g

ξ
η), for all ξ,η ∈ d. Therefore,

we obtain the explicit expression for ξ,η ∈ d

∇̃d
ξ
η=

1

2
P
�
[ξ,η]g − ♯
�
ad∗
ξ
♭(η)
�
− ♯
�
ad∗
η
♭(ξ)
��

. (8)

We now express nonholonomic trajectories on Lie
groups in terms of the Riemannian d-connection (see
Stratoglou, Anahory Simoes, Bloch & Colombo (2023)
for details). Suppose that g : [a, b] → G is a nonholo-
nomic trajectory with respect to a left-invariant metric
and distribution D and let ξ(t) = g(t)−1 ġ(t). Then, ξ
satisfies

ξ̇+ ∇̃d
ξ
ξ= 0, (9)

or, equivalently,

ξ̇+ (P ◦ ♯)
�
ad∗
ξ(t)
♭(ξ(t))
�
= 0, ξ ∈ d. (10)

3 Nonholonomic systems on Riemannian homoge-
neous spaces

3.1 Homogeneous spaces

Let G be a connected Lie group equipped with a left-
invariant Riemannian metric. A homogeneous space H of G
is a smooth manifold on which G acts transitively. Any Lie
group is itself a homogeneous space, where the transitive
action is given by left-translation (or right-translation).

Suppose that Φ : G × H → H is a transitive left-action,
which we denote by g x := Φg(x). It can be shown that
for any x ∈ H, we have G/Stab(x) ∼= H as differentiable
manifolds, where Stab(x) := {g ∈ G | g x = x} denotes the
stabilizer subgroup (also called the isotropy subgroup) of
x , and G/Stab(x) denotes the space of equivalence classes
determined by the equivalence relation g ∼ h if and only
if g−1h ∈ Stab(x). In addition, for any closed Lie subgroup
K ⊂ G, the left-action Φ : G × G/K → G/K satisfying
Φg([h]) = [gh] for all g,h ∈ G is transitive, and so G/K
is a homogeneous space. Hence, we may assume without
loss of generality that H := G/K is a homogeneous space
of G for some closed Lie subgroup K . Let π : G → H be
the canonical projection map. With this notation, the left
multiplication commutes with the left action in the sense
that Φg ◦π= π ◦ Lg for any g ∈ G.

Example 1 Consider the special Euclidean group SE(3)
composed of rotations and translations in the space R3. An
element of SE(3) is a pair (R, r)where R is a rotation matrix
in SO(3) and r ∈ R3. Consider the action of SE(3) on R3

given by the map Ψ : SE(3)×R3→ R3, Ψ(R,r)(x) = Rx + r.

This action performs a rotation R on the vector x ∈ R3 fol-
lowed by a translation by r. This action is transitive, thus
R

3 has the structure of a homogeneous space.
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That is, R3 can be seen as the quotient R3 ≃ SE(3)/K where
K is a subgroup of SE(3) such that K = {(k, 0) : k ∈ SO(3)}
thus K ≃ SO(3). Moreover, K = Stab(0) for 0 ∈ R3 which is
the stabilizer subgroup of the action Ψ. The projection map
π : SE(3)→ R3 is given by π(R, r) = R0+ r = r.

Moreover, we have that SE(3) ≃ SO(3)×R3, using the hat

map identification (̂·) : R3 → so(3) and the standard ba-
sis {e1, e2, e3} for R3 (see Holm et al. (2009) for instance),
we have that the basis for the Lie algebra se(3) consists
of the elements ē1 = (0, e1), ē2 = (0, e2), ē3 = (0, e3), ē4 =
(ê1, 0), ē5 = (ê2, 0), ē6 = (ê3, 0). Hence, from the projection
map π, we deduce TIπ(ē1) = e1, TIπ(ē2) = e2, TIπ(ē3) =
e3, TIπ(ē4) = TIπ(ē5) = TIπ(ē6) = 0, where I denotes the
4× 4 identity matrix. �

We define the vertical subspace at g ∈ G by Verg :=
ker(Tgπ), from which we may construct the vertical bun-

dle as V G :=
⊔

g∈G{g}×Verg . Given a Riemannian metric

〈·, ·〉G on G, we define the horizontal subspace at any
point g ∈ G (with respect to 〈·, ·〉G) as the orthogonal

complement of Verg . That is, Horg := Ver⊥
g
. Similarly, we

define the horizontal bundle as HG :=
⊔

g∈G{g} ×Horg .

Both the vertical and horizontal bundles are vector bun-
dles, and are in fact subbundles of the tangent bundle
T G. It is clear that Tg G = Verg ⊕ Horg for all g ∈ G, so
that the Lie algebra g of G admits the decomposition
g= s⊕ h, where s is the Lie algebra of K and h ∼= Tπ(e)H.
We denote the orthogonal projections onto the vertical
and horizontal subspaces by V and H . Moreover, both
vertical and horizontal spaces are left-invariant, that is
Verg = Te Lg(s) and Horg = Te Lg(h), provided that the
Riemannian metric is left-invariant.

A section Z ∈ Γ (HG) is called a horizontal vector field.
That is, Z ∈ X(G) and Z(g) ∈ Horg for all g ∈ G. A vector
field Y ∈ X(G) is said to be π-related to some X ∈ X(H) if
(Tgπ)(Yg) = Xπ(g) for all g ∈ G. If, in addition, Y ∈ Γ (HG),
we say that Y is a horizontal lift of X . We further define
a horizontal lift of a smooth curve q : [a, b] → H as a
smooth curve q̃ : [a, b]→ G such that π ◦ q̃ = q and ˙̃q(t)
is horizontal for all t ∈ [a, b].

Let H be a homogeneous space of G and X ∈ X(H). In
Goodman & Colombo (2024b), the authors have shown
that for each X ∈ X(H), there exists a unique horizontal
lift X̃ of X . That is, the map ·̃ : X(H) → Γ (HG) sending
X 7→ X̃ is R-linear and one-to-one. Moreover, for each
smooth curves q : [a, b]→ H and q0 ∈ π

−1({q(a)}), there
exists a unique horizontal lift q̃ : [a, b]→ G of q satisfying
q̃(a) = q0, called the horizontal lift of q whose velocity

curve ˙̃q is π-related to q̇ and is horizontal. If q : [a, b]→ H
and q̃ : [a, b]→ G is a horizontal lift of q, then, for each
η̃ : [a, b] → h, there exists a unique X ∈ Γ (q) such that
its horizontal lift X̃ along q̃ satisfies (Tq̃(t)Lq̃(t)−1)(X̃ (t)) =
η̃(t) for all t ∈ [a, b].

