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Abstract. Hybrid dynamical systems are systems which undergo both continuous and discrete transitions. As
typical in dynamical analysis, an essential goal is to study the long-term behavior of these systems. In
this work, we present two different novel approaches for studying these systems. The first approach is
based on constructing an analog of the Frobenius-Perron (transport) operator for hybrid systems.
Rather than tracking the evolution of a single trajectory, this operator encodes the asymptotic nature
of an ensemble of trajectories. The second approach presented applies to an important subclass of
hybrid systems, mechanical impact systems. We develop an analog of Lie-Poisson(-Suslov) reduction
for left-invariant impact systems on Lie groups. In addition to the Hamiltonian (and constraints) being
left-invariant, the impact surface must also be a right coset of a normal subgroup. This procedure
allows a reduction from a 2n-dimensional system to an (n+ 1)-dimensional one. We conclude the
paper by presenting numerical results on a diverse array of applications.
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1. Introduction. A characteristic pursuit in dynamical systems is to study and understand
their long-term behavior. One approach to understand a system’s asymptotic properties is
through a probabilistic lens. If the dynamics preserve a probability measure, then the celebrated
Poincaré recurrence and ergodic theorems can be applied. These results are well-studied in the
cases where the evolution is either discrete (an iterated map) or continuous (a flow induced by
a differential equation) [20]; however, many real world phenomena are described by systems
that fail to be exclusively discrete nor continuous [15]. Consider the pedagogical example of a
bouncing ball: as it flies through the air, its motion is continuous (ballistic motion is described
by a differential equation), but when it hits the ground there is an instantaneous change in
momentum (by applying the so-called impact map), see Figure 1. We call such systems hybrid
systems—dynamical systems whose evolution are subject to both continuous and discrete laws
[5].

Although hybrid systems are ubiquitous in real life applications, their rigorous study is
made difficult due to combination of continuous and discrete dynamics, and is consequently less
developed in the literature. As such, the overarching goal of this work is to extend preexisting
theory to hybrid systems to (a) study such systems through a probabilistic lens and (b) leverage
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the geometry of such systems in order to reduce the difficulty/dimension of the problem.
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(a) Bouncing ball in T ∗R
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(b) Bouncing Ball with coefficient of elasticity of c = 0.5.

Figure 1: Plots of the motion of the bouncing ball. Left: Phase plot on T ∗R with the momentum
and position of the ball. Right: Trajectory of the ball, which tracks the height x(t) of the ball.
The guard is given by S = {(x, p) ∈ T ∗R ∼= R2 : x = 0, p < 0}.

Consider the continuous-time dynamical system ẋ = X(x), where X is a vector-field on the
ambient manifold M . Let S be a distinguished codimension one (embedded) submanifold
called the guard ; this encodes location
of the discrete transitions. Finally, we
introduce the reset map, ∆: S → M ,
which dictates the discrete transition.
Such a system will be called hybrid and
its dynamics will be governed by the
following rule

(1.1)

{
ẋ = X(x), x ̸∈ S,
x+ = ∆(x−), x ∈ S.

This system exhibits continuous behav-
ior away from the guard and discrete
when the state enters the guard. If the
guard is in its image, i.e., ∆(S)∩S ̸= ∅,
then multiple resets can immediately
occur—a phenomenon called beating. To
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Figure 2: Schematic drawing of a hybrid system.

avoid this, we will assume that the guard is disjoint from its image under the reset map. More
technical details for the hybrid system governed by (1.1) will be discussed in Section 2.1.

The Frobenius-Perron and Koopman operators are adjoint linear transfer operators that
describe the evolution of scalar observables. Linear operator theory provides a framework for
studying non-linear dynamical systems by obtaining infinite-dimensional linear representations
of the system, which can be used for the spectral analysis of nonlinear dynamical systems
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[6, 27]. This allows for an elegant study of the asymptotic behaviour by looking at successive
iterates of the Koopman and Frobenius-Perron operators, and their proprieties in the limit of
infinitely many iterations.

Despite the fact that Koopman’s original ideas were published nearly a century ago, work
on the subject was not popularized until fairly recently, due to a lack of efficient algorithms and
computing power capable of calculating the Koopman operator. This theory is well-defined for
both discrete- and continuous-time systems as right composition. However, current methods
have shown that even when taking ino advantage the linearity of the Koopman operator, there
are limitations when handling higher-dimensional systems [31]. This leads us into our second
approach—geometric dimension reduction.

The theory of reduction plays an important role in classical mechanics. Lie-Poisson reduction
concerns the case when the configuration space is a Lie group, G, and reduces the dynamics from
the symplectic manifold T ∗G to the Poisson manifold g∗ effictively decreasing the dimension of
the system from 2n to n [26, Chapter 13]. Discrete analogs have been proposed [25], where
the Lie group is finite dimensional, and the Lagrangian is discrete. Hybrid systems pose a
challenge due to the fact that the equations of motion come from a continuous Hamiltonian,
whereas the discrete impacts are provided by an arbitrary map which might not come from a
discrete Lagrangian as in [25]. Therefore, neither the continuous nor the discrete reduction can
be directly applied.

It is possible to leverage the symmetries of the continuous part of a hybrid system, but in
order to do this, it is necessary to document the locations and effects of the discrete impacts.
This is why, for hybrid systems, reduction from 2n to n is not achievable. In this paper we
propose a method (see 3.22) that allows reduction to n + 1 dimensions, where the ‘extra’
dimension is used to record the locations of the discrete impacts on the guard.

The goal of this work is to extend and combine these theories such that they can be used
on more complex hybrid systems. For instance, the state space of a robotic device is often high
dimensional, especially when one has to take into account a large number of components that
work together to fulfill the functionality of the device. By reducing the dimension and studying
the long-term behaviour of this system one could understand robustness and stability.

This manuscript is organized as follows: Section 2 contains the necessary preliminaries
of hybrid systems (2.1), the classical Frobenius-Perron and Koopman operators (2.2), and
reduction (2.3). Section 3 contains our results, specifically the hybrid Frobenius-Perron operator
(3.1) and hybrid Lie-Poisson reduction (3.2). Section 4 contains numerical results for four
examples: the bouncing ball (4.1), the Chaplygin sleigh (4.2), matrix groups (4.3), and an SIR
type disease model (4.4). Conclusions and future work are presented in Section 5. Detailed
proofs for technical lemmas can be found in the Appendix.
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2. Preliminaries. This section is devoted to defining common terminology related to our results
and is broken up into three subsections: hybrid systems, Frobenius-Perron and Koopman
operators, and reduction. An understanding of hybrid systems is necessary for understanding
both of the main results, so hybrid systems are covered first, and each of the remaining
subsections correspond to a main result.

2.1. Hybrid Dynamical Systems. The purpose of this section is to define the types of systems
we are working with. First, we will focus on hybrid dynamical systems, which are continuous
dynamical systems which exhibit occasional discrete transitions. The state space will always
be a smooth manifold M . The continuous dynamics will be given in terms of a vector field,
and the jumps happen when the trajectory of the system hits the guard denoted by S [18].
Following hybrid systems, we will refine our discussion to impact systems which are a subset of
hybrid systems.

Definition 2.1 (Hybrid dynamical system). A hybrid dynamical system H, abbreviated by HDS,
is 4-tuple H = (M,S,∆, X) with the following properties
(H.1) M is a finite-dimensional smooth manifold,
(H.2) S ⊂ M is an embedded smooth manifold where codimS = 1,
(H.3) ∆: S → M is a smooth map whose image is an embedded submanifold,
(H.4) X : M → TM is a smooth vector field, and
(H.5) S ∩∆(S) = ∅ and codim

(
S ∩∆(S)

)
≥ 2.

As stated in the introduction, the submanifold S is called the guard and the map ∆ is the reset.

Away from the guard the trajectories of a hybrid dynamical system are integral curves of
the vector field X, whereas, on the guard the system is equivalent to a discrete dynamical
system with map ∆. Putting the continuous and the discrete parts of the trajectory together
generates the hybrid flow.

Definition 2.2 (Hybrid Flow). Let H = (M,S,∆, X) be an HDS. The map φH : dom(φH) ⊂
R×M → M is the hybrid flow if

d

dt
φH(t, x) = XφH(t,x), φH(t, x) ̸∈ S;

lim
s→t+

φH(s, x) = ∆

(
lim
s→t−

φH(s, x)

)
, φH(t, x) ∈ S.

Hybrid systems can fail to be complete in two qualitatively different ways: finite time blow
ups of the continuous trajectory, and the Zeno phenomenon. The latter is special to hybrid
systems, and it happens when a trajectory undergoes infinitely many jumps in a finite amount
of time.

Zeno trajectories pose a difficult challenge. In order to compute the hybrid flow as time
approaches Zeno one needs to be able to perform infinitely accurate event detection. From a
theoretical perspective, what happens after the time becomes greater than t∞ is still unclear
[2]. It is generally difficult to determine whether or not a state will have a Zeno trajectory or
not. However, for reasonable HDSs which possess an invariant volume-form, the set of points
which are Zeno form a null set [9]. As volume-forms are smooth objects, the HDS must satisfy
some amount of smoothness conditions.
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Definition 2.3 (Quasi-smooth dependence property).
Let H = (M,S,∆, X) be a HDS with flow φH. H has the quasi-smooth dependence property

if for every x ∈ M \S and t ∈ R such that φH(t, x) ̸∈ S, there exists an open neighborhood
x ∈ U such that U ∩ S = ∅ and the map φH(t, · ) : U → M is smooth. Furthermore, if H is a
HDS with the quasi-smooth dependence property, then H is a smooth HDS.

In this work we will assume that all the systems have the quasi-smooth dependence propriety
(as well as completeness, unless otherwise stated); this is not a strong assumption cf. [8]. This
assumption allows for a meaningful study of how volumes preserve across applications of
the reset map, which is crucial when defining the Frobenius-Perron operator. For a volume
form µ ∈ Ωn(M) to be be invariant under the hybrid flow within a smooth HDS, µ must
be invariant under both the continuous-time dynamics and the reset. Invariance under the
continuous dynamics follows when LXµ = 0 (equivalently, divµ(X) = 0), where L denotes the
Lie derivative. Invariance across resets occurs when

∆∗iXµ = ι∗SiXµ,

where ιS : S ↪→ M is the inclusion and iX is the interior product [9]. This prompts the following
definition.

Definition 2.4 (Hybrid Jacobian of ∆). Let H = (M,S,∆, X) be a smooth HDS and µ ∈ Ωn(M)
a volume-form. The unique function JX

µ (∆) ∈ C∞(S) such that

(2.1) ∆∗iXµ = JX
µ (∆) · ι∗SiXµ,

is called the hybrid Jacobian of ∆.

Proposition 2.5 (Theorem 9 in [9]). Let H = (M,S,∆, X) be a smooth HDS and µ ∈ Ωn(M)
a volume-form. Then µ is invariant under the flow of H if LXµ = 0 and its hybrid Jacobian
JX
µ (∆) is 1.

Example 1 (Filippov Systems). Consider the plane M = R2, with the guard given by

S =
{
(x, y) ∈ R2 : xy = 0

}
,

and the identity reset map of ∆(x, y) = IdR2(x, y) = (x, y). Furthermore, consider the volume
form µ = dx ∧ dy and the following discontinuous vector field.

X(x,y) =


( y
α
− x
) ∂

∂x
− (αx+ y)

∂

∂y
for xy > 0;

(αy − x)
∂

∂x
−
(
y +

x

α

) ∂

∂y
for xy < 0.

To compute the hybrid Jacobian, we notice that ∆ is the identity so we must compute ι∗SiXµ
on both sides of the guard

iXdx ∧ dy =


( y
α
− x
)
dy + (αx+ y) dx for xy > 0;

(αy − x) dy +
(
y +

x

a

)
dx for xy < 0.
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Substituting either x = 0 or y = 0 shows that the hybrid Jacobian is

JX
µ (IdR2) = α2.

As a consequence of Theorem 3.12 below, an invariant density will exist when α = exp(π). In
this case, if (x, y) lies within the first
quadrant, then an invariant density is
given by

ρ(x, y) = e−2τ , tan τ =
αx

y
.

In the case that the points do not lie
in the first quadrant, ρ can be extended
through the following map

ρ̃(x, y) =


ρ(x, y), x > 0, y > 0;

ρ(−y, x), x > 0, y < 0;

ρ(−x,−y), x < 0, y < 0;

ρ(y,−x), x < 0, y > 0,

which is displayed in Figure 3.

Figure 3: This is the invariant density for this
example. The jump discontinuity between quad-
rants is precisely the hybrid Jacobian: exp(π).

As will be seen in Section 3.1, the hybrid Jacobian will be central in the study of the hybrid
Frobenius-Perron operator.

2.1.1. Mechanical Impact Systems. A physically motivated class of hybrid systems are mechan-
ical impact systems. In these systems, the continuous dynamics obey Hamiltonian/Lagrangian
mechanics while the reset map encodes the momentum/velocity jump at a physical impact.
Throughout this work, we will be primarily in the Hamiltonian setting, but the results can be
translated to the Lagrangian framework with little difficulty.

Let Q be an n dimensional smooth manifold representing the configuration space of the
system of interest. To each point q ∈ Q, the possible momenta will be elements of the cotangent
space p ∈ T ∗

q Q. The union of all possible momenta attached to all possible points is called the
cotangent bundle or the phase space, and is denoted by T ∗Q. In a similar fashion, the possible
velocities will be tangent vectors, v ∈ TqQ, and the collection of all positions and velocities will
be the tangent bundle TQ.

