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ABSTRACT

We study the dynamical mechanisms that reinforce the foomaf boxy structures in the
inner regions, roughly in the middle, of bars observed netabe-on Outer boxiness, at the
ends of the bars, is usually associated with orbits at therjmadial 4:1 resonance region and
can be studied with 2D dynamics. However, in the middle ofttaedominate 3D orbits that
give boxypeanut bulges in the edge-on views of the models. In the prpaper we show that
3D quasi-periodic, as well as 3D chaotic orbits sticky toxhgl and x1v1tori, especially
from the Inner Lindblad Resonance (ILR) region, have boxgjgutions on the equatorial
plane of the bar. The majority of vertically perturbed 2D itgpinitially on the equatorial
plane in the ILR resonance region, enhance boxy featuregx@dn bars. Orbits that build a
bar by supporting sharpx” features in their side-on views at energies/ondthe ILR, may
also have a double boxy character. If populated, the extetiteoinner boxiness along the
major axis is about the same with that of the peanut supgpadihbits in the side-on views.
At any rate these orbits do not obscure the observation didlg orbits of the ILR region in
the face-on views, as they contribute more to the surfacsityeat the sides of the bar than to

their central parts.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Boxiness of galactic bulges is in most cases discussed mection
with the boxiness observed in the edge-on views of disc gggax
However, boxiness is encountered also in nearly face-onsvid
barred galaxies. This can be either an overall boxinesseobd#r,
usually referring to rectangularity of the outermost isotgls of the
bar component in early-type barred galaxies (see e.q. @bia e
1990), or boxiness of the isophotes in the inner regionsin.dis-
tances from the centre roughly up to the middle of the semjema
axis of the bar (Erwin & Debattista 2013).

As regards the outer boxiness it is plausible to assumettisat i
related with orbits at the end of the bar, i.e. at regions withuch
smaller scale height than that of the regions of the bar thdig
ipate in the formation of the peanut. In that respect, forabger
boxiness of the bar the presence of the radial 4.1 resonaimgshb
in the system rectangular-like p.o. (Contopoulos 1988} #ia
tract around them quasi-periodic or sticky non-periodiaitsr The
role of chaotic orbits in reinforcing the outer boxiness loé bars
has been indicated by Wozniak (1994), Kaufmann & Contomulo
(1996)/ Patsis et al! (1997) and Wozniak & Pfenniger (19%Bis
can lead to the boxy shapes of early type bars. In the studyeof t
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outer face-on boxiness of the bars, we deal practically 2iidy-
namics. Thus, we find in 2D models, that orbits associatetl wit
this feature are also related with the orbits building thaattt spi-
rals beyond corotation (Patsis 2006; Tsigaridi & Palsis 320ile.
both structures share the same orbital content. Essgritielte are
orbits on the equatorial plane. Nevertheless, the cororecti the
rectangularity of a bar with the radial 4:1 resonance has laéso
detected in 3D models (Patsis et al. 2003). However, theaste
orbits remain at small heights away from the equatorialg@lan

For theinner boxiness on the other hand we must use 3D or-
bits. If we accept the dimensions of a boxy bulge being as dis-
cussed in Patsis & Katsanikas (2014) (hereafter paperd);ebt-
angularity of the inner isophotes (as depicted in the figukes
Erwin & Debattistal 2013) corresponds to regions occupiethby
b/p bulge in the side-on profiles. From this arises the question
there exist 3D orbits contributing both to a face-on as welt@a
a side-on boxy profile. The existence of this combinationds n
obvious. Thinking about the shapes of periodic orbits, asuab
quasi-periodic orbits with similar shapes like the pergoaties, this
combination does not exist neither for this model nor for ather
of the models in_Skokos et al. (2002a,b) or in the model used by
Katsanikas & Pats|s (2011). The periodic orbits of the xkfx1,
x1vl, x1v2, x1v3 etc.) follow in their projections on the atprial
plane the morphological evolution of the x1 family as theolac
constant (hereafter called energy) increases. We haveth ren-
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Figure 1. The (x, px) cross section at £= —0.41, constructed by perturbing the x1 initial conditions/wy(see text). The important for the dynamics of our
model families o multiplicity 2 rm21 and rm22, as well as thenfly tr1, of multiplicity 3, are indicated with arrows. lhis diagram the initial conditions of
x1, x1vl, x1v2 and x1mul2 almost overlap at aboyt) = (0.1, 0) (heavy black dot).

ergies at the radial 4:1 resonance in order to obtain a rgetan cal case where all important families coexist and x1 is stabhen
shape in their face-onx(y) in our model, projectioni (Contopoulos  we investigate as well possible changes introduced in teeggrin-

