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ABSTRACT. In the variational study of singular Lagrange systems, the zero
energy solutions play an important role. In this paper we find a simple way
of computing the Morse indices of these solutions for the planar anisotropic
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1. INTRODUCTION

Lagrangian systems with singular potentials have been studied by many authors
due to their connection with celestial mechanics and relevant problems in physics,
see [B], [6], 2], [B], [33] and the references within. In this paper, we study the
2-dimension singular Lagrangian system

(1) #(t) = VU(2(t), z(t) = (a1(t),22(t)) € R?,
with U being a positive, (—a)-homogeneous potential for some 0 < « < 2, i.e.

H
(2) Ul)= %'f” where 4 € C%(S', (0, +00)) and S! := [—m, 7] /{%x}.
This can be seen as a generalization of the planar anisotropic Kepler problem,

introduced by physicist Gutzwiller ([20], [21]) and further studied by Devaney ([17],
[18]), where
1

(3) U(x) = ————=, for some p > 1.

Va2 + 22
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2 INDEX THEORY FOR PARABOLIC SOLUTIONS

Such a potential describes the motion of an electron in a semiconductor by an

impurity of the donor type and reveals the connection between chaotic behaviors

in classic and quantum mechanics. The general case we are considering also applies

to the Kepler problem and the isosceles three body problem, see Section
Solutions of () are critical points of the action functional

(4) Flasty, ta) = /t2 L(x(t), &(t))dt, = € W"([to, t:], R*\ {0})

t1

where the Lagrangian
1
L(z,3) = K(2) + U(z) = 5|jc|2 +U(z).

The corresponding Hamiltonian H(z(t), x(t)) = K(&(t)) — U(z(t)) represents the
total energy and is a constant along a solution. Under polar coordinates

r = (z1,12) = (rcosf,rsinf), (r,0) € [0,+00) x S*,
1 depends only on # and the Lagrangian becomes
. 1 . 0
(5) L(r,@,f,@):K+U:§(i~2+r292)+&.
roz
Let z(t) € R*\ {0},t € (I'",T*) C RU {£oco}, be a solution of (), we are
mainly interested in the following three types of solutions.

Definition 1.1. z(t) will be called a parabolic solution, if
(i). T = 400, limy_, 7+ |z(t)| = +oo and lim,_,p+ |2(t)| = 0,
a collision-parabolic solution, if
(ii). T- € R and (T7) = lim; - (t) = 0;
(iii). TF = o0, limy_yp+ |2(t)] = 400 and lim,_,p+ |Z(t)] = 0,
and a parabolic-collision solution, if
(iv). TT € R and 2(T") = limy_, 7+ 2(t) = 0;
(v). T— = —o0, limy_yp- |2(t)| = 400 and lim;_,p- |2(t)| = 0.
If 6(t) = Constant, Vt € (T, T7), we also call z(t) a homothetic solution.

Notice that a parabolic solution is always non-homothetic, as a homothetic so-
lution must collide with the origin at a finite time in the future or past. Clearly all
the solutions introduced in Definition [[T] must have zero energy. Meanwhile the
reverse statement is also true under some non-degenerate condition.

Theorem 1.1 (Devaney [18]). If the critical points of 4 are isolated in S', then
each zero energy solution x(t), t € (T~,TT), must be one of the three types
of solutions defined in Definition [l Furthermore in polar coordinates x(t) =
(rcos@,rsind)(t), (t) converges to some critical points of U, as t goes to T™.

We find these zero energy solutions interesting due to the following reasons: first
under McGehee coordinates (see [26], [18], [27] or Section[2]), their projections on the
collision manifold (obtained after blowing up the singularity at the origin) become
equilibria and heteroclinic orbits between these equilibria, which means they may
be used to build up complex trajectories, see [28] and [29]; second, in [9], [I0] and
[16], the existence/absence of parabolic solutions are shown to be connected with
the absence/existence of collision in the action minimizers of the Bolza problem
(fixed-end); third, in the variational study of the singular Lagrange systems, they
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are usually what one gets after the blow-up argument([33], [I9]) and play a key role
in proving the absence of collision in the corresponding critical points.

The main novelty of our paper is to study these solutions from an index theory
point of view. To be precise, given a zero energy solution x(t), t € (T~,T7T), we
define its Morse index as
(6) m”(z) = lim m™(z;t, ).

n—oo
where T < t, < tF < T7T satisfies lim, ;o0 tff = T*. For any t1 < to,
m~(x;t1,t2) is the dimension of the largest subspace of Wy *([t1,t2], R? \ {0}),
where the second derivative d>F(x;t1,t2) < 0. By the monotone property in [15],

m-(x;ty,t2) < m-(x;ly,t5), 1 <ty,te < 5.
7 t,ts) < £, if £ <t <t

Hence m ™ () is well defined and independent of the choice of ¢:.

The computation of Morse index is not an easy job, especially along the directions
that are not orthogonal to the solution. Our result gives a simple way of computing
the Morse index of a zero energy solution, and quite interestingly it is connected
with the oscillating behavior of the solution discovered numerically by Gutzwiller
and proven analytically by Devaney:

Let o =1 and $4(0) = (cos? 0+sin® 0) 2 with > 1, then {—7/2,0,7/2,7} are
the critical points of . If x(t) = (rcosO,rsin@)(t) is a collision solution of ([I) with
2(0) = 0 (not necessarily with zero energy), ast — 0, 0(t) converges to one of the
critical point. When the the critical point belongs to {+m/2}, then when > 9/8,
the corresponding trajectory in R? oscillates along the vertical axis {x1 = 0}, as
it approaches to the origin; meanwhile when the critical point belongs to € {0, 7},
then such oscillating behavior does not exist along the horizontal axis {x2 = 0}.
See Figure [l for corresponding numerically simulations, where the corresponding
graphs of the function 0(T) are given (T is a new time parameter that will be given
later). This may also be seen from the phase portrait given in Figure [4)

Inspired by the above phenomena, we call i(z) the oscillation index of z(¢):

(8) () #{t € (T—,T7)|6(t) =0}, if z(t) is non-homothetic,
i(x) =
0, if (t) is homothetic.
Remark 1.1. If 2(t) is homothetic, (t) = 0, Vt, so there is no oscillation at all.

Meanwhile if 2(t) is non-homothetic, by Remark 211 {t € (T, TF)| 6(t) = 0} is
isolated in (T, 7).
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Theorem 1.2. Let z(t) = (rcos,rsinf)(t), t € (T, TT), be a non-homothetic
zero energy solution of (@) with lim,_,r+ 6(t) = 0. Then 05 are critical points of
$l. Moreover when both of them are are non-degenerate, i.e. ﬂee(%’[) # 0, then

(a). if at least one of A(OF) is negative, then m~(x) = i(x) = 400, where
(2—a)?
2
(b). if both A(OF) are positive, then m~(x) —i(z) = 0 or 1, and in particular,

m~(x) —i(z) =0, when 0y is a local minimizer of Ll.

(9) A(B) := U(0) + 48lgo(0), VO €S,

Because of degeneracy, Theorem does not hold for homothetic solutions.
Instead we have the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Let Z(t) = 7(t)(cos Oy, sinby) be a homothetic zero energy solution
of @), where Oy is a critical point of U, then

(a). if A(bp) <0, m™(T) = 400,

(b). if A(By) >0, m~(z) = 0.

Remark 1.2. (1) Each critical point 6y of 4l corresponds to two equilibria on
the collision manifold and the sign of A(fy) is related to the spectra of the
linearized vector field at those equilibria: when A(6p) < 0, (tbg,00) is a
stable (or unstable) focus with the nearby orbits asymptotically spiral into
(or away from) (1g,00) (see Section [2I).

