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Abstract

By introducing a new coordinate system, we prove that there are abundant new pe-
riodic orbits near relative equilibrium solutions of the N-body problem. We consider
only Lagrange relative equilibrium of the three-body problem and Euler-Moulton rel-
ative equilibrium of the N-body problem, although we believe that there are similar
results for general relative equilibrium solutions. All of these periodic orbits lie on a
2d-dimensional central manifold of the planar N-body problem. Besides d one parame-
ter family of periodic orbits which are well known as Lyapunov’s orbits or Weinstein’s
orbits, we further prove that periodic orbits are unexpectedly abundant: generically the
relative measure of the closure of the set of periodic orbits near relative equilibrium so-
lutions on the 2d-dimensional central manifold is close to 1. These abundant periodic
orbits are named Conley-Zender’s orbits, since to find them is based on an extended re-
sult of Conley and Zender on the local existence result for periodic orbits near an elliptic
equilibrium point of a Hamiltonian. In particular, the results provide some evidences
to support the well known claim of Poincaré on the conjecture of periodic orbits of the
N-body problem.
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1 Introduction

We consider N particles with positive mass moving in an Euclidean space R? interacting
under the laws of universal gravitation. Let the k-th particle have mass m;, and position ry € R?
(k=1,2,---,N), then the equation of motion of the N-body problem is written

.. mym;(xr; — I
miy = Y ﬁ k=1,2,--- N. (1.1)
I<j<N,j#k 1T 7Tk
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where | - | denotes the Euclidean norm in R?. Since these equations are invariant by transla-
tion, we can assume that the center of mass stays at the origin.

The importance of periodic orbits (or solutions) are especially emphasized by Poincaré in
his celebrated work Les méthodes nouvelles de la mécanique céleste [20]. As a matter of fact,
Poincaré wrote extensively on periodic orbits in [20].

In particular, on periodic orbits of the three-body problem, Poincaré wrote : “...In fact,
there is a zero probability for the initial conditions of the motion to be precisely those corre-
sponding to a periodic solution. However, it can happen that they differ very little from them,
and this takes place precisely in the case where the old methods are no longer applicable.
We can then advantageously take the periodic solution as first approximation, as intermediate
orbit, to use Gyldén’s language.

There is even more: here is a fact which I have not been able to demonstrate rigorously,
but which seems very probable to me, nevertheless.

Given equations of the form defined in art. 13 and any particular solution of these equa-
tions, we can always find a periodic solution (whose period, it is true, is very long), such that
the difference between the two solutions is as small as we wish, during as long a time as we
wish. In addition, these periodic solutions are so valuable for us because they are, so to say,
the only breach by which we may attempt to enter an area heretofore deemed inaccessible.”
([20], ch. 3, a. 36).

This Poincaré’s conjecture, that is, periodic orbits of the N-body problem are dense, was
often quoted by Birkhoff as a main motivation for his works on fixed point theorems and
related topics (see [5, 4]]). In particular, Birkhoff also pointed out that “The question of the
existence of periodic orbits is of great importance” ([4], p. 267). However, the Poincaré’s con-
jecture is far from settled. According to what I know, only a weakened version of Poincaré’s
conjecture for the restricted three-body problem has been established by Gémez and Llibre

.

Poincaré suggested two approaches to establish the existence of periodic orbits in the
N-body problem. One approach is global and the other is local.

The first approach is purely variational: since a solution of the N-body problem is a crit-
ical point of the corresponding Lagrangian action, an action minimizer should be a classical
solution. However, due to the potential of the N-body problem is singular at collision configu-
rations, the main problem involved in variational minimizations is that collisions could occur
for an action minimizer and this may prevent an action minimizer from being a true solution.
As a result, the successful time of obtaining periodic orbits by variational methods in the N-
body problem was much later than that in general Hamiltonian systems. Indeed, as recently
as 2000, Chenciner and Montgomery got the first and well known result on periodic orbits of
the N-body problem by variational methods [8]], then variational approaches are extensively
exploited to study the N-body problem with numerous work appearing in recent years, please
see [[7, |6, etc] and the references therein.

The second approach is based on the principle of analytic continuation of periodic orbits.
The method is effective and feasible all the time. Since the work of Poincaré, by the continu-
ation method, there is a good deal of literature on the existence and nature of periodic orbits
of the N-body problem, especially the restricted three-body problem. Please see
etc] and the references therein.

Besides, the fixed-point method developed by Birkhoff (see [4]]) also goes back to Poincaré.
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And many different methods have been used to establish the existence of periodic orbits in the
N-body problem, such as: the Lagrangian manifold intersection theory (see Weinstein [23]]),
the method of majorants (see Lyapunov and Siegel [22]), and so on.

For the fixed-point method, let’s take note of the remarkable work of Moser [18] which
proves and extends the well known the Birkhoff-Lewis fixed point theorem. This work can
be used to establish the existence of infinitely many periodic orbits near an equilibrium point
of a Hamiltonian and is made available for this paper to establish the existence of infinitely
many periodic orbits in the N-body problem. Nevertheless, in this paper we highlight the
method of Conley and Zender on the local existence result for periodic orbits near an elliptic
equilibrium point of a Hamiltonian (see [9]), and we will establish the existence of abundant
periodic orbits in the N-body problem by virtue of the method of Conley and Zender. This
method is based upon KAM theory and the Birkhoff-Lewis fixed point theorem. Indeed
Conley and Zender observed that the invariant tori constructed by the KAM Theorem lie in
the closure of the set of periodic orbits whose existence is ensured by Birkhoff-Lewis fixed
point theorem.

However, we remark that the orbits Poincaré investigates are not periodic in the standard
sense [16]]. Indeed, the concept of periodic orbits is related to the selected reference
frame physically. For example, the motion of an object is periodic in an inertial frame, but
probably not in another inertial frame. Thus periodic orbits in the N-body problem are relative
periodic orbits traditionally: a motion r(z) will be called relative periodic with period T if
there is an orthogonal transformation A such that r(r + 7) = Ar(¢). Or in Meyer’s words,
relative periodic orbits are not necessarily periodic in fixed space, but are periodic when the
rotational symmetry is eliminated, i.e., in the ‘reduced space’ (see [[13])).

In this paper, we follow Poincaré and Siegel and others to find (relative) periodic orbits
of the N-body problem. We will show that there are abundant periodic orbits near relative
equilibrium solutions of the N-body problem. Here we consider only Lagrange relative equi-
libria of the three-body problem and Euler-Moulton relative equilibria of the N-body problem,
although we believe that there are similar results for general relative equilibrium solutions.

It’s well known that generically there are three one parameter family of periodic orbits
near Lagrange relative equilibrium of the three-body problem for appropriate masses by the
Lyapunov’s Center Theorem (see the following Theorem[2.1]), more specifically, there are one
trivial family of periodic orbits which are just Keplerian elliptic orbits generated by Lagrange
configuration and two one parameter family of Lyapunov’s periodic orbits near Lagrange rel-
ative equilibrium (see [23]]). And there are N — 1 one parameter family of periodic orbits near
Euler-Moulton relative equilibrium of the N-body problem by the Weinstein’s Theorem (see
the following Theorem [2.2)), more specifically, there are one trivial family of periodic orbits
which are just Keplerian elliptic orbits generated by Euler-Moulton configuration and N — 2
one parameter family of Weinstein’s periodic orbits near Euler-Moulton relative equilibrium
(see [13]).

Based upon a new coordinate system, we explore periodic orbits near relative equilibrium
solutions. In the coordinate system, the degeneracy of the equations of motion according
to intrinsic symmetrical characteristic of the N-body problem can easily be reduced. As a
matter of fact, we obtain a system of practical equations of motion which are suitable for
describing the motion of particles in a neighbourhood of relative equilibrium solutions by
virtue of the coordinate system. At first, the coordinate system is originated in the work
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on the problem of the infinite spin, since we found that the coordinate system is suitable for
collision orbits. It is an exciting fact to see that the coordinate system is also useful to find
periodic orbits of the N-body problem.

First, we rediscover the above Lyapunov’s orbits or Weinstein’s orbits. All of these peri-
odic orbits lie on central manifolds of the planar N-body problem. If adding one trivial family
of periodic orbits, we say that there are generically d one parameter family of periodic orbits
on a 2d-dimensional central manifold of the planar N-body problem. More specifically, for
Lagrange relative equilibria, when the masses m,my,m3 of particles satisfy the condition

2
miny + mamy +myms < o +";27+ ) ’
d = 3; for Euler-Moulton relative equilibria of the N-body problem,d =N — 1.

By virtue of Conley-Zender’s Theorems (see the following Theorems 2.4] and 2.7), we
further prove that periodic orbits are abundant:generically the relative measure of the closure
of the set of periodic orbits near relative equilibrium solutions on the 2d-dimensional central
manifold is close to 1. The fact echoes the above observation of Poincaré that periodic or-
bits of the N-body problem are dense, so, as it were, we obtain some evidences to support
Poincaré’s conjecture.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we recall some classical aspects of
Hamiltonian system, in particular, we give a general statement of Conley-Zender’s Theorems
on the center manifold. In Section 3, we recall some notations, and some preliminary results
including a moving frame and equations of motion in 26]. In Section 4, we give the
Hamiltonian form of equations of motion near relative equilibrium solutions. In Section 5,
we discuss the problem of periodic orbits near five relative equilibrium solutions of the planar
three-body problem in detail. In Section 6, we discuss the problem of periodic orbits near
Euler-Moulton relative equilibria of the planar N-body problem by the perturbed method and
the inductive method. It’s noteworthy that the troublesome task in the discussion of this paper
is obtaining the Birkhoff normal of the problem.

2 Classical Results of Hamiltonian System

In this section, let’s recall some aspects of Hamiltonian system that will be needed later.
We consider a C!-smooth (2 <1 < o and C® means analytic) Hamiltonian system, with
n degrees of freedom, having the origin as an equilibrium point:

H(p,q) =Hy(p,q)+ -+ Hu(p.q) +O(|(p.q) "), (2.2)

where Hj is a homogeneous polynomial of degree k in (p,q) for every 2 < k < m; hereafter
O(||(p,q)||™*") stands for the terms which vanish at the origin together with all its partial
derivatives of the first m-th order.

We will not specify the order of differentiability explicitly in each point. From the context
it will be clear what regularity is needed in a certain step.

To establish the existence of periodic orbits in a neighbourhood of an equilibrium point of
a Hamiltonian, there are the well known the Lyapunov’s Center Theorem and the Weinstein’s
Theorem:



Theorem 2.1 (Lyapunov([12, 23]) Consider a C®-smooth Hamiltonian H, suppose that the
2n eigenvalues Ay, , Ay, —A1, -+, — Ay, Of the quadratic part H of the Hamiltonian are all
distinct. Let Ay be purely imaginary, and assume that none of n — 1 quotients %, e ,% is
an integer. Then there exists a family of real periodic orbits to the Hamiltonian system which
depend analytically on one real parameter €, with € = 0 corresponding to the equilibrium
solution. The period T (€), likewise, is analytic in € and, moreover, T (0) = %

Theorem 2.2 (Weinstein[24,, 25]]) Consider a C*-smooth Hamiltonian H, if the quadratic
part Hy of the Hamiltonian is positive definite, then for sufficiently small € > 0, there are
at least n geometrically distinct periodic orbits on energy surface H = € whose periods are
close to those of the linear system corresponding to H».

Given m > 4, assume that A1, - - - , A, are nonresonant up to order m:
ki + -+ kyAy £ 0, for (ky, - ky) € Z" such that 1 < |ki|+---+|ky| <m. (2.3)

The well-known Birkhoff theorem [, states that, in some neighbourhood of the origin,
there exists a symplectic change of variables (p, g) — (x,y), near to the identity map, such that
in the new variables the Hamiltonian function is reduced to a Birkhoff normal form Hpg,, (x,y)
of degree m up to terms of degree higher than m:

H(p,q) = H(x,y) = Ham(x,y) + O(|| (x,y) "),

here

n
Hom(x,y) = Y Aexiye+ -+
k=1
is a polynomial in symplectic variables x,y that is actually a polynomial of degree [m /2] in
the variables x; yy.

First we confine ourself to the eigenvalues of the quadratic part H, of the Hamiltonian are
all distinct and purely imaginary. Then in suitable symplectic coordinates, the quadratic part
H, takes the form

n (2 2
w;(p ita j)

Hy=Y" — (2.4)
=1
J
Here every ; is called a characteristic frequency, and @ = (@, -, ®,) is called the fre-

quency vector.

Now when the frequency vector @ is nonresonant up to order m, there exists a symplectic
change of variables (p,q) — (x,y) in some neighbourhood of the origin, near to the identity
map, such that in the new variables the Hamiltonian function is reduced to a Birkhoff normal
form Hp,,(p) of degree m up to terms of degree higher than m:

H(p,q) = H(x,y) = Hpm(p) + O(|x|+ [y))"*".

Here the Birkhoff normal form Hp,(p) in symplectic variables x,y is actually a polynomial

. . X24y3
of degree [m/2] in the variables p; = <5~



Therefore it’s natural to consider a nearly-integrable Hamiltonian written in action-angle

variables p, ¢ defined by x; = | /2p;cos @;,y; = \/2p;sin@;
H(p, ) = Han(p) +Rn(p, 9), (2.5)

where Ry (p,9) = O(|[p|)"/**!, here ||p|| = maxi<j<u |pj-
Let’s recall the concept of (¢, v)-Diophantine and the important concept of nondegenerate

(see [I:

Definition 2.1 A frequency vector @ is said to be (c,v)-Diophantine for some ¢, > 0 if we
have

c
|(k,w)|zW, Vk € Z" such that |k| # 0.
A (¢, v)-Diophantine frequency vector @ is also said to be strongly incommensurable.

