
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 Rd (d ≥ 2) with α-homogeneous potential as below

(1) U(q) =
∑

1≤i<j≤N

mimj

|qi − qj |α
, α ∈ (0, 2).

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

(2) miq̈i = −α
N∑

j=1,j ̸=i

mimj(qi − qj)

|qi − qj |α+2
, i = 1, . . . , N.

When α = 1, it is the Newtonian N -body problem.
Define the mass weighted inner product and norm on the configuration space E = RdN as

≪ x, y ≫=

N∑
i=1

mi⟨xi, yi⟩, ∥x∥ =
√
≪ x, x ≫.

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

(3) ∆ = {q ∈ E : qi = qj for some 1 ≤ i ̸= j ≤ N}.

Given an initial condition, the corresponding solution of (2) 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 [1]. 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 q(t), t ∈ [t0,∞), of (2) is a hyperbolic motion, if there is a limiting

velocity ξ ∈ Ê = E \∆ as t → ∞, i.e.,

(4) lim
t→∞

q̇(t) = ξ or q(t) = ξt+ o(t), as t → ∞.

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

(5) E(q(t)) =
1

2
∥q̇(t)∥2 − U(q(t)).

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

h = lim
t→∞

E(q(t)) = lim
t→∞

(
1

2
∥q̇(t)∥2 − U(q(t)

)
=

1

2
∥ξ∥2 > 0.

Then we can rewrite the asymptotic expression in (4) as below, if v = ξ/
√
2h ∈ Ŝ = S \∆,

(6) q(t) =
√
2hvt+ o(t), as t → ∞.

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

lim
t→∞

q(t)/∥q(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
Ê at infinity, as stated in Theorem 1.1. 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 (6).
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
α-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 α-homogeneous potential is most interesting to us and using the Lagrange-Jacobi
identity (Lemma 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 ∈ Ŝ. For any
x ∈ E, there is a hyperbolic motion γ : [t0,∞) → E, which is collision-free of (2) for all t ̸= 0 and
satisfies

γ(t0) = x, γ(t) =
√
2htv + o(t), as t → ∞.

In a recently preprint by Polimeni and Terracini [4], another approach to prove the above
theorem when α = 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 x, y ∈ E and T > 0, let C(x, y;T ) denote the set of absolute continuous paths defined
on [0, T ], which go from x to y, and C(x, y) = ∪T>0C(x, y;T ). For any γ ∈ C(x, y;T ), we define
its length and h-modified Lagrangian action value as

(7) ℓ(γ|[0,T ]) =

∫ T

0
∥γ̇∥ dt and Ah(γ; 0, T ) =

∫ T

0

(
1

2
∥γ̇∥2 + U(γ) + h

)
dt.

Lemma 2.1. For any γ ∈ C(x, y;T ), ∥y − x∥ ≤ ℓ(γ|[0,T ]) ≤ 1√
2h
Ah(γ; 0, T ).

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

Ah(γ; 0, T ) ≥
∫ T

0

(
1

2
∥γ̇∥2 + h

)
dt ≥

√
2h

∫ T

0
∥γ̇∥ dt.

□

Definition 2.1. We say γ ∈ C(x, y;T ) is a minimizer, if Ah(γ; 0, T ) = ϕh(x, y;T ), and an h-free-
time minimizer, if Ah(γ; 0, T ) = ϕh(x, y), where

ϕh(x, y;T ) = inf{Ah(γ; 0, T ) : γ ∈ C(x, y;T );

ϕh(x, y) = inf{ϕh(x, y;T ) : T > 0}.

Proposition 2.1. If γ ∈ C(x, y;T ) is a minimizer, γ|(0,T ) is a collision-free solution of (2).

Remark 2.1. This is the well-known Machal’s Lemma. A proof can be found in [2] for α = 1 and
in [5] for α ∈ (0, 2). Notice that γ(0) or γ(T ) may contain collision, if we choose x or y ∈ ∆.

Lemma 2.2. When h > 0 and x ̸= y ∈ E, the following properties hold.

(a). There exists a γ ∈ C(x, y;T ) satisfying Ah(γ; 0, T ) = ϕh(x, y).
(b). γ|(0,T ) is collision-free solution of (2) with energy E(γ(t)) ≡ h.
(c). For any z ∈ E, ϕh(x, y) ≤ ϕh(x, z) + ϕh(z, y).