1983). Orbits with such energies are found in the outer pditise terval of the vertical ILR, where x1 is simple unstable. Iot&mn[3
bars. However, if we consider large or Ap, perturbations of pla- we investigate the role of symmetric orbits bifurcated at,addial
nar p.o. in the 4:1 resonance region, calculating in this orjts n:1 resonances. Finally, we summaries our results and stisour

with large|Z values, we enter into chaotic regimes of the models, conclusions in sectidn 4.
where orbits do not support any particular structure. Byleding
orbits with large energies, i.e. at or between the radialrdsb-
nance and corotation, we have to seek after orbits in lower-en
gies, where we encounter the orbits supporting the boxioktse
edge-on profiles. Stable 2D orbits of the planar, “3:1-tydafn- 2.1 Dynamicsat atypical energy
ilies could contribute to the reinforcement of boxy struegion
the equatorial plane (Patsis et/al. 2003). Vertically péed orbits
with (Xo, px,) initial conditions on their islands of stability are can-
didates for providing 3D orbits with boxy projections on they)
plane. This possibility has to be examined for represemstof
these families with appropriate energies. We already hesg that
there are orbits supporting the side-gp bulge without having a
“x1-like” morphology in their face-on projection (cf figurE9 in
paper I). In the present paper we examine the possibilityaoirty
among them orbits with boxyx(y) projections. We examine the contribution of non-periodic orbits in théghe

We use in our work the same model as in paper | and we keep bourhood of p.o. from these four families to the reinforcamaf
the same formalism. In sectién 2, starting with 2D orbits ba t  inner boxy features, first by successively perturbing thexil by
equatorial plane, we examine their orbital behaviour wihey aire increasingpy. Fig.[d gives the X, px) cross section at £= —0.41,
perturbed away from it. Focusing on the non-periodic orthitst which has been constructed this way. We investigate theephas
support the fp structure we first study their dynamics in the typi- space occupied by these orbits, when they are kicked outeof th

2 3D ORBITSWITH BOXY FACE-ON PROJECTIONS

An energy at which all main families of p.o. contributing teet
b/p structure coexist is £= —0.41. At this energy x1, x1vl and
x1mul2 are stable, while x1v2 is simple unstahle (Skokos.et a
2002a;| Patsis & Katsanikas 2014). It is a typical energy for u
derstanding the dynamics at the peanut region.

2.1.1 x1 perturbations b¥x
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Figure 2. The morphology of the two planar simple unstable p.o. rm2il an
rm22 (black and magenta) a§E —0.41.

equatorial plane. In thex(px) cross section the initial conditions
of all important families of p.o. involved in the enhancerneh
the boxy side-on profiles, i.e. x1, x1v1, x1v2 and x1mul2, @
overlap at aboutx, px) = (0.1,0). Their location is indicated with
a heavy black dot in Figl1. In the same figure we observe tleat th
perturbed x1 orbits form around the p.o. a large centrabregihar-
acterized mainly by order. Inside this stability island wecern
three smaller stability islands belonging to a p.o. of npliltity 3,

let us call it trl, and further out a chain of seven stabilglands
(drawn with green) that mark the border between the ordezed r
gion and a chaotic zone that surrounds it. Embedded in thistzh
zone we observe two sets of islands. They are related to wop.
multiplicity 2, which we name rm21 and rm22 and are centred at
(%, px) = (0.137, +0.3) and (0455/ — 0.16, 0) respectively. Arrows
in Fig.[ indicate the locations of the orbits trl, rm21 and®2m
Other families of p.o. existing at this energy, like x2 and a not
discussed at this point and are not indicated in[Hig. 1. Byenton

of Fig.[ these three families of higher multiplicity seenptay a
minor role in the enhancement of any morphological featathé
model. However, our investigation has shown the oppositeyes
present here in detail how they contribute to the enhancewfen
boxiness in both face-on and side-on views.

The families rm21 and rm22 have morphologies symmetric
with respect to they = 0 axis. They are given together in Fig. 2,
with black and magenta colours respectively. The comlmnabf
the two p.o. provide a morphology ideal for supporting botxus
tures in the central parts of face-on bars, first of all on theae
torial plane. Even so, the system should provide for thapses
also non-periodic orbits that will follow similar morphaies. In
order to trace the origin of the rm21 and rm22 families we fhet
stability diagram of x1 considering it as being of multiftyctwo
(Fig.[3). Both rm21 and rm22 families have the same stakifity
dices, as they are essentially two branches of one famitynsstric
with respect to thex = 0 axis. They are bifurcated from x1 at E
~ —0.435, where the b1l stability index of x1, considered as being
of multiplicity 2, has a tangency with thesb-2 axis. The b1 stabil-
ity index is associated with radial perturbations, so twd2milies
of p.o. are bifurcated. They are initially simple unstalilg, (since
the mother family x1 is U at the energy they are introduced t
system.

The other family of higher multiplicity we have encountered
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Figure 3. The red curves give the evolution of the stability indiceshef x1
family when it is considered being of multiplicity 2. The fdynx1mul2 is
introduced in the system ayE& —0.479.
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Figure 4. The stable family of multiplicity 3, trl, at F= —0.41.

at E; = —0.41 is the orbit of multiplicity 3, tr1, which is indicated
with an arrow, inside the territory of the central stabiligyand in
Fig.[. It coexists together with its unstable counterpdrinal-
tiplicity 3, which is located between the three islands abdity
(not indicated in Fig11). The origin of trl1 can be found by siol
ering it as a “deuxieme genre” family (Poincaré 1899)c8iitis a
radial bifurcation of x1 its starting point has to be soudgharaen-
ergy where the corresponding stability index of the simgequlic
mother family will beb = -2 cos%”) =1 (see e.g. the appendix in
Skokos et all 2002b). This happens for&£-0.4617 (cf figure 1b
in paper ).

