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Abstract

We consider the task of classifying relative equilibria for mechanical
systems with rotational symmetry. We divide relative equilibria into
two natural groups: a generic class which we call normal, and a non-
generic abnormal class. The eigenvalues of the locked inertia tensor
descend to shape-space and endow it with the geometric structure of
a 3-web with the property that any normal relative equilibrium occurs
as a critical point of the potential restricted to a leaf from the web.
To demonstrate the utility of this web structure we show how the
spherical 3-body problem gives rise to a web of Cayley cubics on the
3-sphere, and use this to fully classify the relative equilibria for the
case of equal masses.
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Background and Outline

Finding general solutions of a dynamical system is often far too much to ask.
Instead, we redirect our efforts to finding ‘special’ solutions which are more
tractable. The equilibria are one such example. There is another example if
the system admits a symmetric group action by a Lie group G, namely the
relative equilibria (RE). These are solutions which are themselves orbits
of one-parameter subgroups of G.

Perhaps the most famous examples of RE are the central configurations
in the planar n-body problem. These are solutions where the bodies rotate
around their centre of mass as if they were a rigid system. They were classified
for n = 3 by Euler and Lagrange, but for general n only partial results are
known. Even the question of whether there exist finitely many RE for n > 5
remains unsolved (Problem 6 in Smale’s list [19]).

To motivate the results of this paper it is worth taking a quick look at
what is involved in finding RE for the n-body problem with equal masses.
Let q be the vector of particle positions and F the vector of forces. The
centrifugal force scales linearly with distance, and so to balance the forces in
a rotating frame we require

F = −κq

for some positive κ. Force is the negative gradient of the potential V and
the vector q is half the gradient of the inertia λ = |q|2. Thus, we have a
Lagrange-multiplier problem 2∇V = κ∇λ. Since the inertia and potential
are rotationally symmetric, we may as well take the quotient of all configu-
rations with a common centre of mass by SO(2) to obtain what is called the
shape space. Classifying RE now amounts to finding critical points of the
potential restricted to level sets of the inertia in shape space.

There is a very nice picture of this for the 3-body problem. The level
sets of the inertia in shape space are pairs-of-pants, as shown in Figure 1

2



(see [14, Ch. 14] for a good explanation). One can directly see the RE as
the critical points of the potential: the Euler solutions are the three saddle
points around the equator, and the two critical points on the top and bottom
are the Lagrangian solutions.

Figure 1: Constant inertia surface in shape space for the planar 3-body
problem. The contours are of the potential energy.

The impetus for this work came from asking whether there is a similar
nice picture for the spherical 3-body problem, where the bodies are now
constrained to move on a sphere. This problem has attracted growing interest
in the last few years (we recommend [2] for a good review of the literature).
Unlike the planar problem, there is no such thing as a centre-of-mass frame,
and so one must consider the larger group SO(3) of rotations. This means
that it no longer makes sense to talk about the inertia in shape space, since
the inertia now depends not just on the shape of the bodies but also on the
axis of rotation. However, the eigenvalues of the inertia tensor do descend to
shape space, and their level sets define a geometric structure which we call
a web.

Definition 1. A k-web on a manifold is a collection of regular foliations
{F1, . . . ,Fk} defined almost everywhere and given locally by the level sets of
functions Λ1, . . . ,Λk.

We can now state our main result. Let Q be a configuration space upon
which SO(3) acts freely and isometrically, and equip it with a potential
energy V which is invariant with respect to the action.

Theorem 1. The eigenvalues of the locked inertia tensor Iq descend to shape
space B = Q/SO(3) and their level sets endow it with the structure of a 3-
web. A point x in B is a normal relative equilibrium if and only if 2∇V =
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κ∇λj for some multiplicity-1 eigenvalue λj and some κ ≥ 0. In particular,
x must be a critical point of V restricted to the leaf of constant λj. The
angular momentum of the relative equilibrium is an eigenvector Lj of Iq with
eigenvalue λj and magnitude |Lj|2 = κλ2

j .

In the context of the theorem a normal RE is understood to mean a
RE whose angular momentum is not an eigenvector of the inertia tensor
for a repeated eigenvalue. The abnormal RE are quite special, since it is
precisely where the eigenvalues are repeated that the 3-web becomes singular.
Classifying the abnormal RE requires a separate analysis, and are possibly
related to the presence of degenerate RE which are not ‘persistent’ in phase
space (in the sense described in [12]).

To frame how Theorem 1 compares with existing methods of classifying
RE some historical comments are in order. Let M be a symplectic manifold
equipped with a Hamiltonian group action G with momentum map Φ. In
his study of the planar n-body problem, Smale devises an effective charac-
terisation of the RE as critical points of the energy-momentum map [17, 18].
Thus, if H is a G-invariant Hamiltonian on M , the RE are classified by the
critical points of H restricted to a level set Φ−1(µ). Equivalently, one talks
of critical points of the augmented Hamiltonian Hξ = H − ⟨Φ, ξ⟩.

We can go one step further by passing to the quotient and considering
critical points of the reduced Hamiltonian on the symplectic reduced space
Φ−1(µ)/Gµ. Thus, for a mechanical system M = T ∗Q we have the task of
classifying critical points on a manifold of dimension

2 dimQ− dimG− dimGµ.

In particular, for the case of rotational symmetry where G = SO(3), this will
typically involve finding critical points on a manifold of dimension 2 dimQ−4.

In fact, for mechanical systems we can improve upon this still by consid-
ering the amended potential

Vµ(q) = V (q) +
1

2
⟨µ, I−1

q (µ)⟩.

The RE of a mechanical system can equivalently be characterised as criti-
cal points of Vµ [11]. From a computational perspective this is a significant
improvement, since we need only compute critical points on a manifold of
dimension dimQ. However, how should one choose µ in the amended po-
tential? The magnitude of µ clearly makes a difference, however choosing
a different Ad∗

g µ on the coadjoint orbit through µ shouldn’t make much
difference, since both the dynamics and momentum map are G-equivariant.
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Theorem 1 can be seen as a way of eliminating this redundancy in the
choice of µ. The amended potential does not descend to shape space. How-
ever, by locally describing the configuration space as a principal G-bundle
over shape space, we can introduce a slightly different notion of amended
potential VL which is defined with respect to the ‘body’ momentum L (as
opposed to the ‘spatial’ momentum µ). This function does descend to shape
space, and is a crucial step in establishing the theorem.

In summary, this theorem furnishes shape space with additional geometric
structure, and provides a less taxing method for classifying the RE. Indeed,
RE can now be classified as critical points restricted to a leaf of the web,
which will typically have dimension dimQ − 4; an improvement over the
amended potential method. In answer to our original question, we do indeed
find a nice picture for the spherical 3-body problem, and we invite the reader
to skip ahead to Figure 5 to behold a 3-web of Cayley cubics in shape space.

We conclude with a brief outline of the paper. In Section 1 we prove a
stronger version of Theorem 1 which applies to any compact group acting
freely on configuration space. Section 2 presents a trio of 3-webs arising
from physical problems: a rubber ball, the triatomic molecule, and the full-
body satellite problem. We show how an understanding of these webs can
be used to deduce various existence results for RE. In Section 3 we apply
Theorem 1 to obtain a complete and self-contained classification of the RE
for the equal-mass spherical 3-body problem. We would like to point out that
this classification is not new, having recently been established in a series of
preprints by Fujiwara & Pérez-Chavela [5, 7, 6, 8, 9] and the article [10].
In the final section we show how the energy-momentum method of [16] for
assessing stability fits into our formalism. We then apply this to the Eulerian
and Lagrangian families of RE for the spherical 3-body; so-called since they
generalise the RE of Euler and Lagrange in the planar 3-body problem.

1 Main Result

Let Q be configuration space and G a Lie group which acts on Q. We shall
suppose that the orbit-map π : Q → B is a smooth principal G-bundle onto
the shape space B = Q/G. We note that this assumption automatically
holds if the action is free and the group compact. Additionally, we equip Q
with a G-invariant metric, and a G-invariant scalar function V .
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1.1 Reduction

The horizontal subspace Hq is the orthogonal complement to the tangent
space of the G-orbit passing through q ∈ Q. The pushforward of π establishes
an isomorphism between Hq and the tangent space to x = π(q). Since the
metric on Q is G-invariant, the pushforward-metric does not depend on the
choice of q in the fibre of π, and hence, we have a well-defined reduced metric
on B.