3.2 Riemannian Homogeneous Spaces

Consider a connected Lie group G and a homogeneous
space H = G/K of G. Since H is a smooth manifold,
it can be equipped with a Riemannian metric. Similarly
to Section 2.2, we are interested in those metrics 〈·, ·〉H
which in some sense preserve the structure of the ho-
mogeneous space. In this case, we wish to choose 〈·, ·〉H
so that the canonical projection map π : G → H is a
Riemannian submersion. That is, so that Tgπ is a linear
isometry between Horg and Tπ(g)H for all g ∈ G. In such
a case, we call H a Riemannian homogeneous space. It
is clear that if H is a Riemannian homogeneous space,

then 〈H (X ),H (Y )〉G =


(Tgπ)(X ), (Tgπ)(Y )

�
H

for all

X , Y ∈ Tg G, g ∈ G. In particular,


X̃ , Ỹ
�

G
=


X , Y
�

H
for

all X , Y ∈ Tg G, g ∈ G. The metric 〈·, ·〉H is said to be G-
invariant if it is invariant under the left-action Φg for all
g ∈ G. It can be shown that every homogeneous space
H = G/K that admits a G-invariant metric is reductive.
That is, the Lie algebra admits a decomposition g= s⊕h,
where s is the Lie algebra of K , and h satisfies [s,h] ⊂ h.
In particular, this implies that h ∼= Tπ(e)(G/K) as vector
spaces.

Example 2 Continuing with Example 1, equip the Lie
group SE(3) with the usual left-invariant metric determined

by the inner product 〈(Ω̂1, r1), (Ω̂2, r2)〉se(3) = Ω
T
1
Ω2+ rT

1
r2,

where Ω1,Ω2 ∈ R
3 and r1, r2 ∈ R

3. Using this met-
ric we define an inner product on T0R

3 through the
relation 〈(TIπ)(ξ1), (TIπ)(ξ2)〉T0R

3 = 〈ξ1,ξ2〉se(3) for

all ξ1,ξ2 ∈ se(3) and we extend this inner prod-
uct to an SE(3)-invariant Riemannian metric on R3

by 〈X , Y 〉R3 = 〈(TrΦ(0,r))(X ), (TrΦ(0,r))(Y )〉T0R
3 where

X , Y ∈ TrR
3. Thus, since TrΦ(0,r) = I d, we have that

〈X , Y 〉R3 = X T Y , which is the standard Euclidean product
on R3.

With this Riemannian structure, we have that s =
ker(TIπ) = span{ē4, ē5, ē6} ≃ so(3) and we define h = s⊥

such that h= span{ē1, ē2, ē3} ≃ R
3. The adjoint operator for

the Lie algebra se(3) is given by ad : se(3)× se(3)→ se(3),

ad(Π̂,t)(Ω̂, s) = (ad
Π̂
Ω̂, Π̂s− Ω̂t),

where ad
Π̂
Ω̂ is the adjoint operator on so(3) and t, s ∈ R3

(see Holm et al. (2009) for instance).

Since s = span{ē4, ē5, ē6} ≃ so(3), the vertical space of
SE(3) is given by Verg = span{gē4, gē5, gē6} ≃ SO(3) and

the horizontal space is Horg = span{gē1, gē2, gē3} ≃ R
3

where g ∈ SE(3). The horizontal projection is given by

H (Ω̂, r) = (0, r). �

There is an equivalence between the existence of a G-
invariant metric on H and the existence of a left-invariant
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metric on G for which H is a Riemannian homogeneous
space, for more details see Goodman & Colombo (2024b).

Denote the Levi-Civita connections on H and G with re-
spect to these metrics by ∇ and ∇̃, respectively. In a Rie-
mannian homogeneous space, due to the fact that π is a
Riemannian submersion we have the remarkable property
that if a geodesic on G is horizontal at some point, then it
is horizontal at all points. In particular, the horizontal lift
of geodesics on H are geodesics on G (see O’Neill (1967)).
These geodesics are usually called horizontal geodesics.

Theorem 2 Let H be a Riemannian homogeneous space
with respect to a Lie group action by G. If g : [a, b]→ G is
a curve on G, q(t) = π(g(t)) the projection of g on H and
ξ(t) := (Tg(t)Lg−1(t))( ġ(t)), then the following statements
are equivalent:

(1) The curve g : [a, b]→ G is a horizontal geodesic,
(2) ξ(t) ∈ h for all t ∈ [a, b] and

ξ̇+ ∇̃
g

ξ
ξ= 0. (11)

(3) g(t) = q̃(t) and the curve q is a geodesic for ∇.

Proof 1 The proof that statements (1) and (2) are equiv-
alent derives from equation (6) and the fact that geodesics
horizontal at one point remain horizontal for all times. If
g(t) is a horizontal geodesic with respect to the Levi-Civita
connection, then

(Te Lg)
�
ξ̇+ ∇̃

g

ξ
ξ
�
= 0, ġ ∈ HG.

Since left-translation is a diffeomorphism, we have the de-
sired result.

The equivalence between (1) and (3) is a general fact for Rie-
mannian submersions that can be found on O’Neill (1967).

Example 3 Continuing with Examples 1 and 2, con-
sider a horizontal geodesic g : [a, b] → SE(3) given by
g(t) = (R, r(t)) where R is a constant element of SO(3)
and r(t) ∈ R3. The left translation to the identity gives

ξ = (Tg Lg−1)( ġ) = (RT ,−RT r(t))(0, ṙ(t)) =
�
0,RT ṙ
�

thus
ξ is an element of the horizontal subspace at the identity, i.e.
ξ ∈ h = Hore = span{ē1, ē2, ē3}. From Lemma 1, ∇̃

g

ξ
ξ = 0,

since ad∗
ξ
ξ= 0. Thus, (11) reads r̈ = 0. Let q(t) = π(g(t)).

So, q(t) = r(t) ∈ R3. Clearly, since r̈ = 0, we have that r
is a geodesic on R3. In addition, the horizontal lift of q(t)
to the point (R, r(0)) ∈ SE(3) is q̃(t) = (R, r(t)). �

The next Proposition relates the covariant derivative of
vector fields in G and H and will be useful later.

Proposition 1 (Lemma 45 from Ch. 7, O’Neill (1983))
Let ∇ and ∇̃ be the Levi-Civita connections on H and G,
respectively. Then,

(1) Tπ(∇̃X̃ Ỹ ) =∇X Y, X , Y ∈ X(H).

(2) H ∇̃X̃ Ỹ =à∇X Y , where the right-hand side denotes
the horizontal lift of the ∇X Y .