2.1.2 \fertical perturbations of planar orbits on “invarian
curves”

At E; ~ —-0.4617 trl is bifurcated from x1 as stable and extends
over a significant range of energies, including the ILR ragimtil
it becomes simple unstable aj E —0.4039. Its face-on portrait
is boxy, as can be seen in Fig. 4. In addition its stabilityuses
motion on 4D tori and sticky orbits on them. Perturbationstaip
Az = 0.04 of orbits starting on thex(px) plane in the region be-
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Figure5. (a) The ring of black consequents projected in the regioh@fgland of stability in thex, px) plane is formed by an orbit starting on a closed curve
around rm21. It stays trapped in this zone for 850 periodslafgg = —0.41). In (b) we give the 3DX, px, pz) and in (c) &, px, 2 projections of the space
of section with the same orbits. We observe that the consggjdi@rming the ring in (a) stay confined in cylindrical stwres among the invariant curves of
the central stability island of thex(px) plane in (a). In (d) we observe that also an orbit with a smelfiation in its initial conditions from the first one has a
qualitatively similar behaviour.

tween the dark blue and red coloured invariant curves ifFgive
orbits on triple rotational tori. The face-on morpholog@shese
orbits can be thought as thick versions of the trl p.o. asotieghin

0.015

Fig.[Z_. Their side-on project?ons have ;.plprc_)file, hpwever they oo o002
remain close to the equatorial plane, reaching heights 0.08. 0.005 0001
Quasi-periodic orbits found by adding, # O to the orbits on the Z 0
invariant curves in thex px) plane give orbital morphologies simi- 001 0.0005

lar to those we find when we impogae perturbations with slightly oo

thicker side-on views.

0.13922

The closed elliptical curves around rm21 and rm22 indicate 0.13024

stability only on the equatorial plane. However, these fasiare s
at E; = -0.41 unstable to vertical perturbationk, (= —-2.15) X ot
and thus non-periodic orbits in their neighbourhood in ther I e
p, directions will be chaotic. Even very smalz or Ap, pertur-

bations of an orbit on an invariant curve around rm21 or rm22,

lbrlng the %erturbeg Ortr)]'ts awag{ fr?jm .thE, EX). p_Iane. E’:jeverthe_ Figure 6. The 4D structure of a double tube torus around rm22. The self-
ess, we observe that these orbits during their integraiiay con- intersections of the “8"-shaped structures is a projectfiact, since the

fined in some regions of the 4D space of section. As an example g pranches have fiierent colours (colours are according to fhevalues
we consider an orbit startingn an invariant curve around rm21 gt the right hand side).

with (Xo, P,) = (0.47,0), which is perturbed by, = 0.03. We

integrated it for time equal to 2000 x1 periods having an gner

conservation with a relative error less tharr*0For time corre- the (x, px) plane around the blue invariant curve. They stay there
sponding to 10 x1 periods this orbit stays outside the reden forming a ring for more than 850 x1 orbital periods. This is ting
fined by the seven stability islands in Fig. 1. Then its consets of black points that can be observed in [Fig. 5a close and drthen
are found inside the seven islands region and they are pedjét blue invariant curve region.
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The formation of a ring structure in the,(px) plane corre- examined range of energie®.435 <E; < —0.375. So, we want to
sponds to a spatial confinement of the orbits in both 3D projec investigate if there is a particular group among them cbating
tions of the 4D space of section, which include this planeyeig to boxy structures in their face-on views. Theiy ¥&lues point to
(%, px» Pz) and , px, 2). In both of these two 3D projections we have the right size of orbits for supporting the inner boxinesssively.
the formation of a cylindrical structure that extends awayrf the If so, we want also to find out what is the common feature of such
(%, px) plane remaining surrounded by the chain of the seven stabil an orbital set. For example we want to investigate if thegfoete
ity islands. This can be seen in Hig. 5b and Elg. 5¢ for th@y, p,) boxy face-on structures when they stay at a particular regiche
and (x, px, 2 projections respectively. 3D projections including the phase space.

(z p,) plane are very illustrative for understanding the dynaahic The first thing that we have examined is whether the orbit we
character of these orbits and are described below extéynsivar have studied starting on the invariant curve of rm21 on @,

the time being we want to underline that despite their statigrac- plane, supports a particular morphology during the timpeétgls in

ter these orbits are chaotic. In the example of the orbit veerilee, the ring inside the chain of the seven stability islands. fEseilt is
this means, striking as can be seen in Fig. 7. In Hiyj. 7a we observe thdatee

on projection has clearly a boxy character. Since the otajtssin
the ring for more than 850 x1 periods we sample it every 106tpoi
during this time interval in order to plot Figl 7a. The dimiens of
the box are comparable with the dimensions of the trl p.oigridr
Simultaneously, we observe that the side-gnz)( projection of
the orbit (Fig[Yb) reflects the morphology of orbits trappeaund
x1v1 and x1v], since it appears as a combination ef™and “~”
parts. We already know the imprint of sticky chaotic orbaghe
tori of these families in thez(p,) plane from paper | (cf figure 14
in paper 1). The spreading of the consequents of the orbihgur
the time of the 850 x1 periods in the ;) reproduces exactly this
typical pattern, as we can observe in [i. 7c.

