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Abstract. We provide an angular parametrization of the special unitary group

SU(2n) generalizing Euler angles for SU(2) by successively applying the KAK

decomposition. We then determine constraint equations for the parametric curve of

generalized Euler angles corresponding to the exponential curve of a given Hamiltonian.

The constraint equations are in the form of first-order differential-algebraic equations

and resemble Wei-Norman equations of canonical coordinates of the second kind for

SU(2n).
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1. Introduction

The simulation of a quantum system through a controllable quantum system, often

called the Hamiltonian simulation, has been a prominent application in quantum

computation. Along with the vitality of the Hamiltonian simulation for diverse target

systems, the particular interest in the Hamiltonian simulation resides in its anticipated

computational power over the classical implementation owing to the intrinsic quantum

nature of the control system.

In the Hamiltonian simulation, it is essential to establish the connection between

the control parameters of the control system to the unitary evolution generated by the

Hamiltonian of the target system embedded in the control system. This necessitates a

comprehensive specification of the control system, which includes the complete set of

control parameters and the relationship between a particular Hamiltonian and control

parameters.

In mathematical terms, the unitarity of a quantum system’s evolution indicates

that the controllability of the control system for a Hamiltonian simulation amounts to a

parametrization of the unitary group embedding the evolution of the target system. For

instance, given a two-level quantum system, an evolution of the system can be identified

with an element of U(2). Therefore, up to the overall phase factor, a conventional Euler
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angle parametrization of SU(2) provides a set of control parameters along with the polar

decomposition.

A particularly practical class of parametrizations involves decomposing the unitary

group into one-parameter subgroups. With this approach, an element of the unitary

group can be expressed as a finite string of elements of subgroups in which the order

of subgroups in the string is fixed and independent of the decomposed element. Each

parameter in the string provides complete control over the corresponding subgroup,

allowing for precise manipulation of the target element. Such decomposition is

often called the uniform finite generation of the unitary group and has acquired a

particular interest since the group-generating string can be interpreted as a sequential

implementation of elements forming the string.

The uniform finite generation of the unitary group has been extensively studied

in the context of the controllability of systems on Lie groups (see, for instance, [1] and

related references). The first existence of a uniform finite generation has been established

in [2], and various explicit constructions have been presented in [1, 3, 4].

The KAK decomposition of a compact Lie group has provided systematic

constructions of the uniform finite generation of the unitary group and has been studied

in [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10]. In particular, in [8], the KAK decomposition of SU(2n) has been

applied to obtain a uniform finite generation of SU(2n) which is relevant to unitary

evolutions embedded in the control system consisting of n two-level (or qubit) systems.

However, despite diverse constructions of the uniform finite generation of the

unitary group, the direct interconnection between the Hamiltonian simulation and the

uniform finite generation has yet to be extensively studied. In particular, the relation

between the integral curve generated by the given Hamiltonian of the system via the

exponential map and the parametric curve for the control parameters has not been

explicitly established apart from the well-known equations for Euler angles [11].

In this work, we provide a construction of the uniform finite generation of the

unitary group SU(2n) by extending results in [8, 9, 10, 12]. Having a uniform finite

generation of SU(2n), we establish a set of constraint equations for the parametric

curve corresponding to the integral curve generated by the Hamiltonian of the target

system via the exponential map, which provides the direct interconnection between the

Hamiltonian simulation and the uniform finite generation of the n-qubit system.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we provide a decomposition

of the unitary group SU(2n) by successively applying the KAK decomposition. The

decomposition can be considered a refinement of works in [8, 12], having a particular

intention to systematically relate the decomposition with the Hamiltonian simulation.

We then show that for a unitary evolution of a Hamiltonian system, one can obtain

a system of differential-algebraic equations (DAEs) for the parametric curve identical to

the unitary evolution. The construction of the DAEs resembles that of the Wei-Norman

equations in [13, 14, 15], whose parametrization is the set of canonical coordinates of

the second kind. The last section is devoted to the summary and outlook, discussing

possible research directions for our work.
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2. KAK decomposition and generalized Euler angles for SU(2n)

An evolution of a Hamiltonian system embedded in an n-qubit system can be represented

as an element in SU(2n) by ignoring the overall phase factor. Therefore, a uniform finite

generation of SU(2n) provides a set of control parameters for the evolution of the system.

The KAK decomposition of the unitary group provides a systematic construction

of a uniform finite generation of the unitary group. The KAK decomposition in the

context of a unitary control of a Hamiltonian system has been considered in [8]. In this

section, we extend the method in [8] to decompose SU(2n) in a recursive manner, which

is somewhat close to the exposition in [12].