Let U be a chart of B and σ a local section of the bundle over U . Consider
the decomposition of a tangent vector into its horizontal and vertical parts
q̇ = H + V . We may identify this with the pair ẋ = π∗(H) and ġ, where
V = ġσ(x). This establishes an orthogonal decomposition TUQ = TU ×TG.
As the metric is G-invariant, the length of a vertical vector ġq is the same as
ωq, where ω = g−1ġ is the (body) angular velocity in the Lie algebra g.
It follows that

|q̇|2 = ⟨Mx(ẋ), ẋ⟩+ ⟨Iσ(x)(ω), ω⟩ (1.1)

where Mx : TxB → T ∗
xB is the metric tensor for the reduced metric on shape

space, and Iq : g → g∗ is the symmetric (locked) inertia tensor satisfying
|ωq|2 = ⟨Iq(ω), ω⟩ for all ω.

Remark 1.1. If we choose a different section σ 7→ gσ then the inertia tensor
varies according to the representation of G on Sym2g∗ given by

Igq = Ad∗
g ◦ Iq ◦ Ad−1

g . (1.2)

We now consider a mechanical system onQ with Lagrangian |q̇|2/2−V (q).
The Legendre transform on TUQ = TU×TG sends the tangent vector (ẋ, gω)
to (y, gL) where

y = Mx(ẋ)

is the reduced momentum in T ∗
xB, and

L = Iσ(x)(ω)

is the (body) angular momentum in g∗. The Hamiltonian on T ∗U×T ∗G
is thus,

H(x, y; g, L) =
1

2
⟨y,M−1

x (y)⟩+ 1

2
⟨L, I−1

σ(x)(L)⟩+ V (x). (1.3)

Observe that this Hamiltonian does not depend on g. Indeed, it descends to
the reduced space T ∗U × g∗ given by left-translating covectors on T ∗G to g∗.
We caution that this is not equipped with the standard Poisson structure.
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This is a consequence of the identification TUQ = TU × TG not being the
lift of a diffeomorphism between base spaces.

The momentum map viewed on TQ sends q̇ to Iq(ξ) where ξ = Adg ω is
the (spatial) angular velocity and q = gσ(x) (see [14, Proposition 14.1]).
Thus, with the aid of Eq. (1.2) we see that the (spatial) angular mo-
mentum µ = Ad∗

g L is a conserved quantity. The symplectic reduced space
with momentum µ is therefore T ∗U ×O where O is the coadjoint orbit in g∗

through µ.

1.2 The Amended and Augmented Webs

A RE is a solution contained to a group orbit. Hence, RE correspond to
fixed points in the reduced space. Equivalently, they are critical points of
the reduced Hamiltonian. Let γ(t) = (x, y, L) be a curve in T ∗U ×O. Using
the fact that M and I are symmetric we have

d

dt
H(γ(t)) = ⟨ẏ,M−1

x y⟩+ 1

2
⟨y, Ṁ−1

x y⟩+ ⟨L̇, I−1
x L⟩+ 1

2
⟨L, İ−1

x L⟩+ V̇ . (1.4)

For γ(0) = (x0, y0, L0) to be a critical point of H we clearly require y0 to
be zero, and so when we talk of RE we shall only make reference to the
(x0, L0)-coordinate. We see from Eq. (1.4) that (x0, L0) is a RE if and only
if L0 is a critical point of the quadratic form

Jx0(L) =
1

2
⟨L, I−1

x0
L⟩ (1.5)

restricted to O, and x0 is a critical point of the (reduced) amended po-
tential

VL0(x) = V (x) + Jx(L0). (1.6)

These two conditions are in a sense coupled. To find a critical point x0 of
VL0 one must first decide on an appropriate L0, but finding a critical L0 of
Jx0 itself depends on a choice of x0. The main idea in the following theorem
is to decouple this interdependence by selecting a section σ which ‘follows’
the critical points of Jx0 on a given orbit.

Definition 2. We will call a relative equilibrium (x0, L0) normal if L0 is a
non-degenerate critical point of Jx0 restricted to the coadjoint orbit through
L0.

Theorem 2. For every coadjoint orbit O in g∗ we may define the amended
web on shape space defined locally by the level sets of functions Γ0, . . . ,Γk. A
point x0 is a normal relative equilibrium with angular momentum belonging
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to a scalar multiple of O if and only if ∇V = −κ∇Γj for some j and κ ≥ 0.
In particular, x0 must be a critical point of the potential restricted to a leaf
of constant Γj.

Proof. As the coadjoint orbit O is compact it must contain finitely many
non-degenerate critical points L0, . . . , Lk of the function Jx0 . Non-degenerate
critical points are stable under perturbations, and so locally in some neigh-
bourhood U of x0 we have Lj(x) with Lj(x0) = Lj and which are critical
points of Jx restricted to O for each x ∈ U .

Introduce the functions Γj(x) = Jx(Lj(x)). We now make an explicit
choice of section σ, choosing instead the section g(x)σ(x) where g(x) satisfies

Ad∗
g(x) L0(x) = L0.

In light of Remark 1.1 we see that for this choice of section VL0 = V + Γ0.
Since x0 must be a critical point of the amended potential at the RE, it
follows that

∇V
∣∣
x0

= −∇Γ0

∣∣
x0
. (1.7)

The term on the right hand side is quadratic in L0, and therefore, if ∇V is a
negative scalar multiple of ∇Γ0, then there exists a scalar multiple of L0 for
which Eq. (1.7) holds.

We may adapt this construction to define a different web which classi-
fies RE according to their angular velocity ω instead of the momentum L.
Introduce the quadratic form

Kx(ω) =
1

2
⟨Ix(ω), ω⟩ (1.8)

on g and observe that Jx(L) = Kx(ω) for L = Ix(ω).

Lemma 1.1. The following are equivalent: L = Ix(ω) satisfies

ad∗
ω L = 0; (1.9)

L is a critical point of Jx restricted to the coadjoint orbit through L; and, ω
is a critical point of Kx restricted to the adjoint orbit through ω.

Proof. The infinitesimal change in Jx(L) generated by the tangent vector
ad∗

ξ L is

1

2
⟨ad∗

ξ L, I−1
x L⟩+ 1

2
⟨L, I−1

x (ad∗
ξ L)⟩ = ⟨ad∗

ξ L, ω⟩ = −⟨ad∗
ω L, ξ⟩.

This is also the same as the infinitesimal change in Kx(ω) generated by the
tangent vector adξ ω. Therefore, both points are critical if this is zero for all
ξ.
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Differentiating the constant ⟨ω0, IxI−1
x L0⟩ reveals that the term ⟨L, İ−1

x L⟩
in Eq. (1.4) may be replaced with −⟨İx(ω), ω⟩. Together with the previous
lemma this gives us an alternative characterisation of RE. The pair (x0, L0)
is a RE if and only if ω0 = I−1

x0
(L0) is a critical point of Kx0 restricted to the

adjoint orbit O, and if x0 is a critical point of the (reduced) augmented
potential

Vω0(x) = V (x)−Kx(ω0). (1.10)

We will also call a RE normal if ω0 is a non-degenerate critical point of Kx0

restricted to O. Theorem 2 may now be modified to

Theorem 3. For every adjoint orbit O in g we may define the augmented
web on shape space defined locally by the level sets of functions Λ0, . . . ,Λk.
A point x0 is a normal relative equilibrium with angular velocity belonging
to a scalar multiple of O if and only if ∇V = κ∇Λj for some j and some
κ ≥ 0. In particular, x0 must be a critical point of the potential restricted to
a leaf of constant Λj.

1.3 The Special Case of Rotational Symmetry

ForG compact we may identify g with its dual, and the adjoint representation
with the coadjoint representation. The inertia tensor is now identified with
a symmetric map Ix : g → g. Eq. (1.9) becomes

[ω, L] = 0, (1.11)

where [ , ] denotes the Lie bracket on g. In particular, a necessary condition
for (x, L) to be a RE is that L = Ix(ω) be contained to the centralizer of ω.