We have already seen that during the time an orbit forms a
ring of consequents projected inside the area defined byhihie c
of the seven stability islands in the, ) plane, it can support
an inner boxy feature in the face-on view of the model. Next,
as a second step, we examine if we have a similar behaviour in
the case of orbits having projected consequents during ithter
gration time only in the chaotic zone of Figl 1. Such orbits ex
ist indeed. As an example we give the orbit with initial cdiais
(X0, 20, Pxy» P,) = (0.5150.034 0, 0), always at the typical energy
E; = —-0.41. For time corresponding to about 300 x1 periods, its
face-on morphology has a boxy character with dimensiongaim
to the combined rm21,2 p.o. (FId. 2). This is given in [Eig.\&4th
black we depict the orbit integrated for 10 periods of x1,levthe
red background depicts the same orbit integrated for 300exit p

(i) that if we extend the integration time, the consequeffithe
orbit will cross again the border of the seven stabilityrisls.on the
(%, px) projection and will dffuse in a larger volume of the phase
space. Nevertheless, later they return and stay trappelteocarea
of the ring of Fig.[ba for hundreds of x1 dynamical times. Also
during the time an orbit spends away from a sticky zone, n.éé
example of our orbit away from the ring, it may stay confined fo
a time interval within this period in another subspace ofghace
of section. In our case the orbit stays for several hundrédd o
periods confined within the area of the innermost, red, iavar
curve in Fig[ha before it returns again to the ring area aetdp
another time interval of more than 200 x1 periods in this zone

(i) that starting at nearby initial conditions we will hagequan-
titatively different orbital behaviour. Neverthelegpsalitativelythe
overall dynamical behaviour is similar. If we add a tipy, = 107
perturbation to the initial conditions of the orbit with thiack con-
sequents in Figl5a,b,c we do not find the new orbit being &dpp
in the same zones of the phase space during the same or glose-b
time intervals. However, we find it spending time of the samuzp
(hundreds of x1 periods) in roughly the same zone, e.g. tige ri
area. The trapping of this new orbit in the area around the iolu
variant of Fig[ba is given in Fi@] 5d.

2.1.3 \ertical perturbations of planar orbits in chaoticase

This orbital behaviour is typical not only for orbits stagion the ods. The side-on morphology can be observed in[Hig. 8b aisd it i
invariant curves of rm21 and rm22 in the, p) plane, but for all boxy. Although not as sharp as the one in [Fiy. 7b, this orkst ha
orbits we started integrating from the “chaotic sea” regibhig.[1. again a morphology similar to the one produced by a comlnati
This is to be expected since essentially we deal with a stigletic of quasi-periodic orbits around x1v1l and x1vlt has an overall
sea. In infinite time a chaotic orbit will visit the whole aladile b/p morphology and it reaches heights closé&te: 0.4. Let us call

volume of the phase space. However here, we integrate plarts o “phase A’ the time interval corresponding to 300 x1 periodthiw
this orbit starting from dferent initial conditions. Even in the re-  which the orbit has the morphology presented in Hi@s. 8 3md 8
gion —0.409 <E; < —0.4, where rm21, rm22 are stable (Fig. 3) the For time larger than 300 x1 periods, the morphology of thetorb
above orbital dynamics does not practically change, bec#us changes in a characteristic way and is given in [ibs. 8¢ hndi (sl
zone of influence around these stable p.o. is small. In tlie g red background corresponds now to the part of the orbit itithe
have found a double “tube torus” (i.e a self-intersectingisdn a interval between 300 and 1000 x1 periods after startingritegyia-
3D projection, see Vrahatis et al. 1997) in the 4D phase sjy&ee tion. We call this period “phase B”. With black we plot the iirb
present it in Figlb at E= —0.4084 since it is the first time we find  during the first 12 x1 periods during “phase B”". The face-cewwi
a tube torus in a family of higher multiplicity. The tori belg to (Figs.[8c) becomes rounder but evidently it increases thiaci
the perturbed by p, = 0.001 rm22 orbit at that energy. The formed  density in two stripes parallel to the y-axis»at +0.35. They can
“ribbons” have an intersection in the 3R, (o, 2) projection, but not be better seen in the red background and are indicated witvsir

in the 4D space as one concludes from ttEedent colours (accord-  In the side-on view of the orbit (Fif] 8d) we realize that tleaser
ing to thep, coordinate) of the intersecting branches. For slightly stripes parallel to the y-axis are like two caps, that resthe ex-
larger perturbations of the stable p.o. in fher zdirections the or- tent of the orbit tdZ 2 0.4. In intermediate heights the orbit does
bits diffuse in phase space. It is evident that the orbits originating  not follow any particular morphology.

the chaotic sea around the central stability region inxhp,) cross The consequents of the orbit in Fig. 8 remain projectedind

section (Fig_ba) represent a major class of orbits, siregdbcupy the central stability island of thex(py) plane (Fig[l). Practically
a large volume of the phase space and have similar behawithe i they overlap with the chaotic sea as depicted in Hig. 1. Hewev
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Figure 7. The morphology of the chaotic orbit during the time it rensairapped in the ring region of Figl 5a, is given in (a) (facg-and (b) (side-on). The
(z pz) cross section of this orbit is given in (c). It designates stickiness of the orbit to the x1v1 and x1vari.

as we move from “phase A’ to “phase B” they drift from the area
of the seven stability islands to larger distances. A fewseguents
during “phase B” are found around the stability island of phenar
retrograde family x4. (The invariant curves around x4 artedna@wn

in Fig.[d. They are located to the left of the figure, reaching 0
values outside the drawn frame). To a large extent the coleses|

of the orbit in Fig[8 surround the stability region in Higot the

(%, px) plane forming two vaguely defined successive rings.