(2) When A(fy) < 0, the Morse index of a collision solution of the N-body
problem was first investigated in [8], where results similar to property (a)
in both Theorem and were obtained.

(3) Recently in [7] the Morse indices of both collision and complete parabolic
solutions of the N-body problem are studied in more details. In particular
the case with A(fy) > 0 (called [BS]-condition) is also considered there.

Although we require the corresponding critical points of 4l to be non-degenerate
in Theorem [[.2] our approach may still work even when they are not. This is
important as the N-body problem is highly degenerate due to symmetries. As a
example, the Kepler-type problem with () being a constant, will be considered
in Section

Theorem has the following corollary(for a proof see Section H). A related
result has been obtained recently in [30] for the planar three body problem.

Corollary 1.1. Following the notations from Theorem [LZ, if x(t) be a parabolic
solution with 0(t) converges to two non-degenerate global minimizers of L, then
m~(z) =i(z) =0.

The existence of parabolic solutions connecting two non-degenerate global mini-
mizers of £l have been studied for the anisotropic Kepler problem with two degrees
of freedom in [9] and arbitrary finite degrees of freedom in [I0], where they are
found as collision-free minimizers in the entire domain of time (under additional
topological constraints in [9]), so naturally their Morse index must be zero. Corol-
lary [Tl can be seen as a complementation of their results, as it says any parabolic
solution connecting two global minimizers of 4l must have zero Morse index.

We believe our result could be useful in deepening the variational study of the
singular Lagrange systems including the classic N-body problem. In recent years,
many new periodic and quasi-periodic solutions have been found as collision-free
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minimizers in the N-body problem under symmetric and/or topological constraints
(see [14], [19], [13], [35]). However no result is available through minimax methods
due to the problem of collision. Results from [33], [11] and [34] show that the
Morse indices of zero energy solutions could be used to rule collisions in minimax
approaches.

Our paper is organized as follows: Section [2] contains a brief introduction of the
McGehee coordinates; Section [3] gives the asymptotic analysis of the linear system
along non-homothetic zero energy solutions, as they approach to the collision or
infinity; Section[] studies the relations between various indices and contains proofs
of our main results; Section [0l contains some applications of our results in celestial
mechanics; Section [6] gives a brief introduction of the Maslov index.

2. MCGEHEE COORDINATES AND DYNAMICS ON THE COLLISION MANIFOLD

This section is an introduction to McGehee coordinates [26]. The results are not
new and essentially due to Devaney ([I7] and [I8]). Their proofs either can be found
in the above references or follow from direct computations, so will be omitted.

The Hamiltonian corresponds to L(r, 8,7, 9) given in (B is

1 1 _ o . :
(10) H(p1,po,r,0) = ip% + 3" Zp2 —r=4U(6), where p; =7, py =120.
Let z = (p1,p2,7,0)T, the corresponding Hamiltonian system of () is
(11) 3= JVH(z), where J= O —I2 )
I 02
and

VH(z) = (p1,r 2pa, ar 17U(0) — r3p3, —r4Up(6))7.
Under the McGehee coordinates (v, u, 7, 6)
(12) v=r"p =r3p, u=r"1"Tp, =134,
and the new time parameter 7 given by dt = r'*% dr, equation (II]) becomes
v =507 +u? — all(h),
u' = (§ = Duv+ Uy(0),
o=

0 =u

(13)

3

3

where ' means d% throughout the paper.

The vector field now is well-defined on the singular set 0 := {(v, u, r,0) : r = 0}.
Moreover it is an invariant sub-manifold of (I3]), which will be called the collision
manifold. In McGehee coordinates, the energy identity reads

(14) %(u2 +0%) - U(0) = r*H.
As a result whenever r = 0 or H =0,

(15) u? +v? = 28(6).
Plug this into the first equation of ([I3]), we get

(16) o = (1=,

so v is a Lyapunov function of ([I3)), i.e. it is non-decreasing along any orbit.
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By ([@3), M is a 2-dim torus homeomorphic to St x S!. We introduce a global
coordinates (1, §) with 6 as above and ¢ as
u v

(17) COSU):W, sinwzﬁ.

Then on M, the vector field (I3) has the following expression:

¥ = (11— 9)y/24(0) cosyp — 7““_?;(1;’)%
0 = /24(0) cosp.

Lemma 2.1. (a). (vo,00) € M is an equilibrium of (I8, if and only if Yy €
{xm/2} and Oy is a critical point of $;
(b). If (,0)(7), 7 € R, is a non-equilibrium solution of ([AS), then {r € R :
0'(T) = 0} is an isolated set in R.

(18)

Consider the linearization of ([I8)) at an equilibrium (¢, 0y) € M:
a / : _ Ue(h0) sintho
( 3 1) 21,[(90) sSin 1/)0 \/m '
— /20(80) sin o 0

Notation 2.1. We set A1 (¢)o, 0) as the two eigenvalues of M (1), 6p), and e (1o, 0p)
the corresponding eigenvectors. If Ay (¢g,0y) are real numbers, we always assume
A— (Y0, 00) < Ay (vo, 6p). When there is no confusion, we may omit (g, 0p) in these
notations.

(19) M (vo,00) = (

For A(fp) given in (@), whenever it is negative, \/A(fy) should be understood
as the imaginary number i1/|A(6p)|.
Lemma 2.2. Following the notations given as above, we have

Ay = _(220‘)\/Msm¢oi% A(bo);

T
r — <2—a:Fsm1/)0 A(GO)J)

4 2 281(00)
Furthermore,

(a). when gg(6p) > 0, A(6p) > 0 and A_ <0 < Ap;
(b). when HUpo(bo) = 0, A(6p) > 0 and

A <Ap =0, ifho=7/2 0=A_ < Ay, if oo = —7/2;
(c). when 0> oo (f0) > —2=24((6), A(6) > 0 and

Al <AL <0, if o =m/2; 0 <A < Ay, if g = —7/2;
(d). when Uge(0o) = —%L{(Go), A(bp) =0 and

A=A <0, ifho=m/2; Ao =Xy >0, if g = —7/2;
(e). when HUgg(0y) < —@L{(Go), A(by) <0 and

RO\L) <0, if tho = 7/2 R(AL) > 0, if tho = —/2.

The following result is well-known, for a proof see [30].

Lemma 2.3. When 0y is a non-degenerate critical point of . Then
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(a). If A= < 0 < A4, then (vo,00) is a saddle, with a 1-dim stable manifold
and a 1-dim unstable manifold, which are tangent of linear subspace {e_)
and {ey) at (1o, 8p) respectively. See Figure[A

(b). If A= < Ay <0, then (¢o,00) is a stable node. It is asymptotically sta-
ble with all the orbits asymptotically converge to (1o, 0y), when t goes to
positive infinity, along the linear subspace (ey), except two orbits which
asymptotically converge to (g, 0y) along the linear subspace (e_). See Fig-
ure [3d

(). If 0 < A_ < Ay, then (vo,00) is a unstable node. It is asymptotically
unstable with all the orbits asymptotically converge to (1, 0p), when t goes
to negative infinity, along the linear subspace (ey), except two orbits which
asymptotically converge to (1o, 00) along the linear subspace {e_). See Fig-
ure [30

(d). If A\x € C\ R, with R(Ax) < 0, then (¢o,0y) is a stable focus. It is
asymptotically stable with all the orbits spiral into (1o, 0y). See Figure[3d

(e). If \x € C\ R, with R(Ay) > 0, then (¢o,0p) is a unstable focus. It is
asymptotically unstable with all the orbits spiral away from (1o,0y). See
Figure[3d

Since v is a Lyapunov function of the vector field on the collision manifold,
besides the equilibria, there are no closed or recurrent orbits. As a result

Corollary 2.1. If the critical point of L are isolated, any orbit in M is either an
equilibrium or a heteroclinic orbit connecting two different equilibria.