3.3 Mechanical systems on Riemannian homogeneous
spaces

For the rest of the paper, assume that H is a homogeneous
manifold acted on by the Lie group G and both manifolds
are equipped with Riemannian metrics making π : G→ H
a Riemannian submersion.

Let V : H → R be a potential function on the homoge-
neous space H. Via the projection map π, this potential
function induces a potential function on the Lie group G
denoted by Ṽ = V ◦π.

Let q : [a, b]→ H be a trajectory of a mechanical system
with Lagrangian function L : T H → R of the form (3).
Then, the curve q satisfies the equation

∇q̇q̇(t) = −grad V (q(t)), (12)

where grad is the gradient with respect to the metric on
H.

The next result establishes that the gradient vector field
àgrad Ṽ , whereàgrad is the gradient with respect to the
metric on G, is a horizontal vector field.

Lemma 3 If Ṽ = V ◦π is the potential function induced by

V : H → R, then the vector fieldàgrad Ṽ ∈ Γ (HG), where
àgrad is the gradient with respect to the metric on G.
Proof 2 By construction, since given a vertical vector field
Y ∈ V G, we have that

〈àgrad Ṽ , Y 〉 = dṼ (Y ) = dV (Tπ(Y )) = 0.

Due to the fact that the gradient vector field of the poten-
tial Ṽ is horizontal, one might deduce that the horizontal
lift g = q̃ of a curve q satisfying (12) satisfies the mechan-
ical equation

∇̃ ġ ġ = −àgrad Ṽ (g(t)). (13)

Writing this equation entirely in the Lie algebra of G is of-
ten impossible in real applications since the potential func-
tion Ṽ typically does not possess any invariance property
with respect to the group multiplication. Interesting appli-
cations in geometric control occur when the potential pos-
sesses partial symmetries Goodman & Colombo (2024a),
Colombo & Stratoglou (2023), Bloch et al. (2017).
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Theorem 3 Let H be a Riemannian homogeneous space
w.r.t a Lie group action by G and V : H → R a potential
function. If g : [a, b]→ G is a curve on G, q(t) = π(g(t))
the projection of g on H, and ξ(t) := (Tg(t)Lg−1(t))( ġ(t)),
then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) The curve g : [a, b]→ G is a horizontal trajectory of
the mechanical system (13), that is ġ(t) ∈ HG for all
t ∈ [a, b].

(2) ξ ∈ h on [a, b] and satisfies

ξ̇+ ∇̃
g

ξ
ξ = −(Tg Lg−1)
�àgrad Ṽ (g(t))
�

. (14)

(3) If q(t) = π(g(t)) then g(t) = q̃(t) and the curve q
satisfies (12).

Proof 3 The equivalence of the statements (1) and (2) is a
direct consequence of (5) and of equation (13). Indeed,

∇̃ ġ ġ = Te Lg

�
ξ̇+ ∇̃

g

ξ
ξ
�

from where it is clear that ∇̃ ġ ġ = −àgrad Ṽ (g(t)) if and

only if ξ̇+ ∇̃
g

ξ
ξ= −(Tg Lg−1)
�àgrad Ṽ (g(t))
�

since

(Te Lg)(Tg Lg−1)
�àgrad Ṽ (g(t))
�
=àgrad Ṽ (g(t)).

The equivalence of the statements (1) and (3) can be seen
firstly from the fact that if q(t) = π(g(t)) then g(t) = q̃(t)
if and only if g is horizontal.

Secondly, using Lemma 3 stating thatàgrad Ṽ is a horizontal
vector field and since by construction Ṽ = V ◦π, we conclude

that (Tπ)(àgrad Ṽ ) = grad V . Thus,àgrad Ṽ is the horizon-
tal lift of grad V . Thus, if g satisfies equation (13), then,
by Proposition 1(2), the horizontal lift of ∇q̇ q̇(t) must co-

incide with the horizontal lift of −àgrad Ṽ . Hence, equation
(12) must hold.

Conversely, suppose that equation (12) holds. By The-
orem 2, we know that the geodesic vector field of ∇̃
is tangent to HG, since geodesics with initial velocity
in HG, remain in HG for all time. Furthermore, from
Stratoglou, Anahory Simoes, Bloch & Colombo (2023), the
vector field whose trajectories are the solution of equation
(13) has the form

Γ̃ = G − (àgrad Ṽ (g(t)))v,

where G is the geodesic vector field of ∇̃ and (àgrad Ṽ (g(t)))v

is the vertical lift of the vector fieldàgrad Ṽ (g(t)). Thus, Γ
is the sum of two vector fields that are tangent to HG, im-
plying that Γ is itself tangent to HG. Consequently, if the
trajectories of Γ , that is, of equation (13), are horizontal at

one point, they are horizontal at all points. In particular,
since the trajectories of equation (13) project onto trajecto-
ries of equation (12), we msut have that the horizontal lift
g = q̃ must be a solution of (13).

3.4 Nonholonomic systems on Riemannian homogeneous
spaces

A distribution D on H is said to be G-invariant if Dg·π(e) =
(Φg)∗(Dπ(e)). We may consider the horizontal lift of the
distribution D to G. Given g ∈ G such that π(g) = q, we
have that D̃g = {ṽg ∈ Horg |(Tgπ)(ṽg) ∈ Dq }. Essentially,

D̃g is a subspace of Horg composed of the horizontal lift
of vectors in Dq.

Proposition 2 The distribution D̃g is left-invariant.

Proof 4 Let d = D̃e. Note that Teπ(d) = Dπ(e) by defi-
nition and also that, by G-invariance of D, we have that
Dπ(g) = (Tπ(e)Φg)(Dπ(e)) for all g ∈ G. Thus Dπ(g) =
(Te(Φg ◦ π))(d). In addition, since π commutes with the
action Φg and the left action, we also have that Dπ(g) =
(Te(π ◦ Lg))(d). Equivalently,

Dπ(g) = Tgπ(Te Lg(d)).

But notice that Te Lg(d) ∈ Horg since HG is left invariant,

and that Tgπ|Horg
maps D̃g isomorphically to Dπ(g). Both

these facts imply that D̃g = Te Lg(d).

As a consequence of the previous proposition, there exists
a subspace d of the Lie algebra g such that D̃g = Te Lg(d).

Throughout this section we will consider a G-invariant
distribution D on H and since the horizontal lift of D is a
left-invariant distribution D̃ on G, d will be the restriction
to the identity of D̃. The orthogonal complement of d
with respect to the inner product on g will be denoted by
d⊥. Note that d⊥ has non-zero intersections with both the
horizontal space h= HeG and the vertical space s= Vere,
while d ⊆ h.