Proof of Theorem 1. For the Lie algebra so(3) the centralizer of any non-zero
ω is the line spanned by ω. Therefore, in the special case where g = so(3)
the solutions to Eq. (1.11) are the eigenvectors of Ix. Observe that a RE
with angular velocity ω is normal if and only if the corresponding eigenvalue
has multiplicity one

The orbits of so(3) are spheres of constant |ω|2, and so all non-zero orbits
are scalar multiples of each other. If we now apply Theorem 3 to this special
case then we see that the web is defined by the functions

Λj = Kx(ωj) =
1

2
|ωj|2λj

where ωj is an eigenvector of Ix with eigenvalue λj.
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Remark 1.2. For rotational symmetry the augmented and amended webs
coincide. One gives the level sets of λj, and the other gives those of λ−1

j . We
shall therefore simply refer to ‘the web’ in these cases.

Example 1.1 (The spherical 2-body problem). Consider two non-colinear
particles q1 and q2 on the unit sphere with masses m1 and m2, respectively.
Suppose that they are subject to a strictly attractive potential force which
only depends on the angle θ ∈ (0, π) subtended between them. The orbit-
map π(q1, q2) = θ is a principal SO(3)-bundle and admits a global section
σ sending θ to the pair q1 = (1, 0, 0) and q2 = (cos θ, sin θ, 0). The locked
inertia tensor for this pair of points is

Iθ =

 m2 sin
2 θ −m2

2
sin 2θ 0

−m2

2
sin 2θ m1 +m2 cos

2 θ 0
0 0 m1 +m2

 (1.12)

with characteristic polynomial

(m1 +m2 − t)
(
2t−m1 −m2 −

√
Dθ

)(
2t−m1 −m2 +

√
Dθ

)
, (1.13)

where Dθ = m2
1 + 2m1m2 cos 2θ + m2

2. The eigenvalue λ0 = m1 + m2 is
constant in θ, and therefore defines a trivial leaf of the web equal to the
whole of shape space. The two remaining eigenvalues

λ± =
m1 +m2 ±

√
Dθ

2
(1.14)

define leaves of the web which are discrete points. The derivatives dλ±/dθ =
∓m1m2 sin 2θ/

√
Dθ have opposite signs, and hence, for a strictly attractive

force with dV/dθ > 0, there exists a single normal RE (up to time-reversal
symmetry) for every θ < π/2 with inertia λ−, and every θ > π/2 with inertia
λ+.

To handle abnormal RE we must first identify the x0 in shape space for
which the inertia tensor admits repeated eigenvalues. Once we have done so,
we must find when x0 is a critical point of Vω as ω ranges over the repeated
eigenspace. In this example, the inertia Iθ admits repeated eigenvalues when
m1 = m2 = m and for θ = π/2. In this case, the eigenspace for the repeated
eigenvalue is the plane ω = (u, v, 0) with u, v ∈ R. A computation reveals

1

2

d

dθ

∣∣∣
θ=π/2

⟨Iθ(ω), ω⟩ = muv (1.15)

from which we conclude that an entire family of abnormal RE exist for the
precise case of equal masses and θ = π/2, provided muv = |V ′(π/2)|. This
completes the classification of RE for the spherical 2-body problem [1].
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2 Examples of Webs

The most interesting examples of 3-webs are those which we can visualise
in 3-dimensional space. We should therefore like to gather examples of 6-
dimensional configuration spaces Q upon which SO(3) acts freely. Below we
enumerate four examples together with a physical motivation for each.

Q Physical example

Sym2R3 a rubber ball

R3 ×R3 a triatomic molecule

SE(3) a body in a central force field

S2 × S2 × S2 the spherical 3-body problem

In this section we shall exhibit the 3-webs in the first three examples, pre-
senting them in increasing order of complexity. For the rubber ball the web
is given by linear planes, for the triatomic molecule they are planes and
quadratic cones, and for the orbital satellite they are an intriguing family of
quartic surfaces.

For more general symmetry groups there are more solutions to Eq. 1.11
than just the eigenvectors of Ix. For a fixed x this equation is quadratic
in ω ∈ g and the solutions depend very delicately upon the nature of the
Lie algebra and the inertia tensor. Furthermore, for larger groups there
is a greater variety of co/adjoint orbits. Consequently, there exists a fam-
ily of augmented/amended webs parametrised by the equivalence classes of
co/adjoint orbits, modulo scaling.

An example of a mechanical system with a larger symmetry group is the
Dirichlet system, whose RE were famously classified by Riemann and are
known as the Riemannian ellipsoids [15].

Q Physical example

SL(3) an incompressible liquid drop

This Q admits a symmetric group action by SO(3)× SO(3), whose adjoint
orbits are products of spheres S2

ρ1
× S2

ρ2
with radii ρ1,2. We conclude the

section by demonstrating how this defines a family of augmented 6-webs on
shape space parametrised by the ratio ρ1 : ρ2.

2.1 The Rubber Ball

Suppose we have a rubber ball which may be deformed into the shape of an
ellipsoid. We shall model the deformation of the ball by supposing that at
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time t the particle initially at x0 is now at S(t)x0, where S is a symmetric
matrix. The kinetic energy is given by

1

2

∫
|Ṡx0|2 dx0 =

1

2
Tr(ṠT Ṡ),

where we have assumed that
∫
x0x

T
0 dx0 = Id. This defines a metric on the

configuration space Sym2R3 which is invariant with respect to conjugation
by O(3). The orbit map π : Sym2R3 → R3

≥0/S3 for this action sends S to its
eigenvalues (x1, x2, x3) modulo permutations.

Remark 2.1. We note that this shape space is not a smooth manifold, nor
is the action of O(3) on Sym2R3 free. However, we can simply sidestep these
technicalities by working locally in a region of shape space where x1 < x2 <
x3.

We choose a local section which sends the eigenvalues to the diagonal
matrix x = diag(x1, x2, x3). The kinetic energy generated by ω ∈ so(3)
acting on the configuration x is thus

1

2
Tr
(
(ωx− xω)T (ωx− xω)

)
=

1

2
⟨ω, Ix(ω)⟩.

If we identify so(3) withR3 in the standard way then Ix becomes the diagonal
matrix with entries (x1 − x2)

2, (x1 − x3)
2, (x2 − x3)

2. We therefore have

Proposition 2.1. The 3-web on shape space R3
≥0/S3 is given by the planes of

constant xi − xj. The inertia tensor has twice-repeated eigenvalues precisely
on the planes 2xk = xl + xm.

2.2 The Triatomic Molecule

Consider n particles located at q1, . . . , qn in R3 with masses m1, . . . ,mn. The
kinetic energy generated by the angular velocity ω ∈ so(3) ∼= R3 is

1

2

∑
mj|ω × qj|2 =

1

2

∑
mj

(
|ω|2|qj|2 − ⟨ω, qj⟩2

)
=

1

2
ωT
[(∑

mj|qj|2
)
Id−

∑
mjqjq

T
j

]
ω.

Let Q denote the matrix whose jth-column is
√
mjqj. The kinetic energy is

then 1
2
⟨ω, IQω⟩ where

IQ = |Q|2Id−QQT (2.1)

is the inertia tensor and |Q|2 = Tr(QTQ).
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We shall now limit our attention to the case where n = 3 and suppose that
we are in a centre-of-mass frame within which

∑
mjqj = 0. The configuration

is therefore entirely determined by q1 and q2 alone. The shape space may be
identified with the solid cone C in R3 defined by

x1x2 − x2
3 ≥ 0, and x1, x2 ≥ 0,

where x1 = |q1|2, x2 = |q2|2, and x3 = ⟨q1, q2⟩. We choose an orbit-map π
sending (q1, q2) to

π(Q) = |Q|2Id−QTQ, (2.2)

which we note to be a linear expression in x1, x2, x3.