A decomposition of the KAK type for a compact connected semisimple Lie group

G is associated with an orthogonal symmetric Lie algebra of the compact type of

the corresponding Lie algebra g. For a compact Lie algebra, the construction of an

orthogonal symmetric Lie algebra amounts to a vector space decomposition g = k ⊕ p

such that [16]

[kk] ⊂ k, [kp] = p, [pp] ⊂ k. (1)

Given the orthogonal symmetric Lie algebra (g, k) we have a KAK decomposition

of G as an application of the following theorem whose proof can be found in [16]:

Theorem 1 (KAK decomposition). Let G be a connected compact Lie group whose

Lie algebra g is semisimple, and (g, k) be an orthogonal symmetric Lie algebra of

the compact type. Then for all g ∈ G, there exist k1, k2 ∈ k and a ∈ a such that

g = exp (k1) exp (a) exp (k2) in which a is the maximal abelian subalgebra of p.

In order to construct an orthogonal symmetric Lie algebra for the Lie algebra

su(2n) of SU(2n), it is somewhat convenient to consider the tensor product construction

of su(2n), which manifestly exhibits the composite nature of the n-qubit system. For

the tensor product construction, we mean an associative algebra recursively constructed

by

u(2) = R {σa : a = 0, 1, 2, 3} (2)

u(2n) = iσa ⊗ u(2n−1) (3)

where σa =
(
− i

2
1, 1

2
i, 1

2
j, 1

2
k
)
with the following multiplication table of quaternions

{1, i, j,k}:

1 i j k

1 1 i j k

i i −1 k −j

j j −k −1 i

k k j −i −1

. (4)

One can easily notice that u(2n) induces the unitary Lie algebra of rank 2n, so we have

su(2n) by excluding the center of u(2n).
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Given su(2n) as in the above, we have an orthogonal symmetric Lie algebra

(su(2n), kn) constructed by [8]

kn =
(
iσ0 ⊗ su(2n−1)

)
⊕
(
iσ3 ⊗ u(2n−1)

)
, pn =

⊕

i=1,2

(
iσi ⊗ u(2n−1)

)
. (5)

Consequently, the corresponding KAK decomposition of su(2n) can be casted into the

form of

SU(2n) = exp(kn) exp(an) exp(kn) (6)

with an = iσ1 ⊗ tn−1 in which tn denotes the maximal abelian subalgebra of u(2n).

One can further notice that the corresponding Lie group of kn is homeomorphic

to U(1)× SU(2n−1)× SU(2n−1) so that one can apply another KAK decomposition for

exp(kn) as [12]

exp(kn) = exp(k′n) exp(a
′

n) exp(k
′

n). (7)

Explicitly, the decomposition of SU(2n−1)× SU(2n−1) is associated with an orthogonal

symmetric Lie algebra (kn, k
′

n) constructed by

k′n = iσ0 ⊗ su(2n−1), p′n = iσ3 ⊗ su(2n−1), a′n = iσ3 ⊗ tn−1. (8)

Altogether, we have a sub-extended KAK decomposition of SU(2n) as

SU(2n) = exp(k′n) exp(a
′

n) exp(k
′

n) exp(an) exp(k
′

n) exp(a
′

n) exp(k
′

n). (9)

By noticing that exp(k′n) is isomorphic to SU(2n−1) the decomposition in (9) allows one

to recursively decompose SU(2n) until we reach SU(2) decomposed into

exp(Rσ3) exp(Rσ1) exp(Rσ3). (10)

For instance, for SU(4) we have the following decomposition:

SU(4) = exp(k′2) exp(a
′

2) exp(k
′

2) exp(a2) exp(k
′

2) exp(a
′

2) exp(k
′

2) (11)

in which

ea2 = eRσ10eRσ13 , ek
′

2 = eRσ03eRσ01eRσ03 , ea
′

2 = eRσ30eRσ33 (12)

where σab ∝ iσa ⊗ σb.

Generators of the decomposition of SU(4) in (12) illustrate that each one-parameter

subgroup of the decomposition in (9) is generated by a Pauli string in the form of

σa1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ σan . In turn, the space Θn of parameters of one-parameter subgroups is

homeomorphic to the ln-torus

T ln = S1 × . . .× S1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

ln

(13)

where ln is the length of the decomposition. At n = 1, Θ1 corresponds to the space of

Euler angles, Θn can be thus taken as a generalization of the space of Euler angles. We

also note that the length ln of the string in (9) is given recursively by

l1 = 3, ln = 4× ln−1 + 3(n− 1). (14)
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3. Constraint equations for generalized Euler angles

In the previous section, we have shown that up to the overall phase factor, SU(2n)

can be decomposed into a finite string of one-parameter subgroups. Therefore, given a

Hamiltonian, the evolution of the Hamiltonian system can be decomposed as

exp(tH) = ek
′

1
(t)ea

′

1
(t)ek

′

2
(t)ea(t)ek

′

3
(t)ea

′

2
(t)ek

′

4
(t). (15)

for k′

1,2,3,4 ∈ k′n, a
′

1,2 ∈ a′n and a ∈ an.