Proof. (a). By a standard argument in the direct method of calculus of variation, there exists
a γτ ∈ C(x, y; τ) for some τ > 0, such that A(γτ ; 0, τ) = ϕh(x, y; τ). The Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality then implies

ℓ(γτ |[0,τ ]) =
∫ τ

0
∥γ̇τ∥ dt ≤

√
τ

(∫ τ

0
∥γ̇τ∥2 dt

) 1
2

.

As x ̸= y, if τ → 0,

ϕh(x, y; τ) ≥
1

2

∫ τ

0
∥γ̇τ∥2 dt ≥

1

2τ

(
ℓ(γτ |[0,τ ])

)2 ≥ ∥x− y∥2

2τ
→ ∞.

Meanwhile ϕh(x, y; τ) ≥ hτ → ∞, when τ → ∞.
As a result, there must exist a T > 0 and γ ∈ C(x, y;T ) satisfying

Ah(γ; 0, T ) = ϕh(x, y;T ) = inf
τ>0

ϕh(x, y; τ) = ϕh(x, y).

(b). By Proposition 2.1, γ|(0,T ) is a collision-free solution. Since γ 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 = x, ϕh(x, x) = 0. The same argument holds for z = y.
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When z ̸= x and z ̸= y, there exist γx ∈ C(x, z) and γy ∈ C(z, y) satisfying∫
L(γx, γ̇x) + h dt = ϕh(x, z),

∫
L(γy, γ̇y) + h dt = ϕh(z, y).

As the concatenation of γx and γy belongs to C(x, y), we have

ϕh(x, y) ≤ ϕh(x, z) + ϕh(z, y).

□

Lemma 2.3. There are two positive constants β1 and β2, such that for any x, y ∈ E and h > 0,

ϕh(x, y) ≤
(
β1∥x− y∥2 + β2∥x− y∥2−α

) 1
2 .

Proof. When x = y, ϕh(x, y) = 0 and the result holds. Let’s assume x ̸= y from now on.
For any r > ∥x−y∥ > 0, by [8, Theorem 1], there two positive constants η1 and η2 independent

of x and y, such that for any T > 0,

ϕh(x, y;T ) ≤ η1
r2

T
+ η2

T

rα
+ hT.

The right hand side of the above inequality as a function of T has a global minimum in (0,∞) at

T = (η1r
2/(h+ η2/r

α))
1
2 , so

ϕh(x, y) ≤
(
4hη1r

2 + 4η1η2r
2−α
) 1

2 .

Letting r go to ∥x − y∥, the desired result follows from continuity with β1 = 2hη1 and β2 =
4η1η2. □

This lemma further implies continuity of ϕh.

Lemma 2.4. ϕh(x, y) is continuous with respect to both x and y.

Proof. Choose an arbitrary y′ close to y, by Lemma 2.3, there is a C > 0, such that

ϕh(x, y)− ϕh(x, y
′) ≤ ϕh(y

′, y) ≤ C∥y − y′∥
2−α
2 ;

ϕh(x, y
′)− ϕh(x, y) ≤ ϕh(y, y

′) ≤ C∥y − y′∥
2−α
2 .

This shows ϕh(x, y) is continuous with respect to y. The proof for x is similar. □

Lemma 2.5. If γ(t) is collision-free solution of (2) with energy h > 0, then d2∥γ(t)∥/dt2 > 0.

Proof. Since γ(t) is collision-free, ∥γ(t)∥ is always positive. Let I(t) = ∥γ(t)∥2. It is enough to

prove Ï(t) > 0, which follows from

1

2
Ï =≪ γ̇, γ̇ ≫2 + ≪ γ, γ̈ ≫= ∥γ̇∥2 − αU(γ)

=
2− α

2
∥γ̇∥2 + α

(
1

2
∥γ̇∥2 − U(γ)

)
=

2− α

2
∥γ̇∥2 + αh > 0.

□

For any v ∈ Ŝ, define v := min{|vij | = |vi − vj | : 1 ≤ i ̸= j ≤ N} and

Bδv(v) := {u ∈ S : ∥u− v∥ ≤ δv},

where δ :=
√
m0

4 and m0 := min{mi : i = 1, . . . , N}.