2.1.4 The dynamical mechanism

The projections of the consequents of the orbit of our exanpl
the (z p,) plane, are given in Fif]8e. They are given together with
the consequents of a sticky orbit around x1v1 and XIniagenta
dots), as well as together with the projections of the rotei tori

of the x1mul2 family at the top and the bottom of the figure abu
the points £ p,) = (0.1, +0.42) (cf. figure 14 in paper I). The
red and the dark blue rings in the central region of the figuee a
the projections of one of the innermost and one of the outstmo
tori around x1 respectively. Green points in Hifj. 8e are the-c
sequents of the orbit during phase “A’. They start being eutgd

in the (@ p,) plane inside the blue ring, but then they move out-
side it, and occupy roughly the same region with the magetig o
which is sticky to x1vl and x1v1 The area covered by the con-
sequents and their distribution on the ;) plane are very close
also to the projected consequents of the orbit in Eig. 7cirigur
“phase A’ the orbit is unambiguously sticky to x1v1 and x1\Hor
longer integration times, during “phase B”, the conseguidotm

a ring roughly surrounding the green consequents and ateglo
in black. Their relative location during the twofiilirent phases “A’
and “B”, are given also in the embedded frame in the uppet righ
corner of Fig[Be. The dimensions of the embedded frame are th
same as of the main frame of F[d. 8e. The ring of black points is
located practically around the green consequents and tiéwite

the p, direction seems to be hindered by the x1mul2 tori. The weak
confinement in two ring structures in the ) and & p,) planes
seems to be enough to secure a boxy character in the coniiigurat
space, of the kind described in Hig. 8c and d.

The time intervals of hundreds of x1 dynamical times are al-
ready longer than the time needed to consider a structurapas s
ported by orbits. However, following the orbit of Figl 8 fovem
longer times gave further interesting results. For timgdarthan
1000 periods of x1, the consequents in thgy¥) projection return

inside the dark blue ring and form another ring, this timeoooéd
with grey in Fig[8e. The consequents remain trapped on ittns r
for at least 2500 x1 periods. By the same time they remaipéap
on (rotational) tori around x4 and would be projected to gfedf
the “chaotic sea” in Fid.J1 (roughly at < —0.2). During this last
phase no boxiness is supported in the face-on view of the imode
Instead the orbit forms a counter-rotating disk on the) plane. In
the {, 2) projection the orbit builds a thick layer close to the equa-
torial plane, without any particular substructure. Thusgegrated
for more than 1000 dynamical times this orbit does not reggo
the double boxy profile. This casdfers a counter-example of a
sticky orbit reinforcing a structure. Like quasi-periodithits be-
ing trapped around a “wrong” stable periodic orbit, as iso@the
building of a galactic bar, during this phase the sticky tttaarbit
destroys the boxy structure in our example. In the caseaystir-
bits, our example shows how the same orbit can reinforcesirale

a structure during dlierent phases of its evolution. The information
about the trapping aroundftgrent tori of p.o. can be obtained only
directly by means of the method of the surface of section.

Until now it became clear that a large number of planar or-
bits, which are displaced from the equatorial plane by peau
tions in thez or p, directions become sticky to the x1v1l and x1v1l
tori and during this phase they support a double boxy morgol
This happens in the energy intervad.435 <E; < —0.375. How-
ever, the time interval during their integration, duringigththey
will be trapped at specific regions of the phase space vasiegea
change the initial conditions. Immediate support of theldebox-
iness from the beginning of the integration is obtained hyically
perturbed orbits withX, py,) initial conditions from the region be-
tween the dark blue invariant, just beyond the trl islands tae
orbit of multiplicity 7 in Fig.[d. By perturbing initial coriions
in this region in thez or p, direction we find quasi-periodic orbits
on 4D tori and orbits sticky to these tori, which have a double
boxy morphology. As a typical example we give the orbit with
(X0, 20, Pxy» P,) = (0.3,0,0,0.3). Its face-on and side-on views are
given in Fig[9a,b respectively. With black is given the oihte-
grated for 10 periods of x1 atE —0.41, while with red is the same
orbit integrated for 100 x1 periods. However, the orbit aunts to
reinforce the orbit for many hundreds of x1 dynamical timéag.
observe in Fig.19b, that the orbit reaches heiggits 0.5. The dy-
namical mechanism is similar to the one we described for thiéso
we started integrating in the chaotic sea of Elg. 1, namétkisess
to the tori of x1vl and x1v1 This becomes evident if we look at
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Figure 8. Contribution to boxy structures by an orbit with conseqagubjected in the chaotic zone of Hig. 1;(E —0.41). In (a) and (b) we give the face-on
and side-on views respectively of an orbit starting)xat £o, px,, Pz,) = (0.5150.034 0, 0) during phase “A’ (see text), which lasts for 300 x1 periatishe
same B . With black we depict the orbit during the first 10 x1 periotis(b) and (c) we give the corresponding projections durihgge “B” (see text), in
the course of the subsequent 700 x1 periods. In (e) we prideefg p,) plane of the consequents of this orbit. Green points cpoed to phase “A“, while
"black” to phase "B”, while the inner grey ring correspondsatlater phase, when the orbit becomes sticky to x4. The naglets are the consequents of a
sticky orbit to the x1v1 and x1vlori. The central red and blue rings are projections of xI torthe embedded frame we isolate the consequents of tlie orb
during phase “A’ and “B”, so that it becomes evident that thesequents during phase “B” practically surround thosendyphase “A’. Axes and dimensions
of the embedded frame are as for the main one in (e).
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1 1

