arXiv:1811.08266v1 [math.DS] 20 Nov 2018

Asymptotic velocity for four celestial bodies

Andreas Knauf*

June 21, 2018

Abstract

Asymptotic velocity is defined as the Cesaro limit of velocity. As such,
its existence has been proven for bounded interaction potentials. This is
known to be wrong in celestial mechanics with four or more bodies.

Here we show for a class of pair potentials including the homogeneous
ones of degree —a for o € (0, 2), that asymptotic velocities exist for up
to four bodies, dimension three or larger, for any energy and almost all
initial conditions on the energy surface.

1 Introduction

In classical scattering theory one considers the motion of n particles of masses
m; > 0 and positions ¢; in d spatial dimensions, generated by the Hamiltonian
function

H(p,q) = K(p)+V(g) , withV(q):=>1cicjc, Vijlai—q;), (L.1)

and kinetic energy K (p) :=> ", % The potential V' is assumed to be twice

continuously differentiable and long-ranged, that is, for some ¢ > 0, I > 0 and
in multi-index notation with 3 € Nd

OsVig@| < Illall =" (181 <2, [lall € [Lioo), 1 <i<j<m). (1.2)

For long-ranged V; ; € C*(R? R) and phase space P := T*R%", the Hamiltonian
flow exists for all times (the escape times equal T+ = +oc). For all initial
conditions the existence of the asymptotic velocities, that is, the Cesaro limits

4t 20)  pan (zo € P) (1.3)
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of velocity v (with momenta p; = m;v;), was proven in [De, Theorem 3.1]. So
in the infinite past and future the particles cluster, i.e. form set partitions of
N :={1,...,n} with equivalence relations given by i ~ j if ¥ () = Ej-[(xo).

Existence of asymptotic velocities is a fundamental result in classical scat-
tering theory, whose proof is quite involved (see also [Kn, Chapter 12.6]). As
the U are constants of the motion, they present a weak form of integrability.
In fact, in the non-empty open set of z( leading to a trivial cluster partition
(all 7T (zo) being different), Tt is smooth if (1.2) is valid for all multiindices
RS Ngd. However, in the presence of nontrivial clusters, one would need more
constants of the motion or other asymptotic information | , 5a] to have the
so-called asymptotic completeness, see [De].

For the unbounded potentials considered here, the question of classical asymp-
totic completeness is even more involved. In the case of celestial mechanics, that
is (in units where the gravitational constant equals one), V; ;(¢) = —%, there
are collisions for n > 2, and non-collision singularities for n > 4, see [Xi, Ge, Xu]
and Section 2. Moreover, as shown in [SX] for d = 1 and n = 4 there are initial
conditions which (after regularization of binary collisions) do not lead to singular-
ities but for which lim,_, , o ||¢(t, zo)|| /t = 00, so that asymptotic velocity (1.3)
does not exist (see also [SD]).

Conversely, for n < 4 celestial bodies asymptotic velocities exist for all initial
conditions. This follows from von Zeipel's Theorem and the fact that j(z) < oo
for n < 3, see Theorem 2.6.

1.1 Definition The potential V in (1.1) is admissible if it is long-ranged, cen-
tral (Vi ;(q) = Wi ;(|lql]) for ¢ € R4\{0}), and for some o € (0,2) and I > 0

05Vig(@)| < Illall=7 (18] <2, llgll € (0,1],1 < i< j<n). (L4)

1.2 Remark (The constant /) By taking the maximum, we will use the same
constant 7 in (1.2) and (1.4). To gain more flexibility, by further increasing I,

n

we assume that (1.4) is valid even for ||¢|| < 2(>°7_, m;)/ min; m;. &

1.3 Example (Homogeneous potentials are admissible)
If the pair potentials are homogeneous, that is, for «; ; € (0,2) and I, ; € R

Vij(q) = Lgllal = (¢ € RN\{0},1 <i<j<n),
then V' is admissible. This includes gravitational and electrostatic interactions. <&

Our main result is the following.
Theorem For n = 4 bodies, d > 3 dimensions, and an admissible potential V'



the sets NAV := {x € P | v"(x) does not exist } of no asymptotic velocity
and
NAVg := NAVNYg with Yp:=H YE) (F€R)

are Borel sets, with NAVy C X being of Liouville measure op(NAVE) = 0.

So in this case the asymptotic velocities (1.3) exist almost everywhere.
Theorem 2.8 of Section 2 analyzes the set NAV for n € N particles in arbitrary
dimension d, interacting via long-ranged potentials.

Content

In Section 2 we will introduce some notation and present the main ideas of the
proof. A nondeterministic kinematical model for the asymptotics of those orbits,
whose asymptotic velocity does not exist, is exhibited in Section 3. That the
dynamics is in fact well described by that model, will be shown in Section 4. The
proof of our main result is based on a Poincaré section method devised in [FIK1].
The corresponding estimates form the content of the final Section 5.

Acknowledgements | am grateful to Stefan Fleischer for many conversations
about the subject of non-collision singularities. The critical remarks of the anony-
mous referee were very helpful for improving the text.

2 Almost sure existence of asymptotic velocity

2.1 Some general notation

In general, for a C''~vector field X : P — TP on a manifold P, we denote its
maximal flow by ®. Then

® € CY(D, P) with domain D := {(t,z) € RxP |t € (T (z),T*(x))} (2.1)

and its escape times T =T+ : P — (0,400 and T~ : P — [—00,0). T is
lower semicontinuous in the obvious topology of (0, oc] := (0, 00) U {o0}.

We mark the values of a phase space variable VV € C'(P,R%) along the flow
line t — ®;(x) by a tilde:

V(t) .=V o dy(x).
For one-sided limits we use the notations

V() = liny V(s) and V(t7):= lim V(s).

Here we consider n particles of masses m; > 0 in the configuration spaces M; :=
R?. On the joint configuration space M := @, M; of all particles we use the
inner product (-, -) ,, generated by the mass matrix M := diag(m, ..., m,)®1,,

(g MxM—-R , (q.q),:=(qAd), (2.2)



denoting the bilinear form for the matrix A € Mat(M,R), with the canonical
inner product (-,-). We set ||q||4 := (g, qﬁl/z.

The collision set in the configuration space is given by
A:={qe M]|qg =q; forsomei#jec N} (2.3)

We consider potentials V' € C’Q(ﬁ, R) on the non-collision configuration space
M = M\A. The Hamiltonian function H € C?*(P,R) on the phase space
P :=T*M is given by (1.1), with pair potentials V; ;.

With the Euclidean gradient V on R? the Hamiltonian equations of (1.1) are

pi = z]‘eN\{i} VWil —a) . 4= T% (1 € N).

Using the natural symplectic form wy on the cotangent bundle P, we write these
as & = Xp(x) for the Hamiltonian vector field Xy defined by ix,wo = dH.
Since H o R = H for the involution R : P — P, (p,q) — (—p,q), the
maximal flow ® € C'(D, P) is reversible: R o ®, o R = ®_,. In particular
T~ (p,q) = —T*(—p,q). P restricts to the energy surfaces Xp := H '(F).
We write (p(t,x), q(t, x)) := ®(t, z) for the momenta resp. positions at time ¢
starting at « € P, and given an initial condition z, we even write (p(t), 4(t)).

2.1 Definition The set of phase space points experiencing a singularity is
Sing := {z € P | T(z) < oo},

whereas its subsets experiencing a (non-) collision singularity are

Coll := {z € Sing | /h%r(l | q(t,x) exists} and NC:=Sing\Coll. (2.4)
t T

The corresponding orbits in Coll resp. NC are called (non-) collision orbits.

Sing MNAV = NC, and Sing, Coll and NC are Borel subsets of P.

For arbitrary n € N, d > 2 and a large class of pair interactions including
the homogeneous ones (see Saari [Sal]) the set of initial conditions leading to
collisions are of Liouville measure zero for all total energies E, see [FK2]. Strongly
based on finiteness of the escape time, the same result concerning non-collision
singularities was proven for n = 4 by Saari in [Sa2] and by Fleischer in [F]].

To show almost sure existence of asymptotic velocities, we have to take into
account the case of solutions of the initial value problem that exist for all times,
but where (1.3) does not exist. So we have to argue differently from [Sa2, FI].



2.2 Cluster decompositions

This section can be skipped, as we recall the notations introduced here in later

sections. We introduce standard notions for the set partitions of N = {1,...,n}:
2.2 Definition
e A set partition or cluster decomposition of N is a set C := {C,...,Cy}

of blocks or clusters () # C;, C N such that
U’;:1C€ =N and C,NC,,=0 forl+#m.

We denote by ~c (or ~, if there is no ambiguity) the equivalence relation on
N induced by C; the corresponding equivalence classes are denoted by |[-|c.

e The lattice of partitions P(N) is the set of cluster decompositions C of N,
partially ordered by refinement, i.e.,

C={C....,0.} <{Di,....D)} =D,

if Cpy € Dy for an appropriate surjection 7 : {1,... k} — {1,...,(}.

In this case, C is called finer than D and D coarser than C.
The unique finest and coarsest elements of P(N) are

Ch:={{1},....{n}} and C,:={N}={{1,...,n}},
respectively. Two clusters C,D € P(N) are comparable ifC <D or C = D.

e The rank of C € P(N) is the number |C| of its blocks, and

Pp(N):={C e P(N)||C| =k} (ke N). (2.5)

e The join of C and D € P(N), denoted as C \V D, is the finest cluster decom-
position that is coarser than both C and D.