The cotangent bundle is equipped with the canonical symplectic form which we call
ω ∈ Ω2(T ∗Q), and in local coordinates is given by ω = dqi ∧ dpi. For a given Hamiltonian
function H : T ∗Q → R, Hamilton’s equations of motion are described by

(2.2) iXω = dH,

where iX denotes the interior product, iXω(Y ) = ω(X,Y ) for any vector field Y , dH is the
differential of H, and X is the resulting Hamiltonian vector field. There exist various levels of
regularity for Hamilton functions; throughout this work, we will assume that all Hamiltonians
are of mechanical type.
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Definition 2.6 (Natural Hamiltonians). A Hamiltonian H : T ∗Q → R is called natural/mechanical
if there exists a Riemannian metric Ц on Q and a function V : Q → R such that

H(q, p) =
1

2
(Ц−1)q(p, p) + V (q),

where Ц−1 is the induced co-metric.

For a natural Hamiltonian we can explicitly write the write the Hamiltonian vector field
from (2.2) and obtain the following coordinate representation of Hamilton’s equations of motion:

q̇k =
∂H

∂pk
= (Ц−1)kjpj ;

ṗk = −∂H

∂qk
= −1

2

∂(Ц−1)ij

∂qk
pipj −

∂V

∂qk
.

(2.3)

The metric underlying a mechanical Hamiltonian has the additional feature of being able to
isomorphically transform vectors to covectors.

Definition 2.7 (Musical Isomorphisms). Given a Riemannian manifold (Q,Ц) the musical
isomorphisms are the maps

♭ : X(Q) → Ω1(Q) : X 7→ Ц(X, · ),
♯ : Ω1(Q) → X(Q) : α 7→ Ц−1(α, · ),

which are defined so that ♯ = ♭−1. In coordinates the musical isomorphisms can be written as

(X♭)i = ЦijX
j , and (α♯)i = (Ц−1)ijαj .

Remark 2.8. If the Hamiltonian is natural then one can isomorphically switch between the
Hamiltonian and Lagrangian formalism using the fiber derivative FL : TQ → T ∗Q, where
L : TQ → R is the Lagrangian, and the inverse fiber derivative FH : T ∗Q → TQ. In the
mechanical case, the fiber derivatives agree with the musical isomorphisms.

Impacts induce instantaneous changes in the momenta in T ∗Q and are triggered by the
positions in Q. We assume that the impact surface Σ is a smooth codimension 1 submanifold
of the configuration space Q, which can locally be written as a regular level set of a smooth
function s : Q → R. Away from Σ, the dynamics are integral curves of the Hamiltonian vector
field generated by H. We put these pieces together in the following definition:

Definition 2.9 (Impact system). An impact system is a tuple I = (Q,H,Σ) such that
(I.1) Q is a finite-dimensional smooth manifold,
(I.2) H : T ∗Q → R is a natural Hamiltonian,
(I.3) Σ ⊂ Q is an orientable embedded smooth manifold where codimΣ = 1.

The three pieces of information in Definition 2.9 are enough to completely specify a hybrid
dynamical system (M,X,S, ∆̃) through the following process.

(h.1) M = T ∗Q is the phase space containing positions and momenta (q, p).
(h.4) X is given by XH , the Hamiltonian vector field generated by H through equation (2.2).



8 M. OPREA, A. SHAW, R. HUQ, K. IWASAKI, D. KASSABOVA, AND W. CLARK

(h.2) The guard is the set of all outward pointing momenta attached to positions in Σ, so

S =
{
(q, p) ∈ T ∗Q|Σ : π∗

Qds(XH) > 0
}
,

where πQ : T ∗Q → Q is the canonical projection.
(h.3) The impact map is identity in the first n components ∆̃(q, p) = (q,∆(p)). In the last n

components, ∆(p) can be computed from the Weierstrass-Erdmann corner conditions
[14, Section 15]. Let p+ and p− denote be the values of the momenta before and after the
impact, respectively, with H+ and H− their corresponding values of the Hamiltonian.
Then the corner conditions are given by

H− = H+ and p+ − p− = ε ds.(2.4)

Remark 2.10. Throughout this paper, the impact surface Σ ⊂ Q will be independent of time,
but in general, the local defining function s is an element of C∞(R×Q), which locally defines
Σt ⊂ R×Q. Then, the left side of (2.4) becomes H− −H+ = ε∂s/∂t, which can be physically
intuited as the impact surface adding to/taking away from the energy of the system.

We can rephrase Equation (2.4) in a coordinate-free manner with

(2.5) (Id ×∆)∗ϑH = ι∗ϑH and ϑH = pidx
i −Hdt

where ι : R×Q ↪→ R× T ∗Q is the inclusion map and ϑH is called the action form. Note that
(2.5) works for both time-dependent and time-independent impact surfaces, but will be used
only for the latter.

In the case where the Hamiltonian in (2.4) is natural, there exists a unique solution [9, 10]
given by

(2.6) ∆̃(q, p) = (q,R(q)p), where R(q)p = p− 2
Ц−1(ds, p)

Ц−1(ds, ds)
ds.

2.1.2. Constraints. Constraints are ubiquitous in mechanical systems and dictate either
allowable positions or velocities. There are two distinguished classes of constraints: integral
or holonomic and non-integrable/nonholonomic. While holonomic systems maintain their
Hamiltonian structure, nonholonomic systems are not Hamiltonian as they do not come from
variational principles. Fortunately, holonomic systems can be viewed as a special case of
nonholonomic systems and the theory for the latter still describes the former. As a result, we
will treat all constraints as nonholonomic and all constraints will be linear in the velocities.
For a more in-depth treatment of nonholonomic mechanics see [4, Chapter 2].

To obtain the nonholonomic equations of motion, one must use the Lagrange-d’Alembert
principle [26, Chapter 7]. In the Hamiltonian formalism these give raise to the constraint
Hamiltonian vector field.

Definition 2.11 (Constrained Hamiltonian vector field). Let (Q,ω,H) be a natural Hamiltonian
system and D ⊂ TQ be a regular distribution. Let ηα ∈ Ω1(Q) be a collection of k 1-forms
which locally describe D via annihilation. Then the nonholonomic Hamiltonian vector field XD

H ,
is the unique vector field such that

iXD
H
ω|D∗ = dH|D∗ + λαπ

∗
Qη

α|D∗ ,
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where λα are multipliers to enforce the constraints,

ηα
(
FH(q, p)

)
= 0, 1 ≤ α ≤ k,

and FH (D∗) = D is the induced (co)distribution on T ∗Q, i.e., D∗ = {(q, p) ∈ T ∗Q : p =
g(q̇, ·) for some (q, q̇) ∈ D}.
Example 2 (The Chaplygin sleigh). The Chaplygin sleigh is a pedagogical example of a
(nonholonomically) constrained system. The configuration space of the Chaplygin sleigh is
SE2, which tracks the x and y position of the sleigh along with the direction θ its facing. The
Lagrangian of this system is

L =
1

2

(
m(ẋ2 + ẏ2) + (I +ma2)θ̇2 − 2maθ̇ (ẋ sin θ − ẏ cos θ)

)
where m is the mass of the sleigh, a is the distance between the center of mass and the front
of the sleigh, I is the moment of inertia about the center of mass. To disallow for sliding in
transverse directions, the sleigh is given the knife edge constraint,

ẋ sin θ − ẏ cos θ = 0, or η = sin(θ) dx− cos(θ) dy.(2.7)

Given the constraint (2.7), the corresponding distribution is

D =
{
(x, y, θ, ẋ, ẏ, θ̇) ∈ TQ : ẋ sin θ − ẏ cos θ = 0

}
,

which shows the relation between the allowable configurations and the constraints. More
information can be found within [4, Chapter 1.7].

We now combine the constraint continuous dynamics with the discrete dynamics given by
impacts. The object that stores all the information about the constrained dynamics and the
discrete transitions is called a constrained impact system, and is defined below.

Definition 2.12 (Constrained impact system). A constrained impact system is a 4-tuple I =
(Q,H,Σ,D) such that

(I.1) Q is a finite-dimensional smooth manifold,
(I.2) H : T ∗Q → R is a natural Hamiltonian,
(I.3) D ⊂ TQ is a regular distribution,
(I.4) Σ ⊂ M is an embedded smooth manifold where codimΣ = 1.

Example 2 (Continued). In addition to the to the previous properties of the Chaplygin sleigh,
we now define an impact surface for the system

s : SE2 → R : (x, y, θ) 7→ (θ − θ0)(θ + θ0).

Given this map, Σ = s−1({0}) = {(x, y, θ) ∈ SE2 : (θ − θ0)(θ + θ0) = 0}.With the impact
surface, the Chaplygin sleigh becomes a constrained impact system in contrast to previously
being a constrained mechanical system.

Next, the corresponding reset map for this system is given by ∆(v, ω, θ) = (v,−ω, θ), which
represents the sleigh automatically changing direction when the critical angle θ0 is reached.
This example will be further continued in Section 4.2.



10 M. OPREA, A. SHAW, R. HUQ, K. IWASAKI, D. KASSABOVA, AND W. CLARK

2.2. The Frobenius-Perron and Koopman Operators. When studying the long time behaviour
of dynamical systems through the probabilistic lens, one is interested in the evolution of densities
instead of single points. Consider a large number of initial points x1, . . . , xn ∈ X, sampled
randomly from some probability density function f0, and assume that the dynamics are given
by a 1-parameter group action ϕt : X → X. Each of these points are going to move around
under the dynamics to points x1(t), . . . , xn(t) after some time t. If n is large and t → ∞,
computing, for each individual trajectory, its value at time t becomes very expensive. Now,
assume that there exists some other probability density ft such that x1(t), . . . , xn(t) are roughly
obtained by sampling n points from this distribution. Then in order to analyze the long term
behavior of the system it is sufficient to look at how ft evolves over time, and in particular, at
limt→∞ ft. The Frobenius-Perron operator dictates the evolution of ft.

In the following, we provide the formal definitions of the Frobenius-Perron operator for
discrete and continuous time systems as well as its infinitesimal generators [21].

Definition 2.13 (Discrete Frobenius-Perron Operator). Let φ : M → M be a nonsingular measur-
able transformation on a measure space (M,A, µ). The (discrete) Frobenius-Perron operator
corresponding to φ is the unique linear operator P : L1(M,A, µ) → L1(M,A, µ) defined by

(2.8)
∫
E
Pf(x) dµ =

∫
φ−1(E)

f(x) dµ, for all E ∈ A.

Remark 2.14 (Measure-theoretic considerations). Throughout this paper, all sigma algebras
are assumed to be the Borel algebra generated by the topology on the manifold (Q or M ,
depending on the context), so measure spaces will be denoted by doubles (M,µ) rather than
triples (M,A, µ). Furthermore, all sets are assumed to be measurable unless stated otherwise.
In addition, we interchangeably use our volume-forms as measures. Formally, µ(E) :=

∫
E µ for

µ ∈ Ωn(M) and a measurable set E ⊆ M .

Given an initial probability distribution f ∈ L1, the Frobenius-Perron operator gives an
evolution of f by the transformation φ. Furthermore, for any f ∈ L1, if φ is an invertible
non-singular transformation, then

Pf(x) = f(φ−1(x))J −1(x),

where J −1 is the determinant of the inverse of the Jacobian matrix. If φ fails to be invertible,

(2.9) Pf(x) =
∑

y∈φ−1({x})

f(y)J −1(y).

The discrete Frobenius-Perron operator has a natural continuous-time system analog.

Definition 2.15 (Continuous Frobenius-Perron Operator). Let φ : M × R → M be a flow and
denote φt(x) = φ(x, t). Suppose that the flow is nonsingular and measurable on the measure space
(M,µ). For E ⊆ M , the (continuous) Frobenius-Perron operator Pt : L

1(M,µ) → L1(M,µ) for
each t ∈ R corresponding to φt is defined by∫

E
Ptf(x) dµ =

∫
φ−t(E)

f(x) dµ for all E ⊆ M
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Remark 2.16. The Frobenius-Perron and Koopman operators are adjoints of one another.
Letting Kt : L

∞(M,µ) → L∞(M,µ) be the Koopman operator, which is defined as

Ktg(x) = g(φt(x))

and ⟨·, ·⟩ : L1 × L∞ → R denote the duality pairing (see [21, Page 212] for duality pairings in
this context) between L1 and L∞, then ⟨Ptf, g⟩ = ⟨f,Ktg⟩.

2.2.1. Infinitesimal Generators. Computing the Frobenius-Perron operator directly from the
definition requires knowledge of the flow φt which is the solution to the differential equation
ẋ = X(x). This is often infeasible, especially if the analytical expression for φt is not known.
This problem can be sidestepped by considering the infinitesimal generator of the Frobenius-
Perron operator, which allows us to describe the evolution of an initial probability density
function as the solution to a linear partial differential equation.

Definition 2.17 (Infinitesimal Generator of Frobenius-Perron Operator). Let {Pt : t ∈ R} be
a family of Frobenius-Perron operators corresponding to a the flow {φt} arising from the
differential equation ẋ = X(x). The infinitesimal generator for the Frobenius-Perron operator,
A : dom(A) ⊂ L1(M,µ) → L1(M,µ) is defined as

(2.10) Af = lim
τ→0

Pt+τf − Ptf

τ
.

We now state a theorem which allows for the computation of both A and Pt, assuming that
f is differentiable.

Theorem 2.18 ([21, Theorem 7.6.11]). Let X ∈ X(M) be a smooth vector field inducing the
flow φt. Suppose that the measure space (M,µ) has a smooth measure, i.e., µ ∈ Ωn(M) is
a differentiable volume-form. Then the infinitesimal generator A for the Frobenius-Perron
operator is given by

(2.11) Af = −df(X)− f · divµX.