-0.5

Figure 9. Typical morphologies of perturbed planar orbits withy,(px,)
initial conditions in the central stability regions of F[@. In (a) and (b)
we give the face-on and side-on views respectively of ant athiting at
(X0, 20, Pxg» Pz) = (0.3,0,0,0.3) and integrated for 100 x1 periodsy(E
—0.41). In foreground with black we give the orbit during the tfit® x1
periods. TheX, px) and & p,) cross sections in (c) and (d) reproduce the
characteristic imprint of orbits supporting a double bokg@acter.

the (x, px) and ¢ p,) projections of the consequents of the orbit of
Fig.[Ba,b. They are given in Figl 9c,d. Especially in thepf) pro-
jection (Fig[®d) it is clear that the orbit reproduces théera of
the sticky orbits we have first encountered in figure 14 of pape
The advantage of these orbits with respect to other orhit$ore-
ing the double boxy profiles is that one obtains this morpilo
immediately after starting integrating them without anjegle

2.2 DynamicsinthevILR region

In paper | we designated the energy interval in which x1 bexsom
simple unstable at the vertical ILR &, g. Unlike the typical
case with § = —0.41 we used to discuss the dynamical mecha-
nism in the previous section, in this interval x1 is not staldut
simple (vertically) unstable. Nevertheless, in tiep) plane we
encounter around x1 invariant curves. We find that if we pbrini

the vertical direction orbits on these invariant curves wayran-
counter again boxy face-on projections in the configurasipace.
The main reason for this is again the proximity of the x1vl and
x1vY tori to the initial conditions of x1. There is alwaysAz or
Ap, range for which the perturbed planar orbits affeeted by the
presence of these tori. The examples used in paper | forstism
vertically unstable x1 orbits, having 2D regular orbitsward them

in the (X, px) plane, are typical cases of such orbits. The perturbed
by Az = 0.02 x1 orbit at E = —0.438225, has a peanut shape side-
on morphology (figure 5d of paper I). Its face-on view is a typbi

x1 ellipse with a negligible thickness (FIg.]10a). If we indé Ax
perturbations in this orbit and we start increasing thema, (ihy)
projections of the resulting orbits in the beginning areltgllipses.
For xo 2 0.14 (keeping alwayg, = 0.02) their face-on projections
have a clear boxy character (Hig] 10b). This boxiness ise®waith
increasingXy. For xg > 0.19 the face-on view of the orbits are as
for the orbit in Fig.[I0c, for whichky ~ 0.29. The face-on mor-
phology is boxy for all orbits starting witly ~ 0.29, p, = 0 and

Figure 10. The evolution of the face-on projections of vertically pebed
orbits in the energy interval in which x1 is simple unstal##é .four orbits
are for i = —-0.438225. (a) The perturbed kzy= 0.02 x1 orbit. (b) The
perturbed by the samgz orbit with (X0, px,» Pz,) = (0.14,0,0). In (c) we
increase theg initial condition of the orbit in (b) taxy = 0.29 and in (d)
we increase they initial condition of the orbit in (c) tap = 0.25.

0.01 < z < 0.26. We give the orbit witlzy = 0.25 in Fig[I0d (the
orbits increase their projections on the x-axig@mcreases). It is
worth noticing that despite being double-boxy (in face-nd side-
on views), and despite their similarity in their face-onjpations,
the orbits in FigCIDb[10c anld 10d, havéeient boxy morpholo-
gies in their side-on views. The orbit in Fig.]10b has a shiedhe
one we have seen in figure 5d of paper I. The side-on morptesogi
of the orbits in Fig[[IDc and Fi§._110d are similar to other pesfi
we encountered in paper | (see figures 6a and 6b respectively)
All these findings clearly show that there is a class of non-
periodic orhits, either quasi-periodic or (especiallyglst to quasi-
periodic orbits, that reinforce simultaneously boxy swte-and
face-on profiles in our model. Such orbits with energies ftom
radial and vertical ILR region of our model give in thex; Y) pro-
jections boxy orbits that reach distances about 1 kpc frasrcén-
tre along the y-axis. For larger energies, especially forE-0.3,
when x1v1l becomes again stable and other p.o. of the x1-tece a
introduced in the system, we find anew non-periodic orbépped
by x1v1 tori. Such orbits may have a double boxy charactdr, bu
remain narrow and do not participate to the building of tharps.
For example x1v3 or x1v5 orbits perturbed byr p, can give
orbits with boxy face-on profiles, which however remain inaim
heights. These are orbits associated with a possible oaxéndss
of the bar.