We use the following partitions to decompose configuration space M:
given a subset () £ C C N, we define the corresponding collision set as

AL ={qeM|q=gq;ifi,jeC},
and for a cluster decomposition C we define the C-collision subspace

A ={ge M | q=qif[ile=1[jlc} =) A¢. (2.6)
cecC



By TIE we denote the M-orthogonal projection onto the subspace AZ, and
we denote the complementary projection 1 — I by II.. Accordingly, we
denote the (external) projection onto AZ by ITF := ] II&, and the (internal)
projection by IT} = Iy — IIE = > IIL.. The image of II{, is given by

Aé:{qu |Zlecmlqzz(), VZEN\C QZ:O}7

the image of Il is Al:={qeM |VCeC:Y,comigi=0} = Prec AL
In particular, A(’i = M, see Def. 2.2. We get a M-orthogonal decomposition

M = AZ ® Bcee Ao (2.7)

For a nonempty subset C' C N we define the cluster mass, cluster barycenter
and cluster momentum of C' by

me = Zjec ms o, 4o = mLc Zjec m;q; and  po = Ziecpi' (2.8)

In particular my equals the total mass of the particle system. Then for the
partitions C € P(N) the i—th component of the cluster projection ¢f := 115 (q)
is given by the barycenter, respectively its distance from the barycenter

(@), =awe + (&), =a—qu. forg¢:=T¢(q)  (ieN).  (29)
Join of partitions corresponds to intersection of collision subspaces:
AN AL = A8, (C,DEP(N)).
So for C € P(N), the mutually disjoint sets

Eéo) = A\ UAR = {g€M|q =gq;ifand only if i ~¢ j} (2.10)

DZC

—

form a set partition of M, with =) = M.

Denoting by M* the dual space of the vector space M, there are natural
identifications TM = M x M, T*M = M* x M of the tangent space resp.
phase space of M. This gives rise to the inner products

<'7 '>TM TMxTM =R <(q7 U), (q,7vl)>TM = <Q7 q,>M + <Uv U,>M
and
(odpar  T"M X T"M =R {(p.0), (@', 0))pens =@, ) q + (0 D)) i
(with (p,p') pp-1 = Doiy (is P5) /m; for the momentum vector p = (p1, ..., ps)).

6



The tangent space T'U of any subspace U C M is naturally a subspace of
T M. Using the inner product, we also consider T*U as a subspace of T M.
We thus obtain 7™ M-orthogonal decompositions

T*M =T*NF & Do T(AL)  (C e P(N))

of phase space. With T} := lgyepy — [IF = Y IIL the T*M-orthogonal
projections 1% TIL : T*M — T*M onto these subspaces are given by the
cluster coordinates

(p”,q") = TE(p,q) with (pi,q:) = (m%ﬁ]p[i],q[i]) (i € N), (2.11)
and relative coordinates
' q") ==1¢p,q) with (pl,q]) = (i —pF.q¢: —q°) (i €N).

Compared to (2.9) we omitted the subindex C in (2.11).

For nontrivial partitions neither the cluster coordinates nor the relative co-
ordinates are coordinates in the strict sense. Later, however, we need such
coordinates on the above-mentioned symplectic subspaces of phase space.

2.3 Lemma The vector space automorphisms
(ME, L) T"M — T*AE @ P TH(AL)  (CeP(N))  (212)
are symplectic w.r.t. the natural symplectic forms on these cotangent bundles.

Proof. This follows from T*(AF & @ o AL) = T*AF & B TH(AL). O

Total angular momentum
L:T"M —RIAR?  L(p,q) =31, 4 Api (2.13)
and total kinetic energy

K:T*M >R |, K(p,q)=Kp) =35{@p)y. =0, L2

(using a sloppy notation) both split for C € P(N) into sums of barycentric

L = Lo ﬁg . LEWp.q) =X cec dc Npe, (2.14)
KCE = Ko ﬁg , Kf(p, q) = ZCGC %
and relative terms for the clusters C' € C
Ly = Lol | Li(p,q) = ccd Aol (2.15)
K¢ = Ko ﬁé o Ki(poa) = Yiee <p2{7;ff>'

7



Thatis, L = Lg + ZCGC LIC and K = Kf + Ké with Ké = ECEC Ké.
The decomposition of the potential V' as a sum of external and internal terms
is not given by composition with the corresponding projections.
Instead, we set Vo := 3, ;. Vi for C C N and
Vi= Ycee Vo o, VE =V -V} (C € P(N)). (2.16)
Finally, the Hamiltonian function H decomposes into the terms
Hl =Yoo HL with HL:=KL+V.L  (CeP(N)), (2.17)

and similarly for H5 and HY.
For simplifying notation, we sometimes omit the super-index E (but not I).

2.3 The wandering set

We base our article on the observation that NAV is wandering, see Theorem 2.8.
We shortly discuss the general method from [FK1] for C', volume-preserving
dynamical systems (P, 2, X), with X : P — T'P having Lie derivative Lx = 0.
2.4 Definition The wandering set Wand C P of the flow ® consists of those
x € P which have a neighborhood U, so that for a suitable time t, € (0,77 (x))

U, N ®(((tz, T (x)) x Uy) N D) = 0.
As LxQ =0, ¢ preserves the volume form €. Consider now for the differential

form of degree dim(P) — 1
V = ’LXQ

a sequence of hypersurfaces ¢,, : H,, C P (m € N) which fulfill the Assumptions

m

(A1) to be transversal to X, so that V,,, :== ¢} (V) are volume forms on H,,,,

(A2) to have finite volumes ( [.

. Vm < 00), and lim, o fH V,, = 0.

Trans := {z € P |3mo € NVm > mg: O (z) N H,, # 0} (2.18)

is the set of transition points, whose forward orbits eventually hit all of these
surfaces. Then

2.5 Theorem ([FK1], Theorem A) Q(Wand N Trans) = 0.

So our task is to show that this method of Poincaré surfaces is applicable, i.e.
setting (P,Q, X) := (Xg,0r, Xul|n,) for energy E € R, (omitting indices F)

(B1) to show that NAV C Wand, and

(B2) to define a sequence of hypersurfaces H,, C Xg, fulfilling Assumptions
(A1) and (A2), for which NAV C Trans.

8



2.4 Proof of assertion (B1)

We consider the time evolution for the moment of inertia

J:P—>R , J(q) ::%Z?ﬂmiH%HQ %<q7(J>M

and use the following generalization by Fleischer [Fl, Theorem 2.4.4] of von
Zeipel's theorem [Ze, Sp]. As it stands, it is a result about individual orbits.

2.6 Theorem (von Zeipel)
For n € N particles in d dimensions, a long ranged potential V' (see (1.2)) and

jo o (0, T%(2)) = [0,00) , J.(t):=J(q(t,x)/t) (x€P) (219)
the limit j7 () := limy ~p+ (4 J. () exists in [0,00]. j*(z) is finite if and only if
the asymptotic velocity v (z) € R from (1.3) exists.

Indeed, in general the phase space function j* : P — [0, 00| is discontinuous.

2.7 Example (Discontinuity of the phase space function ;™)

1. For the Hamiltonian H(p, q) := $p® + V/(¢) with potential V' € C°(R,R) of
compact support and a unique absolute maximum V(0) =1 =: E, 51 is not
upper semicontinuous at z := (0,0) € Xg. Then j¥(z) = 0, whereas for
all initial conditions z, = (p}, qy) € L with pyg) > 0 one has j*(z() = 3.

2. For the d > 2-dimensional Kepler Hamiltonian H(p, q) := ||p|l*—1/]l¢—¢|
with ¢ € R4\ {0}, 5T is not lower semicontinuous at initial conditions zy =
(0,qo) with ||go — ¢|| = 1, that is, E':= H(zo) = —1 and z € Coll. Then
G (wo) = &|e/T* (o) |?, but for all 2 € X\ Coll one has j*(z}) =0. <

However, we have the following result, proven in Section 5.1, which is of inde-
pendent interest and proves assertion (B1). It uses the time dependent cluster
function A : (0,T(x)) — P(N), defined in Section 5.1, see (5.4).

2.8 Theorem (Initial conditions without asymptotic velocities)
For n € N particles in d € N dimensions and a long-ranged potential V,

1. For initial conditions x € NAV, the cluster-external speed has the limit
limy ey || G354 (0l = 00, so that Timy s V(g(t, ) = —oc.

2. j7: P —[0,00] is continuous® at the points x € NAV.

3. Thus NAV C Wand, and NAV C P s a Borel set.

lregarding, as usual, [0, 00] as the one-point compactification of [0, 00)
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2.5 Proof of assertion (B2)

Assertion (B2) on page 8 states that there is a sequence of hypersurfaces H,,, C
Y , fulfilling Assumptions (A1) and (A2), for which NAV g C Transg. We will
perform two changes of that scheme, using the constants of motion L and py.
First consider total momentum and the center of mass, in the notation (2.8):

PN =D enPi and gy =),y g, with my = D ien M-

Subsets of the energy surface in the center of mass frame

Ypo:=1{(p,q) € g |pn =0, qv =0}
are denoted by using the same indices F, 0.

2.9 Lemma (Center of mass) If NAVg, C X are of Liouville measure zero
for all E € R, then NAV g C Xg are of Liouville measure zero for all E € R.

Proof: This follows by symplectic reduction w.r.t. the free, proper Hamiltonian
Ré-action on P, being the symplectic lift of the diagonal R%-action on M (acting
trivially on the momenta). O

Accordingly, we will work in the center of mass frame.

From a rough propagation estimate it follows that for j* () = oo, the cluster
function t — A(t), see (5.4), must change its value infinitely often. We now
show that for n = 4 there is a messenger cluster moving between two others
infinitely often as t ~ T'(z).

1. There is a nontrivial cluster: By Theorem 2.8, for x € NAVg, we have
limy ~p() V(t) = —00. Choose t) € (0,T(x)) so that (with Egs) from (5.3))

V() <min{V(r) | re )220y  (te [ty T(2)).

This is possible, since the minimum is increasing in the parameter ¢;.
Then by Definition (5.4) of A, at least one atom of .A(¢) must be nontrivial
for all t € [ty, T'(x)), so that | A(t)] < 3.