Consider on G, the orthogonal projections P̃ : T G → D̃
and Q̃ : T G → D̃⊥. With this projections, we are able
to define the nonholonomic connection ∇̃nh given by the
analogous expression to that in (2):

∇̃nh
X

Y = ∇̃X Y + (∇̃X Q̃)(Y ).

Similarly, on the manifold H, we can define the nonholo-
nomic connection ∇nh with respect to the Riemannian
connection ∇ and the orthogonal projections P : T H →
D and Q : T H → D⊥. We have the following results re-
lating geodesics with respect to both nonholonomic con-
nections.
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Lemma 4 (Bullo & Lewis (2019), Section 2) Given a
Riemannian manifold Q, letting ∇ be the Levi-Civita con-
nection and D a non-integrable distribution then a curve
q : [a, b]→Q is a geodesic of the nonholonomic connection
∇nh if and only if

∇q̇q̇ ∈ D⊥ and q̇ ∈ D.

Then, we have the following result:

Lemma 5 A curve q : [a, b] → H is a geodesic associated
with ∇nh and the constraint distribution D if and only if
its tangent lift q̃ is a geodesic with respect to ∇̃nh and the
constraint distribution D̃.

Proof 5 Suppose q(t), t ∈ [a, b] is a curve in H such that
its tangent lift q̃ is a geodesic with respect to ∇̃nh and the

constraint distribution D̃. Thus ∇̃nh
˙̃q

˙̃q = 0 and ˙̃q ∈ D̃.

Then, by Lemma 4, we have that ∇̃˙̃q
˙̃q ∈ D̃⊥ and ˙̃q ∈ D̃.

Using Proposition 1 and also Tπ(D̃⊥) = D⊥, we conclude
that ∇q̇q̇ ∈ D⊥ and q̇ ∈ D. Finally, using Lemma 4 again,

we deduce that q satisfies ∇nh
q̇

q̇ = 0.

Conversely, if q satisfies ∇nh
q̇

q̇ = 0 then, by Lemma 4, it also

satisfies ∇q̇ q̇ ∈ D⊥ and q̇ ∈ D. Therefore, the horizontal

lift of ∇q̇q̇, denoted byß∇q̇ q̇ belongs to D̃⊥. But since by

the second statement of Proposition 1, we have that ∇̃˙̃q
˙̃q =

ß∇q̇ q̇q+V with V ∈ V G, and noting that V G ⊆ D̃⊥, we must

have that ∇̃˙̃q
˙̃q ∈ D̃⊥. Obviously, we have also that ˙̃q ∈ D̃.

We have the following result relating corresponding non-
holonomic trajectories in each space.

Theorem 4 Let H be a Riemannian homogeneous space
with respect to a Lie group action by G, D̃ ⊆ HG a left-
invariant distribution on G and V : H → R a potential
function. If g : [a, b]→ G is a curve on G, q(t) = π(g(t))
the projection of g on H and ξ(t) := (Tg(t)Lg−1(t))( ġ(t)),
then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) g : [a, b]→ G is a nonholonomic trajectory associated
to the mechanical Lagrangian (3) and the distribution
D̃.

(2) ξ ∈ d on [a, b] and satisfies

ξ̇+ ∇̃d
ξ
ξ = −P
�
(Tg Lg−1)
�àgrad Ṽ (g(t))
��

,

where P : g→ d is the projection associated with the
decomposition g = d⊕ d⊥ and ∇̃d is the d-connection
associated with ∇̃g and d defined by (7).

(3) If q(t) = π(g(t)), then q̇ ∈ D = Tπ(D̃), g(t) = q̃(t)
and q satisfies equations (4) associated with the G-
invariant metric on H and the distribution D.

Proof 6 We first prove the equivalence of the statements (1)
and (2) and later the equivalence between (1) and (3). If
(1) holds, then the curve g satisfies

∇̃nh
ġ

ġ = P̃(∇̃ ġ ġ)

which implies that g satisfies

P̃(∇̃ ġ ġ) = −P̃
�àgrad Ṽ (g(t))
�

.

Using the properties of ∇̃, one deduces that

P̃(Te Lg(ξ̇+ ∇̃
g

ξ
ξ)) = −P̃
�àgrad Ṽ (g(t))
�

.

Now, since P̃ ◦ (Te Lg) = (Te Lg) ◦P we also have that

(Te Lg ◦P)(ξ̇+ ∇̃
g

ξ
ξ) = −P̃
�àgrad Ṽ (g(t))
�

.

Equivalently, applying Tg Lg−1 to both sides and using again
the expression relating the projections

P(ξ̇+ ∇̃
g

ξ
ξ) = −P ◦ Tg Lg−1

�àgrad Ṽ (g(t))
�

.

Finally, since ġ ∈ D̃ we have thatξ ∈ d and ξ̇ ∈ d. Therefore,
using the fact that∇d

ξ
η=P(∇

g

ξ
η), for all ξ,η ∈ d we have

that

ξ̇+ ∇̃d
ξ
ξ= −P ◦ Tg Lg−1

�àgrad Ṽ (g(t))
�

.

Reversing all the arguments, we conclude that (2) also im-
plies (1).

Suppose (1) holds. The curve g(t) is horizontal and by def-
inition D = Tπ(D̃) so g(t) = q̃(t) and q̇ ∈ D. Also, if g is
a nonholonomic trajectory, it satisfies

∇̃nh
ġ

ġ = −P̃
�âgradṼ
�

.

It is not difficult to prove a similar result to that from Lemma
5 in the presence of a potential function. Indeed, the previous
equation is equivalent to

∇̃ ġ ġ +ãgrad Ṽ ∈ D̃⊥

and ġ ∈ D̃. The fact that the gradient vector fieldãgrad Ṽ
projects onto grad V and from Proposition 1, we have that

∇q̇q̇+ grad V (q(t)) ∈ D⊥ and q̇ ∈ D
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which implies that

∇nh
q̇

q̇ = −P (gradV (q(t))) .

Conversely, if (3) holds then g(t) is not only horizontal
but also ġ(t) ∈ D̃. Let h(t) be a curve on G satisfying the
equation

∇̃nh

ḣ
ḣ = −P̃

�âgradṼ

�
,

with intial condition h(0) = g(0) and ḣ(0) = ġ(0) ∈ D̃.
h(t) is a curve whose velocity lies in D̃ for all t and projects
to the unique solution p(t) of the equation

∇nh
ṗ

ṗ = −P (gradV (p(t))) ,

with initial position p(0) = q(0) and initial velocity ṗ(0) =
q̇(0). Hence, p(t) = q(t), and by uniqueness of the horizon-
tal lift h(t) = g(t).