Lemma 2.6. If u ∈ Bδv(v), then |uij | ≥ 1
2 |vij |, ∀1 ≤ i ̸= j ≤ N, and U(u) ≤ 2αU(v).
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Proof. Notice that m0|u− v|2 ≤ ∥u− v∥2. Then
|uij | = |ui − vi + vi − vj + vj − uj | ≥ |vij | − |ui − vi| − |uj − vj |

≥ |vij | − 2|u− v| ≥ |vij | −
2

√
m0

∥u− v∥ ≥ |vij | −
1

2
v

≥ |vij | −
1

2
|vij | =

1

2
|vij |.

By the above inequality,

U(u) =
∑

1≤i<j≤N

mimj

|uij |α
≤

∑
1≤i<j≤N

2α
mimj

|vij |α
≤ 2αU(v).

□

Lemma 2.7. If u ∈ Bδv(v) and r2 > r1 > 0, 1√
2h
ϕh(r1u, r2u) ≤ r2 − r1 +Wα,v(r1, r2) with

(8) Wα,v(r1, r2) =


2αU(v)
2h(α−1)

(
1

rα−1
1

− 1
rα−1
2

)
, if α > 1;

2αU(v)
2h (log r2 − log r1), if α = 1;

2αU(v)
2h(1−α)(r

1−α
2 − r1−α

1 ), if α ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Let ξ(t) = r1u+
√
2htu, t ∈ [0, r2−r1√

2h
]. Then ρ(t) = ∥ξ(t)∥ = r1 +

√
2ht and

1√
2h

Ah(ξ; 0,
r2 − r1√

2h
) ≤ r2 − r1 +

2αU(v)

2h

∫ r2

r1

ρ−α dρ = r2 − r1 +Wα,v(r1, r2).

□

Lemma 2.8. Given an arbitrary x and v ∈ Ŝ. There is an R > 2∥x∥ large enough, such that for
any y with ∥y∥ ≥ R and u = y/∥y∥ ∈ Bδv(v), if γ ∈ C(x, y;T ) is an h-free-time minimizer, there
is a constant Cα,v independent of γ, such that∥∥∥∥ γ(t)

∥γ(t)∥
− u

∥∥∥∥ ≤ Cα,vfα(∥γ(t)∥), ∀t ∈ [T ′, T ],

where T ′ = inf{t ∈ [0, T ]; ∥γ(t)∥ = 1
2∥y∥} and fα is decreasing function as below

(9) fα(r) =


(2r)−

1
2 , if α > 1;(

log 2r
2r

) 1
2
, if α = 1;

(2r)−
α
2 , if α ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Since 1
2∥y∥ > ∥x∥, T ′ is well-defined with d∥γ(t)∥

dt |t=T ′ > 0. By Lemma 2.5, ∥γ(t)∥ is strictly
increasing, when t ∈ [T ′, T ].

By Lemma 2.3, there is a constant C1 depending on x and v, such that

sup{ϕh(x, ∥x∥u); u ∈ Bδv(v)} ≤
√
2hC1.

Then Lemma 2.2 and 2.7 imply

(10) ϕh(x, y) ≤ ϕh(x, ∥x∥u) + ϕh(∥x∥u, y) ≤
√
2h
(
C1 + ∥y∥ − ∥x∥+Wα,v(∥x∥, ∥y∥)

)
.

With this, Lemma 2.1 implies

(11) ℓ(γ|[0,T ]) ≤
1√
2h

ϕh(x, y) ≤ ∥y∥+Wα,v(∥x∥, ∥y∥) + C1 − ∥x∥.
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Figure 1.