2. There is more than one cluster: On the other hand, since j*(z) = oo,
limy 7y |lq(t, )| m /71 = oo, too. As in the c.o.m. frame, the diameter

of Egsv) is finite, we can choose t; € (0,7(x)) so that tf/zfl & Egsv) for
t € [ty,T(x)). This implies that there are at least two clusters: |A(t)| > 2.

For t larger than t, := max(ty, () the number |A(t)| of clusters is 2 or 3.
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3. There are infinitely many changes between two and three clusters: If for some
time 7 € [to, T'(x)) one has A(7) # A(7~), then by construction of the Graf
partition (5.3), |A(77)| # |A(77)| and A(7") is comparable with A(77) in
the sense of Definition 2.2.

Breakup of a cluster followed by its recombination may happen.

However, there must occur infinitely many changes between non-comparable
set partitions, in the following sense. There exists a strictly increasing se-
quence (si)reny of sp € [s0,T'(z)) with the properties A(s/) # A(s;),
Al(s;s011) constant, that [A(s/)| = 3 if £ is even and |A(s))| = 2 if L is
odd, and for every odd ¢ there is a minimal odd ¢ > ¢ with A(s}) not
comparable with A(s)).

Otherwise j*(x) would be finite, since then the term 55 [|Q% — 5|3, in
2~ ~ ~ ~ I~y ~ ~ -
imi" = —2(QF, 53" — QP)m+ 52 |Q1 — U4lR4 — 33", VVE)

would be twice integrable, the two other terms having this property uncondi-
tionally (compare with ;¥ in (5.5)).

4. Symbolic description: From this sequence we extract a subsequence (x)gen,
ti = Ser), maximal with respect to the properties that for k even,

e A is constant in the interval (¢4, tx.1), and of size |A(¢))| = 3,

o U(k+1)=1L(k)x1, |A(t;)] = |A(t; )| =2 and A(t;) and A(t],,) are
not comparable.

Note that then for £ odd, A need not to be constant in the interval (x, tx11),

but by maximality A(t;) = A(t;,,), consisting of two clusters.

For k even we consider the three-tuple (Cy_1,Cr,Cry1) with Co := A(t)).
So [Cx| = 3, |Cr+1] = 2, Ck is comparable with both Ci1;, but Cx_; is not
comparable with Cr, 1. Thus we can uniquely enumerate the clusters of C;, in
such a way that for C, = {C}, Cy, C3} we have

Ck—l = {Cl U CQ, 03} and Ck+1 = {017 02 U 03}

So (5 is a cluster of particles whose center ¢c, moves in the interval (¢, tx11)
from a neighborhood of G¢, (tx) to one of Go, (tx+1). It is called the messenger.

5. Combinatorics: For n = 4 the set Q of three three-tuples (Cy, Cy, C3) of
clusters with {C1, Ca, C5} € P3(N) (see (2.5)) is of size |Q| = (3)3! = 36.
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Propagation estimates show (see Section 4.3) that between their near-collisions,
the three cluster centers move asymptotically as ¢  T'(x) on straight lines in R%.
Thus we first consider in the following section 3 a nondeterministic kinemat-
ical model of three particles moving on straight lines between their collisions.
Then in Section 4 we show that asymptotically the dynamics is indeed captured
by that model. Finally, in Section 5.2 we define Poincaré surfaces which fulfill
Assumptions (A1) and (A2) (Lemma 5.2), with NAV g C Transg.

3 A nondeterministic kinematical model

Asymptotically, as ¢t  T(x), between their near-collisions the three cluster
centers ¢c, move on straight lines. So to understand the kinematics, we set up
a simple model, partly resembling the one of | ]

e Three points with positions §; < ¢ < g3 € C°([0,T"), R*) move with constant
velocities v; = %cji in configuration space R¢, until exactly two of them (say,
i and j) collide at collision times t; € [0,T), that is, ¢;(tx) = ¢;(tk)-

e The number of collisions happening in the future is infinite. Collisions are
enumerated by £ € N, with t; := 0, txy1 >t and limg_ o tp =T
For k even (odd), particle 2 collides with 3 (respectively 1) at time ¢.

e Their masses may depend on time:
ﬁzi T = [mmin,mmax] with 7 = [O,T) \ UkeN{tk} and Mmin > 0.

They are constant between collisions. The masses of the colliding particles
may change during collision, but their sum is conserved:

mi(tF) + my(6) = ma(ty) + my(t;). (3.1)
So the total mass M := my + my + mg is constant.

e Denoting by p; := m;v; their momenta, during collision of particles 7 and 7,
their external momentum is constant:

Pi(t) + 0;(t0) = pilty) + pi(ty,)- (32)

So by (3.1) at time t;, their center of mass moves with constant velocity. But

the internal momentum Z22:7Ps may change arbitrarily, without conservation
m;+m;

of total energy
. 3l .
K:=>", o T = R (3.3)

12



° 'I:he initial conditions are chosen so that for £k = 1, that is, ¢; = 0 one has
J'(t}) > 0 for the moment of inertia

J = %Z?:1 mi|@l|? : [0, T) — R. (3.4)

For application of the model to non-collision singularities, we would have T €
(0, +00). For modeling orbits having no asymptotic velocity, we take 7" := +o0.

The model indeed catches some properties of the 4-body orbits whose asymp-
totic velocity does not exist. For example, particle 2 models the messenger cluster
C5 moving between C and (5. Of which of the four physical particles these
three clusters consist, may change during near-collisions between three particles
(so one would set m;(t) := mc,u). Also, the cluster D(t) consisting of two
particles serves as an infinite reservoir of kinetic cluster energy.

3.1 Proposition (Nondeterministic kinematical model)

1. The total angular momentum ~I~/ = Zf’zl f/i with [} = @; \ p; is conserved.
In the center of mass frame, L is zero or of rank two. So the motion takes
place on a line or a two-plane in configuration space R¢.

Considered as functions L; : T — R, they are locally constant, and

2. The moment of inertia J, see (3.4), is in C'([0,T),R), with i—éj(t) =
2K (t) >0 fort € T. Thus

T(th) = T + 2(teer — ) K (). (3.6)

Moreover, for \ := (1 + M)1/2 > 1 and some Jy; > 0

Mmax

J(ty) > MNJy  (kEN), (3.7)
3. The speeds ||v;(t;)| are non-zero for all k € N, and
(Pr(t0), @ (te)) > 0 (Pa(t)), Go(tn)) <O and (ps(ty), Gs(te)) > 0. (3.8)

4. The total kinetic energy K (t) goes to infinity w.r.t. the collision index k: For
=1+ (mmi“ )2 > 1 and some Ky > 0 depending on the initial conditions

Mmax

KtH)>p" Ky (keN). (3.9)
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5. The directions ©; := ¥;/||0;|| align in the following sense: The limits

w = lim 9;(t5,) € S and w{:= lim d;(t5,,) € S"  (i=1,2,3)
k—o0 k—o0
exist (index indicating even and odd), and w§ = w{ = w§ = —w3 = w§ = w§.

The speed of convergence is exponential in k.

3.2 Remark (A tale of two scales)

The exponential lower bounds (3.7) and (3.9) depend on collision index k£ € N
instead of time ;. From (3.6) one infers that, depending on the sequence
k + tpiq1 — t of time differences, the true behavior of these functions can be
super-exponential in k, and the growth of spatial extension is not coupled to the
increase in speed. Celestial bodies on a line show the same behavior, see [SX]. &

Proof:

1. Lis constant, since between collisions its derivative vanishes, and during
collision of particle ¢ and j at time t; we have ¢;(tx) = ¢;(tx) so that

(jz(tk:) ﬁ(t )+QJ(tk)Ap](tk) Cj( ) (p,(tk)—i—pj(tk)) (3-10)
= Gi(te) A (i) +5;(81)) = @) A Bi(t) + G5 (te) A By ().

For k odd, at times t; < txy1 < tp.o particle two collides first with particle
one, then with three and again with one. In the inertial frame where ¢;(t) =0
for ¢t € (g, tr2), the momenta pPo(t)) and ps(t) span a line or plane.
For having the collision at time #x.o, }52(15;;1) must be linear dependent on
Doty q) = P2(tf). So also ps(t), ;) must be in that line or plane, as is the
center of mass. The case of k even is similar. Thus rank(L) < 2.

Next we derive (3.5). It is clear that the L; are locally constant, so that
Li(ty,,) = Li(t]). As real-valued functions on T*E = R? x R?, the L; have
the presentations L; = (Jq;, p;), with J := ({ }'). We consider the case of
k € N odd (the case of even k being similar).

(a) Solving for the momentum of the messenger particle two,

~ ma(t,
Palth) = g () BB 0) 1 2200 1), (3.10)
We have i (tx) = G2(tx). Therefore in the center of mass frame G3(tx)
is a multiple of Gx(tx). So the first term in (3.11) does not contribute
to Lo(t;), and we get

~ Mo + ~ ~ Mo + ~
Lo(t}) = 229 (34, (1), s (1)) = — =2l T (1),

Fs(t) ENGRETRE
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(b) Concerning particle one, we use that ¢;(tx) = G¢2(tx) and p; = —pa — Ps:

Li(tf) = (Jau(t}), pu(;)) = —La(t)) — (Baa(t)), Bs(t))

Tia(t])+a (i) 7
- ﬁj(tz)%z & Ls(t). (3.12)
(€) Thus L = La(t) + La(t) + La(t) = 5= Eal), o

T —my ™z T mo +y ~ ~ a7 =
Lith) = Y0 L Lo(tf) = ~ 200 L and Ly(t) = el L
(3.13)

In particular, if the angular momentum L(0) = 0 then for all k the affine lines
Gk) = G(t) + span(Bi(t)) (i = 1,2,3),
on which the particles move in the time interval [tx,¢;1], coincide.
. For non-collision times t € T
(1) = (@ p)(1) and HJ(H) =2K(t).  (3.14)
By (3.2), for collision of particles i and j at time ¢
(Pa(t), @i(t)) + (B (6, G5 (k) = (Pi(ty), Gi(tw)) + (B5 (ti ), G (tk))- (3.15)

Thus we can uniquely extend its derivative so that J € C'([0,7),R), and its
second derivative exists on 7 and is locally constant.