4 Virtual nonholomic constraints on Riemannian ho-
mogeneous spaces

4.1 Virtual constraints

Next, we briefly recall the concept of virtual constraints
on a n-dimensional manifold Q. Suppose that we have
a mechanical controlled system, where the control force
F : TQ× U → T ∗Q is of the form

F(q, q̇,u) =

m∑
a=1

uaαa(q) (15)

where αa is a one-form on Q with m< n, U ⊂ Rm the set
of controls and ua ∈ R with 1≤ a ≤ m the control inputs.
Then, the Riemannian form of the equations of motion
reads

∇q̇(t)q̇(t) = grad V (q(t)) + ua(t)Ya(q(t)), (16)

with Ya = ♯(α
a) the corresponding force vector fields. The

distribution F ⊆ TQ generated by the vector fields Ya is
called the input distribution associated with the mechan-
ical control system (16).

Definition 3 A virtual constraint associated with the me-
chanical control system (16) is a controlled invariant distri-
butionD ⊆ TQ for that system, that is, there exists a control
function û : D → Rm such that the solution of the closed-
loop system satisfies φt(D) ⊆ D, where φt : TQ → TQ
denotes its flow.

Provided that F and D are complementary distributions,
there is a unique control law for the system (16) mak-
ing D a virtual constraint, see Consolini et al. (2018),

Consolini & Costalunga (2015) for the holonomic case
and Simoes et al. (2023), Stratoglou, Simoes, Bloch & Colombo
(2023a), Stratoglou, Simoes, Bloch & Colombo (2023b),
for the nonholonomic one.

4.2 Virtual nonholonomic constraints on Riemannian ho-
mogeneous spaces

Suppose that H is a homogenous manifold, acted by a Lie
group G, π : G → H denotes the associated projection
and consider a mechanical control system of the type (16)
on the homogeneous manifold H. Suppose that the force
vector fields Ya are G-invariant. In particular, the input
distribution F is G-invariant and Fq = (Tπ(e)Φg)(Fπ(e)),
for q ∈ H and g ∈ G such that q = Φg(π(e)). In addition,
suppose that D is also a G-invariant distribution on H so
that Dq = (Tπ(e)Φg)(Dπ(e)), where q ∈ H.

Using the identification between h and Tπ(e)H described
in the previous section, there exists a subspace d of h
such that Teπ(d) = Dπ(e). Likewise, there exist a subspace
f ⊆ h such that Teπ(f) = Fπ(e). These identifications are
particularly important for reproducing the trajectories of
the Lie algebra on the homogeneous space and vice-versa.

On the Lie algebra g, consider the controlled mechanical
system of the form

ġ = Te Lgξ, ξ̇+ ∇̃
g

ξ
ξ+ Tg Lg−1

�ßgrad Ṽ (g(t))
�
= ũa fa,

(17)
where the vectors fa ∈ h are defined by Teπ( fa) =
Ya(π(e)) and span the control input subspace f =
span{ f1, . . . , fm}. It is not difficult to prove that this sys-
tem evolves inside the horizontal bundle, provided that ξ
starts in h. However, we are interested in something else.
We would like to know if there exists a control law, that
is a function ũ : d→ U , forcing the trajectories to remain
in d.

Definition 4 The above subspace f of the horizontal space
h ⊆ g is called the control input subspace associated with
the mechanical control system (17).

Definition 5 A virtual nonholonomic constraint associated
with the mechanical system of type (17) is a controlled in-
variant subspace d of h, that is, there exists a control law
making the subspace d invariant under the flow of the closed-
loop system, i.e. ξ(0) ∈ d and ξ(t) ∈ d, ∀t ≥ 0.

With this definition we can state the main result of this
section: the existence of a control law making d a virtual
nonholonomic constraint.

Theorem 5 Suppose h = f⊕ d. Then there exists a unique
control law ũ∗ making d a virtual nonholonomic constraint
for the controlled mechanical system (17).
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Proof 7 Let dimd= d and dim f = m= k−d. Consider the
covectors µ1 . . . ,µm ∈ h

∗ spanning the annihilator subspace
of d. ξ(t) is a curve on h satisfying ξ(t) ∈ d for all time
if and only if it satifies µa(ξ(t)) = 0 for all a = 1, . . . , m.
Differentiating this equation and supposing that ξ(t) is a
solution of the closed loop system (17) for an appropriate
choice of control law ũ, we have that

−µa
�
∇̃

g

ξ
ξ+ (Tg Lg−1)
�ßgrad Ṽ (g(t))
��
+ ũbµa( fb) = 0.

Since ∇̃
g

ξ
ξ + (Tg Lg−1)
�ßgrad Ṽ (g(t))
�
∈ h and h = f ⊕ d,

there is a unique way to decompose this vector as the sum

∇̃
g

ξ
ξ+ (Tg Lg−1)
�ßgrad Ṽ (g(t))
�
= η(t) +τb(t) fb ,

with η(t) ∈ d. In addition, note that the coefficients τb

may be regarded as functions on h. In fact, its definition is
associated with the projection to f together with the choice

of { fb} as a basis for f. Therefore, µa(ξ̇(t)) = 0 if and only if

(τb − ũb)µa( fb) = 0.

Since µa( fb) is an invertible matrix, we conclude that τb =
ũb proving existence and uniqueness of a control law making
d a virtual constraint.

Remark 1 The transversality assumption appearing in
the previous theorem is related to another appearing
in the literature of virtual holonomic constraints (see
Consolini & Costalunga (2015), Consolini et al. (2018)).
In particular, the assumption of (vector) relative degree
{1, . . . , 1} appearing in the literature of zero dynamics
manifolds (see Isidori (1985)) concerning control systems
evolving in Euclidean spaces. If Fg = Te Lg(f) is the left

invariant distribution induced by f, D̃g = Te Lg(d) is the
left invariant distribution induced by d, φ : TQ → Rm

a map annihilating on D̃ and Y a ∈ F are vectors span-
ning F , then the relative degree of φ is {1, . . . , 1} if
〈dφ(vq), (Y

a)V
vq
〉 6= 0 for all a, which holds by virtue of the

fact that Y is not contained in D̃.

By construction, if (g(t),ξ(t)) is a trajectory of the con-
trolled mechanical system (17), then g(t) is a horizontal
curve. We will prove next that g is in fact the horizontal
lift of the curve q(t) = π(g(t)) and that q is the trajectory
of a controlled mechanical system of the form

∇q̇(t)q̇(t) = −grad V (q(t)) + ua(t)Ya(q(t)).