As we have discussed in the below of (9), exp(ad k′n) can be recursively decomposed

into one-parameter subgroups generated by σa1...an ∝ iσa1 ⊗ σa2...σn
for ai = 0, 1, 2, 3. In

turn, one obtains

exp(tH) = eθ1(t)X1eθ2(t)X2 . . . eθln (t)Xln (16)

where Xi, i = 1, 2, . . . , ln are Pauli strings.

By identifying exp(tH) with an integral curve generated by a left-invariant vector

field H , one obtains the following identity by comparing the left-invariant vector fields

of both sides in (15) [17]:

H =
ln∑

i=1

θ̇i

[
i+1∏

j=ln

exp(−θjadXj)

]

Xi, θ̇i =
dθi

dt
(17)

where (adX) Y = [X, Y ] for X, Y in su(2n). Upon an expansion under a basis of su(2n),

we obtain a system of first-order differential-algebraic equations (DAEs)

hk =

ln∑

i=1

θ̇i

[
i+1∏

j=ln

exp(−θjadXj)Xi

]

k

, k = 1, . . . , 22n − 1 (18)

where hk and [. . .]k denote the linear coefficients of the k-th element of the basis for

H and [. . .] respectively. DAEs in (18) resemble DAEs in [13, 14, 15] in the spirit of

comparing left-invariant vector fields but differ in the sense that in [13, 14, 15] the

decomposition corresponds to canonical coordinates of the second kind.

If we fix σa1...an = 2iσa1 ⊗ σa2...an , we have

[σa1...an , [σa1...an , σb1...bn ]] =

{

0 if [σa1...an , σb1...bn] = 0,

−σb1...bn otherwise,
(19)

so that

exp(ad θσa1...an)σb1...bn

=

{

σb1...bn if [σa1...an , σb1...bn ] = 0,

cos θσb1...bn + sin θ [σa1...an , σb1...bn ] otherwise.
(20)

Consequently, the action of exp(ad θσa1...an) always decomposes su(2n) into

su(2n) = V1 ⊕ V2 ⊕ . . . Vk ⊕W22n−2k−1 (21)

on which W22n−2k−1 is an 22n − 2k − 1-dimensional invariant subspace and

exp(ad θσa1...an)|Vi
=

(

cos θ sin θ

− sin θ cos θ

)

, i = 1, 2, . . . , k. (22)
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By combining (20) with (18) DAEs in (18) has the form of

h = Jn.θ̇, (23)

where Jn is a (22n − 1)× ln matrix depending on (cos θi, sin θi) , i = 1, 2, . . . , ln and

h = (h1, h2, . . . , h22n−1)
T
, θ̇ =

(

θ̇1, θ̇2, . . . , θ̇ln

)T

. (24)

For su(2), DAEs in (18) can be casted into the form of

h1 = sin β sin γα̇ + cos γβ̇

h2 = sin β cos γα̇− sin γβ̇

h3 = cos βα̇ + γ̇

(25)

or equivalently





h1

h2

h3




 =






sin β sin γ cos γ 0

sin β cos γ − sin γ 0

cos β 0 1











α̇

β̇

γ̇




 (26)

where H =
∑3

i=1 hiσi subject to the KAK decomposition given by

exp(tH) = exp(α(t)σ3) exp(β(t)σ1) exp(γ(t)σ3). (27)

The KAK decomposition in (27) together with (25) renders the group-theoretic method

to obtain the conventional Euler angles α, β, γ and their derivatives related to the

angular velocity discussed in the standard literature such as [11].

For the cases having a higher rank than su(2), one should anticipate having a

rather lengthy form for Jn, but an explicit construction of Jn is always accessible by

employing the matrix representation of the adjoint action. In Appendix A, we illustrate

the construction of J2 via the matrix representation of the adjoint action for su(4)

although the construction is relatively straightforward in general.

4. Conclusion and outlook

In this work, we have provided a uniform finite generation of SU(2n), which can be

taken as an abstract unitary control of a Hamiltonian system embedded in an n-qubit

system. The uniform finite generation has been obtained by successively applying a

decomposition of the KAK type, which has been discussed in [8, 9, 10, 12]. The

decomposition enables one to parameterize SU(2n) via angular parameters taken as

a generalization of Euler angles for SU(2).