Moreover, if u(t, x) = Ptf(x), then u solves the partial differential equation

(2.12)
∂u

∂t
+ du(X) = −u · divµ(X), u(0, x) = f(x),

where divµ(X) is the divergence of the vector field X with respect to the volume form µ.

Proof. Note that (2.12) holds as APt = PtA, so it remains to show (2.11). Let f ∈ L1 be an
initial probability distribution function, then∫

E
(Ptf)µ =

∫
φ−t(E)

fµ =

∫
E
(φ−t)

∗f · (φ−t)
∗µ,

which provides (Ptf)µ = (φ−t)
∗f ·(φ−t)

∗µ. Differentiating both sides with respect to t and
applying the product rule yields

(Af)µ = −df(X)µ− f · divµ(X)µ.

This immediately implies (2.11) as µ ̸= 0.
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2.3. Reduction. Numerical computations of the Frobenius-Perron operator become costly with
increasing dimension. This is why reduction techniques should be employed to make numerical
simulations more tractable. At its core, the theory of reduction tries to deal with the following
question: How can we reduce the dimensionality of a system, if there is access to additional
information? There are different approaches to answering this question, depending on the type
of insight available. In this work, we deal with systems that exhibit symmetry. Hybrid systems
with symmetry are present in a myriad of examples, ranging from multi-legged locomotion
[16, 34], image recognition and robotic perception [23] to climate dynamics [12].

Mathematically, symmetries are expressed as actions of a Lie group on the state space Q,
which is assumed to be a manifold. From here, depending on what kind of structure is available
on the configuration manifold there are different reduction techniques that can be applied. For
instance, if the manifold is the cotangent bundle equipped with a symplectic form then we are
in the realm of cotangent reduction [19]. On the other hand, if we are dealing with a Poisson
manifold, then techniques of Poisson reduction can be applied. A particular case that fits in
both of these scenarios is Lie-Poisson reduction, which deals with situations when the state
space is a Lie group, acting on itself by left or right translation [17]. For example, this is the
case for systems whose coordinates are Cartesian (Q = Rn), polar (Q = S1, SOn, etc.), or a
combination (Q = SEn). Classical Lie-Poisson reduction is capable of reducing the dimension
from 2n down to n.

Recent efforts have been made towards creating a theory of cotangent reduction for hybrid
systems [1]. Other versions of reduction have been carried out for impact systems, e.g. [3, 11, 13]
and the references therein; however, there is still need for an analysis of Lie-Poisson reduction
for hybrid systems. As will be discussed in Section 3.2.1 for hybrid systems on Lie groups, the
best reduction we can attain is from 2n to n+ 1 dimensions.

2.3.1. Lie-Poisson Reduction. In the following we present the continuous version of Lie Poisson
reduction. Building upon this prerequisite, we will develop hybrid Lie Poisson reduction in
Section 3.1. Let G be a Lie group and denote by g and g∗ its Lie algebra and dual, respectively.

g
∗

T
∗
g1
G

T
∗
g2
G

T
∗
g3
G

JR

Figure 4: Schematic drawing of continuous
Lie-Poisson reduction.

Consider the action of G on T ∗G defined by the lift
of left translations: g ·α = ℓ∗g−1α. The momentum
map of this action and the momentum map for
the lift of right translations are

JL : T
∗G → g∗ : αg 7→ r∗gαg,

JR : T ∗G → g∗ : αg 7→ ℓ∗gαg,

respectively. The cotangent bundle is equipped
with the canonical symplectic form ω = dg ∧ dpg,
which gives raise to the usual Poisson bracket

{·, ·} : C∞(T ∗G)× C∞(T ∗G) → C∞(T ∗G)

: (f, k) 7→ ω(Xf , Xk),

where Xf and Xk are the Hamiltonian vector fields
of f and k, respectively. We assume that the
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functions in C∞(T ∗G) are left invariant. Then, using the right momentum map, one can project
the dynamics on T ∗G to g∗ without losing essential information about the full trajectories
(Figure 4).

The quotient manifold T ∗G/G is isomorphic to the dual of the Lie algebra g∗ [17, Chap-
ter 13.3] and can be showed to be a Poisson manifold with Poisson bracket given by [24]

{f, k}(µ) = ⟨µ, [df, dk]⟩, for f, k ∈ C∞(g∗).

where the bracket [df, dk] denotes the Lie bracket in g. Note that the differentials dk and df
can indeed be considered elements of the Lie algebra, due to the identification of g∗∗ with g.

Now, assume that the dynamics on the full cotangent bundle is given by a left invariant
Hamiltonian H : T ∗G → R. Using the available Poisson structure, it is possible to define a
reduced dynamical system on g∗. This is summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.19. Let H : T ∗G → R be a left invariant Hamiltonian, so H(q, pq) = H(gq, ℓ∗gpq) for
all g ∈ G and (q, pq) ∈ T ∗G. Then, the restriction of H to g∗, denoted by h = H|g∗, satisfies

H(q, pq) = h(JR(q, pq)),H = h ◦ JR if and only if H(q, pq) = h(JR(q, pq)), H = h ◦ JR

and the flow Φt of H on T ∗G is related to the flow ϕt of h on g∗ by

JR ◦ Φt = ϕt ◦ JR.

Moreover, the reduced equations of motion on g∗ can be written as

(2.13)
d

dt
ϕ(t)(µ0) = µ̇ = ad∗dh µ,

where ad∗dh : g
∗ → g∗ and ad∗dh µ(ξ) = µ([dh, ξ]) for all ξ ∈ g∗.

Proof. See Theorem 13.4.1 in [17].

Example 3. Consider the action of SO3 on itself. The Lie algebra of SO3 is so3 ∼= R3 with Lie
bracket [u, v] = u×v and its dual so∗3 ∼= R3 consists of row vectors p. The right momentum map is
JR(A, p) = pA, and the reduced Poisson bracket on so3 is: {f, k}(p) = p(df×dk) = pT ·(df×dk).
The reduced equations of motion (2.13) become µ̇T = ad∗dh µ = µT × dh or µ̇ = µ× dh if µ is
viewed here as a column vector.

In Section 3.2.1, we will extend the reduction presented above to hybrid systems.

3. Results. Our results are twofold. First, we define the hybrid Frobenius-Perron operator,
which is the analogous operator to the continuous case, extended for when the underlying
dynamics is hybrid. Then, we extend Lie-Poisson reduction to hybrid systems whose state
space is a Lie group.

3.1. Hybrid Frobenius-Perron and Koopman operators. In this section, we derive the
infinitesimal generator for the Frobenius-Perron operator of hybrid systems. As hybrid systems
are a mixture of both discrete- and continuous-time systems, the infinitesimal generator will be
a combination of both (2.9) and (2.12).
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Definition 3.1. Let φH
t : M → M be a hybrid flow on the differentiable manifold M . Assume

there exists a differentiable volume form µ ∈ Ωn(M) such that (M,µ) is a measure space and
that the flow φH

t is complete. Then, the hybrid Frobenius-Perron operator corresponding to φH
t

is the unique linear operator PH
t : L1(M,µ) → L1(M,µ) implicitly defined by

(3.1) for all E ⊆ M.

∫
E
PH
t f dµ =

∫
φH
−t(E)

f dµ for all E ⊆ M.

When PH
t is continuous, the hybrid infinitesimal generator is defined to be

(3.2) AHf = lim
∆t→0

PH
t+∆tf − PH

t f

∆t
.

As in the continuous case, our goal is to find an explicit formula for the infinitesimal
generator. Moreover, as in Theorem 2.18 we want to find a partial differential equation for
u(t, x) := PH

t f(x).

Remark 3.2. Before we proceed, we will further examine (3.2). Assume E is a sufficiently
small ball about some point x ∈ M \S, and that φH

−t(E) ∩ S = ∅ for some time t ∈ R. Then,
within E, the dynamics of point x follows the continuous part of φH

t , which is smooth by the
quasi-smooth dependence propriety. Since we are taking the limit as ∆t → 0, we can assume
that φH

s (E) ∩ S = ∅ for −t−∆t ≤ s ≤ −t. Hence, the hybrid infinitesimal generator should
be the same as in the continuous case.

Now consider what happens when E ∩S ≠ ∅. At a first glance, it is tempting to define the
transfer operator as the one corresponding to the discrete reset map ∆; however, the guard S
as well as its tangent space is n− 1 dimensional, whereas the image of the reset map is M is n
dimensional. This is an issue since both sides of (3.1) integrate µ, which is a volume form on
M . In order to deal with this mismatch in dimensionality, we will extend the differential of ∆,
so that it acts on vectors in the tangent space of M restricted to base points in S. We will
do this by taking advantage of the fact that any vector in the tangent space at x ∈ S can be
decomposed into its component along the flow vx, and vs ∈ TxS as in Figure 5.

In the following, we will make the decomposition from the previous remark more precise.

Definition 3.3 (Extended differential). Let H = (M,S,∆, X) be a smooth HDS that satisfies
propriety 2.3 and let x ∈ S. The augmented differential of the reset map is the linear map

∆X
∗ : TxM → T∆(x)M : v 7→

{
∆∗v if v ∈ TxS;
cX∆(x) if v = cXx ∈ Span(Xx).

When defining the discrete part of the Frobenius-Perron operator, we will use the Jacobian
of the augmented differential rather than the Jacobian of the reset map. This fixes the
dimensionality issue, and is indeed the correct procedure as will become apparent in the proof
of Theorem 3.11 below.

The remainder of this section is dedicated to finding a hybrid analog of formula (2.9). The
result is the summarized in Theorem 3.12, and is the main contribution of this section. As
in the discrete case, the goal is to perform a change of coordinates in the integral (3.1) so as
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S

x

TxS

Xx

Span(Xx)

v

vs

vx

Figure 5: Decomposition of vectors in the tangent space of the ambient manifold M , with base
point on the guard.

to obtain an explicit formula for the Frobenius-Perron operator. Due to the dimensionality
issues presented in Remark 3.2, this is not straightforward, and will be carefully analysed in
the following.

We begin by giving a precise definition of the determinant for general manifolds. The
determinant will be important later on, when extending the change of variables formula from
the discrete case (2.9).

Definition 3.4 (Form determinant [32]). Let M and N be n-dimensional smooth manifolds with
volume-forms µ ∈ Ωn(M) and η ∈ Ωn(N). Let F : TM → TN be a smooth map which is linear
in the fibers. Then the determinant of F with respect to µ and η is defined to be the unique
C∞(M) function such that

det
µ→η

(F ) · µ = F ∗η

Moreover, if F : TM → TM then we will write det
µ→µ

(F ) as detµ(F ).

Remark 3.5. If f : M → N is a smooth map, det
µ→η

(f∗) is the usual Jacobian determinant.

Remark 3.6. The existence and uniqueness of the determinant comes from the fact that both
µ and F ∗η are top-forms on M . The determinant does not depend on the vectors that µ and
F ∗η act on. In particular,

det
µ→η

(F ) · µ(v1, . . . vn) = F ∗η(v1, . . . vn) for all v1, . . . , vn ∈ TxM.

When F = f∗, there is an elegant formula for the determinant of the inverse transformation.

Lemma 3.7. For a diffeomorphism f : M → N and volume-forms µ ∈ Ωn(M) and η ∈ Ωn(N),

det
µ→η

(f−1
∗ ) =

1

det
η→µ

(f∗) ◦ f−1
.
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Proof. See Appendix B.1.

We now turn to the case where f : S → M is the reset map ∆. This is precisely where the
augmented differential becomes important since it offers a way to relate the determinant of the
reset map with respect to the induced measures on S and ∆(S) to the determinant of a linear
map from TM to TM with respect to just µ. We formalize this through the following lemma.

Lemma 3.8 (Transverse property). Let ∆X
∗ : TM |S → TM |∆(S) be the augmented differential

and let ιS : S ↪→ M and ι∆(S) : ∆(S) ↪→ M denote the respective inclusion maps. If X is
transverse to S, then

det
µ→µ

∆X
∗ = det

α→β
∆∗

where α = ι∗SiXµ, β = ι∗∆(S)iXµ.

Proof. See Appendix A.1.

Keeping the same notation as in Lemma 3.8, the definition of the determinant gives us

det
α→β

(∆∗) · α = ∆∗β

and plugging in the expressions for α and β, we see that

(3.3) det
α→β

(∆∗) · ι∗SiXµ = ∆∗ι∗∆(S)iXµ,

which is precisely the defining equation for the hybrid Jacobian JX
µ (∆). Thus, by the uniqueness

of the determinant we have

det
α→β

∆∗ = JX
µ (∆), and finally, det

µ→µ
∆X

∗ = JX
µ (∆).

In other words, the hybrid Jacobian is equal to the determinant of the augmented differential,
as stated precisely in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.9 (Relation between determinant and Jacobian). The determinant of the augmented
differential is the hybrid Jacobian, i.e.,

det
µ→µ

∆X
∗ = JX

µ (∆).

Combining lemmas 3.9 and 3.7, we obtain a formula for how the measure changes under
the coordinate transformations x 7→ ∆(x).

Lemma 3.10. Suppose that ∆: S → ∆(S) is invertible and the linear transformation ∆X
∗ is

non-singular. Then,

µ∆−1(x)

((
∆X

∗
)−1

v1, . . . ,
(
∆X

∗
)−1

vn
)
=

1(
JX
µ (∆) ◦∆−1

)
(x)

· µx(v
1, . . . , vn),

for all v1, . . . , vn ∈ TxM |S .
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Proof. By the definition of the form determinant,

(3.4) µ∆−1(x)

((
∆X

∗
)−1

v1, . . . ,
(
∆X

∗
)−1

vn
)
= det

µ

(
(∆X

∗ )−1
)
· µx(v

1, . . . , vn).