In addition, if ξ(t) ∈ d for all t, then q̇(t) ∈ Dq(t) for all t.
Then, by uniqueness of the control law making the distri-
bution D a virtual nonholonomic constraint, the control
law ũ∗ ∈ U given in Theorem 5 must also be the unique
control law making D control invariant. We summarize
these facts in the next result.

Theorem 6 Let ũ∗ : d→ U be the unique control law given
by Theorem 5 and (g,ξ) : [a, b]→ G×g the solution of the
associated closed-loop system

ġ = (Te Lg)(ξ)

ξ̇+ ∇̃
g

ξ
ξ+ (Tg Lg−1)
�ßgrad Ṽ (g(t))
�
= ũ∗a(ξ) fa,

(18)

with ξ(0) ∈ d. If q(t) = π(g(t)) then q̇(t) ∈ Dq(t), g(t) =
q̃(t) and q satisfies

∇q̇(t)q̇(t) = −grad V (q(t)) + u∗a(t)Ya(q(t)).

with u∗a(t) := u∗a(q(t), q̇(t)) = ũ∗a(ξ(t)).

Proof 8 By construction of the g-connection, if (g,ξ) satis-
fies equation (17), then g satisfies

∇̃ ġ ġ +ßgrad Ṽ (g(t)) = ũ∗a((Tg Lg−1)( ġ))( f L)a,

where f L
a
= Te Lg( fa). Moreover, since ξ(t) ∈ d in [a, b]

we have that ġ(t) ∈ D̃. In particular, g is horizontal and,
hence, g(t) = q̃(t).

By Proposition 1, Tπ projects ∇̃˙̃q
˙̃q to ∇q̇ q̇. In addition,

from Lemma 3,ßgrad Ṽ (q̃(t)) is the horizontal vector field
projected onto grad V (q(t)) by Tπ. Finally,

Tgπ( f
L

a
(g)) = Tgπ(Te Lg( fa)) = Tπ(e)Φg(Teπ( fa)),

where the last equality comes from the relationπ◦Lg = Φg ◦
π. Now, using that Ya(e) = Teπ( fa) and the G-invariance
of Ya, implying that Ya(g) = Tπ(e)Φg(Ya(e)) we deduce that

Tgπ( f
L

a
(g)) = Ya.

If we define u∗a(q(t), q̇(t)) := ũ∗a(Tq̃(t)Lq̃(t)−1
˙̃q(t)), we ob-

tain the desired result.

4.3 The induced constrained connection

Let us define the projections pd : g → d and pf : g →
f⊕ s, associated with the direct sum h = d⊕ f. Note that,
from the first decomposition of the Lie algebra in terms of
horizontal and vertical spaces, i.e., g= h⊕s, we obtain the
three-part decomposition of the Lie algebra g= d⊕ (f⊕ s)
to which the above projections are associated.

Now let us define the Lie algebra connection called ∇̃d,f-
connection given by

∇̃
d,f

ξ
η= ∇̃

g

ξ
η+ (∇̃

g

ξ
pf)(η),

Theorem 7 The trajectory of the closed-loop system (18) is
a trajectory of the equations

ġ = (Te Lg)(ξ),

ξ̇+ ∇̃
d,f

ξ
ξ+ pd

�
(Tg Lg−1)
�ßgrad Ṽ (g(t))
��
= 0.

(19)
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Proof 9 It is not difficult to prove that if ξ ∈ d, then ∇̃
d,f

ξ
ξ =

pd

�
∇̃

g

ξ
ξ
�
. Attending to the fact that ξ(t) ∈ d along the

solutions of the closed loop system, then we have that

ξ̇+ ∇̃
d,f

ξ
ξ= ξ̇+ pd

�
∇̃

g

ξ
ξ
�
= pd

�
ξ̇+ ∇̃

g

ξ
ξ
�

And using that pd( fa) = 0, we deduce

ξ̇+ ∇̃
d,f

ξ
ξ= −pd

�
(Tg Lg−1)
�ßgrad Ṽ (g(t))
��

Remark 2 Consider the affine connection ∇D,F on H asso-
ciated with the projections PD : T H → D and PF : T H →
F . Then the trajectories (g,ξ) of (19) generate a trajectory
q(t) = π(g(t)) which satisfies

∇D,F

q̇(t)
q̇(t) = −PD(grad V (q(t))).

This is a consequence of Theorems 6 and 7 together with
Theorem 2 in Simoes et al. (2023).

4.4 Example: A sphere rolling over another sphere

Consider a sphere rolling on another sphere. For simplic-
ity we consider the radius of the rolling sphere to be 1 and
that of the stationary sphere equal to ρ > 1. The rolling
sphere is equipped with an orthonormal frame fixed at its
center. The motion of the sphere is completely described
by its position on the standing sphere given by a normal-
ized vector r ∈ S2 and by a rotation matrix R ∈ SO(3)
which gives the orientation of the frame of the rolling
sphere related to a fixed frame at the center of the station-
ary one. Thus, the configuration space is H = S2×SO(3).

The Lie group SO(3) acts transitively on the 2-sphere S2

by left multiplication, hence the latter is a homogeneous
space i.e. it can be seen as the quotient of the SO(3) and a
closed subgroup of SO(3), namely S2 ≃ SO(3)/K̃ , where
the subgroup K̃ is isomorphic to SO(2) expressing its el-

ements k ∈ K̃ by k =




cos(θ) − sin(θ) 0

sin(θ) cos(θ) 0

0 0 1


 with θ ∈ S1.

For the second component of the configuration manifold
H, that is SO(3), which is a Lie group, the same occurs triv-
ially with the left-multiplication on itself and the homoge-
neous structure is SO(3) ≃ SO(3)/I , where I is the iden-
tity matrix. Ultimately, the Lie group G = SO(3)× SO(3)
acts transitively on H by the Lie group action Φ : G ×
H → H, with Φ(S,R)(r, T ) = (Sr,RT ). For e3 = [0 0 1]T ,
we define K = Stab((e3, I)) which is the stabilizer sub-
group of the action Φ. The projection map π : G → H is
given by π(S,R) = (Se3,RI). We will denote the projec-
tion SO(3)→ S2 also by π̃, i.e., π̃(S) = Se3,S ∈ SO(3).

Using the hat map, we identify so(3) ∼= R3. Con-
sider the orthonormal basis {ê1, ê2, ê3} of so(3), where

e1, e2, e3 is the standard basis on R3 so, we have
π∗(ê1, ·) = (−e2, ·),π∗(ê2, ·) = (e1, ·) and π∗(ê3, ·) = (0, ·).