Fix an arbitrary t ∈ [T ′, T ) (the result is trivial, when t = T ), set r = ∥γ(t)∥ and z = ru, then

Σ = {q ∈ E : ≪ q − z, u ≫= 0} is the hyperplane perpendicular to the line
−→
0z at z. If γ(t) = z,

set t′ = t. If not, γ(t) and y must be separated by Σ, as ∥γ(t)∥ < ∥y∥. Then we can always find
a t′ ∈ (t, T ) with γ(t′) ∈ Σ(see Figure 1). As a result,

(12)

{
∥γ(t′)− z∥2 = ∥γ(t′)∥2 − ∥z∥2, ∥γ(t′)∥ ≥ ∥z∥
∥γ(t′)− z∥2 = ∥y − γ(t′)∥2 − ∥y − z∥2, ∥y − γ(t′)∥ ≥ ∥y − z∥

Combining these with (11), we get

(13)

2∥γ(t′)− z∥2 = ∥γ(t′)∥2 + ∥γ(t′)− y∥2 − (∥z∥2 + ∥y − z∥2)
= (∥γ(t′)∥+ ∥γ(t′)− y∥)2 − 2∥γ(t′)∥ · ∥γ(t′)− y∥ − (∥y − z∥+ ∥z∥)2 + 2∥z∥ · ∥y − z∥
≤ (∥γ(t′)∥+ ∥γ(t′)− y∥)2 − ∥y∥2

≤ (∥x∥+ ∥x− γ(t′)∥+ ∥γ(t′)− y∥)2 − ∥y∥2

≤ (∥x∥+ ℓ(γ|[0,T ]))
2 − ∥y∥2

≤ (∥y∥+Wα,v(∥x∥, ∥y∥) + C1)
2 − ∥y∥2

For simplicity let’s write Wα,v(∥x∥, ∥y∥) as Wα,v. Then

(14) ∥γ(t′)− z∥ ≤
(
∥y∥Wα,v +

1

2
W 2

α,v + C1(∥y∥+Wα,v +
1

2
C1)

) 1
2

.

Meanwhile notice that

ℓ(γ|[0,t]) ≥ ∥γ(t)− x∥ ≥ r − ∥x∥;

ℓ(γ|[t′,T ]) ≥ ∥y − γ(t′)∥ ≥ ∥y − z∥ ≥ ∥y∥ − r.

Then together with (11), they imply

∥γ(t)− γ(t′)∥ ≤ ℓ(γ|[t,t′]) = ℓ(γ|[0,T ])− ℓ(γ|[0,t])− ℓ(γ|[t′,T ]) ≤ Wα,v + C1.
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Combining this with (14), we get

(15)

∥γ(t)− z∥ ≤ ∥γ(t)− γ(t′)∥+ ∥γ(t′)− z∥

≤
(
∥y∥Wα,v +

1

2
W 2

α,v + C1

(
∥y∥+Wα,v +

1

2
C1

)) 1
2

+Wα,v + C1.

Dividing the above inequality by r = ∥γ(t)∥, and using the fact that ∥y∥ ≤ 2r, we get∥∥∥∥ γ(t)

∥γ(t)∥
− u

∥∥∥∥ ≤

(
2Wα,v

r
+

1

2

(
Wα,v

r

)2

+
C1(2r +Wα,v +

1
2C1)

r2

) 1
2

+
Wα,v

r
+

C1

r

From now on we use Wα,v to represent Wα,v(∥x∥, 2r). As ∥y∥ ≤ 2r implies Wα,v(∥x∥, ∥y∥) ≤
Wα,v(∥x∥, 2r), the above inequality still holds. Hence we may rewrite is as,∥∥∥∥ γ(t)

∥γ(t)∥
− u

∥∥∥∥ ≤

(
4
Wα,v

2r
+ 2

(
Wα,v

2r

)2

+
C1(2r +Wα,v +

1
2C1)

r2

) 1
2

+ 2
Wα,v

2r
+

C1

r
.

When r → ∞, by (8),
Wα,v

2r → ∞. While

2
Wα,v

2r
+

C1

r
≃ o

(√
Wα,v

2r

)
,

and
C1(2r +Wα,v +

1
2C1)

r2
≃

{
o(

Wα,v

2r ), when α ∈ (0, 1];

O(
Wα,v

2r ), when α ∈ (1, 2).

As a result, when R is large enough, there is a constant C2 independent of γ with∥∥∥∥ γ(t)

∥γ(t)∥
− u

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C2

(
Wα,v(∥x∥, 2r)

2r

) 1
2

.

The rest then follows from Lemma 2.7 and direct computations.
For the case x = 0, again by Lemma 2.3, there is a constant C2, such that

sup{ϕh(0, u); u ∈ Bδv(v)} ≤
√
2hC2.

