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HYPERBOLIC MOTIONS IN THE N-BODY PROBLEM WITH
HOMOGENEOUS POTENTIALS

GUOWEI YU

ABSTRACT. In the N-body problem, a motion is called hyperbolic, when the mutual distances
between the bodies go to infinity with non-zero limiting velocities as time goes to infinity. For
Newtonian potential, in [9] Maderna and Venturelli proved that starting from any initial position
there is a hyperbolic motion with any prescribed limiting velocities at infinity.

Recently based on a different approach, Liu, Yan and Zhou [7] generalized this result to a larger
class of N-body problem. As the proof in [7] is quite long and technical, we give a simplified proof
for homogeneous potentials following the approach given in the latter paper.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the N-body problem in R? (d > 2) with a-homogeneous potential as below

(1) U= Y N ae(0,2)

L<icj<N g — q;1@’

With m; and ¢; representing the mass and position of the i-th body, motion of the bodies can be
described by the following equation

(2) miG; = —« Z mlm] qu]), i=1,...,N.
J=1j#i _Q|

When a = 1, it is the Newtonian N-body problem.

Define the mass weighted inner product and norm on the configuration space E = R as

N
<azy>=Y milz,y), |zl = V< T, 0>,

i=1

S={x € E: ||z|| = 1} represents the set of normalized configurations.
Since the potential function U is not well-define on the collision set

(3) A={qeE: ¢ =gq; forsomel <i#j <N}

Given an initial condition, the corresponding solution of may not exist after a finite time.
However it is believed (see [10] and [6]), these initial conditions should form a set with measure
zero in the phase space. Now a fundamental question is what are the possible final motions of the
bodies as time goes to infinity. This was first studied by Chazy in [I]. Among all possible final
motions, one is called hyperbolic, which can be defined as below according to Chazy.
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Definition 1.1. A solution ¢(t), t € [tp, ), of is a hyperbolic motion, if there is a limiting
velocity E e E=E\ A as t — oo, i.e.,
(4) lim ¢(t) = £ or q(t) = &t + o(t), ast — oc.

t—o0

Recall that energy E(q(t)) is conserved along a solution

(5) Bla(t)) = Slad]> - Ula(t)).

If h is the energy of a hyperbolic motion ¢(t), then it must be positive, as

h= lim E(g(t)) = lim <;Hq(t)]!2 - U(q(t)) = %HfH2 > 0.

t—o0
Then we can rewrite the asymptotic expression in as below, if v = £/V2h € S=s \ A,

(6) q(t) = V2hvt + o(t), as t — oco.

This means v is also the limiting shape of the normalized configuration of ¢(t), as

Jim q(0)/[la(t)| = v.

For the Newtonian N-body problem, in [9] Maderna and Venturilli showed that starting from
any initial configuration, there are hyperbolic motions with any asymptotic limiting velocities from
£ at infinity, as stated in Theorem The motions were found as free-time minimizers based on
the weak KAM theory. A crucial part of the proof is to establish the asymptotic expression @
In [9], this was done indirectly using the continuous property of the limiting shape of hyperbolic
motions at infinity, which were given by Chazy.

Recently in [7], Liu, Yan and Zhou gave a different proof of this result. In particular, they
found a way to show the asymptotic expression directly. Moreover their approach works for a
much larger class of N-body problem, as long as U(q) satisfies certain conditions (including the
a-homogeneous potential), for the details see [7, Theorem 1.4 ]. To obtained such a general result,
the details in [7] are quite long and technical.

Since the a-homogeneous potential is most interesting to us and using the Lagrange-Jacobi
identity (Lemmal[2.5), one can significantly simplify the proof in Section 5 of [7] (see Lemma [2.8)).
We feel it is worth to write down this short note. However it must be emphasized that the main
idea of our proof is from [7].