Proposition 2.2. Let {µ̂, ξ̂, η̂} be an orthonormal basis of R3 where µ =
(
√
m1,

√
m2,

√
m3)

T , and define the symmetric matrix

S = 2µ̂µ̂T + ξ̂ξ̂T + η̂η̂T . (2.3)

This matrix belongs to the interior of C, and the inertia tensor has twice-
repeated eigenvalues precisely along the line spanned by S and on the boundary
∂C. The 3-web in C consists of the translations along this line of: the plane
Tr π(Q) = 0, the cone ∂C, and the reversed cone −∂C.

Proof. Observe that the characteristic polynomials of IQ and π(Q) coincide.
Therefore, it suffices to study the eigenvalues of π(Q).

The centre-of-mass condition is equivalent to Qµ = 0. Therefore, π(Q)
always has µ as an eigenvector with eigenvalue |Q|2. The matrix S is the
image under π of ξ̂ξ̂T + η̂η̂T , and has a repeated eigenvalue in the plane
orthogonal to µ. Consequently, we may translate any leaf of the web by some
multiple of S to obtain a leaf with a constant zero eigenvalue. It therefore
suffices to consider the leaves where an eigenvalue is zero: the subset with
|Q|2 = 0 is the plane Trπ(Q) = 0, and if any other eigenvalue is zero then
the particles are colinear, and hence x1x2 = x2

3.

A picture of the components of this 3-web is given in Figure 2. An under-
standing of the geometry of the 3-web can be very useful in determining the
existence of RE. For instance, suppose that a given level set of the potential
is a bounded subset in shape space. Consider the effect of translating the
leaves of the 3-web along the line spanned by S. The planes must intersect
the level set tangentially at least twice. So too must the forward and reverse
cones. We therefore have a pair of critical points of the reduced potential
for each constant eigenvalue. It can be shown that for at least three of these
critical points the gradient of the potential is oriented in the direction of
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Figure 2: The 3-web in shape space for the triatomic molecule.

increasing eigenvalue. Theorem 1 applied to this idea then gives a result of
Montaldi & Roberts [13] concerning the bifurcation of an equilibrium into 3
families of RE.

Proposition 2.3. Consider a triatomic molecule in a stable non-degenerate
equilibrium configuration Q0. For any ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, there exist at
least 3 distinct normal relative equilibria at π(Qj) with |π(Q0) − π(Qj)| < ϵ
for j = 1, 2, 3.

Remark 2.2. More generally suppose that x0 is a stable non-degenerate
equilibrium in shape space. For a given coadjoint orbit suppose the k-web is
regular at x0. Then in a sufficiently small neighbourhood of x0 the equilib-
rium bifurcates into a family of at least k normal RE.

2.3 The Full-Body Satellite Problem

Consider the motion of a rigid body in R3 subject to a central force di-
rected through the origin. The configuration space may be taken to be
SE(3) = SO(3) ⋉ R3, whereby a configuration of the body is identified
with the Euclidean motion (a, d) which sends the fixed frame F in space to
the body frame aF + d.

Consider the action of SO(3) on the left given by g(a, d) = (ga, gd). An
orbit-map for this action is

π : SE(3) −→ R3; (a, d) 7−→ x = −a−1d.

The vector x is the origin of the space-frame viewed from within the body
frame. We choose σ : x 7→ (Id,−x) to be a section for this principal bun-
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dle and consider the kinetic energy generated by ω ∈ so(3) acting on the
configuration σ(x)

1

2

∫
|ωz − ωx|2dz =

1

2

∫ (
|ωz|2 − 2⟨ωz, ωx⟩+ |ωx|2

)
dz.

The integral is taken over the points z belonging to the body in the body
frame. If we suppose that the origin of the body frame coincides with the
centre of mass of the body, then

∫
zdz = 0 and the kinetic energy simplifies

to
1

2
⟨I0(ω), ω⟩+

1

2
|ωx|2

where I0 is the constant inertia tensor for the body in the body frame, and
where we are supposing for simplicity that the body has unit mass. By once
again identifying ω with an element in R3 we can write the kinetic energy as
1
2
⟨ω, Ix(ω)⟩ where the symmetric matrix

Ix = I0 + |x|2Id− xxT (2.4)

is the inertia tensor. We may suppose that the body frame is chosen so that
I0 is diagonal, with distinct entries I1 < I2 < I3, the principal moments of
inertia of the body.

Proposition 2.4. The 3-web on shape space is given by the surfaces

1 =
∑

j=1,2,3

x2
j

(Ij − λ) + |x|2
(2.5)

for λ ≥ I1 a given eigenvalue of Ix. The subset of shape space in which the
inertia tensor admits repeated eigenvalues are the curves

x2
k(Il − Im) + x2

l (Ik − Im) = (Ik − Im)(Il − Im), xm = 0, (2.6)

for k, l,m = 1, 2, 3 all distinct.

Proof. One may verify that the characteristic polynomial of Ix is the numer-
ator obtained from Eq. (2.5) after multiplying up by the denominators.

Suppose Ix has a repeated eigenvalue λ. The eigenspace must contain an
eigenvector ω orthogonal to x, and so Ix(ω) = I0ω+|x|2ω = λω, which implies
that ω is along a principal direction, let’s say em, and that λ = Im+|x|2. Now
take a second independent eigenvector ν, which we may suppose is orthogonal
to ω. Then

Ix(ν) = I0ν + |x|2ν − x⟨x, ν⟩ = λν = (Im + |x|2)ν, (2.7)

which implies I0ν − Imν = x⟨x, ν⟩. It follows that ν is proportional to
D−1x, where D = diag(Ik − Im, Il − Im) with respect to the basis {ek, el}.
Substituting this ν back into Eq. (2.7) yields Eq. (2.6).
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The surfaces defined in Eq. (2.5) are quartic in x and come in three
families depending on which of the intervals (I1, I2), (I2, I3), or (I3,∞) the
eigenvalue λ belongs to (and three singular leaves for when λ = I1, I2, I3).
The regular leaves are displayed in Figure 3.

➢ The leaves are empty for λ < I1. Indeed, the inertia in space can never
be less than the smallest moment of inertia of the body itself.

➢ For I1 < λ < I2 the leaf is a topological cylinder aligned with the
x1-axis.

➢ For I2 < λ < I3 the leaf consists of two sheets joined together with a
topological sphere at 4 singular points in the plane x1 = 0.

➢ For λ > I3 the leaf is two concentric topological spheres joined to-
gether at 4 nodal singularities in the plane x2 = 0. Figure 3 shows two
cutaways of this surface to highlight this property.

Remark 2.3. The curves in Eq. (2.6) are empty if Im is the largest moment
of inertia. Therefore, there are 3 curves of repeated eigenvalues: an ellipse
in the plane x1 = 0, and two hyperbolae in the plane x2 = 0. Notice how
these curves match the singular points of the web. Indeed, singular points of
a web are indicative of repeated eigenvalues.

A great-circle RE is a RE for which the centre of mass of the body
remains in the plane of rotation [20]. For our choice of section σ this is
equivalent to ω being orthogonal to x. From Eq. 2.4 this implies that ω is
parallel with a principal direction. In fact, we have

Lemma 2.1. A relative equilibrium at x ∈ R3 is a great-circle motion if
and only if x belongs to a principal plane, say orthogonal to em, and the
corresponding angular velocity ω is parallel to em with inertia λ = Im + |x|2.

Consider the orbit of a body sufficiently far away from the origin so that
its orbital inertia is larger than any moment-of-inertia of the body itself.
From topological considerations of the leaf alone we are able to deduce the
following result of [21].

Proposition 2.5. For any sufficiently large λ > I3 there exist at least two
normal relative equilibria for a rigid body in an attractive central-force with
potential V . If the body has a plane of symmetry, then it has at least 2 great-
circle relative equilibria. If the body is symmetric with respect to 2 planes of
symmetry, then it has at least 4 great-circle relative equilibria, and if the body
has 3 planes of symmetry then it has at least 12 great-circle relative equilibria
(all solutions defined up to time-reversal).
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I1 < λ < I2 I2 < λ < I3

λ > I3, x2 > 0 λ > I3, x3 < 0

Figure 3: The 3-web in shape space for the full-body satellite problem.