Using Lemma 2.2 and 2.7 again, we get

(16) ϕh(0, y) ≤ ϕh(0, u) + ϕh(u, y) ≤
√
2h
(
C2 + ∥y∥ − 1 +Wα,v(1, ∥y∥)

)
.

With this, we get the desired result by repeating the exact same argument as above. □

Lemma 2.9. limn0→∞
∑∞

k=n0
fα(2

k) = 0.

Proof. First let’s assume α ∈ (0, 1), then

fα(2
k+1)

fα(2k)
=

(2k+1)
α
2

(2k+2)
α
2

=
1

2
α
2

< 1.

By the summation formula of geometric series,
∞∑

k=n0

fα(2
k) =

fα(2
n0)

1− 2−
α
2

=
1

(2
α
2 − 1)

1

2
α
2
n0

→ 0, as n0 → ∞,
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The proof is the same for α > 1, as in this case

fα(2
k+1)

fα(2k)
=

(2k+1)
1
2

(2k+2)
1
2

=
1

2
1
2

< 1,

and ∑
k=n0

fα(2
k) =

fα(2
n0)

1− 2
1
2

=
1√
2− 1

1

2
n0
2

→ 0, as n0 → ∞.

Now assume α = 1. Since there is an n0 large enough, such that log 2k+1 ≤ 2
k+1
2 , ∀k ≥ n0,

∞∑
k=n0

fα(2
k) ≤

∞∑
k=n0

2−
k+1
4 =

1

2
1
4 − 1

1

2
n0
4

→ 0, as n0 → ∞.

□

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

By Lemma 2.9, we can find an n0 large enough, such that

(17) Cα,v

∞∑
k=n0

fα(2
k) ≤ δv.

For each n ≥ n0, set yn = 2nv, there is a γn ∈ C(x, yn;Tn) satisfying Ah(γn; 0, Tn) = ϕh(x, yn).
Let R be the constant given in Lemma 2.8, we will further assume 2n0 ≥ R. By the strictly

increasing property of ∥γn(t)∥ obtained in the proof of the same lemma, for each n ≥ n0, there is
a unique sequence of moments {tn,k}nk=n0

, such that

∥γn(tn,k)∥ = 2k for each k = n0, n0 + 1, . . . , n.

Lemma 3.1. For each n ≥ n0 and t ∈ [tn,n0 , tn,n], let [∥γn(t)∥] be the integer part of ∥γn(t)∥,

(18)

∥∥∥∥ γn(t)

∥γn(t)∥
− v

∥∥∥∥ ≤ Cα,v

∞∑
i=[log ∥γn(t)∥]

fα(2
i) ≤ δv,

Proof. As ∥γn(t)∥ ≥ 2n0 , ∀t ∈ [tn,n0 , tn,n], the second inequality in (18) follows directly from (17).
Notice that 2n−1 ≤ ∥γn(t)∥ < 2n, when t ∈ [tn,n−1, tn,n). By Lemma 2.8,∥∥∥∥ γn(t)

∥γn(t)∥
− γn(tn,n)

∥γn(tn,n)∥

∥∥∥∥ ≤ Cα,vfα(∥γn(t)∥) ≤ Cα,vfα(2
n−1) ≤ Cα,v

∞∑
i=[log ∥γ(t)∥]

fα(2
i).

This proves (18), when t ∈ [tn,n−1, tn,n).
Now let’s assume there is an integer k ∈ (n0, n), such that (18) holds for all t ∈ [tn,k+1, tn,n).

With this we can apply Lemma 2.8 to γ|[0,tn,k+1], and as a result, for any t ∈ [tn,k, tn,k+1),∥∥∥∥ γn(t)

∥γn(t)∥
−

γn(tn,k+1)

∥γn(tn,k+1)∥

∥∥∥∥ ≤ Cα,vfα(∥γ(t)∥) ≤ Cα,vfα([log ∥γ(t)∥]) = Cα,vfα(2
k).
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As a result, for any t ∈ [tn,k, tn,k+1),∥∥∥∥ γn(t)

∥γn(t)∥
− v

∥∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥∥ γn(t)

∥γn(t)∥
−

γn(tn,k+1)

∥γn(tn,k+1)∥

∥∥∥∥+ ∥∥∥∥ γn(tn,k+1)

∥γn(tn,k+1)∥
− v

∥∥∥∥
≤ Cα,v

∞∑
i=k

fα(2
i) ≤ Cα,v

∞∑
i=[log ∥γn(t)∥]

fα(2
i).