Utilizing Lemma 3.7 to rewrite (3.4), we obtain

(3.5) µ∆−1(x)

((
∆X

∗
)−1

v1, . . . ,
(
∆X

∗
)−1

vn
)
=

1(
detµ(∆X

∗ ) ◦∆−1
)
(x)

· µx(v
1, . . . , vn),

and Lemma 3.9 gives us the desired result.

We are now ready to state the main theorem.

Theorem 3.11 (Hybrid infinitesimal generator for invertible ∆). Let H be a smooth hybrid
dynamical system with an invertible reset map ∆ and dynamics given by (1.1). Let µ ∈ Ωn(M)
be a reference volume-form and suppose that JX

µ (∆) ̸= 0. Then, the hybrid transfer operator
u(t, x) := PH

t f(x) satisfies the following

(3.6)


∂u

∂t
+ du(X) = −u · divµ(X) for x /∈ ∆(S);

u(t+, x) =
u(t−,∆−1(x))(

JX
µ (∆) ◦∆−1

)
(x)

for x ∈ ∆(S).

Proof. We will first derive the continuous case of (3.6); let x /∈ ∆(S). To do so, perform a
change of coordinates in Equation (3.1) to obtain∫

E
PH
t f(x) dµ =

∫
φH
−t(E)

f(x) dµ =

∫
E

(
f ◦ φH

−t

)
(x)
(
φH
−t

)∗
µ,(3.7)

which holds for any measurable E ⊆ M . Pointwise, we have

(3.8) PH
t f(x)µ =

(
f ◦ φH

−t

)
(x)
(
φH
−t

)∗
µ.

Since x /∈ ∆(S), the quasi-smooth dependence propriety guarantees the existence of a small
interval (−ε, ε) such that φH

−τ (x) /∈ ∆(S) for all τ ∈ (−ε, ε), which, in turn, implies the map
τ 7→ φH

−τ is smooth in a neighborhood of x. We can then differentiate (3.8) with respect to t
to obtain

∂u

∂t
µ = −du(X)µ− u · divµ(X)µ.

Finally, dividing out by µ ̸= 0 yields the x ̸∈ ∆(S) case of (3.6).
Now, suppose that x ∈ ∆(S) at t = 0, i.e., the starting point at x is right after an impact

has occurred. Yet again using the quasi-smooth dependence property, let ε ∈ R+ be such that
φH
−t(x) /∈ S for all t ∈ (0, ε) so that φH

−t(x) = φ−t(x) and limt↘0 φ
H
−t(x) = ∆−1(x). The goal

will be to use equation (3.8) and take the limit as t↘0.
First, we analyze the behavior of the pushforward of vectors tangent to S by the flow φH

−t,
and we claim that

(3.9) lim
t↘0

(φH
−t)∗v = (∆X

∗ )−1v, for all v ∈ TxM.
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S

∆(S)

x

y

∆−1

γ(s)

∆−1(γ(s))

(a) Pushforward of the flow on vectors in the
tangent space of the impact surface. For a curve
γ(s) ∈ ∆(S) that passes through x, the curve
∆−1(γ(s)) ∈ S passes through y = ∆−1(x).
Since limt↘0(φ

H
−t) = ∆−1γ, in the limit the push-

forward v under the flow is the tangent vector at
y of ∆−1(γ) depicted in red.

S

∆(S)

Xx
Xy

φH
−t+s(x)

φH
s (x)

x
y

(b) The effect of the pushforward of the flow
on vectors which are tangent to the flow. The
representative curve of Xx is the flow itself φH

s

depicted in green. By the semigroup propriety,
when we compose it with φH

−t we get the same
flow, but with a time shift of −t depicted in
orange. Differentiating and taking the limit as
t↘0 gives X∆−1(x).

Figure 6: Schematic drawing of the two cases in the proof of Theorem 3.11.

To show this, we consider two cases based on the decomposition TxM = Tx∆(S)⊕ Span(Xx).
First, let v ∈ Tx∆(S). We use an argument similar to that of Theorem 4.2 in [9], which is
depicted in Figure 6a.

lim
t↘0

(φH
−t)∗v =∆−1

∗ v Since −t < 0 for all t ∈ (0, ε)

=
(
∆X

∗
)−1

(v) By the definition of
(
∆X

∗
)−1

Now, let v = cXx ∈ Span(Xx) as illustrated in Figure 6b. By the semigroup propriety of φH
−t

and the definition of
(
∆X

∗
)−1, we have that

lim
t↘0

(φH
−t)∗cXx = cX∆−1(x) =

(
∆X

∗
)−1

(cXx)

Next, we take the limit of Equation (3.8) as t↘0 and get

u(0+, x)µ = lim
t↘0

u(t, x)µ = lim
t↘0

PH
t f(x)µ = lim

t↘0

(
f ◦ φH

−t

)
(x)
(
φH
−t

)∗
µ.(3.10)

As in the continuous case, we want to cancel µx from both sides. To do so, Let v1, . . . , vn ∈
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TxM be arbitrary. Plugging v1, . . . , vn into Equation (3.10), we see that

u(0+, x)µx(v
1, . . . , vn)

= lim
t↘0

(
f ◦ φH

−t(x)
)
·
(
φH
−t

)∗
µx(v

1, . . . , vn) By Equation (3.10)

= lim
t↘0

(
f ◦ φH

−t(x)
)
·µφH

−t(x)

(
(φH

−t)∗v
1, · · · , (φH

−t)∗v
n
) By the definition of

the pushforward

= f(∆−1(x))·µ∆−1(x)

((
∆X

∗
)−1

(v1), . . . ,
(
∆X

∗
)−1

(vn)
)

By Equation (3.9)

=
f(∆−1(x))(

JX
µ (∆)

)
(∆−1(x))

µx(v
1, . . . , vn) By Lemma 3.10

=
u(0−,∆−1(x))(

JX
µ (∆) ◦∆−1

)
(x)

µx(v
1, . . . , vn) By the definition of u(3.11)

Since v1, . . . , vn are arbitrary and µx ̸= 0, we have obtained the discrete case of (3.6) for t = 0.
Now, consider φH

−t(x) ∈ ∆(S) for t ̸= 0 and without loss of generality, consider t > 0 since
the t < 0 case follows from applying the same steps in the opposite direction.

u(t+, x) =PH
t u(0+, x)

By definition of u
and since PH

t+0 = PH
t PH

0

=PH
t

u(0−,∆−1(x))(
JX
µ (∆) ◦∆−1

)
(x)

By Equation (3.11)

=
1(

JX
µ (∆) ◦∆−1

)
(x)

PH
t u(0−,∆−1(x))

Since
(
JX
µ (∆) ◦∆−1

)
(x) ∈ R

and PH
t is R-linear

=
1(

JX
µ (∆) ◦∆−1

)
(x)

u(t−,∆−1(x)) Since t > 0

which concludes the proof.

In general, the reset map need not be invertible. Assuming that ∆−1 has finitely many
preimages, Theorem 3.11 still holds. The precise statement is as follows.

Theorem 3.12 (General hybrid infinitesimal generator). Let H be a smooth hybrid dynamical
system with dynamics given by (1.1) and suppose ∆−1({x}) is finite. Additionally, let µ ∈ Ωn(M)
be a reference volume-form and suppose that JX

µ (∆) ̸= 0. Then, the hybrid transfer operator
u(t, x) := PH

t f(x) satisfies the following

(3.12)


∂u

∂t
+ du(X) = −u · divµ(X) for x /∈ ∆(S);

u(t+, x) =
∑

y∈∆−1({x})

1(
JX
µ (∆)

)
(y)

u(t−, y) for x ∈ ∆(S).

Proof. As the continuous case of Theorem 3.12 is identical to that of 3.11, it remains to show



20 M. OPREA, A. SHAW, R. HUQ, K. IWASAKI, D. KASSABOVA, AND W. CLARK

the x ∈ ∆(S) case of (3.12). Doing so,
let ∆−1({x}) = {y1, . . . , yn} and define
E ⊂ M to be a half-neighborhood about
x ∈ ∆(S) such that

lim
τ ↘t

φH
−τ (E) =

n⋃
i=1

Ei,

where each Ei is a half-neighborhood
about yi and {Ei} is pairwise disjoint as
in Figure 7. Let φi

t = φH
t |Ei denote the

hybrid flow restricted to each ball Ei so
that each φi

t is invertible. Now, we will
apply the proof of 3.11 to each φi

t and
then combine the results to account for
the multiple preimages. Generalizing

S ∆(S)

EE1

E2

E3

x

y1

y2

y3

φ1
−t

φ2
−t

φ3
−t

Figure 7: Diagrammatic construction of Ei and its
corresponding φi

−t when n = 3.

the change of coordinates in (3.7), becomes a sum over the φi
−t’s as follows∫

E
PH
t f(x) dµ =

n∑
i=1

∫
φi
−t(E)

f(x) dµ =
n∑

i=1

∫
E

(
f ◦ φi

−t

)
(x)
(
φi
−t

)∗
µ,

which by similar reasoning, implies that

(3.13) PH
t f(x)µ =

n∑
i=1

(f ◦ φi
−t)(x)(φ

i
−t)

∗µ.

Following the same steps that imply Equation (3.11) gives us

lim
t↘0

(
f ◦ φi

−t

)
(x)
(
φi
−t

)∗
µx(v

1, . . . , vn) =
f(yi)(

JX
µ (∆)

)
(yi)

µx(v
1, . . . , vn).(3.14)

since ∆ is invertible when restricted to Ei. Summing (3.14) over each yi ∈ ∆−1({x}) and
equating with the left-hand side of (3.13) gives

u(t+, x) =

n∑
i=1

1(
JX
µ (∆)

)
(yi)

u(t−, yi) =
∑

y∈∆−1({x})

1(
JX
µ (∆)

)
(y)

u(t−, y),

which is precisely the discrete part of Equation (3.12).

Remark 3.13 (∆−1({x}) with infinite cardinality). Consider the smooth HDS

(M,S,∆, X) = (R,Z\{0} , n 7→ 0, ∂/∂x),

which implies ∆(S) = {0}. This is an HDS that does not undergo beating or any sort of Zeno
properties, but ∆−1({0}) = Z \ {0}, which is infinite. This implies that we necessarily cannot
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assume that the preimage of a point in ∆(S) has finite cardinality. Suppose µ = dx. Then,

∆∗iXµ = ∆∗dx(X) = ∆∗1 = 1 ◦∆ = 1

ι∗SiXµ = ι∗Sdx(X) = 1 ◦ ιS = 1

which implies that JX
µ (∆) = 1. Then,

(3.15) u(0+, 0) =
∑

y∈∆−1({0})

1

JX
µ (∆)(y)

u(0−, y) =
∑

y∈Z\{0}

u(0−, y)

which can blowup for certain choices of f .

3.2. Hybrid Reduction. The primary goal of this work is to understand and compute the
Frobenius-Perron operator for mechanical impact systems which results in solving (3.6). Unfor-
tunately, the dimension in many examples makes direct numerical study difficult. The goal of
this section is to extend the idea of Lie-Poisson reduction (Theorems 2.19 and its nonholonomic
counterpart) to impact systems. Other versions of reduction have been carried out for impact
systems, e.g. [3, 11, 13] and the references therein. Classical Lie-Poisson reduction is capable
of reducing the dimension from 2n down to n. When impacts are considered, it will be shown
that the dimension can only be reduced to n+ 1.

3.2.1. Hybrid Lie-Poisson reduction. Lie-Poisson reduction is possible when the Hamiltonian
is left-invariant as the dynamics can be translated to the identity element. The natural extension
to impact systems is for the impact surface, Σ ⊂ G, to be left-invariant as well. As will be
shown below, this is true precisely when Σ is the right coset of a normal subgroup.

Before we proceed, we provide a summary of the notation used in this section.

Term Notation Element(s)
Lie Group G g, g0

Lie Subgroup K k, k̃
Lie Algebra g ξ

Lie Algebra of K K δk, δ̃k
Dual Lie Algebra g∗ ζ
Impact Surface Σ = Kg0 kg0
Metric on G Ц N/A

Table 1: Notation for Section 3.2.1

Throughout this section we consider mechanical impact systems as defined in 2.9, which,
by definition, means that the natural Hamiltonian can be written as

H(q, p) =
1

2
Ц−1(p, p) + V (q).

Remark 3.14. We can go between G’s Lie algebra g and its dual g∗ using the musical isomor-
phisms. In particular ξ := ζ♯ = (Ц−1)ijζj .
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Assume now that we are in the setting of Lie-Poisson reduction, i.e., H is left invariant and
the state space is a Lie group G. Then the full equations of motion for the mechanical impact
system (G,H,Σ) are given by the following Proposition.

Proposition 3.15. Let H : T ∗G → R be a natural, left-invariant Hamiltonian and h : g∗ → R be
its restriction to the identity. For an impact surface, Σ ⊂ G, let s : G → R be such that zero
is a regular value and (locally) Σ = s−1({0}). Then, between impacts, the usual Lie-Poisson
equations hold

(3.16)

{
ζ̇ = ad∗dhζ;

ġ = (ℓg)∗ ζ
♯,

for s(g) ̸= 0,

and upon impact, the left-translation of the corner conditions (2.4) becomes

(3.17)

ζ 7→ ζ − 2

(
ℓg
)∗
dsg
(
ζ♯
)

ℓ∗gdsg
(
(ℓg−1)∗ds

♯
g

)(ℓg)∗dsg;
g 7→ g,

for s(g) = 0,

where ♯ : Ω1(G) → X(G) is the musical isomorphism, as defined in 2.7.