3 POSSIBLE CONTRIBUTION FROM ORBITS
BIFURCATED AT ODD RESONANCES

As it is known (e.g._Contopoulos & Grosbgl 1989) in rotating
galactic potentials, at the radial n:1 resonances with ngoan odd
integer, we have a type 3 bifurcatian (Contopoulos 2004tiGec
2.4.3). In that case, pairs of symmetric families are infic@tl in
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Figure 11. (a) A (x, px) Poincaré section atjF= —0.35 constructed by perturbing the initial conditions of 014y The two small stability islands are
around 0l x > 0) and o1 (x < 0). (b) The & y) projection of two quasi-periodic orbits around ol and.dt) A set of 13 sticky orbits wittzy = 0.2 and
—-0.2 < xg < 1.0 (d) A set of 10 sticky orbits witlp,, = 0.1 and-0.105< xp < 0.94. The rest of the initial conditions in all cases are 0. Aits are integrated

for 10 o1 periods.

the system. Usually we encounter such families as bifuonatof
x1 at the 3:1 radial resonance. By plotting together botimdiras
of the symmetric periodic orbits belonging to the same famié
create boxy features, as indicate {Ikzom)emly,
Contopoulos & Harsoulal (2014) have presented chaoticibit
the neighbourhood of 3:1 p.o. that reinforce boxy morphieeg
close to the end of the bar if integrated for long times. Haavgefor
the inner boxiness we study here, the appropriate orbits fwesup-
port boxy features in the bar. In other words theing projections
they have to lie inside the region occupied by the corresipond
projections of the 3D orbits that support the peanut in tde-sin
view.

features by these orbits will be associated boxinegs>a. Also

in the case of the potential from ad-body simulation studied

by [Contopoulos & Harsoulal (2014), such orbits contributéht
outer boxiness of the bar. However, we have in our model @noth
pair of planar symmetric families, of 1:1 resonance typeictviare
found in the right energy range. These orbits, called ol drid o
are two branches of a family bifurcated as stable from x1 at E
= —0.38. They are discussed|in Skokos et al. (2002b) and have a
triangular type morphology. By considering both stable syetx

ric branches of o1 (see figure 17/in Skokos et al. 2002b) we con-
struct a skeleton that could support a boxy feature. In tterval
-0.38 <E; < -0.338, 01, ol are stable, x1 is (radially) simple
unstable, x1vk1vl are complex unstable and x1v3 is simple un-

In our model the 3:1 families are bifurcated close to the end staple. Fig[Illa shows &, (p,) Poincaré section for £= —0.35

of the bar. Due to their dimensions, possible reinforceré&hbxy
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constructed by perturbing the initial conditions of ol by. We
observe a main chaotic sea with two stability islands belantp
0l (x > 0) and 01 (x < 0). There is an increased density of conse-
guents around the islands, indicating the existence dfystiones.
We followed again the procedure of perturbing initial cdiwgis on
the (x, px) plane byAz or Ap,. We integrated them for time equal
to 10 ol periods. We found that the quasi-periodic orbitppeal
by either of the symmetric branches of 01 have morphologias s
ilar to those of the p.o. when projected on thep) plane, but
are thicker. The orbits in Fif._11b are the quasi-periodiitewe
obtain by perturbing 01, 6by Az=0.1.

Starting from the p.o., or from initial conditions on an inva
ant curve around gal’, or even from aX, px) point belonging
to a sticky zone, we find sticky orbits when exceeding a @itic
Az or Ap, perturbation. Typical examples are given in Figsl 11c
and[I1d. In Figdllc we plot 13 orbits withko( Py, Z0. P,) =
(-0.2 < X% < 1.0,0,0.2,0), while in Fig.[T1d 10 orbits with
(X0s Pxg» 20, Pz,) = (=0.105 < %o < 0.94,0,0,0.1). Most of these or-
bits are sticky to 01 and 61We observe that the boundary of these
orbits has an oval shape. Combining sticky orbits we do nat fin
symmetric morphologies in general, even if we perturb byaéqu
Az or Ap, the initial conditions of the periodic orbits. Non-periodi
orbits associated with the fll’ family fail to provide clear boxy
features in their face-on views like the orbits in Figs[8,né &L0.
By comparing the phase space in the case of the latter orfiits w
that of the orbits in Fig_1l1, we observe that the maiffiedence
is the lack of the rotational tori around x1v1 and x1When ol
is introduced in the system x1v1l and x1wdre already complex
unstable. This indicates that the main dynamical phenomémio
having boxiness in the middle of the bar is stickiness todties.

In other models in which 3:1 type families exist at the eresgie
have stable x1v1l and x1vbrbits they may play a role similar to
that of rm2 and trl in Fig§l1 and) 8.

4 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

Summarizing we can say that as long as a non-periodic ortiein
radial and vertical ILR region of our model is trapped by, er b
comes sticky to, x1v1l aror x1vX tori, it may visit a region of
phase space, where the orbits have rectangular-like fade;9)
projections. Rectangularity in the morphology of non-péit or-
bits is evidently related with the presence of 2D familiesoad.
with boxy shapes in the equatorial plane. The presence of fam
lies like rm21, rm22 and trl inx( ps) cross sections indicate the
prevalence of boxy shapes in large regions of the phase space
a large energy interval. Inner boxiness is generated byieng
initial conditions of planar orbits at energies where we fimdits
with rectangular shapes on the equatorial plane and/x1vl tori
in the phase space. As a result the orbits participating énirth
ner boxiness have a double boxy character (face-on and@gge-
Among them those that reach larger heights above the edplator
plane tend to become more square.