Equation (3.6) follows with (3.15) for all £ € N, since by (3.14)
S Biltien)s Giltirn)) = Sy (Balth), @ilt) + 2(tesen — ) K (8),

and f((t;) > 0, since otherwise there would not be a further collision.

To prove (3.7), we first analyze the special case of motion on a line. Then
both (3.2), the motion between collisions

Gi(tesr) = Gi(te) + 2pi(tf) (k€ N,i=1,2,3)

mi(tﬁ)pi
and the collision conditions

o ma(t)) (@3(te+1) — qi(tk)) , k odd
Pat) = 5y, { ) — do(t) T even

at times t; are linear in the g;(t) and p;(¢; ), the coefficients being rational
functions in the time differences Aty := t;1 —t; > 0 and the masses m;(t}").

15



For AG := ¢3 — ¢ we obtain for two subsequent collisions a somewhat large
set of linear equations in the positions and momenta at times ¢;, and tx,o. As
we know the sign of its coefficients, assuming (3.8) (whose proof will be not
use estimate (3.7)), without writing the equations explicitly, we have
+1)
)

i (1+
Aq(tps2) > | o

(1 ms (t+

k+1)

7712(t2+1)

mi (tz

)AG(ty) , k odd
Ad(ty

(tx) , k even

Since Ag(t1) > 0, this proves estimate (3.7), with A = (1 + m)1/2.

TMmax

For the generic case of non-vanishing angular momentum L, we already know
that the motion in the plane is asymptotic to a one on a line. So by a
continuity argument we get the result also in the general case.

3. That the speeds ||7;(t;)|| are non-zero follows from the inequalities (3.8). We
show that these are valid for all £ € N, assuming w.l.o.g. that % is odd.

(a) As Gi(tx) = Go(tx), in the center of mass system

0 < J'(te) = 30, (Bilti), Gilte)) = (Bs(t), @s(th)) 7= (3.16)

showing the third inequality in (3.8). Additionally we get for i = 1,2

~ o ma(t) s ot Sy & M J'(ty)
q®<tk) - N[,m:(tz) 3(tk) and thus <p3(tk )7 ql(tk» - M,ms(:?)
(3.17)

(b) We now take the next collision at time ¢, and between particles 2 and
3 into account. By (3.11) and both identities in (3.17)

(Bo(t), () = — 2L (R AR L ) (1) <0,
(c) To prove the first inequality in (3.8), we note that by the above
(Br(tE), @ (te)) = —(Pa(t), a(ti)) — (Ps(y), Ga(te)) > 0. (3.18)
4. With ¢; :== ¢;/||@|, at collision times ¢, we estimate from below the terms

(D1, q1)° + (D3, Gs)°
2M

IN{H T —R , KH = (3.19)

in the kinetic energies, corresponding to the momentum components that are
then parallel to the line through the positions of all three particles.
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We know from (3.8) that K| (¢]) > 0. Also K| < K, since, unlike in (3.3),
the mass M appears in (3.19), and m; < M. We prove that

Kj(tf,) > pKy(t) with =1+ (Zun)® > 1, (3.20)

TMmax

assuming w.l.o.g. that k is odd. Then (3.9) follows with Ky := K (])/u.

(a) The term

Cu(k) = <ﬁ1(t:+1;,ﬂq}<tk+1>>2 _ (ﬁl(tz;}\(i[l(tk)ﬁ

in K (t},,) — K| (t) is positive, since pi(t;,,) = pi(#]) and
G (tkv1) = Gu(te) + fl((t#)) (the1 — tr) with tpq —tp >0,

so that 1 (k1) is more aligned to pi(t]) than ¢ (¢1).
(b) The second term in K(t),,) — K| (t)),

Cy(k) == <ﬁ3<tz+1;ﬁ<tk+1)>2 _ <ﬁ3(t:;}\qj(tk)>2,

is more complicated and will be estimated more precisely. We have
ﬁ3(t2+1) = 153(tl;+1) + (152(751;+1) - pZ(tZ+1)) (3-21)
and p;(t.1) = pi(t)). Thus

(k) = (Déz,l(k) + Ds (k) +21]\743,111(k)) - (Dgl(k)) (3.22)
with
D3 (k) = (Bs(t), Ga(tus)) o Di1(k) = (Ba(ty), da(te))
D3 (k) = (pa(ty), 43(te11)) and
Ds (k) := —(Pa(tis1) G3(trs))-

|. By (3.16) and the same argument as in (a), one has
Dy (k) > Dg[(k) > 0.

Il. By solving the identity = (( )) (thar — tr) = Gtprr) — G2(ty) =

= 4+
Bo(trn) = @ (6n) = Ga(te) = @a(te) + 203 (tar — 1) for pa(t}),

D r(k) = (1) BB 4 2T o (11)

ter1—lk (t+)

ma(tf) /- . 2(6) 1= 44y A
> 2D (1], o (then)) > Z2 (1), s (1) > 0.
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[Il. Finally we use (3.18) to show that

1(if)
D3 IH( k+1 <q3 tlte;:rjz g;frtlkJrl i ;11(;%4;11) , qg(tk+1)>
Tﬂﬁz(tﬁL )/~ n .
= R (tz::) <p1 (tk—i—l)u q3 (tk+1)>

_ Tl ’“+1§<ﬁ1(t$), Ql(tk+1)>

o (8
> ot k+1)<

— ’ml(tJr )

Thus (3.22) is estimated from below, with K from (3.19), by

Cg (k) > (DB,II(/C))22-|]-\/([D3,IH (k)2

2 2
mo (t = (tJr )/ R
( §Et+;< (t+)Q3(tk)>) (ié.:;<p1(t2'),q1(tk)>)
2M

> () R (1)

Mmax

Together, (a) and (b) prove (3.20), and thus (3.9) follows.

. The alignment of the directions v; follows from the above statements, using
the bounds on the angular momenta:

There is a unique closed circular segment seg(02(t;, ), 03(t;, 1)) S S* of
length in [0, ) between 05(t, ;) and s(t, ). Still the oriented lines ¢, (k)
and /3(k) may be antiparallel, so that 0,(t,,,) = —03(t,,;). One concludes
from ¢4 € (tx, +00) that for k odd

—01(tksa), O2(ty,,)) K odd
tr e Seg( le( k+1) X k+1 ) , 393
Palfiens) { seg (—03(tps1), 02t y)) , k even (3.23)

see Figure 3.1. The subsets

g . {seg(—?l(tkﬂ) bo(t 1)) U seg (Da(tysy), 1:)3(75,}1)) , k odd
F seg (—03(tkt1), D2ty y)) U seg (02t 1), 01(t5p)) , k even
(3.24)
of S are segments, since both segments on the r.h.s. of (3.24) contain the
end point 0(t,, ;).
From the preservation of total momentum at time ¢, that is (3.21), it
follows that

Sk+2 C S, (/C S N) (325)

Moreover, we show now that the lengths of the segments S converge to zero
exponentially in k:
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e At the times t; of collision, in the center of mass frame, all three particles
are on a line through the origin, and from (3.7), exponentially in k

lim |Gt =00 (i=1,2,3).
k—o0

e By (3.9) the last statement is also true for the speeds: Exponentially in k

lim || (t4)]| = oo (i=1,2,3).
k—o0

e On the other hand, the angular momenta are uniformly bounded by (3.5).

These three statements are only compatible, if the directions @Z(tf) e St
(1 = 1,2,3) become (anti-) parallel as & — oco. Together with (3.25), we
conclude that, as k£ — oo, there is a limiting line they span. a

Vo(t3) ..

A-Va(ty)
93 rz‘X— ")

o A -
vi(fa)

g1 gz

a1

Figure 3.1: Alignment of velocities, here of particle 2 and 3 at time t;,1 = ts.
The segment Sy containing 03(¢5 ) is shown in red. Note the different orientations
in the two pictures, and that the third possibility Sy, = seg (—01(tj1), 02(ti.1))
is also realizable.

4 Dynamics

The aim of this section is to provide the dynamical estimates that will be used to
show, in Section 5.2, that for every total energy E' € R, with the £-dependent
family of Poincaré sections H,, ge C X defined in (5.7) and (5.11), and

Transg e = {2 € Xpo | Imo ENVm >mg : ON (@) NHppe # 0}, (4.1)

NAVEgy C Ugoo Transg e -
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In words: in the center of mass frame, for every initial condition = of energy
E whose asymptotic velocity limit (1.3) does not exist, there is an angular mo-
mentum parameter £, such that its forward orbit intersects almost all Poincaré
surfaces H,, g ¢ of that parameter.

Considering the definition (5.11) of the Poincaré surfaces, the main task
will be to control the evolution of the cluster angular momenta. Total angular
momentum L, see (2.13), is a constant of the motion. As shown in Lemma 5.1
(based on estimates of the current section) ||L(z)|| sets a scale for the angular
momenta of the clusters, and thus for the parameter £ for which 2 € Transg ¢.