Theorem 1.1. Given arbitrarily a positive energy h and asymptotic configuration v € S. For any
x € E, there is a hyperbolic motion vy : [ty, 00) — E, which is collision-free of for allt #0 and
satisfies

V(to) =z, y(t) = V2htv + o(t), ast — oo.

In a recently preprint by Polimeni and Terracini [4], another approach to prove the above
theorem when o« = 1 was given. Their idea is to look for minimizer of a normalized Lagrangian
action with the desired asymptotic behavior. The advantage of such an approach is it can also be
used to prove a similar result for hyperbolic-parabolic motion.
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2. PRELIMINARY

For any z,y € E and T > 0, let C(x,y;T) denote the set of absolute continuous paths defined
on [0,7], which go from = to y, and C(z,y) = Up=oC(z,y;T). For any v € C(z,y;T), we define
its length and h-modified Lagrangian action value as

T T
™ fOlor) = [ I3lld and 0.7 = [ (GI8IP+0G) +1)

Lemma 2.1. For any 5 € C(x,y:T), |ly — 2l| < 6(v|o.r7) < A= Au(7:0,7).

Proof. While the first inequality is obvious, the second one follows from

T 1 T
Ani0.7) 2 [ (G814 a2 vaR [ e
0 0
[l

Definition 2.1. We say v € C(x,y; T) is a minimizer, if Ay (v;0,T) = ¢n(x,y; T), and an h-free-
time minimizer, if Ay (v;0,7T) = ¢p(z,y), where

on(z,y; T) = inf{Ap(v;0,T) : v € C(z,y; T);
¢h($7y) = lnf{gbh(mava) T > O}
Proposition 2.1. Ify € C(z,y;T) is a minimizer, | (o) is a collision-free solution of .

Remark 2.1. This is the well-known Machal’s Lemma. A proof can be found in [2] for & = 1 and
in [5] for o € (0,2). Notice that v(0) or v(7') may contain collision, if we choose x or y € A.
Lemma 2.2. When h > 0 and x # y € E, the following properties hold.

(a). There exists a v € C(x,y; T) satisfying An(7;0,T) = ¢p(z,y).
(b). 7l(o,r) is collision-free solution of with energy E(y(t)) = h.
(C)' For any z € E7 (bh(may) < (bh(xvz) + ¢h(27y)'

Proof. (a). By a standard argument in the direct method of calculus of variation, there exists
a vy, € C(z,y;7) for some 7 > 0, such that A(v,;0,7) = ¢p(x,y;7). The Cauchy-Schwartz

inequality then implies
1
T T 2
tnlon = [ icdar < 7 ([ el ae)

2 _ |z —y|?
> 2 J0
})) - 2T -

Asx #y,if T —0,

on(z,y: 7 / el dt > o (¢(3,

Meanwhile ¢p,(z,y; 7) > hT — 00, when 7 — 0.
As a result, there must exist a 7' > 0 and v € C(z,y; T) satisfying

An(7;0,T) = op(z,y; T) = inf (T, y;7) = dn(T, ).

(b). By Proposition Yl(o,r) is a collision-free solution. Since v is an h-free-time minimizer,
it is well-known its energy must be h. For a detailed proof see [3, 3.3].
(c). The result is trivial, when z = z, ¢p(z,x) = 0. The same argument holds for z = y.
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When z # x and z # y, there exist v, € C(z, z) and v, € C(z,y) satisfying

/L(%ca'yx) + hdt = ¢p(z, 2), /L(’Vy»’yy) +hdt = ¢n(2,y).
As the concatenation of v, and v, belongs to C(z,y), we have

¢h(xa y) < Qbh(fﬁ, Z) + ¢h(zay)
]

Lemma 2.3. There are two positive constants 81 and Ba, such that for any x,y € E and h > 0,

on(x.y) < (Bulle -yl + Balle — yIP2)* |

Proof. When = =y, ¢p(x,y) = 0 and the result holds. Let’s assume z # y from now on.
For any r > ||z —y|| > 0, by [8, Theorem 1], there two positive constants 7; and 7 independent
of x and y, such that for any T > 0,
2

r T
T) < 1my— +m9— + hT.
Sn(z, 4 T) Sy +mg +

The right hand side of the above inequality as a function of T has a global minimum in (0, c0) at
1
T = (mr?/(h+m2/r*))2, so
1
on(@,y) < (4hmr® + dmner®=*)2 .