Lemma 2.1] and give us a complete picture of the phase portraits of the
vector field on 9 (see Figure [ for numerical pictures when the potential is defined
as in @)). Let (¥,0)(7) be a heteroclinic orbit and (¢F,05) two equilibria in 9
satisfying
(20) lim (¥,0)(r) = (455, 05),

T—+o00
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As a result, there are three different types of heteroclinic orbits in 9t:
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Since v is a Lyapunov function,

then correspondingly
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Lemma 2.4. Given a heteroclinic orbit (v, 0)(r) in M, if (r,t)(T) satisfies

' =ry/2U(0) sin v,
(23) {t/ _ T1+%,

then
(a). when (¥, 0)(T) is type-I, im,_, yoo 7(7) = £00, limy_ 4 o0 t(T) = F00;
(b). when (¢, 0)(7) is type-II, lim, 4 oo r(7) = 400, lim,_, 4 t(7) = 00, and
lim, , oo 7(1) =0, im,, o t(7) =T > —o0;
(c). when (1,0)(7) is type-III, lim, oo 7(7) = 0, lim, o t(1) = Ty < +00
and lim, o 7(7) = 400, lim, o t(7) = —00.

Let z(t), t € (T—,TT), be a zero energy solution of () and 2(7), 7 € R, the
corresponding orbit of ([[Il), we define 7(z)(7) := (¢, 0)(7) as the projection of z(7)
in the collision manifold.

Proposition 2.1. If the critical points of ik are isolated in S', then

(a). m(2)(7) is an equilibrium in M, if and only if x(t) is homothetic;

(b). 7(2)(7) is a type-I heteroclinic orbit, if and only if x(t) is a non-homothetic
parabolic solution;

(¢c). 7(2)(7) is a type-II heteroclinic orbit, if and only if x(t) is a non-homothetic
collision-parabolic solution;

(d). w(2)(7) is a type-III heteroclinic orbit, if and only if x(t) is a non-homothetic
parabolic-collision solution.

Remark 2.1. The above proposition implies Theorem [T and for a non-homothetic
zero energy solution x(t), Lemma 2] and Proposition 221l imply {t € (T~,77) :
0(t) = 0} is isolated in (T~,T), as dt = r'*2dr and r(7) > 0, for any 7.

Remark 2.2. For systems with arbitrary finite degrees of freedom, one can define
the McGehee coordinates similarly with the corresponding v being a Lyapunov
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function. Moreover the connection between zero energy solutions and orbits on the
collision manifold still exist, so we expect results from this section will still hold.

3. ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS OF THE LINEAR HAMILTONIAN SYSTEM

Throughout this section let z(t),t € (T, T"), be a non-homothetic zero energy
solution of (@) and z(t) = (p1,p2,r,0)T (t) the corresponding zero energy orbit of
(). Consider the linearized equation of (Il along z(t)

(24) E(t) = JV2H (2(1)&(1).
Under the time parameter 7 (notice that 7 — 400, as t — TF),
(25) €'(r) = JB(r)é(r) := r' 5 (1) IV H (2(7)é(7),
where
rits 0 0 0
0 ra—1 —27“%72;)2 0
(26) B(T) = 0 _ 382% ffg% _ a(oﬁl»i)%u(é’) ozT*%ile(@) (T)
0 0 Cw‘_%ﬂg(e) —Tl_%ﬂgg(e)

Our main goal is to understand the asymptotic behavior of the above linear
Hamiltonian system, as 7 goes to +00. To separate the variable r, we define the
following symplectic matrix

(27) R(7) = diag(r2 ™5 ri—2 7275 p279)(7).
Then for &(7) satisfying 5), n(7) = R(7)&(7) is a solution of
(28) (1) = JB(r)n(r),

n
where B(1) = —JR'(1)R™' (1) + R~ (7)B(1)R~ (7).
Under McGehee coordinates (I2)),

1 0 —2tay, 0
. B 0 1 —2u 2?Tav
(29) B(r) = —Qj‘To‘v —2u  3u? —ala+1UO) aly(d) (7):
0 oy atly (0) —$lgy(0)

Recall that the projection of z(7) on the collision manifold, (¢, 0)(r) = 7(2)(7)
is a heteroclinic orbit between two equilibria. Let T* = +o0o, then

(30) lim (,0)(7) = (45, 0), where ;5 € {£7/2}, and Uy(65) = 0.
By D),
(31) lim (v, u,0)(7) = (sin g4/ 24(65), 0, 05).

T—T*
This implies B, = lim, 7= B(T) exists. Moreover B, = Eil) o 3&2) with
B . ( 1 — e\ /251(65) sin o )
—2%"\/25.1(95)51111/)8 —a(a+ 1)UBF)

Bi2>;:(2 Y 2u(93>sinwa)_
2o o) singg  —tee(65)
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The symplectic sum ¢ is defined as in [25]: for any two 2my X 2my square block
Ay, 0 By 0
0 A, 0 By
cCi 0 Dy 0
0 Cy 0 Do

For i =1 or 2, let Ny (¢, 05) be the two eigenvalues of JBY with AL (5, 05) <
5\1(1/13, 0;), when both of them are real, and €% (g, 65) the corresponding eigenvec-
tors. When there is no confusion, we may omit (¢, ;) in these notations. Direct
computations give us the following lemma.

A, By

matrices, My = ( c. D
k k

),k=1,2, My o My =

Lemma 3.1. Jf?il) is a hyperbolic matrix with

A 2+ 3 -~ 2+ a)sinyg + (2 + 3a — \"
=200 ey, o — (BTl ERE30) )

JB® is a hyperbolic matriz, when A(65) > 0, with

. 1 A 2-a o1 r
M :ii,/A(og), el = (— 1 \/ 280(6) sin by & 5,/A(¢93),1) :
Since U is (—a)-homogeneous, when x(t) = (r(t),0(t)) is solution of (), so is
2p(t) = (rp(t),0n(t)) := (hfﬂ%r(ht), 0(ht)), for any h > 0. This means
(32) Zh (t) == JVHh (Zh (t)),
where 24 (t) = (1.1, P21, Th, On) T (t) With

Pur(t) = in(t) = 2T (ht); paa(t) = r2(D6 (1) = h553r2 (ht)6(h),
and
H(on(6) = 5034 (0) + 7 (083 (0) = e (061 1),
Let h =1 and differentiate ([B2) with respect to ¢, we get a solution of ([24)):
Gt = 5(t) = (7, 2070 + 20,7, 0)T (¢).
Meanwhile by differentiating (B2]) with respect to h, we get
(33) % n=1(t) = JVH (21 (1)) (% h—l(ﬂ) :

Hence (3(t) := %2, (t) is another solution of [24). Define

T
Golt) = G3(t) — tCu(t) = (2 j_“ —, z+ ;729, -3 jj —r, o) (t).

Under the time parameter T, using R(7) given in (21), we find the following two
solutions of the linear system (28]):

_ 243a

(34) m(r) = R(1)G(1) = r~ "3 (1)(w? — atl(9), Uy (0), v, u)" (7),

T
3wl = RO =0 (53 S 0) (0

Definition 3.1. For each 7 € R, we define V(1) := span{ni(7),n2(7)} as the linear
space generated by n1(7) and nz(7) defined as above.
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Notice that 7 (7) and 72(7) are linear independent if and only if x(¢) is a non-
homothetic solution.