Definition 2.2 The Hamiltonian (2.2) or (2.3) is called to be nondegenerate in a neighbour-
hood of the equilibrium point if
92X,
det (a—pz‘pZO) #0.

Then it is well known that:

Theorem 2.3 (KAM [2,[19])) Consider a sufficiently smooth Hamiltonian with a nonresonant
frequency vector up to order 4 in a neighbourhood of an equilibrium point, if the Hamiltonian
is nondegenerate, then the Hamiltonian has invariant tori close to the tori of the linearized
system. These tori form a set whose relative measure in the polydisc ||p|| < € tends to 1 as
€—0.

Remark 2.1 As a matter of fact, on the relative measure of the set of invariant tori in the
polydisc ||p|| < g, it’s well known that: if the frequency vector of the Hamiltonian in KAM
Theorem[2.3lis nonresonant up to order | > 4, then the relative measure of the set of invariant
tori in the polydisc ||p|| < € is at least 1 — O(€ 7% ); if the frequency vector ® satisfies the
strong incommensurability condition, i.e., (¢, V)-Diophantine condition, then this measure is

—1
1 — O(exp(—¢ev+1)) for a positive number ¢ = const, now it’necessary that the Hamiltonian
is analytic. Please see [I]] and the references therein.

It turns out that the invariant tori constructed by the KAM Theorem lie in the closure of
the set of periodic orbits. This is the following well known result of Conley and Zender.

Theorem 2.4 ([9]) Consider a sufficiently smooth Hamiltonian with a nonresonant frequency
vector up to order m > 4 in a neighbourhood of an equilibrium point, if the Hamiltonian is
nondegenerate, then the relative measure of the closure of the set of periodic orbits in the

m—3

polydisc ||p|| < € is at least 1 —O(g ).

Remark 2.2 As Conley and Zender pointed out, the periods of these periodic orbits could be
very large. Furthermore, according to the proof of the above theorem, for any given T > 0,
it’s easy to see that there must exist a periodic orbit such that whose period is an integer
multiple of T.



Next, let’s consider more general Hamiltonian H whose quadratic part H, has eigenval-
ues being not purely imaginary. Suppose the 2n eigenvalues A;,---,A,, —A;, -, —A, of the
quadratic part H, of the Hamiltonian are of the following form

ReA; =0 1<k<d
ReAy #0 d<k<n.

We introduce the notation A; = i@y, 1 < k < d for the purely imaginary eigenvalues, and
assume that @y, - - - , @; are nonresonant up to order 4:

kiw; + -+ kg # 0, for (kl,--- ,kd> € 7% such that 1 < |k1| +---+|kd| <4; (2.6)

Then the well-known Birkhoff theorem states that, in some neighbourhood of the
origin, there exists a symplectic change of variables

(Pl,"' yPdsPd+15""" s Pn>q15° " s4d,4d+1," " 761n) = (%X,y,Y)

near to the identity map, such that in the new variables the Hamiltonian function is reduced
to a Birkhoff normal form:
. L H(p,q) =H(x,X,y,Y) =
Yi1 P+ X TQY + 575 0pipr+ O[] (e, 3) P + GGV P + | e m) H(XL V) 1),

2.7)
2.2
where Q is an (n—d) X (n—d) matrix, py = x";y" ,and (jx) is a real symmetric d x d matrix.
For the Hamiltonian system
. OH(xX,yY)
X = —T
)’) — aH(x7X7y7Y)
X _— aj.acx(‘x7x7y7y) (2'8)
- 8_51{( )
Y R x? 7y7
Y= X

it’s obvious that there exists an 2d-dimensional invariant center manifold. The question is
that whether the flow on the center manifold is again described by a reduced Hamiltonian
system? As Mielke pointed out in [14]], the answer of this question is yes, and “although this
fact seems to be well-known in the realm of Hamiltonian theory, one hardly finds references
to this”. As a general result, Mielke [[14] showed that there are always symplectic coordinates
(x,X,y,Y) such that the center manifold is given by (X,Y) = 0. In these coordinates the re-
duction is trivial: The reduced Hamiltonian is H(x,y) = H(x,0,y,0) and (x,y) are symplectic
coordinates on the center manifold. This result goes back to Moser [18].

Lemma 2.5 ([14]) Let H(x,X,y,Y) € C!(R?",R) be a Hamiltonian having an equilibrium in
the origin with a (non-trivial) center manifold. Then for any m < [ there exists an analytical
symplectic transformation (x,X,y,Y) = y(u,U,v,V) such that the center manifold is given
by (U,V) = F(u,v) = O(||(u,v)||"™). Taking (u,v) as symplectic coordinates on the center

manifold and using H(u,v) = H(w(u,0,v,0)) as Hamiltonian gives the correct terms up to
order 2m of the true reduced Hamiltonian system.
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As a result, we have

Theorem 2.6 ([14, 21]) Consider a C'-smooth (4 < I < @) Hamiltonian H(x,X,y,Y) 22
in a neighbourhood of the origin. Assume d < n, then there exists a 2d-dimensional invari-
ant center manifold W¢, : (X,Y) = F¢(x,y) = O(||(x,y)|®) of class C'~', and we can take

loc
(x,y) as symplectic coordinates on the center manifold and using H(x,y) = H(x,0,y,0) as
Hamiltonian gives the correct terms up to order 6 of the true reduced Hamiltonian system.

Remark 2.3 In general, we cannot claim that the center manifold is analytical for analytical
Hamiltonian systems. However, there is some hope that center manifolds for analytic Hamil-
tonian systems are again analytic. For example, if the center manifold is two-dimensional and
is filled with periodic solutions of bounded period the the results is true, please see 317
Indeed, one conjectured [[I4]: “If the center manifold of an analytic Hamiltonian system is
completely filled with bounded solutions for more restrictive: the reduced Hamiltonian has a
positive (negative) definite second derivative at the fixed point), then the center manifold is
analytic.”

Let’s finish this section with the following general statement of Conley-Zender’s The-
orems on the center manifold which is an obvious corollary of Theorem [2.4] and Theorem
2.0

Theorem 2.7 Consider the Hamiltonian H(x,X,y,Y) (2.2) in a neighbourhood of the origin,
if det(®jx) # O, then the Hamiltonian system (2.8) has abundant periodic orbits on the 2d-
dimensional center manifold, indeed, the relative measure of the closure of the set of periodic
orbits in the polydisc ||p|| < € on the 2d-dimensional center manifold is at least 1 — 0(8%);
if W,---,w, are nonresonant up to order m > 4, then the relative measure is at least 1 —

m—3

O(e ).

3 Preliminaries

In this section we recall some notations and definitions that have essentially been intro-
duced in 26]], but here some of them will be restated in a slightly more general form.

LetR% (RN ={r=(r, - ,ry):r; €R?,j=1,--- N} denote the space of configura-
tions for N point particles in Euclidean space. Here (R?)" is considered as a column space.
Then r € (R?)" can be written as

r= (6,8, ,52N)T,

here “T” denotes transposition of matrix. It’s also true that r; = (& i1 & j)T for j =
1,2,--- N.

It’s well known that the equations (I.I)) of motion are the Euler-Lagrange equations of the
the action functional A defined by

Al (D) = [ £(e(0).1(0)dr,



where

mpmni;
L) =L=K+U= Z m]|r]|2—|—2 KT
k<j Tjk

is the Lagrangian function; K (i) = j:1 Qmj|1"j|2 and U(r) = Zl<§k<1<§N r] . are respec-
tively the kinetic energy function and the opposite of the potential energy (force function).
As usual, consider the total energy, the angular momentum and the moment of inertia,
respectively, defined by
H(r,r)=X(r) —U(r),
N
I(r) =Y mjr;xij,

=1
N 2
r)=Y mjr;—r|,
=1

where [rj| = /&5, | + &, rjp = [tp—r1|, 1) x ¥ = i 162 —&2j 182 Te = 721‘ L s the

center of mass and m = Y my is the total mass.
Let 901 be the matrix
diag(my,my,my,myp,--- ,my,my),

here “diag” means diagonalmatrix. Let’s introduce a scalar product and a metric on the space
(R)N:

N
r) = Zlmj|1'j|2 =(&1,8,- -, Eon)MM(&1, 6, - ,ézN)T,
j=

el = v/ {e;x),

then the cartesian space (R?) is a new Euclidean space.

Observe that the equations (I.I)) of motion are invariant by translation, there is usually an
assumption that the center of mass r, is at the origin. We use X = {r = (ry,---,ry) € (R?)¥
YN myr; = 0} to denote the space of configurations whose center of mass is at the origin;
that is,

X={reR)":(r,&)=0(re&) =0},

where
81 - (1707”'7170)T782 - (0717 7071>T'

Let A be the collision set in (R?)". Then the set X'\A is the space of collision-free configura-
tions.

Definition 3.1 A configuration v € X\A is called a central configuration if there exists a
constant A € R such that

N
m;my

oo f T = —Amr L <K<, (3.9)
j=rgk i



or

VU = —Ar, (3.10)
where VU is the gradient of U with respect to scalar product (,).
The value of A in (3.9)(or (3.10)) is uniquely determined by

U(r)
= (3.11)

It’s well known that a central configuration is just a critical point of the function 72 U.

Let O(2) and SO(2) be the orthogonal group and special orthogonal group of the plane
respectively. Set

cos@ —sinf
A(6) = ( sinf  cos6 ) €50(2).
Given a configuration r, let £ := H H be the unit vector corresponding to r henceforth.
For a configuration r = (ry,---,ry), let
r (l‘f‘, e 71#)
denote - - -
A(Z)r= (A, A )W),
as an illustration, we have £, = 8%. Similarly, set
T dA(0)
AL(0) =A(2)A(0) = —2.
(6)=A)A0) =25

A central configuration €3 will be called nondegenerate, if the kernel of the Hessian of

1 . . .
12U evaluated at €3 is exactly span{€3,E4}, where 4 = 83L is another central configuration.
Given a central configuration

Ey=r=(r;,-,rn) = (&.&, . &w) ",
a straight forward computation shows that the Hessian of / >U evaluated at &3 is
[Z(A9M +B) — 31 2 A9MEEL M,

where ‘B is the Hessian of U evaluated at €3 and can be viewed as an N X N array of 2 x 2
blocks:

By -+ Bin
% — . .
Bn1 -+ Bnn

The off-diagonal blocks are given by:
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By = mj3mk - 3(rk_rj)(rk_rj)T]

2 )
rjk Tk

where I is the identity matrix of order 2. However, as a matter of notational convenience, the
identity matrix of any order will always be denoted by I, and the order of I can be determined
according context. The diagonal blocks are given by:

Byu=—- )  Bj.
1<j<N, j#k

Let us investigate the matrix
D =12 AL+ 1B) — 31 2AE;E] M
which can be viewed as the linearization of the gradient VU at the central configuration &3.
Since the matrix © is symmetric linear mapping with respect to the scalar product (, ), there
are 2N orthogonal eigenvectors of © with respect to the scalar product (,). It’s easy to see
that: |
DEL=I12AEy,
D&y =ITAE,,
DE; =0,
DEL=0.

Therefore an orthogonal basis {£1, 2, E3,E4, -+, Eon} can be chosen as 2N orthogonal eigen-
vectors of ©, that is,

9(817"' 7821\7) = (817"' 782N)diag(/117"' 7A’ZN)7
where A; € R is the eigenvalue of © corresponding to & (k = 1,2,---,2N), in addition,
M=Xa=14, 43 =g =0.
Suppose
(817827837847”' 782N>Tm(817827837847'” 7821\/) - diag(glag27g37g47'” 7g2N)7

then .
81 =82 :Zkzlmk:ma
ga3=ga= |82 =1(&3) =1,

and & is a unit vector if and only if g = 1(&;) = ||&[|* = 1.

It follows that
(&1, €an) (1P (AN +B) — 31 IAIMEET M) (€1, -+, Eay) = diag(g1 -+, gavAaw),
(3.12)
A A
(817"' 782N)T(Am+%)(817'” 782N) = diag(gll7gll73g3l707g\jg—§7'" 7g2\1>g—§1:3)13)

It is noteworthy that the subspaces span{&1,E,}, span{€s,E4} and span{&s,---,Exn}
of the space (R?)" are invariant under the action of the transformation

PAr = (pAry, pAry,- -+, pAry),
where A € O(2) (or SO(2)) and p > 0.
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3.1 Moving Frame

Then, as in [27], let’s give a moving frame to describe the motion of the particles near a
relative equilibrium solution of the Newtonian N-body problem effectively.

For any configuration r € X\span{€s,---,Ean}, it’s easy to see that there exists a unique
point A(6(r))E3 on S such that

|A(B(r))E3 — || = mingcr[|A(6)E3 —r|,

where S = {A(0)€3 : 6 € R} is a circle in the space (R?)" with the origin as the center.

0 in the point A(6(r)) can be continuously determined as a continuous function of the
independent variable r.