It has been proven in Section 2.5 that for initial conditions x € NAV and times
t € [to,T(z)) the cluster size | A(%)| is two or three, and that the time interval
is partitioned into subintervals (tx,%;41) where for k even, A is constant and of
size |A(t)])| = 3, whereas |A(t)| = |A(tf,,)| = 2 and A(t;;) and A(t},,) are
not comparable. Accordingly, we have to tackle two dynamical problems:

e For k odd, the internal motion of the cluster C; U}, perturbed by cluster C'5.
Then the relative cluster angular momentum (4.3) of the pair C;, C5 of clusters
is small, see Section 4.2.

e For k even and A(t) = {C1, Cy, Cs}, the flight of the messenger cluster Cs
from C' to C'3. The cluster centers will asymptotically move on straight lines,
see Section 4.3.

4.1 Preparatory estimates
To obtain the dynamical estimates, we use:

1. By the von Zeipel Theorem 2.6, the limit j* (z) := limy »r+ (4 j2(t) exists and
equals +00. Additionally, inspection of (5.5) shows that for all ¢ € (¢, tx11)
the time derivative %jff of the external moment of inertia is positive and
goes to infinity. For k& odd this means that both C; U (5 and C'3s move away
from the origin, with opposite momenta (in the center of mass frame).

2. When t is a 'messenger time', i.e., t € mess with

mess := Ugeon(tk, trr1),

we have | A(t)| = 3 clusters, and the messenger cluster Cy, see above. This
implies for the unique nontrivial cluster D(t) € A(t), t € mess, that

4.1 Lemma (The nontrivial cluster) For x € NAV and E := H(z),

(a) The external potential energy Vf(t) () =o(1) (t /T(z)),
and ‘7/{@) (t) = Vé(t) (t) for t € mess.
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(b) The external cluster energy has the limit lim; sy (y) F[f(t) (1) = 4o0.

(c) The internal energy of the unique nontrivial cluster D(t) has the limit

tEmess

(d) The internal angular momentum (see (2.15)) of D(t) has the limit

tEmess

Proof:

a e Tirst property Is valid for all initial conditions x € £, as In t) (see

The fi is valid for all initial diti P in A
(5.4)) the different cluster centers have distances bounded below by §2¢!~</2.
The identity Vj(t)(t) = Vé(t)(t) follows from the Definition (2.16) of V/,
since both clusters in A(t) \ {C(t)} are trivial.

(b) By Theorem 2.8.1, limy sz (s H%qﬁ(t)(t)HM = oo for the cluster-external

lim KZ . (t) = +oo.
L) A ()

Since A% = K§ + VF (see (2.17)), (b) follows from Part (a).

speed. So the total kinetic cluster energy diverges:

(c) follows from Part (b) by energy conservation, as £ = H = H% + H, and
for ¢ € mess, H}, (t) = Hp)(1).

(d) As 1l = K} + VB, with Kb (ph, qh) > 5 Ul and Vi(gh) > —
with o < 2, Statement (c) is only possible if Assertion (d) is true. O

For the three-tuple (Cy, Cy, C3) € T with A(t) = {C4, Cy, Cs}, attributed to
the interval (f4,%441) (see page 11), the messenger cluster C, carries a positive
proportion of the total kinetic energy K% =77 KE:

4.2 Lemma (Kinetic energy of the messenger cluster)

KgQ(t) (t) Z Mmin Kj(t) (t) (t 6 mess) .

Mmax

Proof: This follows for a certain t € (ty,txs1), since the speed ||ve,]|| of the
messenger particle must be at least the one of the cluster C} it is to reach, and

ZKE - mC'1H7§C'2 + 2~]C3||2 + mC2H1~)C2H2 + 77103”@03”2

< m01||2?702”2+m02||602||2+m03||602”2 < GmmaX||6C2“2 < MQ[N(gg'

Mmin
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It will follow for all t € (tx,tx11) (with factor 7 instead of 6) from the propagation
estimates of Sect. 4.3, since the velocities 0¢, are nearly constant in (tx,txyq). O

Thus, when at time ¢, cluster (5 separates from cluster (1, their relative kinetic
energy is not negligible, compared to the internal energy of the cluster D. This
fact will be used in Lemma 4.5, concerning the motion of the messenger cluster.
Although the scheme ... — A(ty) — A(tk+1) — ..., depicted in (4.2),

Section 4.2 Section 4.3

{Ci, CéUCg} — {Ci, é, Cg} —>{CLQ, Cg}-){cl, 02, Cg}-) {Cl, CQUCg} (42)

repeats after two steps, when showing in Section 4.2 that the relative angular
momentum of C; and C5 must be small we use that in both time directions the
messenger cluster Cy resp. C} returns from C} 5 := C; U Cy = C] U C} to Ch.

As Sections 4.2 and 4.3 consider the situation where the cluster centers of
Cy and Cy (or C3) are initially very close, we now introduce the quantities that
are adapted to that situation.

For two mutually disjoint clusters C'; D C N, the following quantities neither
depend on the reference frame nor on the ordering of C' and D: total mass
mcup = Mme + mp, reduced mass mep = % and the relative phase
space functions

Lep = 3(qc — ap) A (pc — pp)

Ke,p := 3mepllve — vpl?

Hep:=Kep+Vep with Vop = ZieC,jeD Vi
Jon(q) = 5(mellgel® + mpllap|?).

—~ ~ —~
> s
S O bW
~— ~— ~— ~—

4.2 Near-collision of two clusters

We now consider the near-collision of the clusters C'; and C5 that took place
before time s, see (4.2).

For simplicity of presentation, with the involution R : (p,q) — (—p,q) we
reverse the direction of time. That does not change the various kinetic energies
and reverses the sign of the angular momenta. W.l.o.g. we set s; := 0.

If initially (at time 0) the cluster D € {C, Cy, C5} that is nontrivial, equals
C or Uy, a close encounter of the three bodies C 5 = C; U C; follows.
Otherwise D = (3, and the close encounter involves only two bodies.

Since the initial condition is x € NAV g, we can assume that

1. |E| < —HE(sy), as HL(t) \, —oo by Lemma 4.1 (c).
2. The relative kinetic energy K¢, ¢, of the two clusters (see (4.4)) is large:

Koy.0,(0) > i (—[L(0)).

7 Mmax
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That assumption is justified, as by Lemma 4.2 on the partition of kinetic
energy KC2 > rmin K%

7 Mmax

3. Repeating the notation from (4.2), after having reversed the direction of time,

(a) in the past Cy had a near-collision with Cj

(b) after the near-collision between Cy and Cy, C} 2 decomposes into Cf
and Cé (CLQ = Ci U Cé),

(c) finally C% has a near-collision with C?}, = Cj.

As by the propagation estimates between near-collision the cluster centers have
nearly constant velocities, this means that the direction of pc; must be nearly
opposite to the one of pc,. We show that this can only be the case if initially
the norm of the relative angular momentum L¢, ¢,, see (4.3), of Cy and C; has
small modulus. The basic estimate is Statement 3 of Lemma 4.3.

First, in Lemma 4.3, we consider the case of no interaction between the two
clusters C 5 and Cj: V{%MCS} = 0, see (2.16) and Assumption 3 below. Then
the centers of mass ¢, , and go, move with constant velocities.

So we change from the center of mass frame of Cy to the one of C} 5, i.e.

ZiGCLg pi = 0 , ZiGCLz m;q; = 0, (47)

without modifying the notation. By Assumption 3, HC is a constant of the
motion, and its Hamiltonian equations describe the relatlve motion of the single
particles C; and Cs. If D # (s,

HéLz = HCI:C2 + Hé for HCl,C2 = KCl,C2 + V01,027 (48)

see (4.5). For D = C3, H., , = He, ¢, and Hj, is a constant of the motion.

The total angular momentum L¢,, = Z?Zl gi N\ p; of C1 is a constant of
motion, too.

When we treat the case D = C; (or equivalently D = (), by permuting
indices, if necessary, we assume C; = D = {1,2}, Cy = {3} and C3 = {4}.
We then use cluster coordinates for D, i.e. apply the linear symplectomorphism
W T*R* — T*R* of the phase space, mapping (p1, P2, q1, ) to

D

(pDvpé)a qdD, qa) = (pl + D2, m2p;;m1p2’ mlq;j;nmp yq1 — q2)

with cluster mass mp = m; + mo and reduced mass mg = n:ﬁ”;j? of D, and

preserving the other coordinates. In the C} 5 center of mass frame, see (4.7)

ps=—pp and g3 = —%QD-
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We do not rename phase space functions, transformed with W. So in (4.8)

2 I 12
Koo, = 5220 B = 20 4 Vis(ah) (4.9)
(whereas Kp = ‘g’é’f) and?
Voo, = V1,3(m;13’2 o + 2qp) + V2,3(m,?3’2 qp — g—;qé). (4.10)

Relative angular momentum L¢, ¢, from (4.3) is a term of L¢, , :% 22:1 Qe \Pr:

LCL2 :L01,CQ+LID Wlth LC1,C'2 = D (]D/\pD and LID:(]ID/\pé (411)

mcCy

Similarly, Je, , = %Zizl mgllgr]|* and the relative moment of inertia (4.6) are
related by

. m2
‘]01,2 = ‘]01,02_'_‘]5 with JCl,CQ = chfc2 HQDH2 and Jé = %mjl—)”cﬁ)lP (412)

Assumption 1 in the following lemma is eventually satisfied by all orbits, for
which asymptotic velocity does not exist. Assumption 2 is satisfied for no such
orbit. After showing in Lemma 4.4 that Assumption 3 can essentially be skipped,
this will give us an upper bound on the cluster angular momentum of such orbits.