Proof. For an arbitrary manifold Q with natural Hamiltonian and non-moving impact surface,
the variational impact equations are given by [9]:

(3.18)

p+ = p− − 2p−(∇sq)

dsq(∇sq)
dsq;

q+ = q−,

for q ∈ Σ,

where ∇sq = (dsq)
♯. By [17], the system will follow the continuous Lie-Poisson equations of

motion as follows when away from impacts.{
ζ̇ = ad∗dhζ;

ġ = (ℓg−1)∗ζ
♯.

In order to get the impact equations on the dual of the Lie algebra we need to left translate
(3.18) to the origin. For g ∈ G,

p+ = p− − 2p−(∇sg)

dsg(∇sg)
dsg Starting with (3.18)

⇐⇒ (ℓg)
∗p+ = (ℓg)

∗p− − (ℓg)
∗ 2p

−(∇sg)

dsg(∇sg)
dsg After left translating

⇐⇒ ζ+ = ζ− −
2ζ−((ℓg−1)∗∇sg)

ℓ∗gdsg
(
(ℓg−1)∗∇sg

)(ℓg)∗dsg By the definition of ζ
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where ζ+ = (ℓg)
∗p+ and ζ− = (ℓg)

∗p− are elements of g∗. The last step is to note that

ζ(ℓg−1)∗∇sg = g−1 · ζi(Ц−1)ij(dsg)j Expanding in local coordinate representaion

= (dsg)jg
−1 · (Ц−1)ijζi Since (dsg)j ∈ R for each j

= dsg(ℓg−1)∗ζ
♯ Contracting indices

= ℓ∗g−1dsg(ζ
♯) By the definition of the pullback

The goal now is to provide an analog of continuous Lie-Poisson reduction 2.19 for the
hybrid equations of motion presented above 3.15. This is not straightforward due to the reasons
presented in the following:

Remark 3.16. The power of the Lie-Poisson equations (2.13) is that it decouples the momentum
from the position dynamics. This fails to be the case for the impact case for two main reasons:
1) the impact map for ζ in (3.17) depends on g as well as ζ, and 2) switching between (3.16)
and (3.17) depends on g (i.e. on the position on the impact surface). As will be shown, by
requiring the impact set to be left-invariant, the first issue can be resolved. The second issue
requires more structure i.e. that of a right coset of a normal subgroup.

The overarching idea is the following: we want to be able to detect when the impact occurs
without having to keep track of the entire n dimensional trajectory in G. We try to do so in
the least number of dimensions possible. One crucial piece of information is whether the impact
is happening or not. Hence, the question to be asked is: what propriety does Σ need to have so
that where the impact happens does not affect the reduced hybrid equations of motion? From
the following definitions and lemmas it will become apparent that Σ needs to be a right coset.

Definition 3.17 (Impact u-stabilizer).
Given some u ∈ Σ ⊆ G, define the
impact u− stabilizer to be the set

Gu(Σ) = {g ∈ G : gu ∈ Σ}.

Σ

u

g1u
g2u

g3u

Figure 8: Depiction of Σ elements remain-
ing in Σ after multiplication by Gu(Σ) ele-
ments.

In other words Gu(Σ), consists of all group elements that, when acting on u, keep Σ
invariant. A special property holds when Σ is a right coset.

Lemma 3.18. Let K be a subgroup of G, let Σ = Kg0 for some g0 ∈ G, and define Gu(Σ) as in
Definition 3.17. Then, Gu(Σ) = K.

Proof. We will show Gu(Σ) ⊆ K and then K ⊆ Gu(Σ). Let g ∈ Gu(Σ) be arbitrary so
gu ∈ Σ by definition. Since Σ = Kg0, there exists a k ∈ K such that gu = kg0, which implies
g = kg0u

−1. Since u ∈ Σ = Kg0, we know that u = k̃g0 for some k̃ ∈ K. Substituting this
in, g = kg0u

−1 = kg0(k̃g0)
−1 = kg0g

−1
0 k̃−1 = kk̃−1. Since K ≤ G, we know g = kk̃−1 ∈ K,

so Gu(Σ) ⊆ K. Now, let k ∈ K be arbitrary. Using similar arguments as in the first
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part, ku = kk̃g0 for some k̃ ∈ K, and since K ≤ G, we know that kk̃ ∈ K, which implies
ku ∈ Kg0 = Σ. Thus, Gu(Σ) = K.

In order to reduce the dimension to n+1, it should not matter whether the impact happens
at u or at another point in Gu(Σ). The previous lemma implies that for right cosets Gu(Σ) = K
for any u. Assuming that points in Gu(Σ) are equivalent for the reset map, this implies that for
right cosets, the only thing we would need to keep track of is the direction normal to K. This
is indeed one dimensional if K is codimension 1. Now we need to see when the equivalence
assumption actually holds. For this we define the tangent preserving propriety.

Definition 3.19 (Tangent preserving).
Let Σ be a submanifold of G (not
necessarily a subgroup). Then, Σ is
said to be (left) tangent preserving if
for u ∈ Σ and g ∈ Gu(Σ), then

(ℓg)∗TuΣ = TguΣ.

Σ

Σ′v

u

(ℓh)∗v

(ℓg)∗u

Figure 9: Geometric depiction of the tangent
preserving propriety, where Σ has the tan-
gent preserving propriety and Σ′ does not, so
(ℓg)∗v ∈ TΣ and (ℓg)∗v /∈ TΣ′.

Lemma 3.20. If Σ = Kg0 for a subgroup K ≤ G, then Σ is (left) tangent preserving.

Proof. Let g ∈ Gu = K be arbitrary. By Lemma 3.18, we have gΣ = gKg0 = Kg0 = Σ, so
ℓg : Σ → Σ is a diffeomorphism, which implies that (ℓg)∗TuΣ = TguΣ. Thus, Σ is tangent
preserving.

The tangent preserving propriety tells us that we can left translate a vector along Σ, and
still stay in the tangent space of Σ. See Figure 9 for a schematic drawing.

Lemma 3.21. Assume, as before, that K ≤ G is a subgroup and let Σ = Kg0 for some g0 ∈ G.
If there exists a smooth function s ∈ C∞(G) such that s−1({0}) = Σ, then for all u ∈ S,
g ∈ Gu(Σ), there exists an αu,g ∈ R such that αu,gdsu = (ℓg)

∗dsug.

Proof. Since Σ = Kg0, we use Lemma 3.19 states that (ℓg)∗TuΣ = TguΣ for any g ∈ K. By
the definition of s ∈ C∞(G), we know TuΣ = ker dsu for all u ∈ Σ. Then applying the tangent
preserving property,

ker dsu =
(
ℓg−1

)
∗ ker dsgu = ker((ℓg)

∗dsgu).

As TuΣ = ker dsu = ker((ℓg)
∗dsgu) ⊂ TuG is a codimension 1 subspace, it follows that dsu and

(ℓg)
∗dsgu are linearly dependent. Since TuΣ = ker dsu = ker((ℓg)

∗dsgu) is an codimension 1
vector field, it follows that the range of both dsu and dsgu is one dimensional and thus dsu and
dsgu must differ by a constant i.e. there exists an αu,g ∈ R such that αu,gdsu = dsug.

Hence, if the tangent preserving property is fulfilled, the only information that we lose by
translating vectors along Σ is contained within a constant.
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π

2T2

T2S1\T2S1

( (
)
)

σ1
σ2

q

σ1(q)

σ2(q)

π∗

Figure 10: Depiction of independence of local section as guaranteed by 3.22. The lift of q = [g0]
in the case of S1 ⊂ T2 is the circle depicted in red. The tangent vectors to any section project
down to the same q̇ in the reduced space S1\T2.

With the help of the previous lemmas, we can address the issues in Remark 3.16 in the
theorem below.

Theorem 3.22 (Impact Lie-Poisson Reduction). Let G be a Lie group, g0 ∈ G be arbitrary,
and Σ = Kg0 ⊆ G be a right coset of codimension 1 for a closed, normal, codimension 1 Lie
subgroup K of G. Denote the natural projection map by π : G → K\G, and the Lie algebra of
K by K.

Let H : T ∗G → R be a natural left-invariant Hamiltonian and let h = H|g∗ be its restriction
to the identity. Suppose (g(t), p(t)) follows the hybrid flow φH

t and let ζ(t) = (ℓg(t))
∗p(t).

Let σ : K\G → G be a local section, let q ∈ K\G, and let ∆ζ ∈ Ann(K) be such that
h(ζ) = h(ζ +∆ζ). Then, the equations of motion can be written as{

ζ̇ = ad∗dh ζ,

q̇ = dπσ(q)
(
ℓσ(q)

)
∗ζ

♯,
q ̸∈ π(Σ),(3.19) {

ζ 7→ ζ +∆ζ,

q 7→ q,
q ∈ π(Σ),(3.20)

Remark 3.23. In classical Lie-Poisson reduction, the space can be reduced from T ∗G to g∗.
In the hybrid case, the reduction stops at g∗ × (K\G). This extra term is used to determine
whether or not an impact occurs.
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Proof. What needs to be shown is that 1) the dynamics on q ∈ K\G are well-defined, i.e. the
choice of section does not matter and 2) the reduced hybrid equations (3.19) and (3.20) do not
depend on g ∈ G.

We begin with the first part. There are two components: the discrete and the continuous
equations. For the continuous part, the equations of motion are given as in Proposition 3.15{

ζ̇ = ad∗dh ζ;

ġ = (ℓg)∗ζ
♯,

if g /∈ Σ.

As K ≤ G is a subgroup that is closed in the topology of G, there exists a unique manifold
structure such that π : G → K \ G is a smooth surjective submersion [33]. Therefore, for a
smooth curve g(t) ∈ G, we have that q(t) := π(g(t)) ∈ K \G is a smooth curve of equivalence
classes. Additionally, as K ≤ G has codimension 1, the quotient manifold is a 1-dimensional
manifold.

For a curve in g(t) ∈ G satisfying ġ = (ℓg)∗ ζ
♯, the projected curve, q = π(g), satisfies

(3.21)
d

dt
q(t) =

d

dt
π (g(t)) = dπg(t)

(
d

dt
g(t)

)
= dπg(t)

(
ℓg(t)

)
∗ ζ

♯.

For all k ∈ K and g ∈ G, π(kg) = π(g), so differentiating π(g) yields

(ℓk)
∗ dπkg = dπg.

Let σ : K\G → G be a smooth (local) section. Choosing a local section is equivalent to choosing
a representative g0(t) of the equivalence class q(t). Any curve g(t) ∈ G can be written as
g(t) = k(t)σ(π(g(t))) for some curve k(t) ∈ K as in Figure 11. Calling g0(t) := σ(π(g(t))), the
dynamics on q = π(g) in equation (3.21) are

q̇ = dπk(t)g0(t)
(
ℓk(t)g0(t)

)
∗ζ

♯ =
(
ℓk(t)

)∗
dπk(t)g0(t)

(
ℓg0(t)

)
∗ ζ

♯ = dπg0(t)
(
ℓg0(t)

)
∗ ζ

♯.

Note that the previous equation does not depend on g(t) anymore, but only on q(t) and on the
choice of local section σ. Now, suppose we choose a different section g̃0(t) = σ̃(π(g(t))). Then,
there exists k̃(t) ∈ K such that g̃0(t) = k̃(t)g0(t) (see Figure 10). This is because both g0 and
g̃0 are lifts of q(t). Comparing these two different representatives yields

dπg̃0(t)
(
ℓg̃0(t)

)
∗ ζ

♯ = dπk̃(t)g0(t)
(
ℓk̃(t)g0(t)

)
∗ζ

♯

=
(
ℓk̃(t)

)∗
dπg0(t)

(
ℓg0(t)

)
∗ ζ

♯

= dπg0(t)
(
ℓg0(t)

)
∗ ζ

♯.

where the last equality comes from the fact that π(kg) = π(g) for all k ∈ K and g ∈ G.
Therefore, the equations of motion are independent on the choice of section.

In order to find the impact map we use the corner conditions (2.4) and adapt them for the
case of Lie groups.
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K\G

k(t)

g(t)

g0(t)

q(t)

Gg0

Σ

[g0]

π

Figure 11: Schematic drawing of Impact Lie-Poisson reduction, where g(t) represents the true
dynamics of the system, which differs from g0(t) by some subgroup element k(t) for every t.
Since Σ projects down to one point [g0] ∈ K\G,it is sufficient to keep track of q(t) in order to
figure out when impacts happen.

Since the impact surface is time independent δt = R and we get the energy conservation
condition: H+ = H−. In particular, H+|g = H−|g and h+|g = h−|g. For the momentum
equation, we left translate to the identity

((ℓg)
∗(p+ − p−))((ℓg−1)δg) = 0 =⇒

(
ζ+ − ζ−

)
(ℓg−1)∗δg = 0

where ζ± := ℓ∗gp
±.

From the corner conditions we know that δg has to lie in TgΣ and since Σ is a right coset
δg = (rg0)∗k̇ for k̇ ∈ TkK. Therefore,

(ℓg−1)∗δg = (ℓg−1
0
)∗(ℓk−1)∗(rg0)∗k̇ = (Adg−1

0
)∗(ℓk−1)∗k̇.

Since K is a subgroup (ℓk−1)∗k̇ = δ̃k ∈ K. Additionally, K is normal, so its lie algebra is closed
under the adjoint, i.e., Adgξ ∈ K for any g ∈ G and ξ ∈ K. In particular this holds for g = g0
and for ξ = δ̃k so (Adg−1

0
)(ℓk−1)∗k̇ := δk ∈ K. Since δg can be any vector in TgΣ, δk spans K.