SetE3 =A(0)E3,E4=A(0)E4, - ,Eon =A(0)Eon, then {E3,E4, -+ ,Epn } is an orthog-
onal basis of X, and

Span{33734} = Span{837 84—}7 span{35, T 732N} = Span{‘gS? T 782N}'

{E3,E4,+ -+ ,Eon} is a class of moving frame which is suitable for describing the motion of
particles in a neighbourhood of relative equilibrium solutions.
Set r = ||r|, then r = ri. In the moving frame, # can be written as £ = Y7 3 2%Zk- It’s easy

to see that z4 = 0 and
1— 2]! 2
73 = M (3.14)
\/ 83

Then the total set of the variables r,0,zs,---, 7oy can be thought as the coordinates of r €
X\span{&s,---,Epn} in the moving frame.
Note that

minger||A(6)€3 —r|| > /g3
ifr € span{€&s,---,Eon}. Consequently, if
minger [[A(0)€3 —r|| < /g3,

then r € X\span{Es,---,Exy}. Therefore we have legitimate rights to use the coordinates
(r,0,zs, -+ ,zon) in a neighbourhood of a relative equilibrium.

3.2 Equations of Motion in the Moving Frame

As in [27,26], we can write the equations of motion in the above given coordinates.
First, by virtue of the coordinates r, 0,zs,- - ,z2n, the kinetic energy and force function
can be respectively rewritten as

2 2

r r .2 2N ) . 2N IR 19
K(r) = 5 +§(g3z3 + ngzk+29 Z (&5, &0 )2jzk +67),
=5 k=5
U(r) = U(z3€3+ X7 N52/€))
r

12



It’s noteworthy that the variable 6 is not involved in the function U(z3E3 + Z 252;E5),
this is one of the main advantage of introducing the moving frame. In particular, the variable
0 is not involved in the Lagrangian L, that is, the variable 0 is an ignorable coordinate.

Since U(z3E3 + Y2 252;€ ) only contains the variables z; (j = -+ ,2N), we will simply
write it as U(z) henceforth, that is,

2N . W
U(z) = U( Z383+ZZ] =U((1 =) &wzi)2 &3+ ) 7€)
k=5 =5
Consequently, we can expand U (z) as
~ A _y2N_g.72 IN_o.72)2
U(Z) — u<83) +Zl%£5 du‘g3<8k)Zk+dU|é3(83) ( ZJ:ZSgIZj . ():/:583121) ) +

%[Z?{Z:sdzwg (5j,8k)ZjZk—Z,%ZSd2u|é (ég,ak)zkz N5g,Z 142 u|8 (83,53)(i>2]
+%[ i,j,k= 5d3u|8 (8178]78]{)Z1Z]Zk+3 jk= 5d3U|8 (83’8]78]()(%&2)Z]Zk]
+ar [Zhl]k 5d4u|€3(8h78ia8j78k)ZhZiZjZk] +---

where “- - - denotes higher order terms of z; (j =5, --- ,2N), and dU|g3 , dZU\é3 , d3U\é3 , d4U|g3
denote respectively the differential, second order differential, third order differential, fourth
order differential of U at &3.

Then it follows from (3.10) (.11)) (3.13) (3.14) that

3
U(z) = g3 A + s Lilsesaihizi + 5 Lo aes Ul (84, €, Ex)zizjan

3g371

A
PR N 122+ 3 (25 2) K2 s(42k — gid )z
a1 Xt jaes 4 Ulg, (En, €1, €, Ex)znzizyar+ -

And the Lagrangian £ can be rewritten as

L = f—2+2 z-i—Z z-l-ZGZ (&1, &) 2z + 6%) + v
) 3 g3 3 8k = J» Sk )33k .
By computing % 372 - —(k 5,---,2N), %%—f — %—f, % g—g - 3—3, one can obtain the equa-

tions of motion. But, for the sake of clearer notations, we would better introduce the following
transformation to simplify the Lagrangian £:

r'= V/83%0, (3.15)

Set gjx = <§j,§,§>, then the square matrix Q := (g k) (2nv—4)x (2n—4) 1S an anti-symmetric or-
thogonal matrix. Set a;j; = d3U|§3(8,—,8 j»€k), then a;j; is symmetric with respect to the

subscripts i, j, k. Similarly, set ap;jx = a,’4U|§3 (gh,gi,g j,gk), then ay;j is symmetric with
respect to the subscripts A, i, j, k.

13



As a result, the Lagrangian £ becomes

-2 2 2N
83%0 g3xo U(x)
L = =—4+== B2+ Y i2+26 quxk—l—e + —, (3.16)
2 2 70 1;5 ‘ 1;5 Y * V83X0

where

(3.17)

U(x) = Uxs€s + X5 xj€ )

ggl( 2N 2)2

3
7 2 1 v2N
83 A+ 2 Z g37thk +5 Zi,j,sz a;jkXiXj

3
3,2(v2N_2\y2N (A 2 | 1y2N
+383 (Xj25%) KiZs( e = A)xg+ g1 Xt j ks Wi jhXRXiX X+

SX

Furthermore, suppose A(gg) = A*and ),k(§3) = A (k > 3), then it’s easy to see that

3
A= A(E) =g, A"
M= M(E3) = g3 AL

Consequently, the function U (x) becomes

1 v2N 1 v2N ON
U(x) = A"+ LiZs Ax 2+_Zijk Sa,-jkxlx]xk-l- g -(xY 5X%)
FIEN ) NS = A7) + 55 LY jaes @ +-
4 j=5 k=5\""k 24 h,i,j k=5 Lhi jkXnXiX jXk

or
ok 1 * 2
Ux) =2+ 3 50 44 k+6 t]k 5 i jkXiX jXk

%(Z?VS x2) YA A2+ ZhM’k:S A XXX X+ (3.18)

By computing %% — g—g %g—fk — a—xk(k 0,5,---,2N), it follows that the equations of mo-

tion in the coordinates 6,xg, x5, - - - ,xoy are the following:
2N _ 2N )
2i0( Y, qpkixi+0)+x0( Y qijfkxj+6) =0, (3.19)
Jk=5 Jk=5
(Y G AR2) B (X x )2
[k J SX%J J + k ]43‘5 J +xk+ezj qu1x1+292] qujxj]
o (kI U (x
ol HE Y S a0 X s g — =0, k=5-2N (320
83X
. . ; U
Xo —xo(x% + 2N5x2 +26 Z] ks 4 jiX Xk + 0%) + g(x) =0.
~ 83 %5
It’s noteworthy that the degeneracy of x;, x;, x3,x4 according to intrinsic symmetrical char-
acteristic of the N-body problem has been reduced in the coordinates 6, xq,xs, - , XN

14



It’s also noteworthy that, by using the coordinates 0,xg,xs, -, x5, the angular momen-
tum J can be represented as

& - n s dL
szmjrijj:ijl'j 'I"J':<I‘ ,i‘):g3x0(9+ Z qjkajxk):%, (3.21)
= =1 J:k=5

1

where r - I; denotes the Euclidean scalar product of rj* and f; in R2.

Therefore, the equation (3.19) is none other than angular momentum conservation § = 0.
As a matter of fact, one can further reduce the equations of motion (3.19) and (3.20) by the

relation (3.21):

3 2N

6=—5— Y qgpsix, (3.22)
g3x0 k=5

. IV (v 12 W 2
0 X5t s (K +as) 0 3 (T5sxx)T 23x0 N
! 2 =+ ]xg + X — ( +Z,k 5qjkxjxk>2j:5ijxj

oy j=5%i%j

— Z?%:5 q kX jXy) Z?ﬁs qrjXj + 2x_o [ 3
" (3.23)
it Lo~ Diiosaietm s qug) - S Gt =0, k=5, 2N

+2(-4,

83Xy

3
32U

so —xol+ X583+ (-45)2 — (X7 SQka]xk>2]+g370_0‘

\ gx

Note that the system (3.23) of x = (xq,xs,---,xoy) are closed (and autonomous), and
once x are solved by the system (3.23)), the variables 6 can also be solved by quadrature. As a
result, it’s easy to see that a periodic orbit of the system (3.23) yields a (relative) periodic orbit
of the N-body problem. Thus our task is now finding periodic orbits of the system (3.23)). It’s
necessary to transform the system (3.23)) to Hamiltonian form.

4 Hamiltonian Near Relative Equilibria

In this section, based upon the coordinates 0,xg,xs, - ,x2n, we will obtain the Hamilto-
nian of the planar N-body problem near relative equilibrium solutions which does not contain
the degeneracy according to intrinsic symmetrical characteristic of the N-body problem.

Since the variable 6 is an ignorable coordinate, we can reduce the Lagrangian £ to just a
function of the variables x = (x5, ,xon):

0L
L(X(),.X) = L—%Q
2N
gaxo g3xo 3 U (x)
qirXixy) |+ . 4.249)
2 ; g3x0 ]kz5 7 )] v/ 83X%0

It’s easy to see that the system (3.23) is the Euler-Lagrange equations of the the action func-
tional corresponding to the Lagrangian L (4.24).

15



It follows from the Legendre Transform that the corresponding Hamiltonian is

2N
H<X07x7)’07)’) = J’OXO‘F Z)’kxk—L(x>
k—5
2 2N 2702 2N
Yo g3 833~ U(x
= o T 0 Z () q k)] — ) , (4.25)
83 - x() j k=5 \/ 83X0

where 5L
Yo = 3z, = 83%0;

JL [xk Z/ 5%j%)
X

2 .
Yk = Jg = 83% o+ X3 i (g 4, _Zi,lj\',:Sqijxixj)]'

A straight forward computation shows that:

2= TEI)” _ (pIN 50012 4 (|| (x,y) ||9),

X2 5¢3 x
¥ k=4 ):2-]!5 qkjXj Xk Z 5 Xjxj 2N :
=T 3 + LS iy 2 s i
}’k 32, sflijj Z? 5 jyj Zz,] 549ijXjYi— HZ%QSX% 5
o T +X 561k,xj( g )+ O (x.¥) [I°)

As a result, we have

Hz‘l‘z Yk—ngk]xj Z qkjXjyk — 32)6

2g3x0 k=5 =5 k=5

2N
U(x)
2 6

xkyk)”+O(]] (x,y - :

(k; )7+ O( (xe,x) [°)] N

We will consider the existence of periodic orbits in a neighbourhood of a relative equilib-
rium A (@t)€&3 of the Newtonian N-body problem. Then a straight forward computation shows
that the angular momentum J of the relative equilibrium A(®?)é&3 is just g3® and A = ®?; so

1
= gg‘ v A*, and the Hamiltonian becomes

y2
H(XOaX,)’Oa)’> = Tgois

(4.26)

2N
y 1
H(-x07-x7y07y) = =0 V A’ + Z Yk —8 4 v A quj'xj)z
=

2g3 2g xo

. 2N ) 6 U(x)
Jkgsqk,x,yk gm—zx ~ (F o +0(] ) )=~

Without loss of generality, one can suppose that |€3]| =1org3=1. As a matter of fact,
by the change of variables t — «F here t — \ﬁ means replace ¢ by \ﬁ everywhere, the
Hamiltonian becomes

H(Xo,x,YO7Y) — yO 2\/_x ,/ A —I—Z yk—g3 VA Zq]Cj-xj
2V8 0
( Z Cijxj)’k—gé%\//l* Zx?)z— (Zxkyk)2+0(H (x,) [|°)] U
J:k=5 Jj=5 k=5 X0

16



Furthermore, by the change of variables yy — 4y—°, y— %, the Hamiltonian becomes

2
y 1 o —
H(%a%)’Oa)’) - 30 2 A’*-i_ Z Yk — qu]x] Z qkjXjYk — A* Z-x
O

J,.k=5

(% xi)? + 001 () 1) - L2 @27)

k=5
It’s noteworthy that the above changes of variables are not symplectic but symplectic with
multiplier.
By the coordinates (r,0,xs,---,xav), the relative equilibrium A(t)E3 is just a solution
of equations of motion (3.19) and (3.20)) such that

r=1,0=0wt,x5=0,---, x5 =0.
By the coordinates (xg,x,o,), the relative equilibrium A(wt)E3 is just an equilibrium solu-
tion of the Hamiltonian system with Hamiltonian (4.27)) such that
x0=1,x=0,y9=0,y=0.

As a matter of notational convenience, the above equilibrium point of the Hamiltonian (4.27))
will be translated to the origin by substituting xo for xo + 1. Then the Hamiltonian (£.27))
becomes:

2
- 1
H(-x07-x7y07y) —+ + +Zyk 20 Z qunyk+Z ® _A’k)xk]
2 2 2 k=5 k=5 k=5
Js
2.0 Ao o0 1
— [xo(0"x5+ Zyk 20 Z C]k]xJYk+Z —7) +6 Z a; jjXix i
k=5 jk=5 =5 i,j,k=5
1 2N 2N
+ [( Z AkjXjYk — (szk Zxkyk +_ Z aj jXiX j Xk
27 = 6
J,k=5 k=5 i,j,k=5
3x(2) 5 5 2N 5 2N 2N A’*
+ 7[(9 Xp+ Z)’k—zw Z ClkaJYk+Z ) _?)xk]
k=5 k=5 =5
3 2N 0 , 1 N
- Zxk Z A —j)xk—ﬁ Z Qi XXX j X - (4.28)
=5 hii.j k=5

where --- denotes higher order terms and @ = VA*. Without loss of generality, we will
sometimes omit the constant term *T“’z of the Hamiltonian (.28)) in the following content.
The problem is now reduced to find periodic orbits of the Hamiltonian system with Hamil-
tonian (£.28)) in a neighbourhood of the origin.
First, it is easy to see that the manifold {(xo,x,yo,y) : x =y = 0} is an invariant manifold
and on this invariant manifold the problem is reduced to the following problem of single
degree of freedom:

2 2 2
Yo 0] 0]
H(x0,0,y0,0) = 20 -
(X(), » Y0, ) 2 +2(1+X0)2 1+X()
22 2.4
Yo 9% 5 30°x
= a) [
2 +2+ 5 Xp+ 5

17



Then it’s easy to see that the invariant manifold {(xo,x,yo,y) : x =y = 0} is constituted by
periodic orbits. However, this fact is trivial. As a matter of fact, when x =y =0, i.e., on
the invariant manifold, the primary N-body problem is reduced to the two-body problem, the
periodic orbits are just Keplerian elliptic orbits generated by the central configuration &3.
These periodic orbits on the invariant manifold {(xo,x, yo,y) : x =y = 0} are called the trivial
family of periodic orbits near relative equilibria.