4.3 Lemma (Near-collision of C; and C5, no interaction with C5)
Consider for initial condition £(0) € NAV g the motion t — Z(t) = (p(t), (1))
on X, whose initial condition fulfills the following assumptions:

1. For some § € (0,1/2), initially the energies are related by (see (4.5))

|E| < —6 H}(0). (4.13)
2. For the relative cluster angular momentum (4.3) (with I from Remark 1.2),
|Levca(O 2 € Kooy (0) 5 IV (mey,)V2 (414)
3. There is no interaction between the clusters C'; » and Cs:
V{%LQ,CS}(Q) = iccajecs Viilti — ¢;) =0 (¢ € m

Then for C' in (4.14) large, one has, for times in {t € R | ||gp(¢)| < 1}:

2 % = ™D _ > ] js the ratio of the distance of the cluster centers and of ||gp]||.
3 mey,Cq

24



1. The variation of relative kinetic energy and cluster angular momentum is
small:

|KCI7CQ <t> - KC1,C2 (0)| = O(C_a)f(chcz(o)? (415)
Loy (t) = Loy (0)] = O(C™) [ Ley e, (0)]I, (4.16)

and
— (L 20)HL(t) > Koy o). (4.17)

~ /a m 1/a ~ ~
2 abll < (2)""" but aol] > €2 ()", thus | gbl| < o]
ac, (1)

IF (t)” of the cluster centers is of order
C

3. The total change of direction

I ldc;ndcyl gy O(C—) (i=1,2). (4.18)

lldc; 112

Proof: The proof will be devious, as we first assume statements concerning
K01 Cip» Lcl ¢, and HE that are weaker than the ones of Assertion 1 (see (4.20—
4.21)), then conditionally show all assertions of the lemma, and thus prove (in
Parts 3, 7 and 8) that these a priori inequalites (valid for ¢ = 0) were justified.

We only consider the three-body case |C 2| = 3, since the simpler two-body
case |C 2| = 2 leads to even better estimates. Then the nontrivial cluster D
equals C (or, equivalently, C5). By Remark 1.2, Estimate (1.4) is applicable to
the pair potentials V; ; for times t with ||gp(t)| < 1.

We henceforth assume the a priori inequalities for all £ in {t € R | ||gp(?)|| < 1}:

\Kcy05(t) — Koyo, (0)] < 2K, 0,(0) (4.19)
Loy e, ()| = 3C Koy o, ()5 1Y g, o, (4.20)
_QHII)(t) Z KCLCQ(t)‘ (421)

The one for L, ¢, (t) is similar to (4.14) for t = 0. For C' large, these are weaker
than the assertions (4.15), (4.16) and (4.17).

1. By (4.11) in the C} 2 center of mass frame L¢, ¢, = qp N\ pp, so that

by (4.9) and the a priori inequality (4.20), with ¢; :=

mCIC
mcyCo
2mp '

lgp|| > mewce Ievcol _ Mooyl (mewes YWV2 5 o (1) R, o) (4.22)

mp lIzoll mp 2Ky 0y

So conditionally on (4.20), we have shown the estimate of Gp in Statement 2.
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2. The estimate on b, in Statement 2. follows from the a priori inequality (4.21):

1Ghl < (2)"" < ()" < (222) 7" (4.23)

|‘71,2| |Hé‘ f(cl,cz

So (4.21) implies for C' large that the relative cluster energy ﬁ(;h@(t) is
mainly kinetic in the following sense:

0 < I||gp| ™ < ;*C*Key 0, - (4.24)
In particular, for co := 3¢y and C' large,
Vool < C%Ke,e, and (g, Vo Vorcy)| < caC“Ke, o, (4.25)
3. As by Assumptions 1. and 3., the constant I—ifélyz is bounded from above by
Al ,=E—Hq, 0y = E— Kicy,0 < E < =6 HL(0),
and by (4.25) and (4.8),
0<(1=cC Ko < Hopo, = ﬁém — HL < —(1+6)H},

So —(1 + 20)HL > Ke, ¢, for C large, showing (4.17) conditionally on
(4.20-4.21).

4. To control the time evolution of qp, we consider jchcz in the C o—center of
mass frame, see (4.12). Then

2 Jene = 2Ke, e + (@p, Voo Ver,o, (@) (4.26)
Then with (4.25), for C' large (4.26) leads to the inequality

a2 7 %
“zJoncn = Koy oy

5. So with the a priori estimate (4.19) (implying K¢, ¢, (t) > %f(ch@ (0) > 0),
%johcb > %f(Cl,CQ(O) > 0.

Thus there is a unique time £, where jCLCQ attains its minimum, and by
(4.12), (4.22) and (4.19) we get the propagation estimate

Joron(t) > Jor oy (t) + 2Ky 0, (0) (8 — to)?
> %mcl,cz c? (%I/kcl,cb (0)))% + %KCLCE (O) (t - t0>2' (4'27)

So in both time directions the distance between the cluster centers ¢¢, and
qc, diverges (at least) linearly.
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6. We now show Statement 3., estimating [, (Jc,.c;,)~ (/2 dt by use of (4.27)
and with

1+a)/2 vrl(§
Jp (b4 ct?)” (+e)/2 g — ba/é} for Ci(a) = r(agf)) (4.28)
Thus
40@@>m®ﬂmgzuu)m;g0ﬂ—ﬁ¥ﬂﬂ (4.29)

Using (4.12) and (4.29), the total change of direction is bounded from above
by

fR ||QD/\QDH dt < fR HQD” dt va1 Co fR ”V‘{C1 CQH dt (430)

e lao] feves
S \/QmCLCnQ%/DKCI,CQ (0) fR ||VV01,C'2 || dt

< (L4 Q)ag\/7meele [ llapl| 7= dt

Koy,
L [2meyc Jartl ~(1+a)/2
= 2mD Key, (172 G (\/szLCz fR Jcl’c2) di
< 418Gy () (o) ¢

for C' large. So as C' " oo, the total change of direction of G, = q), goes

¢
to zero. (4.18) follows for cluster Cs, too, since Hqc W _ _ i®

@1 = ~Ta,on " the

center of mass frame.

7. We next estimate the time evolutions of the energy terms, using the prop-
agation estimate (4.27). We begin with HE, see (4.9). A priori, the time
derivative

HD <UD7 v I VC1,02 (Q)>

of the internal energy of cluster D could be unbounded, since near-collisions
of the particles 1 and 2 can lead to large relative velocities oL, Therefore we
apply partial integration when estimating the change of HY.

Ah(t) — HH(0) = [ SEh(s) ds

<qD7 V Vcl,CQ } fO dp; ds VCl,CQ (q)> ds.

e By Statement 2, ||gp || < ||gp|| if C'is large. Then using (4.24) and the a
priori inequality, the first term is bounded from above by 6¢;“C~* K¢, ¢,(0).



e Similarly we bound the integrand of the second term by

(@h. &V, Ve, (@ (5)] < 43I~/ Koy (0) fme
Integration using (4.29) leads to the bound
| Jo(@h: £V, Ve,e,(@)) ds| < 68Ci(a) C~Ke, 0, (0).
So the variation of the internal energy of cluster D is bounded by
|\HL(t) — HL(0)] < 74C1(a) C~*Ke, 0, (0). (4.31)

For C' large this is stronger than the a priori inequality (4.21).
The same bound applies to the variation of H¢, ¢,, as the internal energy
Hl. . = He, ¢, + H}, of Cy is constant, see (4.8).

The estimate for the time evolution of Vg, ¢, follows directly from (4.25):
Ver,eo(t) = Veycu(0)] < 20 C™Ke, . (4.32)

Def. (4.5) finally shows, using (4.31) and (4.32), that with ¢ := 2¢,+74C (@)
|Key oy (t) — Koy (0)] < es C™Key . (4.33)

For C' large this is stronger than the a priori inequality (4.19) and will show
assertion (4.15).

. The time evolution of the cluster angular momentum follows from

.
alone, = —maioin AV Vo e, (9).

So by an estimate similar to (4.25)

a7 d 7 lapll
L Leyeoll| < || Loy || < 20mpms (4.34)

1+«
laol)

= ampmg (") F02| gL (Je, o) "1/

(mC ,Co

By (4.29) and Statement 2. on ||G5||
1Ley,ca(t) = Loves (0)]] < 24 Cr(@) e, G lapl C y/ Key.cx(0),
< C(3 c~« f(ChCz (0)_22_7(1[1/04\/ mecy,Cy»
with C3 := 24 C}(«) (Tn—%)l/a. Comparing with (4.14), the relative variation of

cluster angular momentum goes to zero as C' ' oo, in accordance with a priori
inequalities (4.20-4.21) and assertion (4.16). This finishes the proof. O
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We now consider the influence of cluster Cs.

4.4 Lemma (Near-collision of C; and C5, interacting with C5)
If ||Ges(t) — G, (B)]] > 1 for {t € R | ||gp(t)|| < 1}, the conclusions of Lemma
4.3 are still valid (with slightly worse constants), without its Assumption 3.

Proof: This follows from a perturbation argument concerning the forces, as in
the proof of Lemma 4.3 we used the estimate (1.4) (|05Vi;(q)| < I||q||=*1#!
for ||¢|| small, see also Remark 1.2). If ||Go, () — Go, (£)]] > 1 but ||gp ()| < 1,
then a

So in particular, for ¥ € NAV g, one has the reverse estimate for the relative
angular momentum 4.3

||ECLCQ (t>|| < 2C f{Cth (0)_%11/0[\/7”01702 (t € [07tmax])‘ (435)

This will be used when we show that the orbit hits almost all Poincaré surfaces.

4.3 Motion of the messenger cluster

We consider the following setting: For (Cy,C5,C3) € T the cluster center g,
of Cy moves in a time interval (sq, s3) from a neighborhood of ¢¢, to the one of
dc,- The respective neighborhoods are defined, using energy considerations.

For the total energy E we can assume, using Lemma 4.1 (c), that the internal
energy HL(sy) of the nontrivial cluster D is so negative that |E| < —HE(s1).
The times s, and s3 are chosen so that the initial distances between ¢¢, and ¢q¢;
satisfy the inequality

lGe, — dc.li(si) = Cmax((Keye,) *(s0), 1) (i=1,3).  (4.36)
This condition means that in the time interval (sq, s3), for C' large enough

1. one can apply the long range estimate (1.2), in particular V; ;(¢) = O(]|¢|| 7).
if 2 and j belong to different clusters;

2. thus the distances of the clusters are so large that the energies I:ICQ,Q. are
mainly kinetic: |V, o, ()] < Ke, 0,(t) for t € (s1,s3) and C > 1 in (4.36).