Letting 7 go to || — y||, the desired result follows from continuity with 51 = 2hn; and By =
4mina. O

This lemma further implies continuity of ¢p,.
Lemma 2.4. ¢p(x,y) is continuous with respect to both x and y.
Proof. Choose an arbitrary 3’ close to y, by Lemma there is a C' > 0, such that
onl(z,y) — on(z,y) < on(y'y) < Cly — o177
on(.y) = on(w,y) < nlyy) < Clly o/ 2"
This shows ¢y (x,y) is continuous with respect to y. The proof for x is similar. O
Lemma 2.5. If y(t) is collision-free solution of with energy h > 0, then d?||y(t)||/dt* > 0.

Proof. Since 7(t) is collision-free, ||v(¢)[| is always positive. Let I(t) = lv(#)]|?. It is enough to
prove I(t) > 0, which follows from

oI =<9 % + <95 >=1l* - aU(y)
2 _

Q. 1. .
=258+ a (311 - U) = 252 1P + an >0

2 —«
2

For any v € S, define v := min{|v;;| = |v; —vj| : 1 <i#j < N} and
Bsy(v) :={u €S : ||lu—v| < v},

Nam

where § 1= 1

and mo :=min{m; : i =1,...,N}.

Lemma 2.6. If u € Bs,(v), then |u;j| > |v;|, V1 <i# j < N, and U(u) < 2°U(v).
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Proof. Notice that mo|u — v|? < |ju — v||2. Then

|uij] = ui = vi +vi = vj + v —wj] > Jvig| = |ui = vil = |uj — v
2 1
> [vij| = 2u —v| = fvi| - \/T—OHU—’UH 2 [vyj| = Sv

1 1
2 [vij| = 5lvigl = Flvigl-
By the above inequality,

Uw) = S T < N 90l gagy(y),

1<i<j<N Jugg|™ 1<i<j<N i
O
Lemma 2.7. If u € Bs,(v) and rg > r; >0, \/%th(rlu,rgu) <1y —11+ Wau(ri, r2) with
24U (v) 1 1 . .
2h(a—1) (r‘f‘71 - 7_20471) ) ZfOé > 17
(8) Wa(r1,72) = {2 gh(”) (logry —logry), ifa=1;
“U(v —a —a .
22h(1£o?) (T% - 74} )7 if a € (07 1)
Proof. Let £(t) = riu+ V2htu, t € [0, %] Then p(t) = [|£(t)]| = m1 + V2ht and
1 ro — T1 22U (v) /T2 _
— 0, ———) <r2— “dp =1y — Waw(r1,r2).
mv‘lh(& 0, NG ) <ro—ri+ T p~dp =1y —r1 +Woyu(ri,re)
O

Lemma 2.8. Given an arbitrary  and v € S. There is an R > 2||z| large enough, such that for
any y with ||y|| > R and v = y/||y|| € Bsy(v), if v € C(z,y;T) is an h-free-time minimizer, there
is a constant Cq , independent of v, such that

H uZEiiu —ul| < CanfallV@®), Vt € [T',T],
where T' = inf{t € [0,T]; ||v(¢t)| = 3|lyll} and fa is decreasing function as below
(2T)_%’ if a > 1;
(9) Falr) = (logfr %, P
(2r)°%, if a € (0,1).