Next, let’s explore other nontrivial periodic orbits near relative equilibria.

S Three-body Problem

In this section, we discuss the problem of periodic orbits near five relative equilibrium
solutions of the planar three-body problem in detail. We will show that there are abundant
periodic orbits near the five relative equilibria. More specifically, we first rediscover the well
known Lyapunov’s orbits or Weinstein’s orbits of the planar three-body problem. Then we
further find that there are abundant Conley-Zender’s periodic orbits for the planar three-body
problem.

5.1 Lagrange relative equilibrium

First, let’s consider the problem near a Lagrange relative equilibrium.
As in [26], set B = mymy + m3my +mym3. Without loss of generality, suppose

my+my+mz = 1,
_\/§m3 2my+m3 _\/§m3 _ 2my+mg \/g(mlerz) _mlfmz)‘l'

2/B7 2B 7 2B 2B 2B 7 2B

Here r is a Lagrange central configuration such that ||r|| = 1.
Then, as which has been obtained in [26], we have

r=(

8321‘,

1
8421‘ s

wzz/l:)L*:BW,

3 3/2 3 1/2
As=5(1—a)B*? Ae=3(a+1)B*>,
2 2
T
= 3mymy mi—m3 3my—200—1 mo—o—m; a+3mz—1 B ot3m—1
85 \/4Bm3(2a2+a3am2) ( Z—é ) V3m; ’ Z_g ) V3my , 00 —myp +m3, \/§ ) ,
1113 m3

€6 = SSL,

o=+/1-3B.

Let Q be the space of masses of the planar three-body problem, then Q could be represent
as

where

Q={(B,m):Pe (0,%],1711 c [%,1),/3—;711(1 —my) > 0,48 < 1+2m; —3m3}.

18



As a result, the quadratic part H, of the Hamiltonian (@.28)) is

2
y 1
= 30 + E[wzx(z) + Y3+ YE —20(xsy6 — X6ys) + (0% — As)x3 + (0* — Ae)xg),

and the 6 eigenvalues are

H,

+api, Fwi, =+ wni,

where i denotes the imaginary unit, and

- 1+
wy = o = B34, wlzy/Tywo, @:\/Tywo,
y=+1-27B.

1
27

A.B > % When
B>

or more precisely,
(my +ma+m3)?

27 )
The eigenvalues +wyi are only purely imaginary, periodic orbits in a neighbourhood of the
origin are all in the central manifold Wj . :x =y = 0, thus there are only the trivial family
of periodic orbits in a neighbourhood of the the origin and these periodic orbits constitute the

mymy +m3my +myms3 >

central manifolds W :x=y=0.
B.S = 5.
When 1
ﬁ = ﬁ?
1.e.,

(m1 +my+m3)?

27 '
Except the trivial family of periodic orbits near the origin, we don’t know if there are other
periodic orbits near the origin.

C.B< % This is the main case we will discussed.
When

mymy +mamy +mym3 =

1
<35
P 27
1.e.,
miy+my+m 2
mimy +m3my +mimsz < ( ! 227 3) .

Without loss of generality, suppose m; > my > m3. Then it’s easy to see that

1
mi > oo (\/69+9> > 0.961478,my +ms3 < 0.038521.

The 6 eigenvalues are
+api, Fwi, =+ wni,
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are all purely imaginary.

First, it’s easy to see that %, % € (0,1). By Lyapunov Theorem 2] to the eigenvalues
+api there corresponds a one parameter family of periodic orbits that lie near the origin and
have the approximate period % However, these periodic orbits are just the trivial family of
periodic orbits.

It’s also easy to see that % € (0,1), % € (1,v/2). By Lyapunov Theorem 2.1} to the
eigenvalues @i there corresponds a one parameter family of periodic orbits that lie near
the origin and have the approximate period 2@”

}I:or the eigenvalues +@;i, it’s easy to see that %, % ¢ N provided that 8 dose not belong
to the set

1-(1-2)2  1—(1—-25)
{B:B= (27 "2) or ( 27"2“) , integern > 2}.

Therefore, by Lyapunov Theorem 2,11 to the eigenvalues 4=m;i there corresponds a one pa-
rameter family of periodic orbits that lie near the origin and have the approximate period %O—’f
provided that B dose not belong to the above set.

The above results by Lyapunov Theorem have been obtained by Siegel [23]].

Thus generically there are three one parameter family of periodic orbits that lie near the
origin, in other words, there are three two-dimensional invariant manifold constituted by pe-
riodic orbits. However, we can further prove that periodic orbits are unexpectedly abundant:
generically the relative measure of the closure of the set of periodic orbits near the origin is
close to 1.

To prove this fact, it’s necessary to get the Birkhoff normal form of the Hamiltonian
#.28).

We confine ourselves to the following space of masses of the planar three-body problem

1 1 32 16 1 64 6 9
“?; 1)} (5.29)

Q. .= Q- — _ .
ps {(ﬁ7m1>€ ﬁ6(0727>\{7572187767573671875}7m16(

which has removed masses corresponding to special resonant cases. Then, as in [26], we
know that the Birkhoff normal form of the Hamiltonian (#.28) is

1
H(p, 9) = wopo — @1 p1 + P2 + E[woop%erup%Jr W0 P37
+ 201 Pop1 + 20020002 +20120102] + - - -,

(5.30)

where p; (j = 0,1,2) are action variables, and

Woo = _37

oy — — VYT (217 —40y* 4+ 15y +4)
: 12V6/By(2y—1)

VYT +197-4)
’ Wyt
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V3B 2 3
= 36085582 — 322650 + 624
P12 = 2182252~ 1107B + 16)mymam3 ( P P +624)mi+

(—36085582 + 32265 — 624)m’ + 3(1202858% — 10755 + 208)m; — 4B (432 +43)],

o (y—1) (12117 = 1336y° + 279y + 158y —76)  3B3 (317> +286y—236)
11 — -

72y (102 — 11y +3) 8(y—1)y2(5y—3)mimams’
_ (y+1) (1211944133677 +279Y* — 158y —76) 3B (317> —286y—236)
v 727 (107 + 117+ 3) 872 (y+ 1)(57+ 3)mimam3’
Woo Wp1 o2 —27B
det | @y 01 O | = 3 S5 5 5 deg (5.31)
B O O 128(16 — 675B)2(1 — 36B) 2V m}mam3
where
2(1—36B)>
fieg = M(szsmmslﬁ + 17818525832 — 9896841 — 47632)B*

— 11(3970501999208° — 4079089392384 4 40550477588 — 2437717598 + 64176163
—59392)B3m + (5465578392450B8° + 19309935720393 8 — 3995019640449 3%
+327340481715B3 — 1303933634152 + 250520816 — 1857536) B2m? + (2408448

— 152987089840208° — 294360672093933° + 7048034089254 3% — 5627884234053°

+ 2064510020832 — 3592007688 ) Bm; + 3[(18218594641503° + 4980794507091

— 1182106602432 + 942449854593 — 3452615664 8> + 599756808 — 401408)

mi (2B 4+m3 —2my +1)].

Therefore, the Hamiltonian (4.28)) is nondegenerate if and only if

fdeg 7A 0.

Thus the set Ve of points (f,m;) such that the Hamiltonian (£.28)) is degenerate is a real
algebraic variety. Moreover, the real algebraic variety Vy,  is union of a finite number of
zero-dimensional points and one-dimensional “curves”.

To make the direct-viewing understanding of the real algebraic variety Vy, . and the spaces
of masses £, €, please see [26].

As a result, it follows from Theorem 2.4] that

Theorem 5.1 For every choice of positive masses of the planar three-body problem satisfying
(B,my) € Qps\ V.o there are abundant periodic orbits near every Lagrange relative equi-
librium, and the relative measure of the closure of the set of periodic orbits in the polydisc
\pll < €is at least 1 — 0(8%).

Furthermore, it follows from Remark 2.1] and the following Theorem [5.2] that the relative

71 . ~
measure in the above theorem is at least 1 — O(exp(—cev+1)) generically, here v > 6 and ¢
are positive constants.
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Theorem 5.2 ([26]]) The set I, of B € (0, 2—17) corresponding to resonant frequency vectors
@ = (@, — 1, 0,) is countable and dense. The set Ty of B € (0,5) corresponding to (c, v)-
Diophantine frequency vectors @ = (y, —®1, @) is a set of full measure for v > 6.

5.2 Euler relative equilibrium

Let’s now consider the problem near a Euler relative equilibrium.
As r is an Euler (collinear) central configuration such that ||r|| = 1 and whose center of
masses is at the origin, without loss of generality, suppose

where

my+my+mz =1,
r= (§1707§3707§570>T’

& =—k(m(oc+3)+m3),
§3 = K(m1(6+l)+m3(0'—%)),
& =K (my(5—0)+m),

and the parameters o € (—%, %), Kk > 0 satisfy the equations of central configurations:

and

Then

Mt my = A3 (mz(G—l—%) —|—m3)

and the matrix AT+ 218 is

m2
1
<0'+7

x3)2

m3+
A+

(0+3)2
m m . 3 1 1
ot T e = A (mi(o+3) +ms(0 7)) (5.32)
1
m + (;Ti,)z = Ax? (ma(3 — ) +my)
2
2 1 2 1 2
I(I‘) =K (m1m2(0'+ E) +mQM3(G— E) +m1m3) =1.
83 =r,
1
Ca=1", (5.33)
_ _mmy mpm3 mamy
A= k(o+1) T T k(5—0)’
- 2my 72ﬂ
0 K3 (0+4)3 0 K3 0
1712
<G+%)3 my ms
K3 0 K3(o+1)3 0 o3
7 3 1m3 3
(o+5)° (5-0) 2m3
0 A+ Py 0 =g 0
1713 + ml
my 0 A_(j*“)% (6+%)3 0 m3
K3(O'+%)3 i3 K3(%76)3
my+ T 3
_ 2my (770')~
0 S0y 0 A+ Py 0
" +m
I 37
my my _ (3-0)
3 0 31 )3 0 A 3
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As a result of 3.13), As,A¢ and {€5,E¢} can be obtained by calculating eigenvalues and
eigenvectors of the above matrix.

A straight forward computation shows that the remaining eigenvalues and eigenvectors
are

A =~ HmGIL 4 SIS 4 SR =30~ 2,

Ao — 3A-4s _ —640%+16002+28
6 — "2 — 5 2 3
K (46 —1)
— myms3 myms m1m2
85_(,/ k(3 1/mZKO,/ Ko+ ) ,
86 = 8%

For convenience’s sake, since the equations (3.32)) can not be solved explicitly, one can
use the parameters o, kK as independent variables. Then

_ —640* 416002428 _ _ 8(40°+7)
K> (462—1)3 K3(1664—4()62—7) ’
(20+1)2(K*A(20-1)3+8)

M= =735 3002-14 _°
_ (1-402)(K¥2-1)
M2 = =664 —2002—7
_ (1-20)*(kA(20+1)*-8)
ms3 = 20?8002 —14 ’

and the parameters o, k satisfy one of the following conditions:
e 0=0AK>2;
e 0<0<INfe(o) <K< g(o);

e 0>0> —% A fre(—=0) < K2 < ge(—0).

Where )
4(-160*+4002+7)
0)=—
fx(0) (402—1)" (1604 —8052+49)’
B (—160*+4002+7)’
gx(0) =  406(20-1)3(166%+3203+4002+240+21) °

As a result, the quadratic part H, of the Hamiltonian @.28)) is

1
)’o+

H.
2=%5 5l

®7x5+ Y3 + g — 20(xsy6 — X6ys) + (0 — A5)x3 + (0” — Ae)xg],
and the 6 eigenvalues are
+api, +owii, L,

where

wy=0=VA,
_ \/\/9/12 10%w2+w4+26+w2

\/\/9,12 10/16w2+w4 ho-o?
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It’s noteworthy that @; > @y. Furthermore, it is straightforward to show that @, @y at most
satisfies a resonance relations of order 3 :w; = 2ay.

So by Lyapunov Theorem 2.1] to the eigenvalues +;i there corresponds a one parameter
family of periodic orbits that lie near the origin and have the approximate period ﬁ)—’f Thus
there are two one parameter family of periodic orbits that lie near the origin, in other words,
there are two two-dimensional invariant manifold constituted by periodic orbits.

The above results by Lyapunov Theorem have been obtained by Siegel [23]].

Note that all of periodic orbits near the origin lie on a 4-dimensional central manifold
of the Hamiltonian system with Hamiltonian (£.28]). It is straightforward to show that the
quadratic part H, of the reduced Hamiltonian on the 4-dimensional central manifold is posi-
tive definite (see the following (5.36))). So by Theorem[2.2] one can again prove that there are
two one parameter family of periodic orbits that lie near the origin.