4.5 Lemma (Variation of angular momenta and directions) With (4.36),

1. the variations of the relative angular momenta are of order

H‘Ec%ci(sl) - z0270i<83)” = O((KCLCb)_l/a(Sl)) (7' = 17 3)7 (4'37)
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2. the variations of the directions of the three clusters are of order

3 dp, 0, NCy o)l 5, ; ~1/a .
/. SGeriwendt = O((Keye,) M(s)  (=1.3). (439)
3. Consider the affine line {Gc, (s2) }+span(pc, (s2)), with so := £ (s1+4s3). Then

the maximal distance of Gc, (t) fort € (s1, s3) is of order O (f(cl,cz) e (s1))-
Similar statements hold for Cy and Cs.

Thus all vanish in the limit t ,/ T(x).

4.6 Remark Note that for i = 3, too the order depends on K¢, ¢, (s1). This
is because the kinetic energy comes into play through the estimate ||h| <

(%)1/(1 in Lemma 4.3 for the size of the nontrivial cluster D. The difference
1,42

is important, since unlike [?02703(33), f(cl,@(sl) is bounded below, by f(gQ from
Lemma 4.2, since after collision C'; and C5 move in nearly opposite directions. <

Proof: We proceed like in the proof of Lemma 4.3, with less details.

1. We use the inequalities jCQ,ci(t) > ng,Ci(Si) + }Lf(@?ci(si) (t — s;)?, for
t € (s1,52), similar to (4.27). So
s3, 7 _ (1+e)/2 o0 1
fsl3(JC2,C¢) ()2 g < 2E——s f( 12t eat

= (Keyg,c; (s0)72 J(Joy,c;(s1))
29(1+e)/2

= T mrea(s) ™ (439)

applying Cauchy-Schwarz. Thus by (4.36), the is integral bounded indepen-
dent of K¢, ¢, (s;) > 0, and of order O((Kc,.c,(s;))™V/?) for large relative ki-
netic cluster energies. With |%HI~/CQ,@ < c||gh||(Joy.c,)~0F)/2 see (4.34),
and with (4.39), (4.37) follows, more precisely:

ILeyci(s1) = Ley,e,(s3)|| = O(min (Key o, (s:) 7% 1) Keyey(s1)7w).

2. Unlike in (4.30), we use that the relative velocities of the clusters are nearly
parallel to their relative positions (and thus their accelerations, as the V; ; are
central). Thus we use a first order Taylor estimate for the integrand in (4.38).
By (4.14) (remember that the NAV satisfy the converse inequality), initially

lBcy,c; O)AGey,c; I I Ley,c; @)l _ O(K01,CQ (t)_i) (t c (81, 83)),

1Pcy.c; Dl — IPoy.c; Dl

which is the same order as the size ||¢5(t)|| of the nontrivial cluster. Therefore,

iz, o, N, ol D>Ve, ¢ (t = _1
Cy,0;7 909,04 (t):(9<“ Il oy, Dl Kcl,(]g(t) i) (4.40)

[ T, 0, lllacy,c, O

= O((Jeye,) CrI2(t) Koyey(t)™s)  (t € (s1,53))
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Integration leads to the estimate

f83 Hqu,Ci/\qCQ,_ci” dt = O(fsio t_(3+6)/2 dt KCQ,Ci(Si)_(4+8)/2RCl,Cz(Si)_é>

51 Hq~c2,’ci”2
~ 1
= O(KCMCQ(Sl)_a) .

3. The third statement follows by double integration of the curvature 4.40 for
the space curve ¢¢,, starting at time ss. O

5 Applicability of the Poincaré surface method

To prove the main theorem (page 2), we show in Section 5.1 that NAV C Wand,
and in Section 5.2 that NAV C Trans. Then the Poincaré surface method of
Theorem 2.5 is applicable.

5.1 NAV is wandering

Proof of Theorem 2.8: The proof is based on the extension of von Zeipel's
theorem in [F|, Chapter 2.4], see also [Kn, Chapter 12.6]. As for lack of space
we cannot fully reproduce that proof here, we indicate the main points.

It uses the Graf partition (5.3) of configuration space, originally devised in the
context of quantum n-body scattering. This partition and its associated convex
function (5.2) allow to focus attention on the motion of the cluster centers,
instead of the more complicated cluster-internal motion, see [DG, Chapter 5].

For the partition lattice P(N) of N = {1,...,n}, C € P(N), the projections
5, 1L : M — M to the cluster-external/internal coordinates (see (2.6)), one
sets

J=JE+JL with JEZ:=Jolf and Jl:=Jolll,  (51)

and, see Figure 5.1, for § € (0, 1] sufficiently small

JOM SR, J9g) = max{JF(q) + 6| C e P(N)}. (5.2)

The Graf partition of the configuration space M is the family of subsets
=V = {ge M| Jeye,(q) + 6 =T} (CeP(N).  (53)

E((f) should be compared with E((:O) from (2.10).
Omitting the initial condition x € P, there are piecewise constant mappings

A:(0,T(x)) = P(N) with ;22 e =) (5.4)
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Figure 5.1: The function J©® : M — R on the n-particle configuration space
M, for n = 3 particles in d = 1 dimension and in the center of mass frame

(unique up to points on boundaries between the Efgt)) and thus for Q(t) := @
the continuous, piecewise differentiable approximant of j (see (2.19)),

FO) = P(t) + MOl with  jP(t) = T4 Q) = %(Qﬁ(t)v Qﬁ(t)>/\/1‘
Omitting A, the time derivative

477 = 5(Q", 44" — Q") pm (5.5)
of the external part j¥ is written as a sum of a nonnegative function and a
function on (ty, T'(z)) whose modulus is smaller than C't~'1=¢, for some €' €
(0,¢) and for some C' > 0, only depending on V' and not on z. This shows
existence of .

limt/T(x) jE(t) € [0, OO]

1. The remarks after (5.5) show that
d ~E (QF (), 3" (1)) m NE _ —¢
|45 (Ol > LU Ot 5 98— O ). (56)
For 2 € NAV the term ||Q”(t)||x = (277 (t))"/? on the right side diverges:

lim; () |QF(¢)||m = oo. Thus the external speed ||4G” ()| s has the

same limit. So kinetic energy goes to 0o, too and limy ~p(;) V(t) = —oo.

2. Asescapetime T : P — (0, o] is lower semicontinuous, for any 7 € (0,7'(z))
there is a neighborhood U of x so that T'|; > 7. By shrinking U, if necessary,
from continuity of the flow ® and (5.6) we get for y € U

770, (y) = jo®,(x)—=1 and j%odi(y) > j%od.(y)-Ct™ (t € [1,T(y))).

As by increasing 7, j¥o ®,.(x) can be chosen arbitrarily large, j* is lower
semicontinuous at x € NAV. But as j7(z) = oo, 51 is continuous at x.
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3. As J¥ is bounded on U, this also shows that z, is wandering. As j* is lower
semicontinuous at NAV, for k € N there are open neighborhoods NAV, D
NAV with j*(y) > k for y € NAV,. So NAV = [,y NAV is Borel. O

5.2 NAV is transitional

For the admissible potentials V' of Definition 1.1, the pair potentials are central.
So the total angular momentum L, see (2.13), is a constant of the motion.
This is also the case in the nondeterministic model of Sect. 3. But there, addi-
tionally the values of the cluster angular momenta are bounded by |L|, see (3.5).
Although that last property is not expected for the true dynamics and all
times ¢, that is the case in the limit ¢  T'(x):

5.1 Lemma (Boundedness of the cluster angular momenta)
For all ¢ > 0 and xz € NAV there is a minimal time t, € (0,T(x)) with

ILEDON < L)l + ¢ and [LE@I <€ (t€ [to, T(2)),C € A(t)).

Concerning the LE estimate, the term { > 0 is only needed if || L(z)|| = 0.

Proof: We have, see (2.14) and (2.15), the relation

L(t) = D ceAw) (LE®t) + LE() (te [0,7(x))),

and know from Section 2.5 that for t € [to,T(x)), the number of clusters is
|A(t)] € {2, 3}, changing infinitely often between the two cases.

1. For t € (tag, tars1), |A(t)] = 3 and there is a unique cluster D(t) € A(t)
of size |[D| = 2. By Lemma 4.1 (c) its internal energy H, = KL + V}
goes to —oco, and so does V} < HL. Using admissibility of V, ||gh| =
O(|‘7DI|_1/Q) = O(’ﬁ113|_1/a)v whereas [[pp] = O(|g£|_l/2). So internal
angular momentum

1Ehw 0 = O((— b (1) ™) (t € Uenltar taesn),

going to zero as t  T'(x). t belongs to an interval (o, t901) on which
A is constant. Lemma 4.5 shows that on this interval the variation of the
EC goes to zero, and at the end points, the relative angular momenta of the
colliding clusters converge to zero as t ,/* T'(x). In the kinematical formulae
(3.13), |Le| < (1—"mn)[L[. As ™in € (0,1), adding these dynamical terms
finishes the proof for |A(t)| = 3 by increasing t, appropriately.
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2. For t € (tg, tgy1) with k odd, that is |A(t])| = [A(t;,,)] = 2 clusters, one
already knows from part 1. of the proof that the three clusters present for
t 7ty respectively ¢\ tx+1 meet the bounds of the lemma. A propagation
estimate like (4.27) shows that within the interval (¢, ?x4+1) the weak inter-
action between the two clusters does not suffice to violate these bounds. O

So we can exhaust the set NAV g by first considering only the subset whose
cluster angular momenta are bounded by £ > 0, show that this subset is of
Liouville zero, and then let £ 7 co.