Proof. We suppose the body does not intersect the origin in space. Therefore,
both V and λ increase in the radial direction, and hence, if ∇V and ∇λ are
parallel, then they must be in the same direction. It follows that all critical
points of the potential and inertia are normal RE.

On the leaf λ > I3 there must exist a minimum of V on the inner sphere,
and a maximum on the outer sphere (neither of which can coincide with the
4 singular conical points of the leaf).

The intersection of the leaf with the principal plane orthogonal to em is
the union of an ellipse and the circle |x|2 = λ − Im. The potential must
have at least two critical points on such a circle, and hence, from symmetry
considerations and Lemma 2.1 the result follows.
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2.4 The Riemannian Ellipsoids

Consider a spherical droplet of incompressible fluid at time t = 0. In the
linear approximation the configuration of the droplet at time t is determined
by a Q(t) ∈ SL(3), whereby the fluid particle initially at x0 is now at Q(t)x0.
If the fluid is homogeneous and has unit mass, then the kinetic energy is
Tr(Q̇T Q̇), which we observe to be invariant under both left and right multi-
plication by O(3).

The singular values {x1, x2, x3} of Q are invariant under this action, and
so we may identify shape space with B = {x1, x2, x3 ≥ 0 | x1x2x3 = 1}.
Strictly speaking, shape space is actually the quotient of this set by permu-
tations, however we won’t come to any harm if we proceed by working locally
in a region where the singular values are distinct, as in Remark 2.1.

We take a section over shape space by sending the singular values to the
matrix diag(x1, x2, x3). If we identify elements of so(3) with vectors in R3

then for this choice of section the inertia tensor is the block matrix

Ix =

(
A B
B A

)
, for A = diag(a1, a2, a3), and B = diag(b1, b2, b3), (2.8)

where ak = x2
l + x2

m and bk = −2xlxm for distinct k, l,m. The vectors ω, ξ ∈
so(3) are the angular velocity and vorticity of the fluid. The terminology in
the following lemma is borrowed from [4].

Lemma 2.2. For distinct x1, x2, x3, the solutions to [(ω, ξ), Ix(ω, ξ)] = 0
come in two types:

1. The vectors ω and ξ are each parallel to a principal direction ek and
have arbitrary length. These solutions are said to be of Type Sk.

2. For any ω orthogonal to ek but not parallel with el or em, there exist
exactly two solutions for ξ if

D = (2xk − xl − xm)(2xk + xl − xm)(2xk − xl + xm)(2xk + xl + xm)

is strictly positive, and precisely one if it is equal to zero. These solu-
tions are said to be of Type Rk. If D is negative then there are no
solutions of this type.

Proof. The Lie bracket [(ω, ξ), (L,Ω)] is (ω × L, ξ × Ω), and so we require

Aω +Bξ = sω

Bω + Aξ = tξ
(2.9)
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for some s, t ∈ R. We can solve for ξ in the first equation and then substitute
this into the second to find that Cω = 0, where C = B2−A2+(s+t)A−(st)Id.
This matrix is diagonal, and so its kernel is either: a principle direction,
giving solutions of Type S; or, a principal plane. In the latter, for el and em
to both belong to the kernel of C we require (s, t) = (u±, u∓), where

u± =
1

2

(
x2
l + x2

m − 2x2
k ±

√
D
)
. (2.10)

In general we expect Ix to be a less complicated function in x than its
inverse. For this reason, it will be more convenient to present the augmented
web. Thanks to the previous lemma, for a given adjoint orbit S2

ρ1
× S2

ρ2
the

web is given by the level sets of

Λ(x) = ⟨Ix(ω, ξ), (ω, ξ)⟩ = sρ21 + tρ22

where s and t are as in Eq. (2.9).
There is a slight caveat. Solutions of Type Rk only exist on the given

orbit in a subset of shape space. To see why, consider the map ω 7→ ξ =
B−1(u±ω−Aω) obtained from solving for ξ in Eq. (2.9). This sends the circle
in the plane orthogonal to ek with radius |ω| = ρ1 into an ellipse. For there
to exist a solution on the orbit this ellipse must intersect the circle |ξ| = ρ2.
This defines a region R±

k ⊂ B.

Proposition 2.6. The augmented web on B corresponding to the adjoint
orbit S2

ρ1
× S2

ρ2
consists of two components:

1. The web of Type S given by the level sets of

Λ(x) = (ρ21 + ρ22)(x
2
l + x2

m)± 4ρ1ρ2xlxm (2.11)

defined everywhere.

2. The web of Type R given by the level sets of

Λ(x) =
1

2
(ρ21 + ρ22)(x

2
l + x2

m − 2x2
k)±

√
D

2
(ρ21 − ρ22) (2.12)

defined in the region R±
k .

These equations are defined for each choice of distinct k, l,m, and for each
±-sign.
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Figure 4: Webs of Type S and Type R

An example of the full 6-web of Type S is shown on the left in Figure 4 for
ρ1/ρ2 = 3. In this figure we have identified B with the plane z1 + z2 + z3 = 0
by taking zk = log xk. Apparent in this figure is the S3-symmetry which
arises from permuting the singular values of Q. Shown on the right is a
component of the web of Type R, together with the shaded region inside
which it is defined.

Remark 2.4. Dedekind famously observed [3] that if Q(t) was a RE then
so was the transpose QT (t). Taking the transpose of a RE swaps the angular
velocity and vorticity vectors ω ↔ ξ. We can see this symmetry at the level
of webs by observing that the web in Proposition 2.6 is invariant with respect
to ρ1 ↔ ρ2.

3 The Spherical 3-Body Problem

Consider 3 particles q1, q2, q3 on the unit sphere and let Q be the matrix
whose jth-column is qj. An orbit map for the action of O(3) on S2 ×S2 ×S2

is given by sending (q1, q2, q3) to

π(Q) = 3Id−QTQ =

 2 −x1 −x2

−x1 2 −x3

−x2 −x3 2

 (3.1)

where
x1 = cos θ12, x2 = cos θ13, x3 = cos θ23,

and θij is the angle subtended between qi and qj. The xj are bounded between
−1 and 1 and satisfy the the inequality

detQTQ = |⟨q1, q2 × q3⟩|2 ≥ 0.
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The shape space is therefore the (curvy) tetrahedron T ⊂ R3 given by
the cubic inequality

1 + 2x1x2x3 − x2
1 − x2

2 − x2
3 ≥ 0. (3.2)

It is helpful to see which parts of the tetrahedron correspond to given con-
figurations of the particles.

➢ The vertices of T are the colinear configurations (which we should
technically exclude since here the action is not free). The top vertex P
at x1 = x2 = x3 = 1 is the triple collision, and the other vertices are
pairs of binary collisions with the third particle antipodal to the pair.

➢ The three edges from P correspond to binary collisions, and the other
three edges to antipodal pairs.

➢ The boundary ∂T consists of the coplanar configurations. The faces
Fk with common vertex P are those configurations where the particles
lie in a common half-plane, with qk in the middle. Those which do not
lie in a common half-plane correspond to the bottom face F0 opposite
P .

➢ The interior of the tetrahedron are those configurations where the par-
ticles are in general position.

Permuting the particles generates the S3-action which permutes the co-
ordinates x1, x2, x3 and fixes P . In addition, the Z2-symmetry which negates
a particle’s position negates a pair of xj-coordinates and transposes P with
another vertex. Taken together these generate the order-24 group Td of
tetrahedral symmetries.

Remark 3.1. We shall actually be considering the quotient by SO(3). There
is an additional invariant ∆ = ⟨q1, q2 × q3⟩ which satisfies ∆2 = detQTQ.
The shape space is therefore two copies T± corresponding to the sign of ∆,
and the union is taken over their boundary for ∆ = 0. Topologically the
shape space is a 3-sphere. However, since the Z2-symmetry which negates
(q1, q2, q3) interchanges T+ with T−, it will suffice to deal with a single copy
of T .