Let (R*, w) with w(z,y) = (Jx,y) being the standard symplectic form on R*. A
subspace V' C R? is Lagrangian, if dim(V) = 2 and w|y = 0. We denote by Lag(R?)
the Lagrangian Grassmannian, i.e. the set of all Lagrangian subspaces of (R*, w).
For any V € Lag(R%), let Py be the orthogonal projection of R* to V, then

dist(W, W*) := ||Pw — Pw-||, for any W, W* € Lag(R*),

gives a complete metric on Lag(R*). Here || - || represents the metric on the space
of bounded linear operators from R* to itself.

Lemma 3.2. Ifz(t) is a non-homothetic zero energy solution, V(1) € C°(R, Lag(R?)).

Proof. By a direct computation,

20 _, (1, 4 9
= o = — () ).
w (1, 72) St ol (2(U +v7) — W )>
Then the result follows from ([[4) and z(¢) with 0 energy. O

We will study the limit of V(7), as 7 goes to T*. For it to exist, JB, needs to
be hyperbolic, and the precise limit depends on how the corresponding heteroclinic
orbit (1, 8)(7) approaches to the equilibrium (1§, 65) on the collision manifold.

When A(6F) > 0, by Lemma 22 and 23] (¢, 0)(t) converges to (¢, 0;) either
along the subspace (e ) or (e’ ), where ei = e4 (¢, 6;), see Notation 211

Proposition 3.1. Assume A(65) > 0 and gg(03) # 0, when (¢, 0)(1) — (¥, 05)
along (), as T — T,
& s = /2

: _ ~1 ~2 51 _
(36) Tli)r%* V(r) = Span{ej(wr’;)’ €1}, where Citws) = {él_ if iy =m/2

We first give a proof of the above proposition using the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Assume A(0F5) > 0 and $po(05) # 0, if (1,0)(1) — (5, 05) along
(et), as T — T, then

lim 2,[_9(9)

T—=T* u

. 2—« e 1 »
= —Ax(g,0) = 2V 2U(65) sin gy + ) A(67).

Proof. We only give details for ¢§ = /2 and (¢, 0)(7) converges to (1§, 65) along
(e* ), while the others are similarly. Let e; € R i = 1,2,3,4, be an orthogonal
basis of R* with the i-th component equal to 1 and the others all being zero.,

Let V(1) = span{ni(7),n2(7)} be defined as in Definition BI] then

m AN = m{ ((2 —a)(asl(8) —u?) — Uﬂeiw)el Aes
— (2 —a)ue; Neg —ave; ANeg + ((2 —a)v — 2119159) )e2 Aes

+ (2 — @)uex A eyq + 2e3 /\e4}.

By (1) and Lemma B3] a direct computation shows
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2 —
mAn = (Muwg) + % 211(93)A(93))e1 Aes

— oy /28(82)e1 A ey + (2 3 ©\/2u065) + \/A(eg))e2 Aes + 23 A e

Meanwhile for é! , é2 given in Lemma [B.1], a straight forward computation shows
2¢1 A é2 is the same as what we got in (B7). This finishes our proof. O

37)  lim %

T—=T*

Proof of LemmalZ3 We will only give the details for 7% = +oo. As both Uy ()
and u goes to 0, when 7 — 400, by L’Hospital’s rule,

/ " ,
(38) lim o (0) — lim o (0)0 () . 0

= im —
Todoo U T=+o0 (1/24(6) cos 1)’ V/28(05) sinapg T+oo
If (v, 0)(T) converges to (15, 05) along (e* ), as 7 — +o00, by Lemma [2.2]

lim Y 2—a  sinygg [A(6)

Ttoo ) 4 2 20(65)°

Plug this into B8], we get

. 5.19(9) 2—« w\ * 1 % x )k
Tgrfoo Y =1 £/ 24(05) sin g — 51/A(90) ==X (¢5,65).

The second equality follows from Lemma 2.2
Similarly if (¢, 0)(7) converges to (¥, 6;) along (e ), as 7 — 400, then

lim Y 2—a singg [A®6)
oo ) 4 2 24(65)”

. ﬂ@(@)_2—0¢ S\ « 1 £\ % %
TEEI-IOO T \/2M(90)51n¢0+§\/A(90)——)\_(1/10,90).

and

4. CONNECT THE MORSE AND OSCILLATION INDICES BY MASLOV INDICES

In this section, except the last proof, which deals with the homothetic solution,
we always assume z(t), t € (T, T7), is a non-homothetic zero energy solution of
@ with z(t) being the corresponding zero energy orbit of (1) and 7(z)(7) the
heteroclinic orbit on M satisfying lim, 4.0 7(2)(7) = (¥, 63).

We need the Maslov index to connect the Morse and oscillation indices. For
details of the Maslov index, see [12] or Section @l Let ~(¢,¢1) be the fundamental
solution of the linear Hamiltonian equation ([24)):

(39) Yt t) = IVPH(z(t)(t 1), y(t, t) = L.
For any t1 < t, we define the Maslov index of x(t),t € [t1,t2] as
(40) w(Va, y(t, t1)Vg; [t1, t2]), where Vg :=R? @ 0.

By the Morse Index Theorem (see [24])
(41) m” (b1, t2) + 2 = p(Va, y(E,61)Vas [t t2]).-
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Under the time parameter 7, the corresponding y(7,7) = v(¢t(7), 1), where
t1 = t(m1), is the fundamental solution of ([25)), and 4(7,m1) = R(7)y(7,71)R~1(11)
(R(7) is the matrix defined in (1)) is the fundamental solution of equation (28]):

(42) (r,m) = JB(MA(T,m), A7) = L.
Lemma 4.1. When t; =t(7;), i =1,2,
1(Va, (7, 71)Vas [11, 72]) = n(Va, v (8, 61) Vas [t 22]).-
Proof. First as the Maslov index is invariant under the change of time parameter,
(43) 1(Va, y(t, 01)Vas [t t2]) = p(Va, (7, 71)Vas [11, 72]),
Meanwhile
(44) u(Va A, m)Vas [0, 72)) = p(Va, R(T)y(7, 1) R™H(10) Vag; [71, 72])
= u(R™H(T)Va, v(1, 7)) R™H (1) Vas [11, 72)) = (Vi (7, 71) Vs [0, 72))-

The last equality follows from the fact that R=(7)Vy = Vj, for any 7, as R(7) is a
diagonal matrix. 0

By the above lemma,
(45) m” (w;t1,t2) + 2 = p(Va, ¥(7, 71)Va; [11, 72]).
Then for any sequences 7, < 7,5 satisfying lim,, 100 Ti¥ = 00,
(46) m_(iv)+2:ngrilooﬂ(Vdﬁ(TaTl)Vd;[Tn_aTrJ{])-
To compute the above limit, we need another Maslov index. For any 7 € R,
define the stable/unstable subspace V1 (7)/V ™ (7) of the linear system (42)) as
VE(T) = {v eRY Ugljl:loo’:y(O', T)v = 0}.
Notice that VE(7) = 4(r,0)V*(0), for any two 0,7 € R.
Definition 4.1. We define the Maslov index u(x) of z as
(47) plx) = p(Va, V() R) =l p(Va, V() [T 7).

The index p(x) defined above was introduced in the study of heteroclinic orbits
(see [22], [23] or the Appendix for more details).