Usually omitting the indices £ and £, for a given value £ > 0 we now define
the family of Poincaré surfaces

Mo = Hmpe = JH, C S (mEN), (5.7)
CeQ
with C = (Cy,Cy, C3) and {C, Cy, Cs} € P3(N), see page 11. HS, is defined

so that the center of mass g, of the messenger cluster (5 is in the hyperplane

Sm(dc,) = {r € R | (r, i25) = llac, | — 1/m} (5-8)

? lgey |l

perpendicular to gc,, that has minimal distance 1/m from go,. The set Hf;
defined in (5.11), will project to the hypersurface

Fo={q€ My | llge, | > 1,40, € Smlge)} (5.9)
of the (3d)—dimensional center of mass configuration space
My :={q € M | qn = 0}.
We choose one of the two continuous unit normal vector fields

N:FS = TreMy . N(q) € span(V(r — qc,, rotr)). (5.10)

llac, |l
The normal component of z € R?, w.r.t. span(qc,) equals

1. <9U7QC1>
T =T — —qc, .
lac, 12 9C1

In (5.7) we now set (for a given parameter £ > 0)

Hf;z ={(p.q) €Xgo| lpcll = m, |lac, || > 1,49¢, € Smlge,),p(N(q)) <0,
la&, lpes |l < & 11p&, lacs | < &, 11p&, lae, || < £} (5.11)

Physically, the condition p(N(gq)) < 0 (with the pairing between N(q) € T, M,
and p € T, M) means that the messenger cluster C; moves away from Cj, in

the direction of Cs. Mathematically, it implies that I,, is a volume form on HE,.
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5.2 Lemma (Assumptions Al and A2) For all £ > 0 the integrals

In o= Yeeo IS, with® IS, = [yc Vin

are finite, lim,, o I,, = 0, and the (6d — 2)—form V on ¥ equals —U(J;)??;)_d;u

The proof of that lemma will use a projection of the Poincaré surface Hgb to the
cotangent bundle of F¢:

5.3 Lemma (Evaluation of the integrals) For m € N Jarge

I5, < /f . ( /B Ly (p)dp)dF(g), (5.12)

m r(q)

with p = (pey, p&,, Ph). 4 = (4c., 48, 9h), the Riemannian volume element dF
on FC (w.r.t. the norm || - ||a4 on the tangent space, see (2.2)), the ball sziqjl

of radius r(q) :=2(E — V(q))+ (w.r.t. || - ||m-1 on the cotangent space) and

y(q) = {p € B;" [ [pe. | = m,
lag, llpes || < £, P&, Ilac. | < £, llpé gl < £}

5.4 Remark (Independent variables)
Note that in the definition of y(q), |lgc,|l and |[pc, || (unlike [|g&, || and [|pg, |I)
appear as functions of the integration variables, given by (5.9), respectively by

[

||P02||2 — E o v<q) o HpC1 . HpIDH2 &

2mey, 2mey Qm{) :
Proof of Lemma 5.3: .
HE, projects diffeomorphically to its image in T*F¢, C T* M, via
n:HS = T*FS  (p,q) = (p—p(N(q),q)N’(q)).

The cotangent bundle T*]—"S; carries the canonical symplectic form wz. By The-
orem C of [FK1], for the embedding 1 : HE, — T* M, one has 1*wy = n*wr.
So

(1*wp) 341 w£3d*1
fH,C; Bd—1) fn(Hg) (Bd—1)!

and we are left to determine the image n(#CS), that is, p — p(N(q)), see (5.10).
At the points where g, is linear dependent of gc,, g&, = 0 in

qc . d —14cq,i 1 I5) qcy i I5)
Ve, = dou o) = 2imn (M7 + 46,0 filae) ggey + 1o aq(CQ,w |
513

3for the pull-back V,,, = 1%,V of V = ix, 05 w.r.t. the imbedding ¢,, : HS, = Sg

m
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and thus its norm equals \/1+ 1/m2. By comparison with the kinematical
model, there is a constant such that after the k-th near-collision ||pc, || > cuii”,

for any i € (1, u/2), with =1 + (%)2 see (3.9). So by ||l¢&, [Pl < £,

g2, || is exponentially small in k. Dropping the normalizing factor 1//1 + 1/m?
€ (0,1), we can use (5.13) to estimate the integral. O

Proof of Lemma 5.2
For an energy surface ip : ¥y = H 1(E) — T*MP*, equality of V = ix, 05 for
the Liouville volume form or on X with %
Although (5.11) contains no explicit conditions concerning the nontrivial cluster
D € {C},Cs,C3}, on HE, one has ||pc,|| > m and thus HL < E — 2Cm? +
O(m~*). Henceforth we only consider® m > mg, with mg € N large enough
such that HL < —Cm? (and that (5.12) applies). This entails ||¢h | < Cm~2/«,
After performing the spherical integrations for pél, péQ and ph, given the
norms

was proven in [FK1, (6.1)].

pP= (PCI7PCJ:17PCJ:27P£) = (”p01“7 ”pé1H7 ||pé2||7 ”p{)H)

of the momenta, the r.h.s. of (5.12) equals
ci / ( / (Pe, )d_z(PéQ)d_Q(Pf))d_ld4P>d]-"(q) (5.14)
FNH Y (@)

with

4 P2 PL)2 m2
HO {p € (RH)! ) o TP < p2(q) - m Pt < Po,, P, < Pcz},

r(q) 2mc, 2 B 2mey
the Riemannian measure s of the sphere S*, ¢, := s2s2 ,s4_; and, for
Q = (chvQévaéng{)) = (HQC1H7 anHa Hqé'_g”a HQ{)H)a

Y(Q) = {P € (R+)4 | Qég S S/Pszp(i S E/QCzach’l S E/QCz}

To perform the spherical integrations for the position ¢, we use that for m large,
on H,, the potential is dominated by V(q) < —21(Q%L)~%, since

o llgpll = O(m=2/*) < m™" = dist (S(dcy), e, ), and

meo, +me, (1-1/(mllge, )~ mao,

e by the condition gy = 0, we have ¢¢, = — e 1~ me. dok

so that [lgc, — qc,l| =

3

3
Tuin for § = 1,2, using ||qc, || > 1.

Mmax

*in particular m > 2, so that ||qc,|| is bounded away from zero, see (5.8).
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So, with R(Q) := 2(E + 2I(Q%)™®) and F,, := {Q € (R+)* | Q¢, > 1},
(5.14) is dominated for d > 2 by

), </H (P )" 2(Pe )2 (P AP )QENQE) QD) '

QD N yi-d(plyi-1 2-2d I\d—1 3]
< 03 (Pe,)' = (Ph) " dPg, dPD) R, Q QD) dQp dQc,

< ¢y m2 d / Q ddQ01 /m (QID)d(l—a/Q)—l dQID < ey m?—d—ad(l—a/Q)
(5.15)

Thus for d > 3 dimensions the integrals I, are finite, and lim,,, ,o [,, = 0. O

5.5 Remark (The case of two dimensions)
Note that although the integral [~ Q5. ¢ dQc, diverges logarithmically for d = 2,
the power of m in (5.15) is negative also in this case.

Probably one could extend our main result (page 2) to d > 2 by taking into
account that the messenger particle has to return to C] after having experienced
its near-collision with the cluster C'3. However, to prove that this effect leads to
an additional negative power of Q¢, in (5.15) would require additional work. <

5.6 Lemma /f x € NAV, then for £ large enough in the definition (5.7) of
Poincaré surfaces, the forward orbit hits almost all H,,,.

Proof:
We check the conditions in Def. (5.11) of the Poincaré surfaces HS, C € Q :

o ||pc,(t)|| = m holds for t < T'(x) large by Lemma 4.2, in combination with
Theorem 2.8.

e |lGc,||(t) > 1 follows for t < T'(z) large by von Zeipel's Theorem 2.6.

® o, (t) € Sp(de, (t)) with p(N(G)) < 0 holds for a sequence of times converg-
ing to T'(x), since, as shown in Section 2.5, the messenger cluster C5 moves
infinitely many times between disjoint neighborhoods of ¢¢, and gc,. As proven
in Lemma 4.4 (see Assertion 2. of Lemma 4.3 for the (converse) estimate)),

these neighborhoods are of radius (’)(([N(Cl,cz) l/a) (’)((KCQ) l/a) which
shrinks to zero as t  T'(x) by Lemma 4.2. So for any given m € N they lie
in different half-planes of R¢, defined by S,,, see (5.8).

e The following three statements (5.16) all hold for parameter £ > 2||L(0)]
and t < T'(z) large, since
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(a) By Lemma 4.5.3 the deviations of the trajectories ¢ — ¢, of the cluster
centers from motion on affine lines of R? (whose definition is given in the
lemma) becomes small.

(b) By Lemma 4.4 C5 has close encounters with C; and Cj, see above.

(c) At these Poincaré times ¢ the nontrivial cluster D(t) has a size that goes
to zero (see Assertion 2. of Lemma 4.3) and thus is compared to the
minimal distance O(1/m) of the cluster centers.

This is reflected in the angular momenta:
By Lemma 5.1 the cluster angular momenta L§(t)|| < ||L(x)||+£ for all £ > 0
and t € [tg, T(x)), C € A(t) for to(¢) € (0,T(x)). Similarly, |[LL(t)| < ¢.

By Lemma 4.5.1, the variations of the relative angular momenta go to zero.

Thus we can compare with the straight line geometry of the kinematical model
to see that for the above value of £ the violation of one of the three conditions

lag, llpe.ll < £, 1pg, llgc. || < £, [, llge. || < £ (5.16)
would be in contradiction with € NAV and ¢t < T'(x) large. O
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