Suppose the Lie group G = SO(3) × SO(3) is equipped
with a left-invariant metric given by the inner prod-

uct on g = so(3) × so(3), i.e. 〈(Π̂1, Ω̂1), (Π̂2, Ω̂2)〉g =

〈Π̂1, Π̂2〉so(3) + 〈Ω̂1, Ω̂2〉so(3) = Π
T
1
Π2 + Ω

T
1
JΩ2 for all

Π1,Π2,Ω1,Ω2 ∈ R
3 and J the moment of inertia tensor.

Using this left-invariant metric of the Lie group G we
define an inner product on Te3

S
2 × so(3) via the relation

〈X , Y 〉Te3
S2×so(3) := 〈π−1

∗ X ,π−1
∗ Y 〉g = x · y + X̄ TJȲ for all

X , Y ∈ Te3
S

2×so(3) where X = (x , X̄ ) and Y = (y, Ȳ ). Fol-
lowing Goodman & Colombo (2024b) we have that the
first part of 〈·, ·〉Te3

S2×so(3) is the standard Euclidean metric

with respect to the basis {e1, e2}. Thus, we can extend this
inner product to an SO(3)-invariant Riemannian metric
on H = S2 × SO(3) by left-action given by 〈X , Y 〉H =
〈R̄−1X , R̄−1Y 〉Te3

S2×so(3) = 〈π
−1
∗ (R̄

−1X ),π−1
∗ (R̄

−1Y )〉g =

ST x · ST y + (RT X̄ )TJRT Ȳ = x · y + X̄ T (RJRT )Ȳ . for all
X , Y ∈ TqS

2×TRSO(3), R̄ = (S,R) ∈ G such that π(S,R) =

(q,R), where R̄−1X = (S−1,R−1) · (x , X̄ ) = (S−1 x ,R−1X̄ )
for X = (x , X̄ ) and Y = (y, Ȳ ).

With the Riemannian homogeneous structure above, we
have that s= ker(π∗|g) = span{(ê3, 0)} and we define h=

s⊥ such that h = span{(ê1, 0), (ê2, 0), (0, ê1), (0, ê2), (0, ê3)}.
For the inner product on g, the flat map ♭g : g → g∗ is
given by ♭g(Π,Ω) = (Π,JΩ) and its inverse, the sharp

map ♯g : g∗ → g, is given by ♯g(µ,ν) = (µ,J−1ν), where

µ and ν are vectors in R3 identified with the matrices µ̄

and ν̄ in g∗ through the dual pairing


µ̄, Π̂
�
= µT

Π and

ν̄, Ω̂
�
= νT

Ω. The adjoint operator ad : g × g → g for
g= so(3)× so(3) is given by

adξη= (ad
Π̂1
Π̂2, ad

Ω̂1
Ω̂2) = ([Π̂1, Π̂2], [Ω̂1, Ω̂2])

= (ÛΠ1 ×Π2,ÛΩ1 ×Ω2)

where ad
Π̂1
Π̂2 and ad

Ω̂1
Ω̂2 are the adjoint operators on

so(3) given by the cross product of vectors on R3 using the

hat map, ξ = (Π̂1, Ω̂1) and η = (Π̂2, Ω̂2). The co-adjoint
operator is given by ad∗

(Π̂,Ω))
(µ,ν) = (µ×Π,ν×Ω).

Since s = span{(ê3, 0)}, the vertical space of G at g =
(S,R) is defined by VerS × {0} = span{(TI LS(ê3), 0)} and
the horizontal space is defined as HorS × TRSO(3) where
HorS = span{(TI LS(ê1), TI LS(ê2))}. The horizontal projec-

tion can be calculated by H (Π̂, Ω̂) = (ØΠ× e3, Ω̂).

The g-connection is given by

∇̃
g

ξ
η=

1

2

�Û(Π1 ×Π2),ÛΩ1 ×Ω2 − ÛJ−1(JΩ1 ×Ω2 − JΩ2 ×Ω1)
�

,

where ξ= (Π̂1, Ω̂1) and η= (Π̂2, Ω̂2).
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For a horizontal curve R̄ : [a, b]→ G we have from Lemma
2 that

∇̃˙̄R
˙̄R(t) = R̄(t)
�
ξ̇+ ∇̃

g

ξ
ξ(t)
�

= (S,R)
�

˙̂
Π, ˙̂
Ω−
� ÛJ−1(JΩ×Ω)
��

,

where ξ = R̄−1 ˙̄R and R̄ = (S,R). In particular, if R̄ is a
horizontal geodesic then from the respective equation ξ =

(Π̂, Ω̂) satisfies

Π̇ = 0, JΩ̇ = JΩ×Ω.

Note here that the second equation is the usual Euler
equation for a rigid body.

Suppose we want to impose the non-slipping condition
expressed by the nonholonomic constraints equations

q̇ · Re1 = −eT
2
ω, and q̇ · Re2 = eT

1
ω

which, in the north pole, can be written as

ẋ = −eT
2
ω, ẏ = eT

1
ω.

The constraint in the tangent space of the north pole,
TqH, can be written as span{(e2, ê1), (−e1, ê2), (0, ê3)} ⊆
TqH and the same constraints expressed in the Lie algebra
so(3) define the subspace d = span{(−ê1, ê1), (−ê2, ê2),
(0, ê3)} ⊆ h. Thus, we define f = span{(ê1, ê1), (ê2, ê2)}
and we look for a control law that makes the system

Π̇ = u, JΩ̇ = JΩ×Ω+ u (20)

control invariant, where u = (u1,u2, 0) ∈ R3.

Let us consider J to be a diagonal matrix with entries
Ji , i = 1,2,3. Differentiating the constraint equations and
expressing them in terms of the Lie group, we get

Π̇2 = −eT
2
Ω̇, Π̇1 = −eT

1
Ω̇.

Thus, using the equations (20), we have that the unique
control law that makes d a virtual nonholonomic con-
straint is

u1 =
J3 − J2

J1 + 1
Ω2Ω3, u2 =

J1 − J3

J2 + 1
Ω1Ω3.

4.5 Example: Blade moving on a sphere

Consider a blade moving on a sphere. To analyse the sys-
tem fix a great circle on the sphere, called the equator and
a coordinate system fixed on the body {e1, e2}, attached to
the point of contact of the blade. The configuration of the
body is described by its position on the sphere r ∈ S2, and

the angle ϑ defined as the angle between the tangent vec-
tor to the equator and the velocity vector of the geodesic
passing through r with direction e1 at the point at which
the two great circles intersect. Hence, the configuration is
H = S2 × S1.