However, we can further prove that periodic orbits are unexpectedly abundant (see the
following Theorem [5.3): the relative measure of the closure of the set of periodic orbits near
the origin in the four-dimensional central manifold is close to 1.

To prove this fact, by Theorem 2.7} it’s necessary to get the Birkhoff normal form of the
Hamiltonian (@.28)]) on the central manifold.

First, some tedious computation further yields

15)6% + )L(,xg

U(X383 +x5E5 +X686) =A+ + a3ox§ + a12X5x% + a4ox§ + azgxgx% +a04xg +---

2
where ) s 2 s
m3&3 mi& 93
it s 2
a30 - K4\/W - 3(112,
ag = as+ 3 (54 —4Ae),
aos = 3 (as— A +22),
ay = —(—4a4+2), _M)7
we o
_ <c+§)57<cf§)5+m2§3
- K5m1m2m3
Thus
2
_ -’ Yo Lioo 2, o _ 2 a2 2 a2
H(r,x,s,y) = 3 + > + 2[a) X5+ Y5 +ye +20(x6ys — x5y6) + (07 — A5)x5 + (07 — A ) xg]
As As
—xo[wzx% +Y§ +)% +2m(x6ys — xs5y6) + (602 - 7)36% + ((02 - 7)36%] - (a3ox§ +6112x5X%)
1
+5 [(x6ys5 — x5¥6 + @(x3 +x2)) — (x5y5 +Xe6Y6)*] — [a40Xs + @xx3xg + apaxg)

3X2 3(1)2 — 15 3(1)2 — )L(,
+ xo[az0x3 + ajaxsxg] + 70 (0§ + V3 + Y& +20(x6ys — x5y6) + fx% —5 :

As a matter of notational convenience, set

q0 = X0,91 = X5,492 = X6, P0 = Y0, P1 = Y5,P2 = Y6-
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Then the Hamiltonian H for the three-body problem is

2

[Q)
H:—70+H2+H3+H4+“', (5.34)
where

Hy = 3[p3+pi+ p3+2w0 (p1g2 — p2q1) + @3 a3 + (0 — As)q3 + (@f

A’ _)“5>Q%]7

5 6

Hy = —qo|0} g} + pi -+ p3 +200(qap1 — q1p2) + (0 — j)q% + (o — 7)61%] — (az0q; +a129193),
]

Hy = S|(@2p1 —q1p2 + (g7 +43))* — (q101 + 42p2)*] — [as0q] + a22qiq5 + aoaqs)
3q 30)2—15 30)2—),6
20 [@5q5+ Pt + P35+ 200(q2p1 — q1p2) + 03 qi + 03 7).
We now look for a change of variables from (p, g) to (p,q) such that H; takes the form

+qolazoq; +a12q143] +

2 2 2 2
wo(pg+ o (p? +
(poz CI()) n 1(1312 Cll) + 0paca.

Let J denote the usual symplectic matrix < I ! ) A straight forward computation

shows that the eigenvalues of the matrix J=5—= 82 ( ) are Ty, L i, tws.

Note that we can restrict our attention to the variables P1,P2,4q1,q2. For the eigenvalues
Wi, @y, —my, the corresponding eigenvector are

1
oo (246 +07—31) ioy (—2Ag+of+1) _ 2ioywy
2+ 07 434 7 2+ @34 7 —2Ac+ w4317 ?
1
226+03-31 ' 2d6+w3—3A " 226+ 03 317 ’
1
op(—246+03+31) W (—o 2 ) 2moy
246+@5—31 7 246+ 03 —31 T 2Agtw3—3M7 ’

It follows that we can introduce the following symplectic transformation to reduce the
Hamiltonian H:

( Po—\/_Po

C]O—\/—@

o (2A6+0}—3A)a; | op(—2A6+@3+31)pa

. CO()(—ZA@-FG)%-H%A)CD
PU= Rkt @i+3h) | (2wl —31)

V2 (226 +03-32)

o Y 5.35
_ o(2htoi+A)p | P\ aagred a2 1) (2,16+w%73,1+w2)q2 ( )
P2 = V(=226 +07+32) NG 75
g1 = ——— o 2mapy L 20000
\/_( 2%+w2+3l) V(2@ —31) | \/r(20+03—31)
\ \/— \/— NG
here
_ o Aet20i-2)
(LY PR I
_ 2o t2034)
T T g0l 3n
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Then the Hamiltonian H becomes

w2 2+2 ) 2+2
H(p.q) =~ 4 QEOLG0)  OPLEGD) | oy 0, 4 () + Halpo) 4. (536)

But we’d better introduce the following complex symplectic transformation to reduce the
Hamiltonian H:

nedie
_ Mo , i
Clo—ﬁ-l-ﬁ
ST U]
PL=0510 (5.37)
Cl1=?+i%
P2 =02
[ 2=T2

Then the Hamiltonian H becomes

2
oy . .
H({,n)= —70+10)0C0770+1w1§1771 + o Com+H3(C,n) +Hy(8,n)+-
We perform the change of variables ({,1) — (u,v) with a generating function

uoNo +urm +uso+S3(u,n) +Sa(u,n) +---,

such that in the new variables («,v) the Hamiltonian function reduces to a Birkhoff normal
form of degree 4 up to terms of degree higher than 4:

H(¢,n) =H(E(u,v),n(u,v)) = H(u,v)
= iwpuovo + i@ u1vy + Wrusvs — %[(Doo(uo\/o)2 + 011 (uv1)? + 02 (12v2)*
+ 201 (uovourvy) + 200 (ugvouava) + 2012 (ugviugva)| + -+ -

where S3 and S are forms of degree 3 and 4 in u, 1, and

Ss  as 3S; a5
3,95 3, 95

S R T R

First, it is straightforward to show that up to resonance relation of order 4, @, @y at most
satisfies a resonance relation of order 3 (@, = 2@y) for a curve in the space of masses. Fortu-
nately, this resonance relation does not appear in the process of obtaining the Birkhoff normal

form. So for every choice of masses, there is no resonance for the Hamiltonian function H.
We make use of the relation

H(u+ﬁ+—+---,n)zf}f(u,n+—+—+---) (5.38)

to find the Birkhoff normal form of degree 4.
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Equating the forms of order 3 in u,n of (3.38)) we obtain

053 dS; -
a—nznz 8u2 u) +Hs(u,m) = 0.

It follows that S3 can be determined. Then by equating the forms of order 4 in u,n of

(3.38) we obtain

dS4 &54 .08, 0S4 0S4 0S4
I Mo—35 - w0 )+1w1(a—mnl—a—ulul>+wz(an =3 o

1 .
+5 (@00 (ugvo)? + @11 (u1v1)* — @ (uzv2)? + 201 (ugvou vy ) — 2iany (ugvouavy)

— Ziwlz(ulvluz\/z)] =0,

953 d83 ., 083 d83

(3770 8—u0u0)+lw1(8—mm _8—u1u1)+w2(

(35— up) +Hz g+ Hy(u,m)

where H3_,4 is the forms of order 4 of H3(u 49 a 3M).

It follows that S4 and the Birkhoff normal form of degree 4 can be determined.

However, we remark that it is only necessary to determine wyg, Wy, ®;; for the Birkhoff
normal form on the center manifold.

For the Birkhoff normal form of degree 4 on the center manifold:

. . 1
H(u,v) = impugvo +iwjujvy — 5 [a)o()(uo\/())2 + W (u1V1)2 + 201 (uovourvi)| +-- -,
we can switch to action-angle variables, the above Birkhoff normal form becomes

1
H(p,9) = @opo -+ @1p1 + S[@0opg + @11p7 + 2001 p0p1] + -+ (5.39)

where p; =iu;v; (j =0, 1) are action variables, and

(27— 1)/ 2454 (704 1 4203 + 4172 — 767 — 28)

(t—1)(272+77+2) (812 +197—16) ’

Wo1 = —

—1678 — 12577 4+ 587° + 14367° +4547* — 27397% + 264072 — 11407 4 128
2(t—1)27(t+4)(2t—1) (872 + 197 - 16)
7 9a3)7(287°+1317° +4341*+5447° —47272 4 1407—120)
T (47+1)(412+77—6)

o1 =

—asA(T+4) (3t*+87% + 2477 + 8))
+

)

8A2(T+4)2(2t—1) (12— 1)

U 9%\ 3 [ (%), 104
T—z<5—7)+1\/9(7) —2 th

where
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Then

(T+4)(21—1)% (704 + 4273 + 4172 — 761 - 28)°

(t—1)27 (212 4+ 71+2)* (872 + 197 — 16)°
3

" 8A2T(T+4)2(21— 1)(41+1) (22— 1)* (472 + 77— 6) (872 + 197 — 16)

[—243a3,73 (22473 + 158077 +55137° 4 105027 — 3847* — 165527° +92521% — 45207
+1920) + 27a4A 7% (3847'0 +42407° + 190167° + 4531917 + 496941° — 1668817
—543527% 42039213 — 177767% + 582471+ 3072) +4A% (1 + 1)?(2567!2 4 35367!!

+ 12848710 — 158537% — 1611927% — 15786417 4+-2779661° + 13688917 — 3774381*
+2438767° — 352081 — 178887+ 3072)].

2
WpoW11 — Wy = —

A straight forward computation shows that for every choice of masses, @Wyy®;; — a)g1 £0.
Therefore, the reduced Hamiltonian on the 4-dimensional central manifold is nondegenerate.
Aa aresult, it follows from Theorem [2.7] that

Theorem 5.3 For every choice of positive masses of the planar three-body problem, there
are abundant periodic orbits near every Euler relative equilibrium, and the relative measure
of the closure of the set of periodic orbits in the polydisc ||p|| < € on the 4-dimensional center

manifold is at least 1 — 0(8% ).

Furthermore, one can show that the set of masses such that the frequency vector @ =
(wp, @) is resonant of order m > 4 is a real algebraic variety in the spaces of masses. In
fact, it suffices to observe that @ /@y is an algebraic function of masses. Then it follows that
generically frequency vectors @ = (@y, ®;) are nonresonant up to order m > 4. According
to Remark 211 it follows that, for any m > 4, the relative measure in the above theorem is at

m—3
least 1 —O(e % ) generically.

6 Periodic Orbits Near Euler-Moulton Relative Equilibria
of the N-body Problem

It’s natural to conjecture that generically there are abundant periodic orbits near a relative
equilibrium solution of the general N-body problem, although it’s not easy to prove this. But
as we would intuitively expect, for example, suppose that the quadratic part H, of the Hamil-
tonian for a relative equilibrium solution generated by a nondegenerate central configuration
€3 has d imaginary eigenvalues. Then the elements such as A, A, &, @jx etc would smoothly
depend on the masses, and the quadratic part H> corresponding to central configurations near
€3 would generically have d unequal imaginary eigenvalues which are nonresonant up to
order 4; and then, the Hamiltonian corresponding to central configurations near €3 would
generically be nondegenerate, as a result, it should prove that generically there are abun-
dant periodic orbits near the relative equilibrium on the 2d-dimensional center manifold by
Theorem 2.7l Unfortunately, we cannot rigorously prove this intuitive view.
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However, in this section we will prove rigorously that there are abundant periodic or-
bits near every Euler-Moulton relative equilibrium of the N-body Problem on the 2N — 2-
dimensional center manifold.

Theorem 6.1 For almost every choice of positive masses of the planar N-body problem, there
are abundant periodic orbits near the corresponding Euler-Moulton relative equilibrium, and
the relative measure of the closure of the set of periodic orbits in the polydisc ||p|| < € on the

2N — 2-dimensional center manifold is at least 1 — 0(8% ).

By Theorem 2.7, the key point is judging that the reduced Hamiltonian of the planar N-
body problem for every Euler-Moulton relative equilibrium on the center manifold is nonde-
generate. Because Euler-Moulton central configurations, i.e., collinear central configurations
are nondegenerate, the elements such as 4,4, &k, @j; etc smoothly depend on the masses
on the whole, indeed, algebraically depend on the masses on the whole. As a result, it is
easy to believe that the corresponding reduced Hamiltonian on the center manifold is nonde-
generate except a proper algebraic subset of the mass space. However, one can not simply
claim Theorem is correct, since we can not simply exclude constant value functions, or
more precisely, the elements such as the frequencies @ might be constant and resonant for
all the masses of the N-body Problem, then we cannot even obtain the Birkhoff normal form
of degree 4; even if the frequencies @y are not resonant and we could obtain the Birkhoff
normal form of degree 4, the determinant det(®;;) on the center manifold might be invari-
ably zero, that is, the reduced Hamiltonian on the center manifold is degenerate for all the
masses of the N-body Problem. This it’s necessary to prove rigorously that the elements such
as @y, det(ji), as algebraic functions of the masses, are not constant. We will prove this by
the perturbed method and the inductive method.

We remark that in the following it’s shown that the quadratic part H, of the reduced
Hamiltonian on the 2N — 2-dimensional central manifold is always positive definite (see the
following (6.59)). So by Theorem [2.2] one can prove that there are N — 1 one parameter
family of periodic orbits near every Euler-Moulton relative equilibrium.