3.1 A Web of Cayley Cubics on the 3-Sphere

We shall now suppose that the three particles each have unit mass. In the
same way that we derived Eq. (2.1) the inertia tensor is

IQ = 3Id−QQT . (3.3)
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Proposition 3.1. The 3-web on T is the family of Cayley cubics

(λ− 2)3 + 2x1x2x3 − (λ− 2)(x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3) = 0 (3.4)

for λ ∈ [0, 3] a given eigenvalue of IQ. The inertia tensor has twice-repeated
eigenvalues along the four lines which originate at a vertex and go through
the midpoint of the opposite face. There is a triple-repeated eigenvalue at the
centre x1 = x2 = x3 = 0 of the tetrahedron where these lines intersect.

Proof. The characteristic polynomials of π(Q) and IQ coincide, and thus, the
subset of T for a constant eigenvalue λ are the surfaces χ(λ) = 0, where χ(λ)
is the characteristic polynomial of π(Q) and is given by the left hand side of
Eq. (3.4).

A repeated eigenvalue occurs whenever the discriminant

(x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3)

3 − 27x2
1x

2
2x

3
3

of χ is zero. By the AM-GM inequality this only holds when x2
1 = x2

2 =
x2
3.

The surface defined by taking the equality in Eq. (3.2) is Cayley’s Nodal
Cubic Surface. It consists of a curvy tetrahedron ∂T with nodal singularities
at the vertices, around which 4 conical regions emanate outwards. For λ ̸= 2
the surface defined by Eq. (3.4) is a dilation of the Cayley cubic by a factor
of λ−2. Notice that for λ < 2 this scaling is negative and inverts the surface,
producing a tetrahedron dual to T . The intersections of these surfaces with
T produce the leaves of the 3-web and are shown in Figure 5.

➢ For λ = 0 the leaf is singular and consists of the four vertices of T . For
0 < λ < 1 the leaf becomes 4 disconnected disk-like regions near each
vertex.

➢ At λ = 1 the 4 disks connect to each other pairwise at the midpoints
of the edges of T . For 1 ≤ λ ≤ 3/2 the leaf is a connected surface.

➢ For λ = 3/2 the leaf is a curvy tetrahedron dual to T and contained
entirely inside T , with its vertices at the midpoints of the faces of ∂T .
As λ grows the dual tetrahedron shrinks inside T and its 4 conical
regions grow.

➢ The leaf degenerates at λ = 2 into the union of planes x1, x2, x3 = 0.
For 2 < λ ≤ 3 the leaf is a dilation of ∂T and continues to grow until
λ = 3, at which point the leaf coincides with the boundary of T . For
λ > 3 the intersection is empty and the leaves are no longer defined.
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λ = 0.5 λ = 1

λ = 1.3 λ = 1.5

λ = 1.8 λ = 2

λ = 2.5 λ = 3

Figure 5: The 3-web of Cayley cubics for the spherical 3-body problem. The
contours are for the cotangent potential.

23



3.2 Classification of Relative Equilibria for Equal Masses

Theorem 4. Consider 3 particles of equal mass constrained to a sphere and
mutually interacting via a strictly attractive potential force depending only on
the angle between particles. The system admits the following types of relative
equilibrium solutions.

1. Coplanar: (i) with one particle on the axis of rotation and the other
two particles each located an angle θ ∈ (0, π

2
)∪ (π

2
, 2π

3
) either side of the

axis; (ii) with one particle orthogonal to the axis of rotation and the
other two particles located at an angle θ ∈ (2π

3
, π) either side of the first

particle; (iii) an equilibrium solution with the particles at the vertices
of an equatorial equilateral triangle, and a family of relative equilibria
obtained by spinning this configuration in the plane.

2. General Position: (i) with the particles at the vertices of a spherical
equilateral triangle with internal angles ϕ ∈ (0, 2π

3
), rotating about the

axis through the midpoint of the triangle.

These relative equilibria are normal expect for abnormal solutions of Type
1.(i) for θ = π

3
, and Type 2.(i) for ϕ = π

2
. For the specific choice of cotan-

gent potential
V = − cot θ12 − cot θ13 − cot θ23 (3.5)

the relative equilibria are completely classified by two additional subtypes of
normal relative equilibria.

1. (iv) Scalene: with the particles belonging to a half plane containing
the axis of rotation, where the angles α and β from the middle particle
to the other two satisfy

sin 2β(csc2 α+csc2 γ)+ sin 2γ(csc2 α− csc2 β) = sin 2α(csc2 β+csc2 γ),
(3.6)

for γ = α + β and α ̸= β.

2. (ii) Isosceles: with two particles separated by an angle β and the third
particle located at an angle α ̸= β from each of the two particles, where
α, β ∈ (−π, π) satisfy

cosα(2 sin6 α− sin6 β) = sin3 α sin3 β cos β. (3.7)

We shall prove this theorem by classifying the critical points Crit(V, λ).
Of course, points in Crit(V, λ) are not necessarily abnormal RE, as one must
check that the gradients of V and λ have the same direction. We leave this
routine task as an exercise to the interested reader.
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(ii)

(iii)
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α

(iv)

Figure 6: Coplanar relative equilibria.

3.2.1 Coplanar Configurations

The reduced potential is invariant under the Z2-symmetry which interchanges
T+ with T−. Therefore, the points of Crit(V, λ) belonging to ∂T are equiv-
alently the points of Crit(V |∂T , λ|∂T ). It is also invariant under the S3-
symmetry fixing P , including the reflections which transpose two vertices of
F0. The set of critical points therefore contains the intersections of ∂T with
the planes of symmetry xi = xj for any choice of potential.

Proof of Theorem 4 for normal RE of Type 1. Observe from Eq. (3.4) that
the intersection of any leaf from the web with ∂T is the same as the intersec-
tion of ∂T with a sphere centred at the origin. Therefore, for the cotangent
potential we must classify the critical points of

V = − cot θ12 − cot θ13 − cot θ23, and r = cos2 θ12 + cos2 θ13 + cos2 θ23

restricted to ∂T . For configurations in F0 we have θ12 + θ13 + θ23 = 2π. This
allows us to write V and r in terms of (θ12, θ23). The equation ∇V ×∇r = 0
boils down to

sin(θ12 − θ13) sin(θ12 − θ23) sin(θ13 − θ23) = 0 (3.8)
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α

β

0 π

π

0

Figure 7: Curve of scalene-coplanar configurations.

which gives the coplanar configurations of Type 1.(ii). For coplanar configu-
rations in F2 we now have θ13 = θ12 + θ23 (recall that the second particle is
in the middle of the half-plane containing all three). Writing ∇V ×∇r = 0
in terms of (α, β) = (θ12, θ23) yields Eq. (3.6) whose solutions are shown in
Figure 7. The curve α = β gives the RE of Type 1.(i), and the other curve
gives the scalene family of Type 1.(iv)

Remark 3.2. The boundary ∂T is itself the leaf λ = 3, and is the fixed-
point set of the Z2-symmetry which interchanges T+ with T−. It follows that
∇λ = 0 for this eigenvalue on the boundary. For this reason, the equilibrium
point at the midpoint of F0 is also a normal RE for any L an eigenvector
with eigenvalue λ = 3. These are the RE of Type 1.(iii).

The RE of Type 1 are displayed in Figure 6.

3.2.2 Abnormal Relative Equilibria

For abnormal RE we must find the critical points of Vω in Eq. (1.10) for when
ω ranges over the eigenspace for a repeated eigenvalue.

Proposition 3.2. Along the 4 lines in T where Ix has a repeated eigenvalue,
the map

ω 7−→ ∇Kx(ω)
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from the repeated eigenspace into TxT is a 2-1 map with image
TxT , for x at the centre of T

Tx∂T , for x at the midpoint of F0

C, for x elsewhere on the line through P .

Here C is the cone of vectors X1(∂/∂x1)+X2(∂/∂x2)+X3(∂/∂x3) satisfying

X1X2 +X1X3 +X2X3 = 0, for X1 +X2 +X3 ≥ 0. (3.9)

Along any of the other lines we may apply the Z2-symmetry exchanging P
with another vertex by negating a pair of coordinates from x1, x2, x3.