At this moment it is not clear whether u(x) is well defined. We will show this
shortly. Following the notations from the previous section, we set T = +o00. Recall
that JB, = lim,_,p- JB(7) is a hyperbolic matrix, when A(6%) > 0. Let V*(JB,)
and V—(J B*) be the JB, invariant subspaces of R* corresponding to eigenvalues
with positive and negative real part respectively. By Lemma [B.1],

V*(JB,) =span{el, é2}.

In the following, we may need to specify the value of T, in those cases we set
JBy :=lim; 1o JB(7). The next lemma follows from [I, Theorem 2.1].

Lemma 4.2. When JBy are hyperbolic matrices.

(a). VE(7) is the only linear subspace of R* satisfying 4(o, 7)VE(r) — VF(JBy),
as o — Foo.
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(b). if a linear subspace W of R* is topologically complement of V(1) ( or
V=(7)), then for any v € W\ {0}, |¥(o, T)v| = +00 exponentially fast, as
o — 400 (orT — —x), and Y(o,7)W — V(JBy) (or V- (JB-)) at
the same time.

In the following, for i = 1,2, let n;(7), T € R, be two solutions of the linear system

[28) given in B4) and @H), and V(1) = span{n: (1), n2(7)} is defined in Definition
Bl Since z(t) is non-homothetic, By Lemma B2} V(1) € C°(R, Lag(R*)).

Lemma 4.3. Assume JB+ are hyperbolic and W (1) € C°(R, Lag(R*)) is invariant
under the flow of @2), if m(7) € W(r), V1 € R, then

W) = g W(r) = panfele ) or spaniél é4),
where é]l(wg) =él, if Y5 =—7/2 and é?(wa) =el, if Y =7/2.

Proof. We will only give the details for T* = +oc and ¥d = 7/2. The others are
2430

similar. Recall that m; =772 (u? — asl(6), tp(0), v, u)T. Then

Lom() _ CSYEND0L0T o
(48) lim = - ’
7—-+oo [ (7)] a2U(05)/2 + 1 a?i(0y)/2 +1

As f = /2, w(2)(7) is either a type-I or type-II heteroclinic orbit. By Lemma
B4 lim, oo (7)) = 400, which implies lim,_, o 11(7) = 0.

Since W(7) is a Lagrangian subspace, we can always find another path n(7) €
W(r),7 € R, invariant under the flow of [@2), independent of 7, (7) and satisfying
n(t) € V¥(n1 (7)), i.e. the w orthogonal space of n;(7) in R*.

If lim, 1 0o (7) = 0, since the dimension of W(7) is two, lim,_, { o (o, 7)v = 0,
for any v € W(r). By Lemma B2 W(r) = V*(r) and W(r) = V- (JB;) =
span{él é%}, when 7 — +oo0.

If lim, . o 7(7) # 0, then we can find a two dimensional linear subspace of R*,
which is a topological complement of V(1) and contains (7). By Lemma 2] for
7 large enough, n(r) € N.(V*t(JB,)), i.e. the e neighborhood of V*(JB,), for
some & > 0 small enough. As a result, n(r) € No(V*+(JB;)) NV« (). Since € can
be arbitrarily small, lim, o 7(7)/|n(7)| € VT (JBL) N V«(el).

Recall that V*(JBy) = span{él,é2 }, by a direct computation,

2+3
wE, ) =0, w(e',el)=— +2°‘ 2107 # 0.

Hence lim,_, 1 1(7)/|n(7)| = €%./|é%|, and together with (8], it shows W (r) —
span{él, é3 } as 7 — +o0. This finishes our proof. O

Under the assumption of Lemma 3] W (T*) h V4 (h means transversal in-
tersection). Notice that ni(7) € VT (r) (or V(7)) implies VT (T*) M Vg (or
V=(T*) h V), where VE(T*) := lim, ,7- V¥ (7). Then Lemma 24 and B3 tell us.

Corollary 4.1. (a). If w(2)(7) is type-1, then VE(T*) th V.
(b). If m(2)(7) is type-II, then VT (T*) h Vy.
(¢). If m(2)(7) is type-III, then V—(T*) M V.

By the above corollary, when 7(2)(7) is type-I or ITI, u(Vy, V= (7);[-T,T]) is a
constant for T' > 0 large enough, so pu(x) given in Definition 1] is well defined.
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Theorem 4.1. If n(2)(7) is type-I or III and A(OF) > 0, then m~(z) = p(x).
Proof. When € > 0 is small enough,
w(Va, e Vys s € [0,1]) = 2.
Then for any T > 0 large enough, by (Z0),
w(Va, 5T, =T)e** Vyy s € [0,1]) = 0.

since the path is transversal. Fix an ¢ > 0 small enough, for any 7" > 0 large
enough, from the homotopy property of Maslov index, we have

/J'(Vdu /3/(7-7 _T)ngVd; [_T7 T]) = N(Vdu /3/(7—7 _T)Vd; [_T7 T]) -2
Together with ([T, it shows
(49) m” (a3 =T, T) = u(Va, (1, ~T)e* Va; [T, T)).

Now we will try to estimate u(Vy, (7, =T)e/ Vy; [T, T))—pu(Vg, V¥ (1); [T, T)).

For this, let Ay, s € [0,1] be a path of Lagrangian subspaces of R* with Ag =
V= (=T) and A(1) = €7V}, then by the homotopy invariant property of Maslov
index,

(50)  u(Vas Ass [0,1]) + (Vi (7, =T)e™ Vi [T, T]) =

1 (Va, V7 (7); [T, T]) + p(Va, v(T, =T)As; [0, 1]).
Then we have,
(51)  u(Va, A(r, =T)e Vs [T, T]) = u(Va, V™ (7); [T, T)
= pu(Va, y(T, =T)A; [0, 1) =p(Va, As; [0,1]) = s(y(T, =T) 'V, Vs V= (=T), e Vo),
where s(.,.;.,.) is the Hormander index (see ([{2) in Appendix). As Vg h V—(T),

(52) lim ~(T,-T)"'V; =V~ (JB_).
T—+o0

Since the above hold for any 7" large enough, we get
pim s(UT, =T) "WV, Vs V7 (=T), 7/ Vy) = s(V~ (JB-), Va; V™ (—00), e/ V).

—+00
Recall that

Vo(JBo) = el (¢ ,05) A€ (g, 65), V™ (—o0) = €L (vy,05) A é3 (g, 6 )
Let V; = le &) Vd2, where le =R@®0and VZ2=R&0, then

S(V_ (JB—)a Va; V_(—OO), ngVd) = S(<é1—(¢0_7 6‘0_)>7 le; <é-l'r(¢0_790_)>7 e&]le)

+ S(<é2—(w0_590_)>5 Vd2; <A?|-(U)0_590_)>5 eEJVdQ)'
A simple computation shows
s((e2 (¥, 05)), Vs €k (g .0 ), e Vi) = 0;

s((€2 (g, 00)), Vi (€3, (', 60 ), €7 V') = 0.
This means m™ (z) = p(x). O
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While the above theorem connects m ™~ (x) with p(z), the next one will does the
same for i(z) and pu(Vg, V(7); R), where

pw(Va, V(T);R) = (Va, V(7); [T, TY)).

i
The limit exists, when A(F) > 0, as it implies V (£00) th Vy, see Proposition Bl
Theorem 4.2. When A(F) > 0, i(z) = u(Va, V(7); R).