6.1 Collinear Central Configurations

As a preliminary to the following sections, let’s recall the results of collinear central
configurations.
Suppose €3 =r = (£1,0,&,0,---,Ey,0)T € (R x 0)N € R?V is a collinear central con-

. . ; -2 0
figuration, then the matrix B j; = mr,3m k o 1 ), so M~ 1B becomes:
k
Al TTZD e ;’;_ND
I‘TD All e r3—D
12 2N
:;‘_11) ;’31_21) o ANN
1IN 2N
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where D = ( _02 (1) ) and the diagonal blocks are given by:

m;i
]

Ay = Y =ib
1<j<N,j#k jk

[26] has pointed out that {€5,Eg, -+, Ean_1,Eon} can be considered as

{€5,86=2E5,+,Emn—1,€v=Eoy 1},

then Q becomes block diagonal with block J = ( (1) _01 ) :

J

Q
I

(6.40)

We also have

3 A — Ay
Ao = \/8732 %1 g

A1 >3y/g3h,  for 3<k<N. (6.41)

For simplicity, we confine ourselves to the configuration space RY and suppose e, =
(&1,&,--+,Ev) " € RV is a collinear central configuration corresponding to €3 in the follow-
ing.

The equations (3.9) of central configurations become:

N
l'k) = —A,I‘k, 1 < k < N, (642)
J=1j#k elrs—ref? _rk|

here ry = & € R.

Without loss of generality, we fix A = 1, m; = 1 and assume & < & < --- < &y. Then
the equations (6.42)) are N algebraic equations of N Unknowns r, € R (k =1,2,---,N) with
N — 1 parameters my, (k =2,---,N). The equations (6.42) are independent at the central
configuration e; if and only if the matrix

2m 2my 2my
L+ Yi<j<n j#1 EN - A
2m ij 2my
-3 I+ Yi<jen a5 -3
D= 12 72 2N
2m, 2myp 1 2m;
— 3 -3 o T+ Yi<j<n j#n A
2y 2y <J<N,j#

is nonsingular at e;; and the central configuration e; is degenerate if and only if the matrix D
is degenerate at e;.

When masses parameters my > 0 (k= 2,---,N), it’s easy to see that all the eigenvalues
of D are positive, this is also true even for one of masses parameters my, (k =2,---,N) being
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zero (and for some of masses parameters my (k = 2,---,N) being zero under some additional
conditions). Therefore collinear central configuration are all nondegenerate, furthermore, the
elements &, (k=1,---,N) (or the vector e;) are algebraic functions of masses parameters.

Since the matrix D is symmetric linear mapping with respect to the scalar product (,),
there are N orthogonal eigenvectors e, e, --,ey of D with respect to the scalar product
(,). The eigenvectors ej,e,---,ey and the corresponding eigenvalues 11,1y, - -, 1y are also
algebraic functions of masses parameters. One can fix e; = (1,1,--- ,1)T and y =1 =A.
The eigenvalue 1, = 34 = 3.

It’s noteworthy that 1,(e2)/1;(e2) or y(ez)/A(E3) (k= 1,---,N) do not depend on the

. PR Ae(E3) . .
scale /g3 of the central configuration e;. The similar is true for NGVACDL Indeed, it’s obvious

that for k = 3,--- N, we have

In particular, we have
3 3 3
AT =gih =g; = e,
A«z*k_l :lk)u*, k:3,"',N (643)
A = 25%A%, k=3, N

6.2 Induction on Collinear Central Configurations

In this subsection we will obtain some information of the elements 1;,e; (k= 1,---,N)
by the perturbed method and the inductive method.

A. The two-body case. First, let’s consider the two-body problem: N = 2.

By the equations of central configurations

mz(%;él) =&, 640
ml(%*éz) =-5&, :
we have
er=(&,6)" rio =6 — & = /mj +my,
where - m
51 - - 2 52 - 2
(my +my)3 (my +my)3

Suppose my = €; is small, then

ex(e1) = (0,1)T +0(e1),

6.45
ma(en) = &—& = ViTe =1 +cien+0(ef), (645)

where ¢c; = %

B. The three-body case. Let’s firstly consider the restricted three-body problem: N =
3,m3=0.
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The equations (6.42) of central configurations reduce to the equations (6.44) of central
configurations for the two-body problem and the equation

mp
W(él &)+ %(52—53) =-&.

Then 7}, is same as that in (6.43) and we further have

£ 2
=5 = 1+ 5+ 0(m),
3 "2
> s
1’23(81) =€) +0r€f —|-0(81),
1 1
where ¢, = TR
By
142 _2m 0
2r12 2
m m
D= o 0
g mm
3 23 r13 ’23

it follows that

1 2
13(€1) = 1+2’"1 +2’:2 _312—12(:231 +0(81) 9—12c26} +0(¢}),

3

exer) = (81,8, E5)T = (0,1, 1)+ (0,0,c26}) T+ 0(e3),
es3(e1) =(0,0,1)".

Let’s further consider the three-body problem: N =3,m3 > 0. Suppose m3 = & = 0(81100)

is small, then it follows from the implicit function theorem that

13(81 82) = 13(81) —|-0(82) = 3211 — 126‘281 —l—O(

)

1

ex(er,£2) = ea(er) + O(e2) = (0,1,1)T +(0,0,c267) T+ O(e?), (6.46)
e3(€1,€2) = 63(81) + 0(82) = (0,0, 1)T + 0(82).

In particular, we have

1’12(81,82) = I’12(€1) + 0(82) =1 Il—clé‘l —|2-0(812),

L2 (6.47)
r3(€1,8) = r3(€)) +0(&) = c2€ +c3€] +0(g1).

C. The four-body case. Let’s firstly consider the restricted four-body problem: N =
4,my = 0.
The equations (6.42)) of central configurations reduce to the equations of central configu-
rations for the three-body problem and the equation
my my m3

+5 =&

_|_
(ro+rs+r4)?  (r3+ra)? r,
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Then ry,, 23 are same as that in (6.47) and we further have

82 2 281

S P e,
3 3 3 ’
34 (r12+r23) I3
or .
1 1
r34(81,82) = C3823 +0((8182>3 )7
1 1
where ¢3 = = 5=
3 \3/ 3211 \3/372
By
2my y 2my _2m _2my
L+ ’? + r?s ’?2 r?3
22m1 1 2m; | 2mj 2m3
T TR T
@ — 2m1 22”12 2ml 2m2
3 —3 1+=5t 452
2’13 2’23 r132 23 ) 5 5
m my ns3 m m2 m3
_r_l =N T3 1+ r 1+ s + r
14 24 34 14 24 34
it follows that

1 1 2
(e, 8) =1+2m 4 2m 2'"3 = 313(e1,8) + O(&] ) = 27 — 36¢2€7 + O(g} ),

14 24

1 1 2
2('91782) = (51752753754) = (07 17 17 1)T+(0707c2€137c2€13)T+0(813)7
es(e1,8) =(0,0,0,1)".

Let’s further consider the three-body problem: N = 3,m3 > 0.
Suppose my = €3 = 0(82100) is small, then it follows from the implicit function theorem

that
13(e1,8,8) = 13(¢,8) +0(&) = 3% — 12c2£1l +0(81%)
14(€1,6,83) = 4(€1,8) + 0(&3) =27 — 36C281 -1-0(51 )

ex(e1,8,8) = (£1,6,8,8) " =ex(e,&)+0(&) =(0,1,1 +6281 ,1+6281 )" +0(81%),

es(€1,6,8) =e4(€1,8) +0(&) = (0,0,0,1)T + 0(g&3),

and

ri2(€1,&,8) =ri2(e,&)+0(&) = rp(e)) +0(&) = 1 Feert 0(g}),
r3(€1,€2,8) = r3(€1,8) +0(&) = (&) +0(82) = 6281 +C2€1 +0(&1),

r3s(€1,8,83) = ra(€,&)+0(&) = 0382 +0((g1&8)3 )

D. The N-body case. In short, an easy induction gives

(€, . &) = (€1, - ,8-1)+0(&), n+1>k>3;

1
ln+2(817"'7811):3ln+1(817"'7€n)+0<€7?)7 n=> 1;
ek(817"'78n>:ek(8la"'78n—1>+0(8n)7 }’l+1 ZkZZ’
€, €1, &) = 07"'7071T7 }’l>1,
+2(&1 n) = ( ) > (6.48)
1n+1
1 1
”n+17n+2<€17 Tt 7€n) = cn+1€,f’ +0(<€n—1€n)§)7 n=12;

—_ 1
Cn+1—m—33n, nzl.
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To sum up, we have

=1,
lh = 3,1 , (6.49)
(e, ev-1) =3" 11 -306})+0(¢f), N>n>2;
and
eN(el, ,8N71> = (0, ,0,1>T+0(8N,1>,
nent (6.50)
(e, en—1) = (€1, 0 T,
where
én—kl_én:rmn—i-l, N—-1>n2>1, (6.51)
and

rio(€r, - En- 1):1+6181+0(812)
ra3(€r, - EN - 1) —czsl -l-c281 -I—O(81)
Fant1(€1, -+ EN—1) = CuE,) | + O((€1—2€4—1)3 i), N—1>n>3.

6.3 The Resonance of Frequencies

In this subsection, we will prove that the frequencies of the reduced Hamiltonian on the
center manifold are nonresonant up to order 4 generically, and thus, we could obtain the
Birkhoff normal form of degree 4 for all the masses of the N-body Problem except at most a
proper algebraic subset of the mass space.

Recall that the Hamiltonian is

y 1
H (x0,x,50,) = T+ 5 Folohg+ Zyk—zw Y gt Z % = 4]
k= j k=5
) 2 2N A* 1 2N
—  [xo(@"x5+ Zyk—Zw Z QkJXJYk+Z »’ _7)xk>+6 Z aijkxixjxk]
=5 ]k 5 =5 i,j k=5
1 ON
+ 3 Z ijxjyk—wzxk Zxk)’k — Z a; jkXiX jXx
2 6 —
Jj.k=5 i,j,k=5
3x 2 5 5 2N )L*
+ 5 [a) xp+ Zyk 2w Z qij]yk-i-z »’ —?)xk]
J,.k=5
w? 2N 3 ON ON N | W
— Zxk Zx Z )xk]—ﬂ Z Qpi jRXpXiX j X+, (6.52)
hii,j k=5

3
here @ = VA* = g§ and A*, A" satisfy the relations (€.43).
By (6.40), the quadratic part H of the Hamiltonian (6.52) is

1
H) = 5 S5+ 0°x]
A 2 2 2 2 k=1, o (6.53)
+) 5[)’2k—1 + 2 + 2022k -1 — X2k —1Y2%) + @7 (1 — 1 )x3 | + @ <T)x2"]’
k=3
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it’s easy to see that the 2N — 2 eigenvalues are
:l:a)()i7 Zl:(lbkfli, :l:COZk, k:377N

where

=0 =VA%
Wy = %\/\/91,3—34lk+25—lk+5, for ke {3, N},

ahk:%\/\/9l,§—34lk+25+lk—5, for ke {3,--- ,N}.

We will prove that wy, @1 (3 < k < N) are nonresonant up to order 4 generically. Ob-
viously, we need only consider the resonance of the frequencies t; (1 < k < N — 1), here

=1,
/"k:%\/\/9113“—34lk+1+25—lk+1+5, 2<k<N-I.

By virtue of (6.49), we have

1 2
W= ax+bef +0(e¥),  2<k<N-—I, (6.54)

where

ap = 3/ V/3FZ 343k 25 3k 4 5,
k=1 17-3k+2
by = 3 (\/9k+17343/<+25+1) @
VO 34364253k 45
It’s easy to see that a; is monotonically increasing with respect to k. As a matter of fact,

a straight forward computation shows that a; | /a; is monotonically decreasing with respect
to k > 2 and for kK > 2 we have

V1417 - 11
V3 <apir/ag < || ———— ~ 1.76186. (6.55)

472

Set a; = u; = 1 and note that a; = / 27 —122.07159. Let’s now prove that a; (1 <
k < N — 1) are nonresonant up to order 4.

To prove that a; (1 < k < N — 1) are nonresonant of order 3, it suffices to show that both
of the following statements are impossible:

1) there exist two elements ay ,ay, (1 < k; < ky <N — 1) such that ay, = 2ay,;
2) there exist three elements ay, , ay,, ar, (1 <ky <k <kz <N —1) such that ai, = ay, +ay, .

By virtue of (6.33]) and a;. 1 /a; ~2.07159, it can easily be seen that the case 1) is impossible.
For the case 1), since we have the inequality

1

k3 —ky
2

|~

)ak3 <(—5+ )ak3 < Qi

[\S11 S}

1
akZ +akl < ( k37k2 +
372

[9%)
L= =

3
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we know that the case 2) is also impossible. Therefore a; (1 <k < N — 1) are nonresonant of
order 3.

To prove that a; (1 <k < N — 1) are nonresonant of order 4, it suffices to show that all of
the following statements are impossible:

3) there exist two elements ay,,ax, (1 < kj <k <N —1) such that a;, = 3ay,;

4) there exist three elements ay, , ax,,ar, (1 < ky < ky < ks <N —1) such that ai, = ay, +2a,
or dy, = Zakz :l:akl;

5) there exist four elements ay, , ax, , ar,, ak, (1 < ki < ky < k3 < kg <N —1) such that a;, =
ap, +ag, +ag, .-

First, it can easily be checked that the case 3) is impossible.
Next, for the case 4), if ko < k3 — 2, then we have the inequalities

1 2
Ak, +2ak1 < (_l +_4)ak3 < s,
32 2

3
2ak2 :|:ak1 < Zakz +ai, < (3% + é)a;g < Qs
if ky = k3 — 1,k; = ko — 1, then it can easily be checked that we have the inequalities

aj, + 2ak1 > Qi
Zakz +ag, > ai,,
2ak2 — Qg < Aisys

if ky = k3 — 1,k; < ko — 2, then we have the inequality

1 2
ak, +2a;, < (3—% +3—%)ak3 < Apy;

if kp = k3 — 1,k; = ko — 2, then it can easily be checked that we have the inequalities

2ak2 +ag, > ai,,
2ak2 — Qg < Aisys

if kp = k3 — 1,k; < ko — 3, then we have the inequality

2 1 2 1

s~ T ks = ( — )iy > gy
1762 i/ 7/ = B

2ak2 :i:ak1 > 2ak2 —day, > ( T62 — 3

to summarize, the case 4) is impossible.
For the case 5), if k3 < k4 —2 or kp < k3 —2 or k; < ky — 3, then we have the inequality

Ay > Ajy +ag, +ag,;
if k3 =ks—1,kp = ks —1,k; =k, — 1, then it can easily be checked that we have the inequality

ag, < gy +ag, +ag,;
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if k3 =ks—1,kp = ks —1,k; = ky — 2, then it can easily be checked that we have the inequality
iy ;é Ay + A, +akl;

the case 5) is impossible.