Proof. For x in the interior of T the matrix square root x 7→
√

3Id− π(Q)
is a differentiable local section σ. For this choice of section Iσ(x) = π(Q), and
so it suffices to compute

∇⟨π(Q)ω, ω⟩

for ω an eigenvector of π(Q) with a repeated eigenvalue.
The situation on the boundary is a little different since (x1, x2, x3) fails

to be a coordinate chart on shape space. Instead, we take a chart (θ12, θ13, φ)
with a specific section q1 = (0, 0, 1)T , q2 = (sin θ12, 0, cos θ12)

T , and q3 =
(cosφ sin θ13, sinφ sin θ13, cos θ13)

T , and compute ∇Kx(ω) directly.

Proof of Theorem 4 for abnormal RE. It follows from the proposition that
exactly one abnormal RE exists (up to time-reversal) at the centre of T and
at the midpoints of the faces.

The gradient ∇V is proportional to (1, 1, 1) when evaluated along any of
the four lines in the interior of T . Hence, for x elsewhere along these lines
there are no critical points of Vω since ∇V does not belong to the cones in
the previous proposition.

3.2.3 General Position Configurations

Lemma 3.1. For the cotangent potential every point of Crit(V, λ) in the
interior of T is isosceles. That is to say, xi = xj for a pair of coordinates.

Proof. Consider a leaf of the web. We immediately discount the degenerate
leaf λ = 2 since V restricted to the coordinate planes xk = 0 is regular
everywhere.
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For λ ̸= 2 the component of the web which is a curvy tetrahedron admits
a parametrisation

xj = (λ− 2) cosφj, for φ1 + φ2 + φ3 = 0. (3.10)

Finding critical points of V restricted to the leaf therefore becomes the La-
grange multiplier problem

(λ− 2) sinφj = κ
[
1− (λ− 2)2 cos2 φj

]3/2
.

Squaring both sides and rearranging yields

(λ− 2)2 − x2
j

κ2
= (1− x2

j)
3.

Note that this is a cubic in x2
j . Suppose that the solutions x1, x2, x3 are

distinct. Then x2
1, x

2
2, x

2
3 must be the three solutions to the cubic, and so

their sum must be the coefficient of x4
j , which is 3. The only x in T for which

x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3 = 3 are the vertices.

The vector ∇λ is tangent to xi = −xj as it is a plane of symmetry for T .
There can be no RE in this plane since all of the entries of ∇V are strictly
negative.

For the conical components of the web we repeat the argument but using
the parametrisation xj = ±(λ− 2) coshφj.

Proof of Theorem 4 for RE of Type 2. The line through P and the midpoint
of F is fixed by the S3-symmetry. Therefore, for any choice of potential this
line belongs to Crit(V, λ), and for a strictly attractive potential corresponds
to a family of normal RE of Type 2.(i).

To classify the remaining points of Crit(V, λ) in the interior of T it suffices
from the previous lemma to consider the plane x1 = x3. In this plane Eq. (3.4)
factors as

((λ− 2) + x2)
(
(λ− 2)2 + (λ− 2)x2 − 2x2

1

)
(3.11)

There are no critical points along the line x2 = 2− λ. If we parametrise the
parabola defined by the quadratic factor in Eq. (3.11) by x1 we find that

dV

dx1

= − 2

(1− x2
1)

3/2
−
(

4x1

λ− 2

)
1

(1− x2
2)

3/2
. (3.12)

We can solve for λ in terms of x1 and x2, and then substitute this into the
equation above. By setting the resulting expression to zero we find that the
critical points are those which satisfy

±(1− x2
2)

3/2
√
8x2

1 + x2
2 = 4x1(1− x2

1)
3/2 − x2(1− x2

2)
3/2. (3.13)
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Figure 8: The intersection of T with the plane x1 = x3. Shown are the curves
of Type 2 relative equilibria.

This defines three curves in the plane shown in Figure 8, including the line
x1 = x2 = x3 of equilateral solutions of Type 2.(i), and the curves of Type
2.(ii). By squaring both sides of this equation and writing x1 = cosα and
x2 = cos β we obtain Eq.(3.7).

4 Stability

A RE will be called stable if the corresponding equilibrium in the symplectic
reduced space is stable. A sufficient condition for the stability of an equi-
librium is that it be a local extremum of the Hamiltonian function; this is
known as Dirichlet’s criterion. The energy-momentum method seeks to es-
tablish the stability of a RE by showing that the corresponding equilibrium
in reduced space is a local extremum of the reduced Hamiltonian.

4.1 The Energy-Momentum Method

We return to Eq. (1.4) for the rate of change in the Hamiltonian along a curve
γ(t) in the reduced space T ∗U ×O. Differentiating a second time yields

d2

dt2
H(γ(t)) = ⟨ẏ,M−1

x ẏ⟩+ · · ·+
(
⟨L̈, I−1

x L⟩+ ⟨L̇, İ−1
x L⟩+ ⟨L̇, I−1

x L̇⟩
)

+
1

2

(
⟨L̇, İ−1

x L⟩+ ⟨L, Ï−1
x L⟩+ ⟨L, İ−1

x L̇⟩
)
+ V̈ ,
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where the ellipsis indicates terms which contain y. Indeed, after we set t = 0
we have y(0) = 0 and the expression above simplifies to

⟨ẏ,M−1
x0
ẏ⟩+ 2⟨L̇, İ−1

x L0⟩+
d2

dt2

∣∣∣∣
t=0

(VL0(x(t)) + Jx0(L(t))) .

For normal RE we shall suppose, as in the proof of Theorem 2, that the
section σ is such that L0 is a critical point of Jx restricted to O for all x in
U . Therefore, by Lemma 1.1, ω0 = I−1

x L0 satisfies ad
∗
ω0
L0 = 0 for all x. This

implies that I−1
x L0 belongs to the isotropy subalgebra gL0 , and therefore, so

too does the derivative İ−1
x L0. The tangent space toO at L0 is the annihilator

g◦L0
, and hence, the term ⟨L̇, İ−1

x L0⟩ in the expression above vanishes, giving
us

Proposition 4.1. Let (x0, L0) be a normal relative equilibrium. The Hessian
of the reduced Hamiltonian evaluated at the fixed point (x0, 0, L0) in T ∗U×O
is given in block-diagonal form byM−1

x0
0 0

0 Hess(VL0) 0
0 0 Hess(Jx0)

 . (4.1)

Eq. (4.1) coincides with the block diagonalisation obtained from the re-
duced energy-momentum method of [16, Thm. 2.7]. The rigid ‘rotational
modes’ correspond to the so-called Arnold form Hess(Jx0), and the internal
‘vibrational modes’ to the block Hess(VL0).

Remark 4.1. The M−1
x0

block in Eq. (4.1) is always positive definite as it
is the metric tensor for the reduced metric on shape space. Therefore, the
energy-momentum method can only return a positive stability result when
Hess(VL0) and Hess(Jx0) are both positive definite. That being said, the
signature of the Hessian in Eq. (4.1) can be used to deduce instability. If the
Hessian is non-singular and has an odd number of positive eigenvalues, then
the equilibrium is unstable.

Example 4.1 (The rigid body). For the case of rotational symmetry the
quadratic form Jx0 produces the familiar picture of Euler’s equations for
the rigid body. The critical points of Jx0 on the coadjoint orbit S2

µ are the
eigenvectors of Ix0 . These have signature (++) for the largest eigenvalue,
(+−) for the intermediate eigenvalue, and (−−) for the smallest eigenvalue.
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4.2 Stability of Eulerian and Lagrangian Solutions

Theorem 5. Consider three particles of unit mass on S2 whose mutual in-
teraction is given by the cotangent potential. For relative equilibria of Types
1.(i)–(iii) and Type 2.(i) the signature of the Hessian at the corresponding
equilibria in reduced space is as follows:

1. Eulerian solutions of Types 1.(i)–(ii) with separation angle θ have
signature

➢ (+ + +,++−,−−) for 0 < θ < θscal,

➢ (+ + +,+++,−−) for θscal < θ < θiso,

➢ (+ + +,−++,−−) for θiso < θ < π
3
,

➢ (+ + +,−+−,+−) for π
3
< θ < 2π

3
, and

➢ (+ + +,−++,+−) for 2π
3
< θ < π.