Proof. From ({0, we have

(53) pu(Va, V(7): R) = ) dim(Va N V(7))

T€R

Recall that V(1) = span{ni(7),n2(7)}, where n1(7),n2(7) are defined in (34) and
B8). Obviously n2(7) ¢ Vg, V7 € R, which implies dim(V (1) N Vy) < 1.

We claim dim(V (7)NVy) = 1, if and only if u(7) = 0. Assume there is a non-zero
n(7) = B (7) + Pane(7), which is also contained in V. Then it must satisfies the
following two equations

(54) Biv — =0; pru=0.

However the above equations has a solution if and only if u = 0.
Meanwhile by the fourth equation in (I3,

u(r) = 0'(r) = 6(t(r))r~ T (1(7)).

Since r(7) > 0, for any 7 € R, we have % =7r'*% > 0and

(55) i(x) = #{t € (T~,T1)| 0(t) = 0} = #{r € R| u(r) = 0}.
This finishes our proof.
O

With the above result, we just need to estimate the difference between p(z) and
1(Va, V(7); R), which is exactly the purpose of our next lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Assume m(z)(7) is type-I or Il and A(6F) > 0, when 7 — —o0,
(). if w(2)(7) = (657.05) along e+ (7 ,67), then u(x) — u(Va, V(7); R) = 0;
(b). if m(2)(1) — (¥g,0q) along {e—(g 00 )), then u(x) — p(Vag, V(7);R) =

0 or1.
Proof. Notice that when 7(2)(7) is type-I or IL, ¢y = —7/2. If 7(2)(T) — (¢¥g ,6;)
along (e (g ,6,)), as 7 = —oo, by Proposition B}
lim V(r) = span{é} (¥ ,6;), 63 (¢ . 65)} = VI (JB-).

Then Lemma [L2] implies V(1) = V~(7), V7 € R, so u(z) = u(Vy, V(7);R). This

proves property (a).

Now assume 7(z)(17) — (¢ .0y ) along (e_(vy,0y)), as 7 — —oo. Fix an
arbitrary 7' > 0 large enough in the following. It will be enough for us to prove
(56) (Vs V(7 (=T, T)) = o(Va, V(7 =T, T]) = 0 or 1.

By the proof of Theorem [4.], for a given ¢ > 0 small enough,

,U(Vdv VU(T); [_Ta T]) = M(Vd, ;Y(Ta _T)eEJVd; [_Tv T])
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Hence instead of (B6), we will show the following
1(Va, 5(1, =T)e* " Vyg; [T, T)) — u(Va, V(7); [=T,T]) = 0 or 1.

Let As, s € [0,1] be a path of Lagrangian subspaces of R* with Ag = V(=T
and A1 = e’/ Vj. Similar to (5, we have

/J'(Vdu /3/(7-7 _T)eEJVd; _T7 T) - N(Vdu V(T); _T7 T)
= 5(7(T7 _T)ilvdv Vd; V(_T)a eEJVd)'

Notice that limz_, oo Y(T, =T) "Wy = V= (JB_) = &L (5,05 ) A &% (g , 05 ), and
under the condition of property (b), limy_, 40 V(=T) = V(—00) = €} (¢g,05) A
é2 (¢gy , 0y ). Therefore

s(Y(T, =T) "'V, Vg; V(=T), e Vy) = s(y(T, =T) 'V, e2 Vi, V(=T), 57 V).
When v, = —7/2, by Lemma B.1]

& (g, 05) = <—<a+ 1>\/2u<90>,1)T, &Ly, 05) = (9 mwo),l)T,

2 1 g
& (w5 00) = (232 uie) - 5y/a6).1)
For simplicity, set b = 4/2U(0 ), c = QTTO‘\/QLI(HO_) - %\/A(GO_).

Write the Lagrangian subspaces as graphs of linear maps: 0 ® R? — V:
V=(JB_) = Gr(Ap),e3’Vy = Gr(Ay); V(—oc) = Gr(By), e’ Vy = Gr(By),

. ( —(aarUb 0 > A= < COt(g/Q) cot((<)€/2) >;

we (7). m=(0 L)

Let Ao 1, Bo 1 be the matrices, such that v(T, —T) 'V, = Gr(4g r) and V(-T) =
Gr(Bo,r). Then for T large enough, Ao, By are in the e/2-neighborhood of
Ay, By correspondingly. By the property of Hormander index (see ({{4)),

()

where

£ 1
S(FY(T’ _T)_lvdv eEJVd; V(_T)a eEJVd» = ESign(BO,T - A1)+

1. 1. 1.
551gn(Bl —Aor) — 551gn(Bl —Ay) — 551gn(BO)T — Aor).

Notice that By — A1, B1 — A, are negative definite, and By — A, is positive
definite. Hence

1. 1. 1.
—§SIgD(B01T — Al) = 581gn(31 — AO,T) = —581gn(31 — Al) =1.

Since By r— Ao, is in the e-neighborhood of By— Ay, which has a positive eigenvalue
(14 3a), we have

1
gsign(BoﬁT —Aor)=0, or LI

This completes our proof. 1



INDEX THEORY FOR PARABOLIC SOLUTIONS 19

Corollary 4.2. Assume A(65) > 0. When 7(2)(7) is a type-I or III heteroclinic
orbit,
(a). sz(z)( ) = (¥g, 00 ) along (ex (Vg ,0y)), as T — —o0, thenm™ (x) = i(x);

(b). if w(2)(1) — (wo, 0y ) along (e _(wo, 0 ), as T — —oo, then m™(x)
i(z) =0 or 1.

When 7(2)(7) is a type-II heteroclinic orbit,
(c). zf7r( )T) — (war,HJr) along (e (1/13,9+)>, as T — 400, thenm™(z) =i(x);
(d). if m(2)(r) — (g ,00) along (e+(vg,00)), as T — +oo, then m™(z) —
i(z) =0 or 1.
Proof. Property (a) and (b) follows directly from Theorem 1] 2] and Lemma 4]
For property (c¢) and (d), as the corresponding x(t) is a collision-parabolic solu-
tion, Z(t) = x(—t) will be a parabolic-collision solution. By their definitions, it is
not hard to see m™(z) = m™(z) and i(Z) = i(z).
Let Z be the zero energy orbit of () corresponding to Z, and (@, @, 7, 8)(7) the
corresponding orbit in McGehee coordinates, then by the computation given at the
beginning of Section 2] we have

(0,,7,0)(r) = (—v, —u,7,0)(~7).
As a result, on the collision manifold 9 with coordinates defined in (7)), we have
(’Jju é)(T) = W +, 9)(_T)
Then

(g ,05) = _lim (,0)(r) = lim (¢ +7,0)(~7) = (4§ +7.07).
By (@), o
M(4g ,00) = M(¥§ +m,605) = =M (v, 67).
As a result,
e (g 0) = e~ (U5, 6F), e- (. 05) = ex (], 67).
Then the rest follows from property (a) and (b), which we have already proven. O

In the above we always assume A(HSE) > 0, to deal the non-hyperbolic case, i.e.,
A(6F) < 0, we have the next proposition

Proposition 4.1. If at least one of A(0T) is negative, then m™(x) = i(z) = +oo0.

Proof. We only give the details for the case A(67) < 0, while the proof for the
other case is exactly the same.

For ¢ > 0 small enough, we can find a 7o > 0, such that |B(t) — B, | < e,
for any 7 € [19, +00). By @3, if lim, o 4oo pt(Va, ¥(7, 70))V; [10, 71]) = +00, then
m~(z) = +oo. Since B(r) > By — eIy, from the monotonic property of Maslov
index,

p(Va, A(7,70))Vai [0, 71]) > p(Va, e 7P =10V [, 7)), Y > 7.