Having the decomposition, we have constructed a system of differential-algebraic

equations for the parametric curve in the space of generalized Euler angles,

corresponding to the integral curve generated by a given Hamiltonian via the exponential

map. The cyclicity of generators of one-parameter subgroups constituting the

decomposition allows one to cast DAEs into the form of a matrix equation in (23)

whose matrix consists of trigonometric functions on generalized Euler angles.

As a closing remark, we address two aspects of our result, which may require

further investigation concerning the random matrix ensemble and the solvability of
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DAEs. Firstly, we note that the parameterization in Section 2 can be taken as an

explicit construction of a probabilistic ensemble of SU(2n) in the context of random

matrix theory. Indeed, the matrix Jn in (23) can be identified with the jacobian of the

tangent space of SU(2n). Therefore, it is straightforward to construct the corresponding

volume form (or the probabilistic distribution measure). An explicit representation of

such random ensemble has taken a prominent role in quantum machine learning (see for

a survey [18]), so one may find an application of generalized Euler angles in the context

of quantum machine learning.

Finally, it is worth noting that the conversion of DAEs in (18) into a system of

first-order differential ordinary differential equations is not trivial due to singularities

of the decomposition in (9), particularly at the identity of SU(2n). This singularity

issue is closely tied to the solvability of (18), which is necessary to justify any attempt

to find the integral curve by solving (18). In turn, as a future endeavor, a more in-

depth investigation into the structure of DAEs (see, e.g., [19]) through some case studies

focused on specific Hamiltonians could be conducted to shed more light on the solvability

while expanding the scope and applicability of our method.
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Appendix A. A simple case study: su(4)

As indicated in Section 3, the construction of Jn can be implemented by explicitly

representing the adjoint action in a matrix form. For su(4), by choosing a basis in the

following order

(σ01, σ02, σ03, σ10, σ11, σ12, σ13, σ20, σ21, σ22, σ23, σ30, σ31, σ32, σ33)

one has the matrix representation as

ead θσ10
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≃













1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 sin θ 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 sin θ 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 sin θ 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 sin θ

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 − sin θ 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 − sin θ 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 − sin θ 0 0 0 cos θ 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 − sin θ 0 0 0 cos θ













,

ead θσ13

≃













cos θ 0 0 0 0 sin θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 cos θ 0 0 − sin θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 sin θ 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

− sin θ 0 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 sin θ

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ sin θ 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 − sin θ cos θ 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 − sin θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ













,

ead θσ03

≃













cos θ sin θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

− sin θ cos θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 cos θ sin θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 − sin θ cos θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ sin θ 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 − sin θ cos θ 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ sin θ 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 − sin θ cos θ 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1













,

ead θσ01

≃













1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 cos θ sin θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 − sin θ cos θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 cos θ sin θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 − sin θ cos θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ sin θ 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 − sin θ cos θ 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ sin θ

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 − sin θ cos θ













,

ead θσ30

≃













1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 sin θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 sin θ 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 sin θ 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 sin θ 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 − sin θ 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 − sin θ 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 − sin θ 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 − sin θ 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1













,

ead θσ33
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≃













cos θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 sin θ 0

0 cos θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 − sin θ 0 0

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 sin θ 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ sin θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 − sin θ cos θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 − sin θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

0 sin θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ 0 0

− sin θ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 cos θ 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1













.

Then by employing

Π03(x) =













0

0

x

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0













, Π01(x) =













x

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0













, Π30(x) =













0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

x

0

0

0













,

Π33(x) =













0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

x













, Π10(x) =













0

0

0

x

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0













, Π03(x) =












0

0

0

0

0

x

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0












,

one obtains DAEs for su(4) as

h =
2∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ03(θ̇1) +
3∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ01(θ̇2) +
4∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ03(θ̇3)

+

5∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ30(θ̇4) +

6∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ33(θ̇5) +

7∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ03(θ̇6)

+

8∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ01(θ̇7) +

9∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ03(θ̇8) +

10∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ10(θ̇9)

+

11∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ13(θ̇10) +

12∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ03(θ̇11) +

13∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ01(θ̇12)

+
14∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ03(θ̇13) +
15∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ30(θ̇14) +
16∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ33(θ̇15)

+
17∏

i=18

e−ad θiXiΠ03(θ̇16) + e−ad θ18X18Π01(θ̇17) + Π03(θ̇18)

together with h = (h1, h2, . . . , h15)
T .
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