Here θscal ≈ 0.906 satisfies 32 cos6 θ − 2 cos2 θ − 1 = 0 and θiso ≈ 0.934
satisfies cos4 θ = 1/8.

2. Lagrangian solutions of Type 2.(i) with internal angle ϕ have signa-
ture

➢ (+ + +,−−+,−−) for 0 < ϕ < π
2
− ϕscal,

➢ (+ + +,+++,−−) for π
2
− ϕscal < ϕ < π

2
,

➢ (+ + +,−−+,++) for π
2
< ϕ < π

2
+ ϕscal, and

➢ (+ + +,+++,++) for π
2
+ ϕscal < ϕ < 2π

3
.

Here ϕscal satisfies sinϕ = 1/
√
10. Additionally, coplanar solutions

of Type 1.(iii) rotating in the plane with angular momentum L have
signature

➢ (+ + +,++−,++) for |L|2 < 24
√
3, and

➢ (+ + +,+++,++) for |L|2 > 24
√
3.

The signatures are written according to the grouping of blocks M−1
x ⊕Hess(VL)⊕

Hess(Jx) in the tangent spaces to T ∗U × S2
µ.

Before commencing the proof we assert the following easily verified state-
ments concerning the inertia eigenvalues of the RE. For Types 1.(i)–(ii) λ is
the smallest of the three eigenvalues when θ < π/3, otherwise it is interme-
diate. For Type 1.(iii) λ = 3 is maximal. For Type 2.(i) λ is the smallest of
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the three eigenvalues for ϕ < π/2, otherwise it is the largest. This establishes
the signatures of the block Hess(Jx).

It remains to find the signature of each Hess(VL) to complete the proof.
In order to do this we shall use Remark 3.1 to identify shape space with the
smooth affine variety

B =
{
(x,∆) ∈ R3 ×R | C(x) = ∆2

}
.

Here C(x) is the cubic appearing in Eq. (3.2). This will allow us to differen-
tiate curves which pass through coplanar configurations where ∆ = 0, since
here (x1, x2, x3) fails to serve as a coordinate chart on ∂T .

Lemma 4.1. Let x(s) be a curve in T ± which intersects ∂T transversally
at s = s0 and F a function on B which depends on x alone. There is a
reparametrisation x̃(s) = x(σ(s)) with σ(s0) = s0, and a lift of this to a
curve Γ(s) = (x̃(s),∆(s)) in B with

d2

ds2

∣∣∣∣
s0

F (Γ(s)) =

(
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s0

C(x(s))

)(
d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s0

F (x(s))

)
(4.2)

Proof. The reparametrisation is required to ensure that ∆(s) = ±
√
C(x̃(s))

be differentiable at s0. This is achieved by a σ satisfying σ′ =
√
2C(x(σ)),

whose existence is guaranteed by Peano’s theorem.

Proof of Theorem 5 for Lagrangian solutions. The points in shape space for
the Lagrangian RE are along the line of symmetry through P and the mid-
point of the face F0. We can exploit the tetrahedral symmetry to decompose
the Hessian of VL into two subspaces: along this line, and orthogonal to it.

The space orthogonal to the line is tangent to the surface of constant λ.
Therefore, we equivalently seek the Hessian of V restricted to this leaf. The
parametrisation given in Eq. (3.10) allows us to compute this directly. Both
eigenvalues of the Hessian are found to be positive scalar multiples of

(λ− 2)(5λ2 − 20λ+ 18).

The root λ = 2 corresponds to ϕ = π/2, and the root-pair λ = 2±
√

2/5 to

ϕ = cos−1(±1/
√
10).

We must now determine the Hessian of VL in the direction along the line
of symmetry x1 = x2 = x3 = cosϕ. Along this line λ = 2(1 − cosϕ), and
thus, we have a one-dimensional function

VL(ϕ) = −3 cotϕ+
|L|2

4(1− cosϕ)
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whose critical points can be shown to be minima for 0 < ϕ < 2π/3. For RE
of Type 1.(iii) we apply Lemma 4.1 to VL(ϕ) evaluated at ϕ = 2π/3.

The points in shape space for the Eulerian RE belong to the intersection of
the boundary ∂T with the plane xi = xj. The symmetries of the tetrahedron
imply that the Hessian of VL decomposes into a boundary component in ∂T ,
and a transversal component. We divide the proof into two parts accordingly.

Proof of Theorem 5 for Eulerian solutions: transversal component. The iner-
tia is invariant with respect to the tetrahedral symmetries. It follows that the
relevant surface of constant λ meets ∂T orthogonally in the plane xi = xj.
Therefore, it suffices to compute the second derivative of V evaluated along
such a curve at the point where it meets the boundary.

The relevant curve is a straight line for 2π/3 < θ < π and a downward
parabola for θ < 2π/3 given by the linear and quadratic factors of Eq. (3.11).
With the aid of Figure 8 we see that these curves meet the boundary on the
left for π/2 < θ < π, where the potential is found to be increasing. On the
other hand, when these curves meet the boundary on the right for θ < π/2,
we see by evaluating Eq. (3.12) at x1 = cos θ and x2 = cos 2θ, that

dV

dx1

= 2 csc3 2θ sec θ(1− 8 cos4 θ).

changes sign at θiso. Combining this with Lemma 4.1 reveals that, along
these transversal curves, the Hessian of VL contributes a (+) for θ < θiso and
a (−) otherwise.

Proof of Theorem 5 for Eulerian solutions: boundary component. As in the
proof of Theorem 4 we shall use (θ12, θ23) as coordinates on each face of ∂T .
For coplanar configurations λ = 3 is a root of Eq. (3.4). The other two roots
are

λ± =
1

2

(
3±

√
3 + 2 cos(2θ12) + 2 cos(2θ13) + 2 cos(2θ23)

)
.

This gives us an explicit expression for VL in terms of (θ12, θ23). Comput-
ing the Hessian can be made a little easier by exploiting the symmetry
through the line θ12 = θ23 to deduce that (1, 1) and (1,−1) are eigenvec-
tors of Hess(VL|∂T ) with eigenvalues E1 and E2, respectively. The proof is
completed by solving for |L|2 in ∇VL = 0 and then computing E1 and E2
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evaluated at θ = θ12 = θ23. The results are collected below.

0 < θ < π
2
: E1 = 4(4 + cos 2θ) csc3 2θ > 0

E2 = −4(32 cos6 θ − 2 cos2 θ − 1)

(1 + 2 cos 2θ) sin3 2θ

< 0 for θ < θscal
> 0 for θscal < θ < π

3

< 0 for θ > π
3

π
2
< θ < 2π

3
: E1 = 6 csc4 2θ sin 4θ > 0

E2 = −4(2 + cos 2θ)(1 + 2 cos 2θ) csc3 2θ < 0

2π
3
< θ < π : E1 = −6(7 + 8 cos 2θ + 3 cos 4θ)

(2 + cos 2θ) sin3 2θ
> 0

E2 = −4(2 + cos 2θ)(1 + 2 cos 2θ) csc3 2θ > 0

Remark 4.2. By continuity of the Hamiltonian, the Hessian must become
singular at the critical values of θ and ϕ in Theorem 5 where the sig§nature
changes. In fact, one can show that θscal is where the curve of Eulerian
solutions meets the curve of scalene solutions in Figure 7, and θiso is where
the curve of isosceles solutions meets the boundary in Figure 8. Furthermore,
π
2
± ϕiso correspond to the two points where the line of Lagrangian solutions

intersects the curves of isosceles solutions.

We conclude with some concrete stability results by combining Theorem 5
with Remark 4.1 to obtain

Corollary 4.1. Eulerian solutions with angular separation θ are unstable if
θ < θscal or if θiso < θ < 2π/3. Lagrangian solutions with internal angle ϕ
are local minima of the reduced Hamiltonian if π/2 + ϕscal < ϕ < 2π/3, and
are therefore stable. Solutions of Type 1.(iii) are unstable if |L|2 is less than
24
√
3 and become gyroscopically stabilised if it is greater.
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[8] T. Fujiwara and E. Pérez-Chavela. A new method to study relative
equilibria on S2. arXiv:2304.13782, 2023.
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