By the symplectic additivity property,
1V, 6(7'*7'0)(13’+*614)Vd) =
1(Va, e(T_TO)(BiI)_EIQ)Vd) + n(Va, e(T_TO)(Bf)_EIQ)Vd).
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Since in this case the crossing form is always positive, (Vg exp((T — To)(BS:) -
el3))Vy) is the summation of dim(exp((T — To)(B_(:) —ely)Vy)NVy) over T € [0, T1],

for i =1,2. As a result,

(Vi e B =0y > 30 dimeT B Ry, Ay,

TE[T0,71]
Notice that
l—¢ 2220 /280(68)

B_(E) — EIQ =
2U(0F) —Lpo () — ¢

For e small enough, Bf) — el > 0, a direct computation shows the summation of

crossing time is unbounded as 7 — +o00. Hence m™ (z) = +o00.

For i(z), when A(f7) < 0, by Lemma 22 and 3] (¢ ,0;) is a stable focus.
As a heteroclinic orbit on M, 7(2)(7) spiral into (¢, 05) as 7 — +oo. Therefore
i(r) =#{r e R: 0'(1) =0} = +o0. O

Now we are ready to prove our main results.

Proof of Theorem[L.3. The fact the Hoi are critical points of 4 follows directly from
Theorem [Tl Let’s assume xz(t) is either a parabolic or a parabolic-collision solu-
tion (a collision-parabolic solution becomes parabolic-collision after reversing time).
Since z(t) is not homothetic, the corresponding orbit 7(z)(7) on the collision man-
ifold 91 is either a type-I or IIT heteroclinic orbit.

Now if one of A(#7) is negative, then m~ (z) = i(z) = +o0, by Proposition EIl
This proves property (a). If both A(H(jf) are positive, then property (b) follows from
Lemma[24l In particular, when 6 is a non—degenerate local minimizer, Lpq (0, ) >
0. Then by Lemma 22 A_(¢y,05) < 0 < Ay (¥ ,07), and by Lemmalﬂ{l7 the
unstable manifold of (15,6 ) in the collision manlfold is tangent to (e (¢ , 0y ))-
Hence 7(z)(7) approaches to (g 0y ) along (e (¢g,0q)), as T — —o0. Then by
property (a) in Corollary 2] m™ (z) = i(z). O

Proof of Corollary L1l By Theorem [[2] it is enough to show i(z) = 0. Meanwhile
by [B3) and (7)), this is equivalent to ¢ (1) # +m/2, for any 7 € R.

Assume 1)(19) = F (the case for ¢(19) = —7% is similar), for some 79 € R,
then v(m9) = /U(0(79)). Recall that v(r) is a non-decreasing function of 7, so
v(10) = VU(0(70)) < v(+00) = (/U(fF). This means O(r) must be a global
minimizer of 4 as well. Then by Lemma 2] (¢(70),6(70)) is a equilibrium in the
collision manifold, which is absurd. ]

Our next proof follows ideas from [8] and [7].

Proof of Theorem[1.3. Without loss of generality let’s assume Z(t) is a collision-
parabolic solution defined on RT = (0, +00). With the energy being zero, we have

2
T(t) = (mf)?%a, where k = ta

28U(6p).
Recall that in polar coordinates, the action functional is

1, 1,
F(r,0) = / 1 50t reU(0) dt
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By results from [16], for any [to,t1] C (0, 4+00), &
{(r.0) € WH([to, 1], RY x ST+ r(to) = (to), r(tr) = 7(t1), O(t) = 6o}

Therefore we only need to consider variations of F along ¢ € C§°(R™,S') (smooth
functions with compact supports). The second derivative of F along such a ¢ is

(57) d*F(r,0)[¢,¢] = / 247 + 1 Lge(0)$° dt = / 7 ()% + Lo (60)6?) dr,

(t) is a minimizer of F in

If £(t) = 7(t) 75" o(1), then & =7 3 ¢/ + 2327 "5 /¢, and
2-a 2— ), o 2—a 7
P () =€) + %H & - 5 (f)ff'
(%) L0
= ()’ + %u(eo 24((6o)
where the second equality following from
oo gdt . o 2
T ST = g e 284(0o).

Plug (B8)) into (&), we get
1 2 —
d*F(7,00)[0, 9] = / (€2 + ZA(eo)gz’ - Ta\/zu(eo)gg’ dr.

As ¢ has a compact support in R, using integration by parts,
1
EF 0006 = [ (€ + {00 dr.

When A(y) > 0, d2F(7,00)[¢, #] > 0, for any ¢, so m~(z) = 0. When A(fy) <
0, there is a countable set of linear independent functions {¢, € C§°(R*,S!) :
n € Z*} satisfying d?F(7,00)[dn, dn] < O (see [8, Theorem 4.3]), which implies
m~(x) = 4oo0. O

5. APPLICATION IN CELESTIAL MECHANICS
In this section, we give some applications of our results to celestial mechanics.

5.1. The planar isosceles three body problem. Consider the problem of three
point masses, m;, ¢ = 1,2, 3, in a plane moving under the Newtonian gravitational
force of each other. Let ¢ = (q1, g2, q3), where g; represents the position of m;, and
p = Mg, where M = diag(my,m1, ma, ma, ms, m3), then

(59) p=VUl(q); ¢=M"p,

where U(q) = di<ici<s ‘m”zj‘, is the (negative) potential. This is equivalent to

the Euler-Lagrangian equation dtL (q,9) = Ly(q, ¢) with

(60) L(g-d) = K (@) + U(a) = 3if3 + U(a)

where |w|ps := (320, mi|wi|?), for any w = (wy,ws, w3) € R2¥3.

The above problem has six degrees of freedom. It can be reduced to four after
fixing the center of mass at the origin, Zle m;q; = 0. Moreover when two of the
masses are equal (m; = ms), it has an invariant sub-system with two degrees of
freedom, where the three masses form an isosceles triangle all the time:

(61) {e= (01,92, 3)| g2 = R(q1), 33 = R(g3) }-
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Here 9 represents the reflection in R? with respect to the vertical axis.
For simplicity, we assume mj = my = m and ms = 1. Let

r=lgla and s;=gq;/r, ¥i=1,2,3.
Then s = (51, 8, s3) satisfies [s|,r = 1. Set s1 = (£, 1), by @),

s2 = (=&,m), s3=(0,—2mn),
which means
|s|3; = 2m&? +2m(2m + 1)n* = 1.
This allows us to introduce an angular variable § € S! by
cos 6 sin 6

“Vam T amem i)

Under the new variables (r, #), the Lagrangian of the isosceles three problem has
the following expression which fits the framework of this paper:

£

5 3
L 60,7,0) = 262 1+ 1202) 4+ 2O Ghere si(e) = - 4 2vom:
2 T V2| cosf| (14 2msin®6)z
However besides the singularity at the origin, » = 0, corresponding a triple collision.
There are additional singularities at ¢ = 7 due to binary collisions between m;
and mgo. Although a double collision can be regularized (see [32], Section 7] or [27]),
it is not so clear how to define the corresponding Morse index in this case, so when
applying our results, we have to restrict ourselves to a domain of the zero energy
solution, where there is no binary collision.
It is easy to see {(#) has four different non-degenerate global minima:

-+ 0" < —0" <0 <m—0", for some 0" € (0,7/2),

which are the Lagrangian configurations, where the three masses form an equilateral
triangle. The second derivatives of () at these critical points all are positive, so
the condition required in Lemma [3.1] always holds at these points.