Thus we arrive at the conclusion that a; (1 <k < N — 1) are nonresonant up to order 4. As
a result, the frequencies @y, W1 (3 < k < N) are nonresonant up to order 4 for sufficiently
small €;. According to the fact that @y, w1 (3 < k < N) algebraically depend on the masses
on the whole, it follows that @y, @1 (3 < k < N) are nonresonant up to order 4 generically.
Therefore, we could obtain the Birkhoff normal form of degree 4 for all the masses of the
N-body Problem except at most a proper algebraic subset of the mass space.

6.4 The Degeneracy of The Reduced Hamiltonian

In this subsection, we will prove that the determinant of @;; on the center manifold is
not zero for appropriate masses by the perturbed method and the inductive method. Then
it follows that the reduced Hamiltonian on the center manifold is nondegenerate for all the
masses of the N-body problem except at most a proper algebraic subset of the mass space.

Suppose that the reduced Hamiltonian on the center manifold is nondegenerate for the

masses mj,---,my—_1 of the N — 1-body problem, by mathematical methods of induction,
we will prove that the reduced Hamiltonian on the center manifold is nondegenerate for the
masses myj, - -- ,my, of the N-body problem such that my = € is sufficiently small.

Note that if we consider the restricted N-body problem, that is, when € = 0, then the
definitions of qjk = <8j, (OJIJC‘>, ajjk = d3u‘§3(8,’, (o,j, Sk) and Apijk = d4U|§3 (Eh, (o,i, (o,j, Sk) may
be singular. This is because that gon 1,825 ~ €, and [[Ean_1 ||, ||Ean|| ~ V€ = 0, as a result,

1

Eon1 = (0,0, —
n—1 = ( 7

,0,)T +0(Ve).
For convenience, set

e(€) = [lex(e)]| (ex,1 (€),ex (), ern(e)) T, ke{2,4,---,N},

here e, (&) (k=2,4,--- ,N) can be treated as the vectors e;(my,--- ,my_1, €) in the subsection
6.2.
It’s clear that

ng—l(‘g) = (€k71(8),0,€k72(8>,0,' e 7ek7N(8>707)T7 fOT ke {27 T 7N}7

~

/éZk(g) - Eé_k_l - (O,€k71(8),0,€k72(8),0, T 707ek7N(8))T7 fOI’ ke {27 T 7N}7

where the central configuration 53(8) = (e2.1(€),0,e22(€),0,--- ,ean(€),0,) " satisfies the
condition
6271(8) < 6272(8) <K 6271\/(8).

Furthermore, it’s easy to see that

er,j(€) =er j(0)+0(g),  for je{l,---,N} and ke {2,--- ,N—1},
61\/7]'(8):0(\/5), fOI’ j€{17"'7N_1}7
€N7N(8) = ﬁ-l—O(\/E)
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erij(€) = ex j(€) —eri(€) = erij(0)+0(¢), for ke{2,--- ,N—1},
eN7ij(8>:0(\/E>7 fOl" i7j€{17"'7N_1}7
enjv(€) = Gz +O(VE),  for je{l,--.N—1}.

It’s noteworthy that |e ;;(0)| > 0 for i # j; the vector £3(0) (or e;(0)) is the central configu-
ration of the restricted N-body problem; the vectors £;(0) (3 <k <2N —2) and

82N—1(O) = (0707 T 70707 1707 )T7 SZN(O) = 8%N71<0)
are just eigenvectors of the restricted N-body problem; especially the vectors

(ex,1(0),ex2(0), -+ ,exn—1(0) ", ke{2,--- ,N—1}

are just eigenvectors of the collinear N — 1-body problem.
Thanks to (6.43) and (6.49), the corresponding eigenvalues A" (€) and A *(¢&) satisfy

2*(e) = [le2(e) > = A7(0) + O(e),
A(e) =25 (0)+0(e), for ke {54, --,2N}.

where the central configuration e (&) = (£1,&,---,&Ey) ! is the unique solution of the equa-
tions of central configurations:

3y

rj—ry) =1, 1 <k<N,
j= 1]¢k|r]—rk|

such that §; < & < --- < &y and A(e) = 1; and the eigenvalues A, (0) and A*(0) correspond
the restricted N-body problem, especially, they are the same as the corresponding values of
the N — 1-body problem.

Recall that
2N
~ - P
U(x)zU(X3€3—|—Zxk8k): Z l'_]
k=5 1<i<j<n Tij
N g * 2N 2N 2N * 2N
k2 aijk 3y 2 AT\ o i jk
- +k—5 P +i ;5 %x,—xjxk - 4 1;5)6](1;5(&; - T)Xk +h 'Zk—s ZZ A
- sJK= - - ol )K=
here
X3 =
N
rij= | (e2,x3+ Z ek,ijXok—1)> + (Z ek,ijX2k)?,
k=3 =
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and

A =A%(e), A=A (g),
aijkzaijk(f?), ahijkzahijk(E)-
Due to
m;m; mmj{l_ N exijXok— L Z n (X5 erixon—1) B (X5 exijxox)?
rij e, k=3  €2.ij 2= &, ij 29%71']'
B Z Z ChijX2%k-1 i €k,ijX2k—1 Pt 3(X 5 erijvon—1) (Lhs exijxon)
3
€2,ij =3 €2.j 2e; ;i
N 2N N 2N N
22 ki jX2k—1 2 3 €k,ijX2k \ 2 ) ki jX2k—1\4
_>(Zxk> +§(Z ”7_,) (Zxk>—z(z l],_ ) (Zxk)+(z ljf)
k=5 k=3  ©2ij k=5 k=3 ©2ij k=5 k=3  ©2ij
3 Y ekijxok .y N ek iiXok—1 0, o €k ij Xk o 5
() T4 gy SRTAEL 2 y SRR L o) x|,
8(}; e ) (;;3 e )(E,3 e ) H+O( x [I7)
it follows that
° 1 ° o1 301
Ux)=U+ E(AZNflx%N—l + Aondy) — 7595%1\/71 + meN*lx%N
3,2 e j~2 3 j~2 3 jL221\’_22
+Z{(X2N71 +x3y) Z(Ak— §>xk+ [(Aon—1— §>X2N71 + (Ao — E)XZN] Z X}
k=5 k=5

3
02 4 302 4 307 5

T v Ty T — N1y +R3+Ra+0 £+ 0(|| x ),

where Oz denotes the terms that whose coefficients are bounded with respect to 1/€; and

— 2N2 2N2 3

o Q A/ 2 al ik A N2
U=A1+ Z — X+ Z xzx]xk + Z xk Z xk + Z
k= hi, k=

Oh kxxxx
24 hAiA jAk
i,j,k=5

5

is the same as the terms of the function U (x) of the N — 1-body Problem up to degree 4;

N—1
Ry= Y 3m; YR 3 ex i (0) (3x0k— 133y — Xok— 13y + XokXoN—1X2N)
3 p—

j<N 637 jN(O) 7

3 3.3 2 2
Ri= Y mj [Zk 3 ek N (0) (43 X0k 1 + 50330k — OXoy— 15y Xk 1 — 6X3y_ | XonXk)
5

VE

j<N 627]'1\7(0)

N (Veeyn(e)* —1

£

2
3 4
(N 1+8X2N 355x_ 15y + 65y 1(2 e in( sz-1>

N—1 N—1 9, N—1 2
— 12xn 108 Z er,in(0)xox—1 Z er,in(0)xox + 75N Z er, in(0)xok | I

k=3 =3 =3
L=2%(0), Je=A(0),
diji = aijk(0), Apijic = anijr(0);
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N—1 N—1

m;j m;
o1=Y — >0, o= Y >0
Z’l e2,jn(0)* =1 e n(0)
4
it’s noteworthy that w is bounded with respect to €.
Then the Hamiltonian H becomes
2
)
H(-x07-x7y07y) = T +H2(x07x7)’O,)’) +H3(x07x7)’0,)’) +H4(x0,xa)’07)’) +-- (656)
where
Y(z) 155 = 2 u o 2 2
Hy = 7 + ~[07x5+ Zyk + Z 20 (xoky2k—1 — Xor—1y21) + Z((D —A)x] =
2 2 k=5 k=3 k=5
9 y%N—l +Y%N + 2@ (xonyan—1 — XoN—1Y2N) + (5)2(1 - iN)x%N—l + (;’2( lNz : )X%N
H, + 2 +087
and
H3 = {XO[Y2N |+ V3N 20 (xanyanv—1 — Xan—1Y2N)
2 o D lN 1 2 Gl 3 3 2
+ o (1—3)X2N71+(9 (T)xzzv]—759621\7—1+mx2N—1x2N+R3}+O\/§7
o Gl 3
Hy=Hy+ {x X + X Xy +R
4 = Ha+ {x0[— N 2\/—2N12N 3]
3x2 . . iy .2, IN+3
+ 70 Vav—1 + Van + 20 (xanyan—1 — Xan—1y2w) + O (1 — ?)X%Nfl + 0% ( ¢ ]
1 2N 2 OIN-2 ON ) OIN-2 ,
5 Z qrjXjVk — a)Zx — (Y quxjyi— Z = (Y o)+ (Y xon)
j k=5 j k=5 k=5 k=5
3,5 & A, 3 j~2 3 Ao, V52,
_[Z ((XZN—1+XZN)Z( k—E)Xk'i‘ (AZN*1_§>X2N—1+(A'2 —§>X2N Z Xje
k=5 k=5
3
02 4 3502 4 302 5
+?X2N 1+ T N T g Y- 1X2N+9Q4]}+0\/§’
o 2 o
Hy =2+ @23+ L2y + L0 20 (xopyou—1 — Xou 1Y2k)+22N 2(&? ) 7,
Hy = —[xo(@*x5+ L5 7 vq 2w22k 2 gy + LY 207 — %)ad) + z?’fﬁs Gk i),
p 1 2N 2 2N 2 2N 2 OIN-2
Z QkjXjyk — O Z ) Z XkVk) +E Z Qi jKXiX X
J:k=5 i,jk=5
32 .., OIN—2 ) IN—2 OIN—2 ) ik )
+70[(1’) g+ Y vi—20 Y qxi+ ) (@ _?)xk]
k=5 j k=5 k=5
3w22N2 232N222N—20 - | 2N-2
Z xk — Z xj) Z (/”Lk—a) )xk]_ﬁ Z dhijkxhxixjxk;
Jj=5 k=5 hii,j k=5
and
o _d)z o o o
H = T+HZ+H3+H4
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is the same as the terms of the Hamiltonian of the N — 1-body Problem up to degree 4;

o =+/A*(¢g), @ =+/A1%(0), iy = w(0).

According to the result in the subsection 6.3, it’s easy to see that the frequencies of the
problem are nonresonant up to order 4 for sufficiently small €. Therefore, the Hamiltonian H,
H and Hgi,, could be reduced to a Birkhoff normal form of degree 4. Here the Hamiltonian
Hgip, 1s a simplification of the Hamiltonian H:

Hsim(x07xay07)7) - HvimZ + HvimZ + Hvim4 (657)

where

2 2 . 2215 V.2 20 iy—1y 2
S Vv ey 20 (onyon—1—xon—1Yon )+ O (1—in x5y + 07 (L5 x5y
Hgimp = Hy + 2 )

9 30 2
Hgiz = Hy+ OLy3 — Loy 1x
e 2N—1 — 2 /e2N—-1'2N>
H o I_"I \2; 4 %\{7; 4 300 .2 2
simé = Ha — (Fxoy_ + 2520y — S92 X5y 1 Xy )-

As a matter of fact, we will show that the reduced Hamiltonian of H on the center manifold
is nondegenerate by comparing the determinants det(®j;) of the Birkhoff normal forms for
the two Hamiltonian H and Hg;,,.

Before comparing their determinants, let’s recall the process of obtaining Birkhoff normal
form of degree 4.

As a matter of notational convenience, set

qo = X0, P0 = Y0,
Gk = Xi+d, Dk = Ykra,  for ke {l,--- 2N —4}.