Proof. Since i|y|| > ||z, T" is well-defined with W\t:p > 0. By Lemma |lv(2)]] is strictly
increasing, when t € [T”,T.
By Lemma there is a constant C; depending on x and v, such that

sup{¢n(z, ||z|lu); u € Bsy(v)} < V2RCh.
Then Lemma 2.2 and 2.7 imply

(10)  ¢nl(@,y) < ¢nl@, lz]u) + on(llzllu,y) < V2h(C1 + lyll = 2] + Wao (], ly]))-
With this, Lemma [2.1] implies

(11) Uy

1
0,17) < \/—Thcbh(%y) < Iyl + Wau [l [lyl]) + Cr = [l
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FiGure 1.

Fix an arbitrary ¢ € [T’,T) (the result is trivial, when t = T'), set r = ||y(¢)|| and z = ru, then
Y ={¢€E: < q— zu>= 0} is the hyperplane perpendicular to the line 0z at z. If v(t) = z,

set t' = t. If not, v(¢t) and y must be separated by X, as ||y(¢)|| < ||y||- Then we can always find
at' € (t,T) with y(t') € S(see Figure[l). As a result,
(12) lv(#') = 201> = IV (E)I> = 1l=1%, @) = [Iz]]
9 (t) = 2l” = lly =y = lly = 212, lly =~ > lly — =]
Combining these with , we get

2[7v(#") — 2l = @)1 + v (@) — 91> = (=07 + lly = =I1%)
(@ + @) = yD? = 2@ - IvE) = yll = (ly = 21+ 12107 + 20121 - ly — 2]l
< (V@I + ) = yl)? = llyl®
< (Il + llz = @)+ v () = wl)? = llyll?
< (
(

[l + £(v1or)* = llyll®
lyll + Wao(llzll, 1l + C1)* = llyll?

For simplicity let’s write Wo (|2, ||y]]) as W . Then

IN

1
2

1 1
(1) (€)=l = (191 + 5720+ Collal + W + 361))
Meanwhile notice that
(o) 2 I9(8) 2] = 7 — ]

() =y =@l = lly = 2l = llyll = .
Then together with , they imply

17 (t) =y < L(Vleay) = €Al jo,1) = €Ylo,) — LVl 1)) < Waw + Ci.
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Combining this with , we get
I7(t) = 2l < [l7v(t) = @) + Iv(¢) — 2]
(15) 1, 1 2
< (IlWaw + 5W2,+ Cr (Il + Waw + 5C1) )+ Wau + Cr.
Dividing the above inequality by r = ||v(¢)||, and using the fact that ||y|| < 2r, we get

1
t Weay 1 [ Waus\? CL2r+Wao+3C)\? Wa, C
Hﬂ>_4§< ,_%( ,>+ 120+ W, zlv Wow | O

@)l 2\ - r? r r

T 2
From now on we use W, , to represent Wo ,(||z|/,2r). As |ly|| < 2r implies W (|||, [|y]]) <
Wau(||z]|,2r), the above inequality still holds. Hence we may rewrite is as,

1
2 1 2
o )2 Ci2r 4 W, + AC »
A (1) UHS<4W, +2<W,> L G+ Wo + 1)> LTI

H @)l 2r 2r r? 2r

When r — oo, by , W

5 — 00. While
T

2Wa,v+01:0< Wa,v>7

2r r 2r

and

C1(2r + Wa, + 3C1) N o(vg‘j;”), when « € (0, 1];
B O(W;;'”), when « € (1,2).

As a result, when R is large enough, there is a constant Cs independent of v with

[ty -] = en (")

The rest then follows from Lemma and direct computations.
For the case x = 0, again by Lemma there is a constant Cs, such that

sup{¢n(0,u); u € Bsy(v)} < V2hCs.
Using Lemma 2.2 and [2.7] again, we get

r2

(16) o1 (0,y) < ¢1(0,w) + dn(u,y) < V2h(Co+ Iyl — 1+ Wan(L, ylD)-
With this, we get the desired result by repeating the exact same argument as above. O

Lemma 2.9. limp, 00 ) 5, fa(2F) = 0.