Meanwhile there are two non-degenerate critical points at 8 = 0 or 7, which are
local maxima of {{. They are the Euler configurations with ms at the origin. By a
direct computation,

5

2
% + 2\/5771%, L[eg(()) = ﬂgg(ﬂ') = —%m .
Recall that for o = 1, A(6p) = 180(6g) + 48lgs(6). Then A(0) = A(m) are positive,
when m < 4/55, and negative, when m > 4/55. As shown by Moeckel [27], if a
zero energy solution (non-homothetic) approaches to the origin or the infinity along
the horizontal axis (or equivalently the configuration formed by the three masses
converges to a Euler configuration), then for a generic m > 4/55, during the process,
the three masses oscillate frequently along the horizontal axis. This corresponds to
the change of the sign of é(t), which by our results gives an estimate of the Morse
index of the solution.

wlot

$4(0) = U(w) =
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5.2. The Kepler-type problem. In our results, we require the critical points of
$l to be non-degenerate. In general our approach may still work even when this
condition does not hold. What we need is the knowledge of the asymptotic behavior
of V(7) defined in Lemma[32] as 7 goes to infinity. This is important as in celestial
mechanics these critical points corresponds to central configurations, which are
degenerate due to symmetries. As an example, we will consider the Kepler-type
problem, where each 6 is a degenerate critical point of Ll:

U(0) =m, VO €S, for some constant m > 0.
Now the vector field (I8]) on the collision manifold 9t becomes

W= (1- $)VImcosd,
0 =+2mcos,

and very (to,00) with ¢g € {£35}, 6y € S, is an equilibrium. Let M (¢, 6) be
defined as in (). Following Notation 2] by Lemma 22]

{ —(2—a) = A_(5.60) < A+ (%,60) = 0;
e—(%veo)_(anvl) ) (2790):(071)T7

0= A*(_%voo) < A+(_%590) = (2 - Oé),
67(—%,90) = (07 1)Ta 6+(—%,90) = (Q_Tav 1)T

Let x(t) be a parabolic solution of the Kepler-type problem, then its projection
to the collision manifold is a heteroclinic orbit going from (—%,6y) to (3,67).
Since 6T are degenerate, Lemma 3 does not apply. However by (62),

)’ 2 -«
63 =
(63) vm=222,
Hence the heteroclinic orbit converges to (5, 64 ) along the subspace (e_ (5, 01)), as
T — 400, and converges to (—%, 6, ) along the subspace (e4 (—=%,0; ), as 7 — —o0,
which means it is a type-I heteroclinic orbit.

Let V(1) = span{ni(7),n2(7)} be the path of Lagrangian subspaces given in
Definition Bl With (@3], the same computation used in the proof of Lemma
shows lim,_, 1 MST() = 0. Recall that Ay (%,67) = A_(5,6;) = 0, so results of
Lemma [3:3] still hold. Then by ProposnlonB:[L

im V(r) = span{eb (5, 05), ¢4 (5,05}

(62)

V7 € R.

Notice that for the Kepler—type potential,
et (m/2,08) = (—an/m/2, )T, 2 (n/2,0f) = (—(2 — a)y/m/2,1)"
el (—m/2,05) = (ay/m/2, )", &2 (—7/2,05) = ((2 — a)/m/2,1)T

This means the correspondmg results in Section (] will st111 hold. In part1cular, by
Corollary 2], i(x) = p(z) = m™(x).

Since the angular momentum is a first integral of the Kepler-type problem, for a
parabolic solution (so non-homothetic), G(t) is always positive or negative. Together
with the above result they imply

Corollary 5.1. For a Kepler-type problem, the Morse indez of a parabolic solution
is always zero.



24 INDEX THEORY FOR PARABOLIC SOLUTIONS

6. APPENDIX: A BRIEF INTRODUCTION TO THE MASLOV INDEX FOR
HETEROCLINIC ORBITS

We start with a brief review of the Maslov index theory from [4] [12] [3T]. Let
(R?",w) be the standard symplectic space, and Lag(2n) the Lagrangian Grassma-
nian, i.e. the set of Lagrangian subspaces of (R?",w). Given two continuous paths
Li(t), La(t), t € [a,b], in Lag(2n), the Maslov index u(Ly(t), L2(t)) is an integer
invariant. There several different ways to define such an invariant. Here we use
the one given in [12]. Following are some properties of the Maslov index (for the
details see [12]).

Property I. (Reparametrization invariance) Let o : [¢,d] — [a,b] be a
continuous and piecewise smooth function satisfying o(c) = a, o(d) = b, then

(64) (L (t), Lo(t)) = p(La(o(7)), La(o(T)))-

Property II. (Homotopy invariant with end points) If two continuous
families of Lagrangian paths Li(s,t), La(s,t), 0 < s < 1, a < t < b satisfies
dim(L1(s,a) N La(s,a)) = C1,dim(Ly(s,b) N La(s,b)) = Csq,, for any 0 < s < 1,
where C1, Cs are two constant integers, then

(65) M(Ll(ovt)le(Ovt)) :M(Ll(lvt)le(lvt))'
Property III. (Path additivity) If a < ¢ < b, then
(66) (L1 (t), La(t)) = p(L1(t), La(t); [a, c]) + p(La(t), L2(t); [c, b]).

Property IV. (Symplectic invariance) Let (t), t € [a,b] be a continuous
path of symplectic matrices in Sp(2n), then

(67) p(Li(t), La(t)) = p(y(t) L1 (), v(t)La(t)).

Property V. (Symplectic additivity) Let W;, i = 1,2, be two symplectic
spaces, if L; € C([a,b], Lag(W1)) and L; € C([a,b], Lag(W3)), i = 1,2, then

(68) (L1 (t) @ La(t), La(t) ® La(t) = u(La(t), L2 (1)) + p(La(t), L2(1)).
Property VI. (Symmetry) If L, € C([a,b],Lag(2n), i = 1,2, then
(69) /J,(Ll (t), Lg(f)) = dim Ll(a) n Lg(a) — dim Ll(b) n Lg(b) — M(Lg(f), L4 (t))

When the Hamiltonian system is given by the Legender transformation of a
Sturm-Liouville system, then

(70) p(Va, A(t) = dim(A(a) N Va) + Y dim(A(t) N Va).
a<t<b

For the detail see [31], [22].

Given a Lagrangian path ¢ — A(¢), the difference of the Maslov indices of it
with respect to two Lagrangian subspaces Vp, V1 € Lag(2n), is given in terms of the
Hérmander index (see [31, Theorem 3.5])

(71) s(Vo, V15 A(0), A(1)) = pn(Vo, A(t)) — pu(Va, A(t)).
Obviously for € > 0 small enough,
(72) s(Vo, Vi; A0), A1) = s(Vo, Vi;e =/ A(0), e 7 A(1)),
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The Hérmander index is independent of the choice of the path connecting A(0)
and A(1). Under the non-degenerate condition, i.e., Vp, V7 are transversal to A(0), A(1)
correspondingly, it has the following two basic properties

s(A(0), A(1); Vo, V1) = —s(Vo, Vi3 A(0), A(1)).
If V; = Gr(4;), A(i) = Gr(B;) for symmetry matrices A; and B;, i = 0,1, then

(73)

1. 1.
s(Vo, V1; A(0),A(1)) = 551gn(Bo —A)+ §Slgn(Bl — Ap)
(74)
— %sign(Bl —Ay) — %sign(BO — Ap),

where for a symmetric matrix A, sign(A) is the signature of the symmetric form
(A-,-). A direct corollary shows that

(75) [s(Vo, V15 A(0), A(1))] < 2n.
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