For the q variable g+ = g− implies that π(g+) = π(g−), so q+ = q−. Hence we obtain the
impact map {

ζ+ = ζ− +∆ζ

q+ = q−
for all ∆ζ ∈ Ann(K) such that h(ζ+) = h(ζ−).

The impact equation on K\G are identity, independent of the local section chosen for the
continuous part. Moreover, the trajectory in q(t) is continuous, as shown in Figure 4. Impacts
occur when g(t)g0(t)

−1 ∈ K i.e. when the projection q(t) passes through the equivalence class
[g0]. This process is also independent on g(t).
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Remark 3.24. If the Hamiltonian is natural, ζ♯ is defined such that Ц(ζ♯, · ) = ζ. However, ζ♯

is well-defined even if the Hamiltonian is not natural as long as the fiber derivative is invertible.
The formula is given by ζ♯ := FL−1(ζ).

Remark 3.25. The proof requires the existence of a local section, and the choice of the section
σ : K\G → G does not matter. As such, no global section needs to exist.

In the following we give an explicit expression for ∆ζ.

Corollary 3.26. If H : T ∗G → R is a natural left invariant Hamiltonian of the form H(g, p) =
1
2Ц−1(p, p) where Ц is a Riemanninan metric, and if K is a connected, closed, and codimension
1 subgroup of G, then there exists a smooth function s : G → R such that Σ = s−1({0}) and ∆ζ
is given by

∆ζ = −
2dsg0((ℓg−1

0
)∗(ζ

−)♯)

(ℓ∗g0)dsg0((ℓg−1
0
)∗∇sg0)

(ℓg0)
∗dsg0 .(3.22)

Proof. Since K is closed and connected, K \ G is a 1-dimensional connected manifold, and
π : G → K \ G is a surjective submersion, and hence, differentiable. Thus K\G must be
isomorphic to either R or S1. Without loss of generality, assume K\G ∼= R and let j : K\G → R
be the isomorphism. Define s to be

s : G → R : g 7→ j(π(g))− j(π(g0))

Note that g ∈ Σ if and only if [g] = [g0], which implies that s(g) = j(π(g)) − j(π(g0)) = 0.
Moreover, since both j and π are differentiable, s is also differentiable.

From Proposition 3.15 we get

∆ζ = −
2ζ−((ℓg−1)∗∇sg)

dsg(∇sg)
(ℓg)

∗dsg.

This formula is already close to the desired result, but it depends on g. Our goal is to use the
right coset property in order to eliminate the g dependency.

From Lemma 3.21 there exists an αu,g ∈ R such that ℓ∗gdsug = αu,gdsu. Let g = kg0 ∈ Σ,
u = k ∈ Gg0 and g = g0 ∈ Σ. Then, ℓ∗kdskg0 = αk,g0dsg and similarly (ℓk−1)∗∇skg0 = α−1

k,g0
∇sg0 .

Moreover, ℓ∗kg0 = (ℓk ◦ ℓg0)
∗ = ℓ∗g0ℓ

∗
k, and analogously (ℓ(kg0)−1)∗ = (ℓg−1

0
)∗(ℓk−1)∗. Putting

these two observations together into the formula for ∆ζ we obtain

∆ζ = −
2ζ−((ℓg−1

0
)∗α

−1
k,g0

∇sg)

ℓ∗g0αk,g0dsg0(α
−1
k,g0

(ℓg−1
0
)∗∇sg0)

(ℓg0)
∗αk,g0dsg0 .

Since αk,g0 is a nonzero constant, we can pull it out of the pullback and pushforward, and since
it appears in both the numerator and the denominator, we are left with

∆ζ = −
2ζ−((ℓg−1

0
)∗∇sg0)

ℓ∗g0dsg0((ℓg−1
0
)∗∇sg0)

(ℓg0)
∗dsg0 .

The final result follows from the same derivation as the end of the proof of Proposition 3.15.
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Remark 3.27. The normality of the subgroup K is crucial for Hybrid Lie-Poisson reduction. If
dropped, ∆ζ might not be independent of g, and hence, the reset equations cannot be reduced.
This is illustrated in the following counterexample: Consider the Lie group G = Aff(1) and the
subgroup K of G, which are the following sets closed under matrix multiplication

G =

{(
a b
0 1

)
: a ∈ R \ {0} and b ∈ R

}
and K =

{(
a 0
0 1

)
: a ∈ R

}
.

K a codimension 1 closed subgroup of G; however, K is not closed under the adjoint, and
hence, not normal. Next, choose g0 =

(
a0 b0
0 1

)
so then for g ∈ Σ and δg ∈ TgΣ, we have

δg =

(
α̇a0 α̇b0
0 0

)
for

(
α̇ 0
0 0

)
∈ K.

However,

(ℓg−1)∗δg =
α̇

α

(
1 b0/a0
0 0

)
/∈ K.

The dual of the Lie algebra g consists of vectors P = (pa, pb), and the dual pairing P (Ȧ) =
paȧ+pbḃ is the usual dot product between P and (ȧ, ḃ). Left translation of P is ℓ∗CP = (cpa, cpb)
where C =

(
c d
0 1

)
. With ζ = ℓAP , the left translated corner conditions become

(
a(p+a − p−a ) a(p+b − p−b )

)( α̇/α
α̇b0/αa0

)
= a(p+a − p−a )

α̇

α
+

α̇b0
αa0

a(p+b − p−b ).

Now use the fact that a = αa0 and that the above has to be 0 for any α due to the corner
conditions to obtain

a0(p
+
a − p−a ) + b0(p

+
b − p−b ) = 0

This equation does not depend on α anymore which is good, but it also implies that (p+a −
p−a )/(p

+
b − p−b ) = −b0/a0. With p+a − p−a = β, ∆ζ = (β,−b0aβ/a0) which depends on a. So

the reset map is not independent of the group element.

4. Applications. The theory developed above enables us to speed up the computation of the
Frobenius-Perron operator for hybrid systems. First, solving the partial differential equation
(3.6) is faster than computing the Frobenius-Perron operator using the definition (3.1). For the
latter one would need to sample a large number of initial points from the given distribution,
and compute their trajectories for a long period of time. This endeavour suffers greatly under
curse of dimensionality. Second, by doing impact reduction on the hybrid system at hand we
can reduce the dimensionality, which further decreases the computation memory and time.

In the following we illustrate the theory, and its applicability on a number of diverse
examples. First, we consider the classical examples of the bouncing ball and the nonholonomic
Chaplygin sleigh. Next, we provide analytical results in the case where the configuration space
is GLn(R) and the impact surface is the normal subgroup SLn(R). Finally, we employ our
method to analyse an SIR model of an epidemic, with event-based human intervention.
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The numerical simulations are done using a semi-Lagrangian discretization scheme. At each
grid point a characteristic is run backward for some fixed ∆t, and the value of the solution is
updated by using the nearest grid point to the foot of the characteristic. Although this method
is quite crude, the simulations are much faster than the ones that use the definition based
approach to computing the Frobenius-Perron operator (see baseline in [9]). All simulations
are performed in matlab on a MacBook Pro (10 cores and 32 GB memory). The code can be
found at https://github.com/Mary199810/Hybrid-transfer-operators.git.

4.1. The bouncing ball. The canonical pedagogical example is the bouncing ball with elastic
impacts. The equations of motion in the Hamiltonian framework are

ẋ =
p

m
, ṗ = −mg,

impacts occur when the ball strikes the ground (x = 0), and the reset map is ∆(0, p) = (0,−p).
Thus when the ball hits the ground, the sign momentum is reversed since no dissipation occurs
during impact. The hybrid continuity equation, (3.6), is

∂u

∂t
+

p

m

∂u

∂x
−mg

∂u

∂p
= 0, for x ̸= 0;

u(t+, 0, p) = u(t−, 0,−p), otherwise.
(4.1)

Consider an initial distribution ρ(x, p) = e−(x−1)2−p2 and let m = 1 and g = 1. The results
of the simulations are shown in Figure 12. The simulation time was 252.213084 seconds.

4.2. The Chaplygin sleigh with angle impacts. The Chaplygin sleigh was introduced in the
work of Chaplygin [7], and is one of the best studied examples of nonholonomic systems. It
describes the motion of a rigid body in the plane supported on a knife edge. The body can move
freely without friction in the direction parallel to the edge, and it can rotate around it, but it
cannot move perpendicularly. The Chaplygin sleigh model is useful for describing the motion
of a car, in particular when discussing parallel parking [28], for motion planning problems of
skaters in the plane [30], and for more complex robotic systems with wheels [29]. The natural
state space is SE2 with coordinates (x, y, θ) where x and y are Cartesian coordinates that
represent the position of the sleigh within the plane and θ is the sleigh’s orientation. The
Lie algebra is composed of matrices of the form A as stated in (4.2). For this system, the
Hamiltonian is H = 1

2p
TM−1p, where p = (px, py, pθ) and

A =

 0 θ̇ ẋ

−θ̇ 0 ẏ
0 0 0

 M =

 m 0 −ma sin θ
0 m ma cos θ

−ma sin θ ma cos θ I +ma2

 .(4.2)

The Hamiltonian is left invariant, i.e., H(g, p) = H(e, g−1p) for any g ∈ SE2, where e is the
identity matrix in SE2. It is easier to work in the Lagrangian formulation with L = 1

2 ġMġ.
Then left translation to identity is

ζ = g−1ġ =

 ẋ cos θ + ẏ sin θ
−ẋ sin θ + ẏ cos θ

θ̇
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(a) The initial density is centered around (1, 0). (b) Immediately after the start of the simula-
tion, at t = 1, the mass is attracted towards
the impact surface x = 0.

(c) Around t = 5 the mass starts to concentrate
in stripes around the Zeno point (0, 0).

(d) As time becomes large, this effect is
stronger.

Figure 12: Snapshots of the evolution of an initial density under the hybrid transfer operator
PDE (4.1) corresponding the the elastic bouncing ball.

a

(x, y)

R2 ⊂ SE2

Figure 13: Schematic drawing of the Chaplygin sleigh, where a is the distance from the center
of mass to the knife edge.

The first component is the velocity parallel to the edge, the second is the perpendicular velocity
and the third is the angular velocity of the sleigh. The dimension can further be reduced by
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taking the nonholonomic constraint −ẋ sin θ + ẏ cos θ = 0 into consideration. This is exactly
the second component of ζ. Let v = ẋ cos θ + ẏ sin θ and ω = θ̇. Then the equations of motion
can be written in the (v, ω) coordinates asv̇ = aω2

ω̇ = − ma

I +ma2
vω

Now assume that the impacts are angle dependent, i.e. Σ = {(x, y, θ) ∈ SE2 : θ ∈ {±θ0}}
which is a right coset of R2, who is in turn a codimension 1 subgroup of SE2. In the example
of a simplified vehicle, this is equivalent to having the wheel turn suddenly after reaching a
critical angle. The reset map in the reduced coordinates is:{

v+ = v−

ω+ = −ω−

Apart from v and ω we need another variable to determine where impacts happen. This is
the role of q in Theorem 3.22. R\SE2 ≈ S1 so q = θ ∈ S1. For the local section σ(θ) = (0, 0, θ),
the equations of motion (3.16) are equivalent to θ̇ = ω and the reset map for θ is identity, so
θ+ = θ−. Putting everything together, the reduced hybrid dynamics are given by

Continuous: Discrete:

v̇ = aω2 v+ = v−

ω̇ = − ma

I +ma2
vω ω+ = −ω−

θ̇ = ω θ+ = θ−.

Plugging this vector field into (3.6) and using the usual measure on SE2: µ = dv ∧ dω ∧ dθ, we
obtain the PDE for the transfer operator

∂u

∂t
− ∂u

∂v
aω2 − ma

I +ma2
vω

∂v

∂ω
+ ω

∂v

∂θ
− ma

I +ma2
vu = 0 if θ ̸= θ0;

u(t+, v,−ω, θ) = u(t−, v, ω, θ) if θ = θ0.

The dynamics of the Chaplygin sleigh can be further reduced by using the conservation of
energy propriety and restricting to an energy surface. Let E be the constant energy of the
sleigh, which can be written in terms of v and ω as

E =
1

2
mv2 +

1

2
(I +ma2)ω2,

We can express ω in terms of v as ω = ±
√
C1 − C2ω2 where C1 = 2E/(I + ma2) and

C2 = m/(I + ma2). There are two branches of the solution to ω2 = C1 − C2v
2. When an

impact happens, the branch is changed, leading us to the 2 dimensional system{
v̇ = aC1 − aC2v

2

θ̇ = ±
√
C1 − C2v2 = X(v)

if θ ̸= θ0, with

{
v+ = v−

θ+ = θ−
if θ = θ0;
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R

θ = θ0

θ = −θ0

u(t, v, θ)

θ

v

Xv

Figure 14: State space for the Chaplygin sleigh restricted to an energy surface. The two halves
of the cylinder are stacked on top of each other when displaying u(t, v, θ), the solution to the
Hybrid transfer PDE (3.6).

This is a Filippov system where the vector field changes as we cross the lines θ = ±θ0. The
state space looks like two copies of R× S1 glued along the lines θ = ±θ0 as in Figure 14.

Moreover, the PDE for the Frobenius-Perron operator is

∂u

∂t
+ a(C1 − C2v

2)
∂u

∂v
+X(v)

∂u

∂θ
+ 2aC2vu = 0

u(t+, ω,±θ0) = u(t−,−ω,±θ0)

In the plots below (Figure 15), the two copies of R × S1 are identified and the value of the
solution is the sum of the value on each copy.