The desired result then follows from induction. □

By the above lemma, γn(t)
∥γn(t)∥ ∈ Bδv(v), for any t ∈ [tn,n0 , tn,n]. From the proof of Lemma 2.8,

in particular (10) and (16), we know there is a constant C0 > 0, such that

(19)
ϕh(x, γn(t)) ≤ ϕh

(
x, ∥x∥ γn(t)

∥γn(t)∥

)
+ ϕh

(
∥x∥ γn(t)

∥γn(t)∥
, γn(t)

)
≤

√
2h
(
C0 + ∥γn(t)∥+Wα,v(∥x∥, ∥γn(t)∥)

)
.

Here and in the below, when x = 0, Wα,v(∥x∥, ·) should be seen as Wα,v(1, ·).
As the energy identity can be written as ∥γ̇n∥2 = L(γn, γ̇n) + h, we get

(20)

∫ t

0
∥γ̇n(s)∥2 ds = ϕh(x, γn(t)) ≤

√
2h
(
C0 + ∥γn(t)∥+Wα,v(∥x∥, ∥γn(t)∥)

)
;

Meanwhile the energy identity also implies ∥γ̇n∥ ≥
√
2h. Therefore

(21)
√
2ht ≤

∫ t

0
∥γ̇n∥ ds ≤

√
t

(∫ t

0
∥γ̇n∥2 ds

) 1
2

≤ (
√
2ht)

1
2
(
∥γn(t)∥+Wα,v + C0

) 1
2 .

As a result,

(22)

√
2ht

∥γn(t)∥
≤ 1 +

Wα,v + βx,v
∥γn(t)∥

⇒ ∥γn(t)∥√
2ht

− 1 ≥ − Wα,v + C0

∥γn(t)∥+Wα,v + C0
.

On the other hand, (20) also implies

1

t
∥γn(t)− x∥2 ≤ 1

t

(∫ t

0
∥γ̇n∥ ds

)2

≤
∫ t

0
∥γ̇n∥2 ds ≤

√
2h(∥γn(t)∥+Wα,v + C0).

Multiplying the above inequality by ∥γn(t)∥/(
√
2h∥γn(t)− x∥2), we get

∥γn(t)∥√
2ht

≤ ∥γn(t)∥(∥γn(t)∥+Wα,v + C0)

∥γn(t)− x∥2

≤ (∥γn(t)− x∥+ ∥x∥)(∥γn(t)− x∥+ ∥x∥+Wα,v + C0)

∥γn(t)− x∥2
.

As a result,

(23)
∥γn(t)∥√

2ht
− 1 ≤ Wα,v + C0 + 2∥x∥

∥γn(t)− x∥
+

∥x∥(Wα,v + C0 + ∥x∥)
∥γn(t)− x∥2

.

By (22) and (23), when n0 is large enough, we can find a continuous function gα : [2n0 ,∞),

(24) gα(r) =


O(1r ), if α > 1;

O( log rr ), if α = 1;

O( 1
rα ), if α ∈ (0, 1),

as r → ∞
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such that, for any t ∈ [tn,n0 , tn,n],

(25)

∣∣∣∣∥γn(t)∥√
2ht

− 1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ gα(∥γn(t)∥).

By (24) and (26), we can assume the following holds

(26)
1

2
≤ ∥γn(t)∥√

2ht
≤ 2, ∀t ∈ [tn,n0 , tn,n] and n ≥ n0.

The second inequality in (26) then implies

Tn = tn,n ≥ ∥γn(tn,n)∥
2
√
2h

=
2n

2
√
2h

→ ∞, as n → ∞.

On the other hand, the first inequality in (26) implies

tn,n0 ≤ 2√
2h

∥γn(tn,n0)∥ =
2n0+1

√
2h

, ∀n ≥ n0.

Hence t̃n0 = sup{tn,n0 : n ≥ n0} is a finite number.