Regarding the first component of H, the analysis in the
previous example applies here as well and S1 is a Lie
group so H is a homogeneous space. Thus, we have that
the Lie group G = SO(3) × S1 acts transitively on H by
the action Ψ : G ×H → H, with Ψ(S,ϕ)(r,ϑ) = (Sr,ϕ + ϑ).

For e3 = [0 0 1]T we define K = Stab((e3, 0)) which is the
stabilizer subgroup of the action Φ. The projection map
is π : G → H is given by π(S,ϕ) = (Se3,ϕ). By abuse
of notation, we will denote the projection SO(3) → S2

also by π, i.e., π(S) = Se3,S ∈ SO(3). The Lie algebra is
so(3)×R, where the first component is as in Example 4.4.

Suppose the Lie group G = SO(3) × S1 is equipped with
a left-invariant metric given by the inner product on

g = so(3) ×R, i.e. 〈(Π̂1,ω1), (Π̂2,ω2)〉g = 〈Π̂1, Π̂2〉so(3) +

〈ω1,ω2〉R = Π
T
1
Π2 + ω1ω2 for all Π1,Π2 ∈ R

3 and
ω1,ω2 ∈ R. Using this left-invariant metric of the Lie
group G we define an inner product on Te3

S
2 ×R via the

relation 〈X , Y 〉Te3
S2×R := 〈π−1

∗ X ,π−1
∗ Y 〉g = x · y +ω1ω2

for all X , Y ∈ Te3
S

2 ×R, where X = (x ,ω1), Y = (y,ω2).
As previously, we can extend this inner product to
a G-invariant Riemannian metric on H = S2 × S1 by
left-action given by 〈X , Y 〉H = 〈R̄

−1X , R̄−1Y 〉Te3
S2×R =

〈π−1
∗ (R̄

−1X ),π−1
∗ (R̄

−1Y )〉g = ST x · ST y + ω1ω2 =

x · y+ω1ω2 for all X , Y ∈ TqS
2×TθS

1, R̄ = (S,ϕ) ∈ G such

that π(S,ϕ) = (q,θ) where R̄−1X = (S−1,−ϕ)(x ,ω1) =
(S−1 x ,ω1) and X = (x ,ω1), Y = (y,ω2).

With the Riemannian homogeneous structure above
we have that s = ker(π∗|g) = span{(ê3, 0)} and

h = s⊥ = span{(ê1, 0), (ê2, 0), (0,1)}. Associated with
the inner product, the flat map ♭g : g → g∗ is given
by ♭g(Π,ω) = (Π,ω) and its inverse, the sharp map
♯g : g∗→ g, is given by ♯g(µ,λ) = (µ,λ) where µ is a vec-

tor in R3 identified with the matrix µ̄ in g∗ through the

dual pairing


µ̄, Π̂
�
= µT

Π and λ ∈ R. The adjoint opera-
tor of g= so(3)×R to itself is given by ad : g× g→ g,

adξη= (ad
Π̂1
Π̂2, adω1

ω2) = ([Π̂1, Π̂2], 0) = (ÛΠ1 ×Π2, 0)

where ad
Π̂1
Π̂2 is the adjoint operator on so(3), ξ =

(Π̂1,ω1) and η = (Π̂2,ω2). The co-adjoint operator is
given by ad∗

(Π̂,ω)
(µ,ν) = (µ×Π, 0).

Since s = span{(ê3, 0)} the vertical space of G is de-
fined by VerS × {0} = span{(TI LS(ê3), 0)} and the hor-
izontal space is defined as HorS × S

1 where HorS =
span{TI LS(ê1), TI LS(ê2)} for S ∈ SO(3). The horizontal

projection in given by H (Π̂,ω) = (ØΠ× e3,ω).
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The g-connection is given by

∇̃
g

ξ
η=

1

2
(ÛΠ1 ×Π2, 0),

where ξ= (Π̂1,ω1) and η= (Π̂2,ω2).

For a horizontal curve R̄ : [a, b]→ G we have from Lemma
2 that

∇̃˙̄R
˙̄R(t) = R̄(t)
�
ξ̇+ ∇̃

g

ξ
ξ(t)
�
= (S,R)
�

˙̂
Π, ˙̂
Ω

�
,

where ξ = R̄−1 ˙̄R and R̄ = (S,ϑ). In particular, if R̄ is a
horizontal geodesic then from the respective equation ξ =

(Π̂,ω) satisfies
Π̇ = 0, ω̇ = 0.

The above equations in the homogeneous space take the
form

R(̇Π× e3) = 0, ω̇= 0.

For simplicity consider that the equator passes from the
north pole then the constraint on the tangent plane at the
north pole is given by the knife edge constraint (see Bloch
(2003) Section 1.6) ẋ sinϑ = ẏ cosϑ. This equation de-
fines the vector space De3

= span{X = cosϑe1+ sinϑe2}×
R ⊂ Te3

H and the same constraints expressed in the Lie

algebra g define the distribution d = span{(− sinϑê1 +
cosϑê2, 0), (0,1)} ⊆ h. Thus, we define f = span{(cosϑê1+
sinϑê2, 0)} and we look for a control law that makes the
system

Π̇1 = u cosϑ, Π̇2 = u sinϑ, Π̇3 = 0, ω̇ = 0 (21)

control invariant.

Differentiating the constraint equations and expressing
them in terms of the Lie group, we get

Π̇2 sinϑ+ Π̇2ω cosϑ+ Π̇1 cosϑ − Π̇1ω sinϑ = 0

Thus, using the equations (21) we have that the unique
control law making d a virtual nonholonomic constraint is

u =ω (Π1 sinϑ −Π2 cosϑ) .

5 Conclusions

We have studied virtual nonholonomic constraints for me-
chanical control systems evolving on Riemannian homo-
geneous spaces by examining the dynamics on the Lie al-
gebra of the symmetry group. Taking advantage of the
linear structure, we have shown the existence and unique-
ness of a control law allowing one to define a virtual non-
holonomic constraint and we have characterized the tra-
jectories of the closed-loop system as solutions of a me-
chanical system associated with an induced constrained
connection.

By transporting the control system to a linear space, our
methodology could help in designing new control laws to
enforce a virtual nonholonomic constraint when the con-
figuration manifold is difficult to tackle directly without
the use of symmetries. In addition, the qualitative prop-
erties of the closed-loop system are in general easier to
investigate in a linear space than in an arbitrary nonlin-
ear configuration manifold. In particular, investigating the
stabilization of the virtual constraints, which is part of our
future work.
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