4.3. Matrix groups. Consider the case where the configuration space is Q = G = GLn(R),
with impact surface Σ = SLn(R). The Lie algebra of G is gln(R) ∼= Rn×n with Lie bracket
[A,B] = BA−AB and structure coefficients Ck

ij for i, j, k ∈ {1, . . . , n2}. The dual of the Lie
algebra consists of matrices p ∈ Rn×n with the dual pairing given by ⟨p, ξ⟩ =

∑
ij pijξij . The

pullback of left translation on dual vectors can be written in terms of matrix multiplication as
ℓ∗Ap = AT p.

Let H(A,P ) = 1
2 tr(A

TPP TA). This Hamiltonian is left-invariant as H(In, A
TP ) =

H(A,P ). Throughout this section In denotes the identity in GLn(R). Let ζ := ATP ∈ gl∗n and
denote by h : gl∗n → R the Hamiltonian restricted to the dual of the Lie algebra; in coordinates
h(ζ) = 1

2 tr(ζζ
T ). To determine the continuous component of the reduced motion, we view

ζ ∈ gl∗n as a row vector in Rn2 and X,Y ∈ gln as column vectors in Rn2 .
The coadjoint representation can be written in terms of the structure coefficients as

ad∗X(ζ)(Y ) = ζ([X,Y ]) = Ck
ijX

iY jζk =⇒ (ad∗X(ζ))j = Ck
ijX

iζk

Therefore the continuous equations of motion are ζ̇i = Ck
ij(ζ

T )iζk.
For the discrete jumps, let Σ = SLn(R) be the impact surface, and note that SLn(R) =

s−1(0), where s(A) = det(A) − 1. Let adj(A) denote the coadjoint of A, so ds|A = adj(A)T .
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(a) The initial density is ρ(v, θ) = e−v2−θ2 (b) Immediately, the mass is pulled towards the
right side, which corresponds to the stable fixed
point v∗ =

√
C1/C2.

(c) A sharp peak begins to form in the upper right
corner. After an impact, θ rapidly decreases so
some of the mass gathers around lower θ values.

(d) After a longer time, a delta-like peak forms in
the upper right corner.

Figure 15: Evolution of an initial density under the reduced hybrid Chaplygin sleigh equations
of motion.

Then, since Σ = SLn(R) · In and g0 = In, the formula (3.22) for this case gives

∆ζ = − 2

n
tr(ζ)In.

Remark 4.1. Let f(ζ) = tr(ζ). Then df = Indζ which commutes with any dh for any Hamil-
tonian h. Thus, the trace is a Casimir for the bracket on gl∗n. Moreover, across impacts
tr(ζ+) = −tr(ζ−).

The extra variable that keeps track of whether impact occur is q = det(A)− 1. Its equations of
motion are given by (3.19) {

q̇ = (q + 1)tr(ζ)
q+ = q−
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Figure 16: Sample trajectories of the 2-dimensional system (4.3) which determines exactly when
impacts happen for n-dimensional Lie-Poisson impact system with G = GLn, and Σ = SLn.
Initially, tr(ζ) = −2, and q = det(A)− 1 is sampled uniformly from [−3, 3].

The q variable system can also be solved exactly, using the fact that tr(ζ) = C is always
constant; we obtain q(t) = q0e

Ct − 1.
Therefore, to determine when impacts occur we need to keep track of two scalars: the trace

of the lie algebra element, and the determinant of the group element. Independently on the
dimension of the configuration space, impacts are completely determined by{

q(t) = q0e
Ct − 1

C(t) = C
if q ̸= 0;

{
q+ = q−

C+ = −C− if q = 0.(4.3)

No matter the initial tr(ζ) and det(A), there is at most one impact on any trajectory (see
Figure 16).

Let n = 2, and denote the components of dh by (α1 α2 α3 α4). Then ad∗dh is a 4× 4 matrix
depending on dh

ad∗dh =


0 −α3 α2 0

−α2 α1 − α4 0 α2

α3 0 α4 − α1 −α3

0 α3 −α2 0


For h = 1

2 tr(ζζ
T ), dh =

∑
i ζIdζi and the equations of motion are

(
ζ̇1 ζ̇2 ζ̇3 ζ̇4

)
=
(
ζ1 ζ2 ζ3 ζ4

)
0 −ζ3 ζ2 0

−ζ2 ζ1 − ζ4 0 ζ2
ζ3 0 ζ4 − ζ1 −ζ3
0 ζ3 −ζ2 0


=
(
−ζ22 + ζ23 (ζ1 − ζ4)(ζ2 − ζ3) (ζ1 − ζ4)(ζ2 − ζ3) ζ22 − ζ23

)(4.4)

and discrete transitions follow the rule ζ+ =
(
−ζ−4 ζ−2 ζ−3 −ζ1

)
.
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The system (4.4) can be solved exactly! Let ζ1 + ζ4 = tr(ζ) = C and ζ2 − ζ3 = D. Then,
Ċ = Ḋ = 0 so C and D are constants. Plugging this back into (4.4), the equations of motion
can be reduced to a 2-dimensional linear system

which can be solved analytically to give the following solution to (4.4):

ζ1 = D2t+ ζ01 cos(2Dt) + ζ03 sin(2Dt), ζ3 = −CDt+ ζ01 sin(2Dt) + ζ03 cos(2Dt),

ζ2 = D − CDt+ ζ01 sin(2Dt) + ζ03 cos(2Dt), ζ4 = C −D2t− ζ01 cos(2Dt)− ζ03 sin(2Dt),

where D = ζ03 − ζ02 and C = ζ01 + ζ04 .
Now, consider the problem of finding the flow of some density under the dynamics. For

this we need to find (3.6) for GL2(R). Given the measure µ = dζ1 ∧ dζ2 ∧ dζ3 ∧ dζ4 ∧ dq, we
obtain that the hybrid Jacobian is JX

µ = −1 and the divergence divµ(X) = tr(ζ) = C. Hence,
(3.6) becomes

∂tu+ (2Dζ3 +D2)∂ζ1u+ (2Dζ1 −DC)∂ζ2u+ (2Dζ1 −DC)∂ζ3u = −Cu

−(2Dζ3 +D2)∂ζ4u+ C(q + 1)∂qu = −Cu
if q ̸= 0;

u(t+, ζ+, 0) = −u(t−, ζ−, 0) if q = 0.

4.4. Modeling the spread of disease with human intervention. Consider an SIR model as in
[35], governed by the following equations of motion

Ṡ = µN − βSI

N
− µS

İ =
βSI

N
− γI − µI − δI

Ṙ = γI − µR

where µ represents the natural birth and death rate, γ is the recovery rate, β is the rate of
infection, and δ is the death rate due to the disease. Now, consider the following scenario:
after the number of infected individuals reaches a specific threshold fraction of the population
α, the government decides to intervene and treats a fraction f of the infected individuals all
at once. After this, the government lets the disease evolve again with its usual dynamics.
Mathematically, the intervention is represented by the impact map

S+ = S−

I+ = (1− f)I−

R+ = R− + fI−

and impact surface Σ = R+ × {αN} × R+
∼= R2 ⊂ R3.

We are interested in the long term behaviour of this population. What percent of the
individuals survive this disease? What are the best values for α and f under which limt→∞N(t)
is maximized?

One interesting aspect about this example is that the hybrid Jacobian is no longer 1, which
is not surprising since the equations do not come from a Hamiltonian.

∆∗iXµ = −(1− f)I

(
βS

N
− γ − µ− δ

)
dS ∧ dR = (1− f)ι∗SiXµ
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Hence, the hybrid Jacobian JX
µ (∆) = 1−f , so the hybrid Frobenius Perron-PDE (3.6) becomes

∂u

∂t
+

(
µN − βSI

N
− µS

)
∂u

∂S
+

(
βSI

N
− (γ + µ+ δ)I

)
∂u

∂I

+ (γI − µR)
∂u

∂R
−
(
β
I − S

N
+ 3µ+ δ + γ

)
u = 0, I ̸= αN ;

I = αN., u(t+, S, αN(1− f), R) = (1− f)u(t−, S, αN,R), I = αN.

Assume we are only interested in the proportion of susceptible, infected and recovered individuals,
and not in the total size of the population. Under this assumption we can further reduce the
dimension by normalization. Let i = I/N , s = S/N , and r = R/N . Then i+ r + s = 1, the
hybrid equations of motion become

ṡ = µ− µs− (β − δ)si

i̇ = βsi+ δi2 − (γ + µ+ δ)i
if i ̸= α;

s+ = s−

i+ = (1− f)i−
if i = α,

and the hybrid Frobenius-Perron PDE is

∂u

∂t
+ (µ− µs− (β − δ)si)

∂u

∂s
+ (βsi+ δi2 − (γ + µ+ δ)i)

∂u

∂i
= (2µ− β(s− i) + γ + δ − 3δi)u,

(4.5)

u(t+, s, α(1− f)) =
−βαs+ δα2 − (g + µ+ δ)α

−βαs(1− f) + δα2(1− f)2 − (g + µ+ δ)α(1− f)
u(t−, s, α).

Consider an initial density ρ(s, i) = e−(s−0.5)2−10(i−1+s)2 . Figure 17 shows the evolution of this
density under the PDE given in (4.5). Table 2 shows the values of the parameters used during
the simulation. Note that since i+ s = 1− r ≤ 1 the configuration space for this model is the
lower triangle of [0, 1]× [0, 1].

Parameter β γ δ µ f α

Value 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.7

Table 2: Values of the parameters of the SIR model used in the simulations shown in Figure 17.

Although the simulations show that the percentage of infected population is likely to be
low, this does not imply that the intervention was successful. It might be the case that the size
of the population decreases so much, that the individuals are mostly recovered. In particular
for initial percentage of infected individuals greater than 0.7 the population quickly becomes
totally infected and the number of individuals N decreases drastically. In the future we would
like to study in detail the entire 3 dimensional dynamics and the effect of the disease on the
population count.

5. Conclusions. This paper contributes to the theoretical understanding of hybrid systems in
two ways. First, it presents a continuity equation for the Frobenius-Perron operator (Theorem
3.12). This simplifies the problem of computing the time evolution of a given density under
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(a) The initial density of the pop-
ulation, which is concentrated
along the line s+ i = 1.

(b) The intervention decreases the
number of infected individuals by
30% when it reaches 70%. If I is
initially greater than 70%, then
the population becomes infected
and eventually dies.

(c) At t = 5 these effects are ex-
acerbated and we obtain a pop-
ulation where the percentage of
infected individuals is likely to be
less than 20%.

Figure 17: Evolution of initial density ρ = e−(s−0.5)2−10(i−1+s)2 under the hybrid transfer PDE
(4.5) corresponding to the SIR model with human intervention.

the underlying dynamics, to the quest of finding the solution of a partial differential equation.
Second, it develops a theory of reduction for hybrid systems where the state space is a Lie
group (Theorem 3.22). This is particularly useful in high dimensional systems, where even
solving equation (3.6) becomes difficult.

We identify several future research directions. Although the Hybrid Frobenius-Perron PDE
offers great theoretical insight into the analysis of the transfer operator, the numerical methods
employed for solving it should be further improved. A particular issue comes into play due
to the fact that characteristics do not always stay within the predefined grid. In our current
approach, when that happens, we integrate over the entire characteristic up to time 0. However,
this increases the computation time and becomes problematic when a large number of the
characteristics suffer from this issue. Therefore, better methods to deal with this situation are
needed. Moreover, different approaches for solving (3.6) such as finite differences and finite
volumes should be studied.

In order for Hybrid Lie-Poisson reduction to be valid, the impact surface needs to be the
right coset of a codimension 1 normal Lie subgroup of the configuration space. These proprieties
restrict the types of hybrid systems we can consider for reduction. In the future, we wish to
study the instances where the conditions mentioned above are not satisfied. Even if reduction
to n+ 1 dimensions might not be plausible without these conditions, there might still be some
k < n such that the system can be reduced to n+ k dimensions.

Finally, we are interested in the inverse problem, where we would like to find the underlying
hybrid dynamics, using the evolution of a given density under the Frobenius-Perron operator.
Suppose we can sample points from the flow of some initial distribution at any given time.
These points will give an approximation to the solution of the (3.6). Can we tell whether the
dynamics is hybrid just by looking at these points? Can we find an analytical expression for
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the ODEs that generate this dynamics?

Appendix A. Proof of the transverse property.

Lemma A.1 (Transverse property). Let ∆X
∗ : TM |S → TM |∆(S) be the augmented differential

and let ιS : S ↪→ M and ι∆(S) : ∆(S) ↪→ M denote the respective inclusion maps. Then,

(A.1) det
µ

∆X
∗ = det

ι∗S iXµ→ι∗
∆(S)

iXµ
(∆∗) .