Now fix an arbitary t ≥ t̃n0 , by Lemma 3.1 γn(t)
∥γn(t)∥ ∈ Bδv(v). Then (26) implies

(27) 2n0 ≤ ∥γn(t)∥ ≤ 2
√
2ht, ∀n ≥ n0.

Combining the second inequality above with (19) gives us

ϕh(x, γn(t)) ≤ 4ht+
√
2h
(
Wα,v(∥x∥,

√
2ht) + C0

)
.

We may further assume n0 large enough, such that

Wα,v(∥x∥,
√
2ht) + C0 ≤ 2

√
2ht, when

√
2ht ≥ 2n0 .

Hence Ah(γn; 0, t) = ϕh(x, γn(t)) ≤ 8ht, ∀n ≥ n0. Then for any 0 ≤ τ < τ ′ ≤ t,

∥γn(τ ′)− γn(τ)∥ ≤
∫ τ ′

τ
∥γ̇n∥ ds ≤ (τ ′ − τ)

1
2

(∫ τ ′

τ
∥γ̇n∥2 ds

) 1
2

≤ (τ ′ − τ)
1
2
(
Ah(γ; 0, t)

) 1
2 ≤ 2

√
2h(τ ′ − τ)

1
2 t

1
2 .

This shows {γn|[0,t] : n ≥ n0} is equicontinuous. Since γn(0) = x, ∀n ≥ n0, it is also equi-
bounded. By the Ascoli-Arzela theorem (after passing to a proper subsequence) {γn|[0,t];n ≥ n0}
will converge uniformly to an absolute continuous path ξ : [0, t] → E.

Since the above argument can be repeated for any τk ≥ t̃n0 with limk→∞ τk = ∞, by a diagonal
argument there exists an absolute continuous path γ : [0,∞) → E, such that γn converges to γ
uniformly on any compact sub-interval of [0,∞).

For any T > 0, by the lower semi-continuity of Ah and the continuity of ϕh (Lemma 2.4),

ϕh(x, γ(T )) ≤ Ah(γ; 0, T ) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

Ah(γn; 0, T ) = lim inf
n→∞

ϕh(x, γn(T )) = ϕh(x, γ(T )).

Hence γ|[0,T ] is an h-free-time minimizer, and then a collision-free h-energy solution of (2).

The above results show that for any t ≥ t̃n0 ,

1

2
≤ ∥γ(t)∥√

2ht
= lim

n→∞

∥γn(t)∥√
2ht

≤ 2;
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∥γ(t)∥
− v

∥∥∥∥ = lim
n→∞

∥∥∥∥ γn(t)

∥γn(t)∥
− v

∥∥∥∥ ≤ δv;∣∣∣∣ γ(t)√
2ht

− 1

∣∣∣∣ = lim
n→∞

∣∣∣∣ γn(t)√
2ht

− 1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ lim
n→∞

gα(∥γn(t)∥) ≤ gα(∥γ(t)∥).

With these estimates, we get

lim
t→∞

∥γ(t)−
√
2htv∥√

2ht
= lim

t→∞
lim
n→∞

∥γn(t)−
√
2htv∥√

2ht

≤ lim
t→∞

lim
n→∞

(∥∥γn(t)− ∥γn(t)∥v
∥∥

√
2ht

+

∥∥∥γn(t)∥v −√
2htv

∥∥
√
2ht

)

≤ lim
t→∞

lim
n→∞

(
∥γn(t)∥√

2ht

∥∥∥∥ γn(t)

∥γn(t)∥
− v

∥∥∥∥+ ∣∣∣∣∥γn(t)∥√
2ht

− 1

∣∣∣∣)
= lim

t→∞

(
∥γ(t)∥√

2ht

∥∥∥∥ γ(t)

∥γ(t)∥
− v

∥∥∥∥+ ∣∣∣∣∥γ(t)∥√
2ht

− 1

∣∣∣∣)

≤ lim
t→∞

2Cα,v

∞∑
i=[log ∥γ(t)∥]

fα(2
i) + gα(∥γ(t)∥)

 = 0.

This means γ(t) =
√
2htv + o(t), when t → ∞, which finishes our proof of Theorem 1.1.
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