The first step of obtaining Birkhoff normal form is to simplify the quadratic part H, of
the Hamiltonian. It can easily be seen that the simplification of the quadratic part H, could
be achieved by the following transformation

( po = /@ppo
q0 = =
- o0 (245 4+ 05 34" )am-1 | oo( =245, 4+ 05 +317) (pata) k=1.---.N=2
P21 V1 (=245 o3 +34%) Vo (285 4+ 03, —31%) ’ T

209, 1%
(W%7k2+a)2k (—por+azz)

* 2 *
op 1 (=245, 4+ 03, A )pa ks T O3

- : + = k=1 N=2
P2k m(—222££4+?€%71+31*) . K rik ) ) 3
_ k—100P2x—1 O o (—Pok+ox k=1,--- . N=2
q2k-1 q @(ﬁlﬁ;ﬂ4+w§k4+3v) V(245 4t 03-307) S
91 2%tk =L o
L D2k = oy + rar k=l N=2
V (6.58)
here ( 2 )
_ Oy (A 205 AT — _
Fop_l = B ERTT A Ve k=1,---,N—-2,
209 (A3, 4203 +A"
r2k — _ zf* 2k+—iw2 _2];1* ) , k — 1, . 7N - 2’
2k+4 T2k

41



and
= = \/A’*’
D1 = %\/\/9l,g+2—34lk+2+25—lk+2+5, for ke {l,--- ,N—2},

Wy = %\/\/9l]%+2—34lk+2+25+lk+2—5, for ke{l,--- N—2}.

Then the Hamiltonian H becomes

wo wo(p3+a3) A2 o1 (P393 )
+ "+ +
H(p,q) = 2 2 k;[ 5 P22k ] (6.59)
+H3(p,q)+H4(p,CI)+
or by a further transformation
(o — Lo i
Po= 7%+ V2
qdo = % + %
kafIZCf%l—'—ln\z/kil? k:177N_2 (660)
qZkfl:nfk[il 1%17 k:177N_2
por = ok, k=1,---,N-2
L 92k = M2k, k=1,---,N-2
the Hamiltonian H becomes
W2 N-—2
H(¢,n)= ——+lwoCono+ Y [kt Gor—1 Mak—1 + @2 Souoi] +H3(§ 1) +Ha (8, 1) +
k=1

By the way, it’s obvious that the reduced Hamiltonian on the center manifold is positive
definite by (6.39). Therefore, one can obtain N — 1 one parameter family of periodic orbits
that lie near Euler relative equilibrium by Theorem 2.2

The second step of obtaining Birkhoff normal form is to simplify the cubic part H3 of the
Hamiltonian. This simplification could be achieved by a change of variables (£, 1) — (u,v)

with a generating function
2N—4

Z U Nk —|—S3(l/l, 77),
k=0

and S3 can be determined by the equation

an() 0 a o 0 = k— 1 an2k_1 2k—1 aMZk_] 2k—1
(6.61)
£Y o 25— 983 ) 4 ) 0.
= k an2k 2k aMZk 2k 3
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Similarly, the last step of obtaining Birkhoff normal form is to simplify the quartic part Hy
of the Hamiltonian, and this simplification could be achieved by a change of variables with a

generating function
ON—4

Z uknk+S3(uan> +S4(”777)7
k=0

S4 can be determined by the equation

S S N=2 S s
la)o(a—nzno — a—zuo) + kgl la)zkl(anz:_l Nok—1 — 3u2k4_1 Uk—1)
N-2
+ k; (tbk(%nzk - %u%) +H3 4+ Hy(u,m) + %[(Doo(uovo)2
N-2 N-2 N-2
+ Y o1 (uake v 1)? = Y @i (uava)* +2 Y @ a1 uovouni— 1vak—1
=1 =1 k=1
N-2
+2 Z 12k 1U2j—1V2j—1U2k—1V2h—1 — 2 Z i 21 (uovoukvar)
1<j<k<N-2 =1
N-2
-2 Z i1 ok (Uj—1v2j—1upvor) —2 Z M 2kt2jV2 U2k Vo) = 0,
k=1 1<j<k<N-2

(6.62)

where H3_,4 is the forms of order 4 of Hz(u + %—%, n).

Then the Birkhoff normal form of degree 4 for the Hamiltonian of H is

N-2 1
. . 2
H(u,v) = iwpugvo + Z [0k Uk —1Vok—1 + Opptiopvar] — 5 [@00 (uovo)
k=1
N-2 , N-—2 ) N-2
+ ka—LZk—l(qu—IVZk—l) - ok 2k (UokVor)” +2 Z W0 2k—1UOVOU2K—1V2k—1
k=1 k=1 k=1
N-—2
+2 Z D12k 1U2j—1V2j—1U2k—1V2k—1 — 2 Z i 21 (uovourkvor)
1<j<k<N-2 k=1
N-—2
-2 Z i1 ok (U j—1v2j—1upvor) —2 Z 2k U2 jV2 j U2k VL) 5
jk=1 1<j<k<N-2

and the determinant of the Birkhoff normal form for the reduced Hamiltonian of H on the
center manifold is the determinant of the matrix

oo Wo1 o3 T Wo 2N-5

o1 w11 W13 e W1 2N-5

Q= o3 w13 w33 e W3 2N—5
WooN—5 WioN-—5 W3oN-—5 -+ ON-_52N-5

Our task is now to estimate the values of elements in the above matrix Q. We can complete
this task by comparing the elements of the Hamiltonian H with that of the Hamiltonian Hy;y,,.
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First, thanks to the equation (6.62)), the element wj; is determined only by the coefficients
of the terms u ;N u; N in H3_,4 and Hy. So it is essential that to investigate H3, S3 and Hy.
Let the transformation

pk:q)k(C?n?g)? k:O717"'72N_4
k=0,1,--

qr = w(&,m,€), 1, 2N—4 (6.63)

denote the composite transformation of the transformations (6.38]) and (6.60)), here € in the
transformation just indicates the fact that the transformation depends on €. It can easily be
verified that

and the transformation

pe=0(§.,n,0), k=0,1,---,2N—4
{Qk:Wk(Can,O), k=0,1,---,2N -4 (6.64)

is exactly the transformation simplifying the quadratic part H;,,p of the Hamiltonian Hj,,.
As a matter of notational convenience, in the following we simply write ¢, and y; to
represent ¢ (£, 1, ¢€) and wi (£, 1, €) respectively, similarly, ¢ and ¥ represent ¢ (£, 1,0)
and yi (£, n,0) respectively.
A straight forward computation shows that the parts of H and Hg;,, have the following
relations

N=-2

Hy(¢,y) =imo&omo+ Y. i1 Cox1M2k—1 + @uloxNok] = Haim2 (9, ) + O,
k=1

H; (9, ) = Hyin3 (0, 9) — {W0[3y_s + 03y_s + 2D (Von—aPon—5 — Yan—son—_4)
. . . o Iv—1., .
+ 07 (1= )y s+ 02 (F )Wy a] + Ra(0. )} + 0z

= Hyim3(9, W) + O1(Son—s, Son—4, on—s5, v —a) + 0. /g5

Hy(¢, W) = Hyina (9, 9) + O1(Lon—s, Con—4. Nan—s, Mav—a) + O 5+
y Y ek i (0) (4W3y s Wake1 + 3 Wy 4 Wor — 6Wan—s W2y Va1 — 6Way s Wan—a Vi)
j<N \/Ee; jN(O)/ mj ,

where O1(&n_s, Sonv—a, Mon—5, Mon—4) denotes the terms which contain at least two of {5,
Con—4, Man—5,M2n—4 as a factor and whose coefficients are bounded with respect to €.
According to the equation (6.61)), the function S35 for the Hamiltonian H has the form

S3(u,n) = Ssim3 (4, M) + O1(u2n—s, uan—4a, Mon—5,Nan—-4) + O /z,

where the function Sj;;,,3 corresponds to the Hamiltonian Hy;y,,.
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Consequently, the coefficients c j of the terms u ;1 ;uxny in Hz_.4 (or H3(u+ %—%, 1n)) have

the forms

cjk:cAvimjk"i_O(\/E), Jok=0,1,--- 2N —6
Cjk = Csimjk + O(1), j=0,1,--- 2N—6, k=2N—-5,2N—4
1
Cjk:Csimjk‘i‘O(T), j,k=2N—52N—4
€
where ¢y j are the coefficients of the terms u ;1 jug )y in Hjp3 (u + a%f, n). Similarly,
djk:dsimjk-i‘O(\/E), ]7k2071772N_6
dji = dgimji +O(1), j=0,1,--- 2N—6; k=2N—-52N—4
1
dix =dgmix+0(—=), ,k=2N—52N —4
jk sim jk (\/E) J
where djx and dg;p jx are the coefficients of the terms u;njuny in Hy(u, 1) and Hgjpa(u, M)

respectively.
We claim that

Csimjk+dsimjk:con5t:0(1)7 j,kIO,l,"',ZN—6

cstm]k+dvlm]k207 ]:071772N_69 kZZN_572N_4
1 :

Csimjk t dsimjk ~ =’ jk=2N—-52N—4

and the determinants det(Q) and det (Qy;,,) of the Birkhoff normal forms for the Hamiltonian
H and Hj;, satisfy

1 1
dtQ.W'mN—, det(Q) = det(Qgim o(—=).
et (Qsim) ~ e()e(v)+(\/5)
As a matter of fact, the claim will be prove if we can obtain the Birkhoff normal form of
the Hamiltonian H;,,.
According to (6.37)), it’s easy to see that we need only pay attention to the Hamiltonian

1 iy—1

He = E[y%Nfl + 3y + 2@ (anyan—1 — Xan—1y2n) + @ (1 — Iy)By_q + &% 5 )x3n]
3
G] 3 36] 2 62 4 §0-2 4 362 2 2
—i——x 1 — ——=XON_1X — | —Xon_ +—X — —Xon_1 X .
JE N 2\/52N12N (Sle e 2N 82N12N)

Because the other part H of the Hamiltonian Hy;,, by the inductive hypothesis, could be
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directly transformed into the Birkhoff normal form

N-3

© . o o o o 1 o
H = iwyuovo + Z [k —1uap—1Var—1 + Doguvar] — 5 [COOO(MOVO)2
k=1

N-3

=

N-3

O 2 O

O ok Uk vk )™ +2 Z Wp,2k—1UOVOU2k—1V2k—1
k=1 k=1

N-3

=3 i
+ ) 1261 (Uok—1V2k—1)" —
=1

N-3

+2 Z W12k 1U2j—1V2j—1U2k—1V2k—1 — 2 Z i 21 (uovoukvor)

1< j<k<N—3 k=1

N-3

-2 Z 101 ok (Uoj—1v2j—1uopvor) —2 Z @ j 2k U2 jV2 jU2K VL) -
k=1 1< j<k<N—3

An argument similar to the one used in the previous sections shows that the Birkhoff
normal form of the Hamiltonian H is

e O O 1 O 2
iy —5UN—5VIN-5 + ON-4U2N-4V2N-4 — 5 [@on—528—5(UoN—5VoN—5)

— N4 N4 (Uan—4van—a)? — 2oy s on—a(uan—svan—_suan—avan—4)],

where
o 6144 fumin (913 — 61iF + 1271y — 75) of
N—-52N-5 — — y ’
7 fdenw48
WHN-—52N—4 =

€iny/ (iN — 3)iN (9i1%/ — 341y + 25) (27i1%/ — 951y + 50) ot

(1621 — 102915, 4245715 — 26951y + 825 — éiy (811§ — 5551y + 139715 — 15451y +550) ] ;
Frum = 3EIN[9(9A — 106) 1% — (165A+ 1774)i3 + (117TA+ 17576)i% — 5(827A+7161)iy
+4450(A+5) +24313] + [-81(7A — 80) iy + 3(363A +4430)i3 — (9097A + 131244)i%
+ (30667A+276755) iy — 36300(A+5) — 170113],

faen = (A— iy +35)*(A+ 1y —5)[S(A+3) —3iy][(3A —34)iy + 5(A+5) +9i)°

[(3A+34)iy+5(A—5)—9i3],

. O

== A=+/(ly —1)(91y —25);
=25 V(=D —25)

here we omit the long expression of Wyy—4 2v—4 Which is similar to that of @y—_525-s5.

Let det(£2) be the determinant of the Birkhoff normal form for the reduced Hamiltonian
of H on the center manifold, then

det (Qqim) = det (Q) @y —5.on-s5.

To prove det () # 0, it suffices to prove fy, # 0.

First, according to the definitions of ¢, 0, and @, it follows that ¢ does not depend on
the scale of the central configuration e, (0) of the restricted N-body problem, here recall that
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the central configuration e;(0)

0) = (&1, &,

--,Ey) T is the unique solution of the equations of
central configurations of the restricted N-body problem:
N
) rj—r)=-T,1<k<N,
=1, 4k |rj _rk|
such that & < & < -+

-< Eyand A(ey) = 1. Hence ¢ =

> can be rewritten as
1
—1 N—1
. m; m;
é= ) w5/l
L& &7

Y )
= Ev=¢))
Thanks to (6.31)), it follows that

. 1
é=| ; 5

3
CN—1My_

(14 o(1)]/[———

(Lo = 1 (140(1))
CN—1"MN—1

where o(1) denotes infinitesimal. Due to (6.49), we have

Recall that iy = 3V=! +0(1), as a result, we have

Frum = 2(1—3)[2431% —3241° —

23101 + 65401 — 3125
912 — 341 +25 (8117 + 451> + 8831 — 625)]
where 1 = 3V 1,

+o(1),
A straight forward computation shows that the function
24314 — 32417 —

23101” + 65401 — 3125 + /912 — 341 425 (811° +451” + 8831 — 625)
is never zero for any N > 3

Thus we can summarize what we have proved as the following proposition

Proposition 6.1 For sufficiently small masses my (k=2,---,N), the reduced Hamiltonian on
the center manifold near every Euler-Moulton relative equilibrium is nondegenerate for the
corresponding planar N-body problem

By this proposition, it’s clear that Theorem 6.1 holds
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