Proof. First let’s assume « € (0,1), then

fa(2k+1) (2k+1)% 1
= e = o <l
fa(2F) (2k42)2 22
By the summation formula of geometric series,
o
2no 1 1
Z fa(2k) = fa( 2 = = =— — 0, as ng — oo,
1-272 (22 —1)22™

k=ng
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The proof is the same for o > 1, as in this case

fa(2k+1) B (2k+1)% B i -
fa(2F) (2k+2)% 2% ’
and
» 11
Zfa2k fa(2" ): — 0, as ng — oo.

1-927 V2-12%

k=ng
Now assume « = 1. Since there is an ng large enough, such that log 28! < 9" , Yk > ng,
> ket 1 1
f 2’“ 2” = —g — 0, as ng — o0.
IFACCEDS T

k=ng k=ng

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

By Lemma we can find an ng large enough, such that

(17) Ca,v i fa(Qk) < dv.

k=ng

For each n > ng, set y, = 2"v, there is a v, € C(x, ypn; T),) satistying Ap(7,;0,T5) = ép(z, yn).

Let R be the constant given in Lemma we will further assume 2" > R. By the strictly
increasing property of ||y, (t)|| obtained in the proof of the same lemma, for each n > ng, there is
a unique sequence of moments {¢, x}3_, , such that

[ (tns)| = 28 for each k = ng,no+1,...,n.

Lemma 3.1. For each n > ng and t € [ty ng,tnnl, let [ ()] be the integer part of ||y, (t)|l,
n(l > .
(18) H 7 ( ) _UH S Ca,v Z fa(QZ) S 5@7
[ @) _
i=[log [l ()]

Proof. As ||, (t)|| > 2™, Vt € [tnng, tnn], the second inequality in (18] follows directly from ([17).
Notice that 27! < ||7n( )| < 2", when t € [ty n—1,tnn). By Lemma.

o0

| 20— 2| < a0 € Confol@ D < Co D 12
it i=[log [|7v()]l]

This proves , when ¢ € [tnn—1,tnn)-
Now let’s assume there is an integer k € (ng,n), such that holds for all ¢t € [ty k41,tnn)-
With this we can apply Lemma to Yljo,¢ and as a result, for any ¢ € [ty i,y k1),

n,k+1]’

” (1) Yr (b fet1)
[[vn

o = ky
TR e H < CornallAOI) < Cow 108 [V = Corn fu(25)
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As a result, for any t € [ty i, by k1),

’Yn(t) —w
(] 'S

/Yn(t) n nk:—i—l H H n nk+1 H
@I (g [ (k1)
)

< Caw Y fal2) < Cay Z fa(29).
i=k i=[log [|yn ()]]]
The desired result then follows from induction. OJ

By the above lemmu E ;|| € Bsy(v), for any t € [tyng,tnn|. From the proof of Lemma
16

in particular (10)) and (16)), we know there is a constant Cy > 0, such that

(t) a(t)
qsh(m,w))sm( ol 2 ()H>+¢ (u ol ()”,%(w)

< V20 (Co + I @)l + Wau (2], [ @)1))-

Here and in the below, when x = 0, W, ,(||z|, -) should be seen as W, ,(1,-).
As the energy identity can be written as ||4,]|> = L(n, n) + h, we get

(20) /O 3 ()11 ds = ¢n (1 (1)) < V2h(Co + (O] + Wa(l[2]]; 1))

(19)

Meanwhile the energy identity also implies |5y, || 2 V2h. Therefore

ey vas | rmuczsgﬁ(/o rmuzds) < (VZR)E ()] + Waw + Co) .

l\)\»—‘

As a result,
(22) V2ht < Waw + Bew Iy (2)]| s Waw + Co
[y (@I~ [[7n (2)] V2ht @+ Waw + Co

On the other hand, (20]) also implies

1 L([ R
t\wn(t)—mu%t( [ nlias) < [ WialP ds < VB0l + Wy + Co)

Multiplying the above inequality by ||7,(t)||/(V2h]|va(t) — z||?), we get
I [ Oy OI + Wayw + Co)