Boxy periodic orbits of higher multiplicity facilitate thgreva-
lence of boxy morphologies, because they influence larggome
of the phase space. In a typical case we have small stalsiityds
with larger sticky zones around them. Sticky chaotic orbitst
phase space regions that are far from each other. Plandrefsuwii
symmetric p.o. introduced at odd radial n:1 resonances tiplap
an important role for the inner boxiness in our model. Howgve
they can be significant in models where they co-exist in tleesa
energy intervals with the tori of x1v1 and x2v1

In Fig.[12 we put together representative non-periodictsrbi
that support double boxy profiles, both from the 2:1 resoeanc
region as well as from regions of higher resonances. Ther-oute
most, thicker drawn, black orbit, discernible in Figsl 124d &, is
a x1v6 orbit that we identify with the longest bar-suppagtimo.
and is used as a measure of the length of the bar in our model.
The longest boxy orbit in Fig._12a, drawn with magenta colsur
at E; = —0.254. In Fig[I2b, which is an almost side-on view of the
same set of orbits, we can see the same magenta colouredesrbit
maining in much lower heights than the orbits that build thamqut.

Its detailed shape, hidden by the other orbits in the cerggibns
of the model, points to an association with x1v3. By conwerti
Fig.[I2a to an image and by applying a smoothing filter, we ob-
tain Fig[12c. We can observe how inner and outer boxinesbean
formed in our model by means of quasi-periodic and stickyterb
It has to be underlined that orbits at higher energies ppatiing in
the formation of the X-feature” in the side-on views, especially by
means of orbits associated with the x1vl and xIfainilies, con-
tribute in general less to the surface density of the cepteks of
the face-on views of the bars and more to their peripheryorg |
as they retain a clear loop character. The closer ¥iestpport-
ing non-periodic orbits remain trapped around the x1v1 ahd’x
periodic orbits, the larger is the “transparency” towards face-
on rectangular-like periodic orbits at lower energies vethaller
heights above the equatorial plane. This becomes evidéigifi3
by means of a set of quasi-periodic orbits with £ —0.27. Two
are trapped around x1v1 and x1\{toloured red), while the other
two (coloured black) have boxy face-on projections and esenf
the AE, g energy interval. In (a) we have a nearly side-on and in
(b) the face-on view. We observe that the outer (red) ortateh
also a rectangular-like face-on character, although ndicay as
the inner two.

In [Erwin & Debattista 1(2013) it is presented a list with 30
galaxies (see their Al, A2 figures) with boxy isophotes inrttid-
dle of the bar. These are moderately inclined galaxies, rfan f
edge-on. Since the bar of our model does not contain asyntmetr
terms, it is aligned with the major axis of the system. So tttergt
and the proportions of the inner and outer boxiness in the-fec
views of the bar can be compared with rather symmetric galact
bars, in galaxies with inclinatioris<5C°like the one of NGC 4037
or NGC 4123 (see figures with isophotes. _in Erwin & Debatlista
2013).

The main conclusions of our study are:

(i) Theinnerboxy isophotes in the middle of the bars in nearly
face-on views of barred galaxies can be supported by 3D -quasi
periodic and mainly by 3D chaotic orbits sticky to x1vl and/k1
p.o. in the ILR region. Inner boxiness is also characterizgthe
presence of planar periodic orbits with boxy morphologyhatdp-
propriate energies. By perturbing vertically such p.o. eearate a
class of non-periodic orbits with double boxy charactere Tiax-
imum distance along the bar's major axis reached by thesé&sorb
is at or inside the limmits of the/p bulge. Higher multiplicity p.o.
influence large regions of the phase space, mainly due torése p
ence of sticky zones around their stability islands. Orsfitsky to
multi-periodic orbits have consequents in the sticky zcaesind
different islands. This way a boxy structure can be supported by
orbits with initial conditions in regions of the phase sp#tat are
far from each other.

(ii) At large energies, orbits that reinforc&-features” in the
side-on views of fp bulges by staying close to the periodic orbit,
enhance locally boxy face-on features without obscurimgsight
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Figure 12. A set of representative non-periodic orbits that suppoubi® boxy profiles. (a) The face-on and (b) a nearly side-ew\of these orbits. In (c)

we apply a smoothing filter on an image based on the orbits) ito (adicate the

Figure 13. Two sets of orbits supporting th&x*feature” having boxy face-
on projections both in a nearly side-on (a) as well as in tfa@ie-on view
(b). The trapping of quasi-periodic orbits close to x1vl afdd1’ p.o. at
the outer part of the/p bulge (coloured red) facilitates the observation of
structures supported by orbits in lower heights (colouredk) in the face
on views of the model.

boxy features reinforced in the model.

towards boxy structures formed at lower heights. The |attero-
cated closer to the centre of the galaxies in thg)projections.

(iii) Boxiness at the outer parts of the bars is supportedrbit®
associated with families of higher resonances of the x4-trdich
remain very close to the equatorial plane.
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