Proof. Fix x ∈ S and let vi ∈ TxM for i = 1, . . . , n where n = dimM . Then, we can decompose
vi into vi = ui + αiXx where ui ∈ TxS and αi ∈ R. By the definition of detµ, as stated in
Definiton (3.4), we know that(

det
µ

∆X
∗
)
µ(v1, . . . , vn) =µ∆(x)

(
∆X

∗ v1, . . . ,∆X
∗ vn

)
(A.2)

Expanding vi through the mentioned decomposition: vi = ui + αiXx

=µ∆(x)

(
∆X

∗
(
u1 + α1Xx

)
, . . . ,∆X

∗
(
un + αnXx

))
Since is ∆X

∗ a linear map and ∆X
∗ (Xx) = X∆(x) by definition

=µ∆(x)

(
∆∗
(
u1
)
+ α1X∆(x), . . . ,∆∗ (u

n) + αnX∆(x)

)
By the linearity of k-forms, we can expand the previous expression as follows

=µ∆(x)

(
∆∗u

1,∆∗u
2
x, . . . ,∆∗u

n
)

(A.3)

+

n∑
k=1

(−1)k−1αkµ∆(x)

(
∆∗u

1
x, . . . , ∆̂∗uk, X∆(x), . . . ,∆∗u

n
)

Since TxS is n− 1 dimensional and each ui ∈ TxS, the set {ui}ni=1 is linearly dependent. Then,
since k-forms with linearly dependent inputs are equal to zero, we know that (A.3) vanishes, so

=

n∑
k=1

(−1)k−1αkµ∆(x)

(
∆∗u

1, . . . , ∆̂∗uk, X∆(x), . . . ,∆∗u
n
)

Rewriting using the fact that µ∆(x) is an alternating product

=

n∑
k=1

(−1)k−1αkµ∆(x)

(
X∆(x),∆∗u

1
x, . . . , ∆̂∗uk, . . . ,∆∗u

n
)

=
n∑

k=1

(−1)k−1αkiXµ∆(x)

(
∆∗u

1, . . . , ∆̂∗uk, . . . ,∆∗u
n
)
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Before we solve for detµ∆X
∗ , we will rewrite µ(v1, . . . , vn−1), the term that detµ∆X

∗ is multiplied
by in (A.2). Yet again using the decomposition vi = ui + αiXx and a process similar to that of
rewriting the right-hand side of (A.2), yields

µ(v1, . . . , vn−1) =
n∑

k=1

µx(u
1, . . . ,̂ uk, αkXx, . . . , u

n)

=
n∑

k=1

(−1)k−1αkiXµ(u1, . . . ,̂ uk, . . . , un).

Now, we can isolate detµ∆
X
∗ from all other terms in (A.2),

det
µ

∆X
∗ =

∑n
k=1(−1)k−1αkiXµ∆(x)(∆∗u

1 . . . , ∆̂∗uk, . . . ,∆∗u
n)∑n

k=1(−1)k−1αkiXµ(u1, . . . ,̂ uk, . . . , un−1)
.(A.4)

We have finished deriving the left-hand side of (A.1). For computing the right-hand side, we
must carefully choose which vectors we plug into the form determinant definition. With a later
part of the proof in mind, we modify the earlier set of uk vectors and choose{

{αku1, . . . , ûk, . . . , un} for k ∈ {2, 3, . . . , n} ;{
α1u2x, u

3
x, . . . , u

n
}

for k = 1,

both of which we will denote by the top case since the proofs are identical. The reasoning
behind this choice becomes apparent in (A.5). Now computing the the right-hand side of (A.1),

det
ι∗S iXµ→ι∗

∆(S)
iXµ

(∆∗) αkiXµ
(
u1, . . . ,̂ uk, . . . , un

)
= det
ι∗S iXµ→ι∗

∆(S)
iXµ

(∆∗) ι∗S(iXµ)
(
αku1, . . . ,̂ uk, . . . , un

)
Since uk ∈ TxS ⊂ TxM

= ∆∗ι∗∆(S)(iXµ)
(
αku1, . . . , ∆̂∗uk, . . . , u

n
)

Definition of the form determinant

= ι∗∆(S)(iXµ∆(x))
(
αk∆∗u

1, . . . , ∆̂∗uk, . . . ,∆∗u
n
)

Applying the pullback of ∆

= iXµ∆(x)

(
αk∆∗u

1, . . . , ∆̂∗uk, . . . ,∆∗u
n
)

Since ∆∗u
k ∈ T∆(x)(∆(S)) ⊂ T∆(x)M

Since equality still holds if we multiply both sides by (−1)k−1, we can then sum over k to get

det
ι∗Sα

kiXµ→ι∗
∆(S)

iXµ
(∆∗)

n∑
k=1

(−1)k−1iXµ∆(x)

(
u1, . . . ,̂ uk, . . . , un

)
=

n∑
k=1

(−1)k−1αkiXµ∆(x)

(
∆∗u

1, . . . , ∆̂∗uk, . . . ,∆∗u
n
)
.(A.5)

Finally, isolating the determinant and looking back at previous equations, we get that

det
ι∗S iXµ→ι∗

∆(S)
iXµ

(∆∗) =

∑n
k=1(−1)k−1iXµ∆(x)

(
∆∗u

1, . . . , ∆̂∗(uk), . . . ,∆∗u
n)∑n

k=1(−1)k−1iXµ
(
u1, . . . ,̂ uk, . . . , un

) = (A.4) = det
µ
(∆X

∗ ).
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Appendix B. Proof of the form determinant and inverse form determinant relation.

Lemma B.1 (Relation between form determinant and inverse form determinant). Given a dif-
feomorphism f : M → N and volume forms µ ∈ Ωn(M) and η ∈ Ωn(N), the relation between
det
µ→η

f∗ and det
η→µ

f−1
∗ is given by

det
η→µ

(f∗) =
1

det
µ→η

(f−1
∗ ) ◦ f

or det
µ→η

(f−1
∗ ) =

1

det
η→µ

(f∗)
◦ f−1.

Proof. Let µ ∈ Ωn(M) and η ∈ Ωn(N) be volume forms. Recall that, by definition (3.4), the
determinant of f−1

∗ : TN → TM is the C∞(N) function detη→µ(∆
−1
∗ ) such that

det
η→µ

(f−1
∗ )η = (f−1)∗µ.(B.1)

Since µ and η are non-singular, their form determinants are nonzero, so we can divide by the
determinants to get

µ =
(
det
µ→η

(f∗)
)−1

f∗η and η =
(
det
µ→η

(f−1
∗ )
)−1

(f−1)∗µ.

As the above functions are inverses of each other, they have the property that f−1 ◦ f = IdM .
Taking the pullback of both sides of this property gives us

(B.2) (f−1 ◦ f)∗ = f∗ ◦ (f−1)∗ = Id∗
M ,

Now that we have the pullbacks written out, we get

µ = f∗ ◦ (f−1)∗µ By (B.2)

= f∗( det
η→µ

(f−1
∗ )η

)
By the defintion of the form determinant of (f−1)∗

=
(
det
η→µ

(f−1
∗ ) ◦ f

)
(f∗η) Property of pullback on top forms [22, Proposition 14.20]

=
(
det
η→µ

(f−1
∗ ) ◦ f

)
det
µ→η

(f∗)µ By the defintion of det
µ→η

f∗

Finally, dividing gives us

det
µ→η

(f∗) =
1

det
µ→η

(f−1
∗ ) ◦ f

and det
η→µ

(f−1
∗ ) =

1

det
µ→η

(f∗)
◦ f−1.

For unconstrained or holonomically constrained systems with a stationary impact surface,
JX
µ (∆) = c4. We show this by explicitly computing ∆∗iXµ = JX

µ (∆)ι∗iXµ which turns out to
be a relatively simple computation since all but one 1-form is equal to zero.

Theorem B.2. Let H : T ∗Q → R be a natural Hamiltonian and S ⊂ Q the impact surface. Let
∆ be the inelastic impact map given by

∆(x, p) =

(
x, p− (1 + c2)

p(∇h)

dh(∇h)
dh

)
.

Then, the hybrid Jacobian is simply JXH
ωn (∆) = c4.
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Proof. To calculate the hybrid Jacobian for inelastic impact systems without constraints, we
must isolate JX

µ (∆) from ∆∗iXµ = JX
µ (∆)ι∗iXµ, where µ = ωn and ω = dxi ∧ dpi is our

symplectic form on T ∗Q. First, calculating the exterior derivative of the Hamiltonian for later
use

dH =
∂H

∂xk
dxk +

∂H

∂pk
dxk

=
∂

∂xk

(
1

2
gijpipj + V (x)

)
dxk +

∂

∂pk

(
1

2
gijpipj + V (x)

)
dpk

=

(
1

2

∂gij

∂xk
pipj +

∂V (x)

∂xk

)
dxk +

(
1

2
gij

∂pi
∂pk

pj +
1

2
gijpi

∂pj
∂pk

)
dpk

=

(
1

2

∂gij

∂xk
pipj +

∂V (x)

∂xk

)
dxk +

(
1

2
gijδi

kpj +
1

2
gijpiδj

k

)
dpk

=

(
1

2

∂gij

∂xk
pipj +

∂V (x)

∂xk

)
dxk + gkjpjdpk

Now to calculate iXω for the equation for the hybrid Jacobian. Since iXω = dH, we know that

iXωn = iX(ω ∧ . . . ∧ ω)

= dH ∧ ωn−1

=

((
1

2

∂gij

∂xk
pipj +

∂V (x)

∂xk

)
dxk + gkjpjdpk

)
∧

(
n∑

k=1

dx1 ∧ dp1 ∧ . . . ∧ ̂dxk ∧ dpk ∧ . . . ∧ dxn ∧ dpn

)

=

(
1

2

∂gij

∂xk
pipj +

∂V (x)

∂xk

) n∑
k=1

dx1 ∧ dp1 ∧ . . . ∧ dxk ∧ d̂pk ∧ . . . ∧ dxn ∧ dpn

+ gkjpj

n∑
k=1

dx1 ∧ dp1 ∧ . . . ∧ d̂xk ∧ dpk ∧ . . . ∧ dxn ∧ dpn

Since we have the quasi-smooth dependence property, we can choose the local coordinates
about any point in the gurad so that S = {(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Rn : s(x1, . . . , xn) = xn}, which
implies ds = dxn. Consequentially, all terms in iXω that contain dxn are equal to zero on S, so

ι∗iXωn = gnjpjdx
1 ∧ dp1 ∧ . . . ∧ d̂xn ∧ dpn(B.3)

and from this, we can see that the only term that we will need to calculate is ∂H/∂pn since it
is the only term that remains in (B.3). Writing the Hamiltonian, we have that

H+ − V (x) =
1

2
g

(
p− (1− c2)

p(∇s)

ds(∇s)
ds, p− (1− c2)

p(∇s)

ds(∇s)
ds

)
=

1

2
g (p, p)− (1− c2)

p(∇s)

ds(∇s)
g (p, ds) +

1

2

(
(1− c2)

p(∇s)

ds(∇s)

)2

g (ds, ds)
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and taking the derivative of H as needed,

∂

∂pn
(H+ − V (x)) =

1

2
g

(
∂p

∂pn
, p

)
+

1

2
g

(
p,

∂p

∂pn

)
− 1

2

∂p(∇s)

∂pn

1− c2

ds(∇s)
g (p, ds)

− 1

2
(1− c2)

p(∇s)

ds(∇s)
g

(
∂p

∂pn
, ds

)
+

1

2

(
1− c2

)2 ∂

∂pn

(
p(∇s)

ds(∇s)

)2

g (ds, ds)

=
1

2
g

(
∂p

∂pn
, p

)
+

1

2
g

(
p,

∂p

∂pn

)
− 1

2

∂p(∇s)

∂pn

1− c2

ds(∇s)
g (p, ds)

− 1

2
(1− c2)

p(∇s)

ds(∇s)
g

(
∂p

∂pn
, ds

)
+

1

2

(
1− c2

)2 ∂

∂pn

(
p(∇s)

ds(∇s)

)2

ds(∇s)

= g

(
∂p

∂pn
, p

)
− (1− c2)

p(∇s)

ds(∇s)
g

(
∂p

∂pn
, ds

)
+

(1− c2)2

ds(∇s)

∂ (p(∇s))

∂pn
.(B.4)

Explicitly writing out the derivatives of (B.4),

g

(
∂p

∂pn
, p

)
= gij

∂pi
∂pn

pj = gijδi
npj = gnjpj = vn

∂ (p(∇s))

∂pn
=

∂
(
gijpi∂jh

)
∂pn

= gij
∂pi
∂pn

∂jh = gijδi
n∂jh = gnj∂jh = (∇s)n.

Now plugging those derivatives in,

=⇒ ∂H+

∂pn
= vn − (∇s)n

1− c2

ds(∇s)
g (p, ds) +

(1− c2)2

ds(∇s)
(∇s)np(∇s)

= vn − (∇s)n
1− c2

ds(∇s)
g (p, ds) +

1− 2c2 + c4

ds(∇s)
(∇s)np(∇s)

= vn − (∇s)n
1− c2

ds(∇s)
p(∇s) +

1− 2c2 + c4

ds(∇s)
(∇s)np(∇s)

= vn +
c4 − 1

ds(∇s)
(∇s)np(∇s)

Relating this back to our original equation, we find that

∆∗iXµ = JX
µ (∆)ι∗iXµ(

vn +
c4 − 1

ds(∇s)
(∇s)np(∇s)

)
dx1 ∧ dp1 ∧ . . . ∧ d̂xn ∧ dpn =

JX
µ (∆)gnjpjdx

1 ∧ dp1 ∧ . . . ∧ d̂xn ∧ dpn

=⇒
(
vn +

c4 − 1

ds(∇s)
(∇s)np(∇s)

)
= JX

µ (∆)vn

=⇒ JX
µ (∆) =

vn + c4−1
ds(∇s)(∇s)np(∇s)

vn

= 1 +
c4 − 1

vnds(∇s)
(∇s)np(∇s)
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As previously mentioned, ds = dxn so then ds(∇s) = dxn(∇s) = (∇s)n. Furthermore,
p(∇s) = gijpi∂js = ds(v) = dxn(v) = vn. Thus, we can say that

JX
µ (∆) = 1 +

c4 − 1

vn(∇s)n
(∇s)nvn

= 1 + c4 − 1

= c4

This result is the simplest of inelastic collisions, but we believe that it is likely to carry over to
nonholonmic systems with inelastic collisions so that JX

µ (∆) = c4 in general. However, this
has yet to be shown and is reserved for future works.
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