\ﬁt - [7n(t) — 2|2
< Ul (@) — 2l + 2] lya(t) — 2l +[|2]] + Wa, + Co)
- [7n(t) — 2|2
As a result,
o, 2 v
(23) @Iy o Waw + Co+2llzl] | Jl2l[(W. +Co4;\|rrH)
V2ht [7n(t) — | [7n(t) — 2|
By and , when ng is large enough, we can find a continuous function g, : [2™, 00),
O(%), if a > 1;
(24) ga(r) = O(lofr), if a=1; as T — 00

O(%), ifae(0,1),

r
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such that, for any t € [ty ng, tnnl,

(25)

)l
=l 1‘ < gallm(®)])-

By and , we can assume the following holds

< m®ll
~ V2ht

The second inequality in then implies

t 2"
T, = tn,n > H’Yn( nm,)” = — 00, as n — oQ.

2v/2h 2v2h
On the other hand, the first inequality in implies

2 2n0+1
tnno < E||7n(tn,no)\| = ﬁ, Vn > no.

Hence t,,, = sup{tnn, : m > ng} is a finite number.
Now fix an arbitary ¢ > £,,, by Lemma 1 E ;” € Bsy(v). Then implies

(26) <2, Vt€ [thng,tnn and n > ng.

(27) 2" < ()]l < 2V2ht, ¥n > ng.
Combining the second inequality above with (19)) gives us

n(z,m(t)) < 4ht + V2 ( av(HxH V2ht) + CO)
We may further assume ng large enough, such that

Wao(||zll, V2ht) + Cy < 2V2ht, when V2ht > 2",

Hence Ap(7,;0,t) = ép(z,7,(t)) < 8ht, ¥Yn > ng. Then for any 0 < 7 < 7/ < ¢,

. s ’
(™) — ()] < / ||vn||dss<f’—f>z(/ ||%||2ds>
1

< (' = 7)7 (An(1;0, t))2 < 2V2h(r — 1)2t2.

l\.')

This shows {ya|py : m > mo} is equicontinuous. Since v,(0) = =, Vn > ny, it is also equi-
bounded. By the Ascoli-Arzela theorem (after passing to a proper subsequence) {7 |jo,q;7 > no}

will converge uniformly to an absolute continuous path £ : [0,t] — E.

Since the above argument can be repeated for any 7, > t,, with limy_,, 7, = 00, by a diagonal
argument there exists an absolute continuous path v : [0,00) — E, such that 7, converges to

uniformly on any compact sub-interval of [0, 00).

For any T' > 0, by the lower semi-continuity of 4;, and the continuity of ¢, (Lemma ,
On(2,7(T)) < Ap(7;0,T) < liminf Ap(y,;0,T) = lim inf ¢y (2, 7(T')) = ¢n(2,7(T)).

Hence 'y\[oﬂ is an h-free-time minimizer, and then a collision-free h-energy solution of .

The above results show that for any t > #,,,

L y@&I . @
— < =1 <
2= aht noo oht
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H ; = s H e < 0v;
[[v(t) =00 || |7 (8)]
(1) () ‘ |
ERASVENE | — 1] < lim gq(||vn(t < ga AN,
With these estimates, we get
i DO = V2Rt n(t) = V2Rt
lim = lim lim
t—00 \/ﬁt t—00 Nn—00 \/ﬁt
n - n n _ t
< lim lim H’Y ||7 HUH H”’V v FUH
t—o00 n—oo \/ﬁt

IA

e (8 501
:g&('h an "+’%l|‘l‘>

<lim (2000 Y fal2) +gall@I) | =0.
i=llog |7 ()]

This means y(t) = v 2htv + o(t), when ¢ — oo, which finishes our proof of Theorem
Acknowledgement. The author thanks Duokui Yan and Yuan Zhou for their encouragement
and helpful comments, and the anonymous referees for their value comments and suggestions.
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