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We consider the Kepler two-body problem in the presence of a cosmological constant A.
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1. Introduction

The discovery of dark energy (DE) in the universe is based on observations of
the supernova SN Ia at redshift z < 122 and on measurements of the spectrum
of fluctuations of the cosmic microwave background radiation (CMB)#2. These
measurements give a value of the cosmological constant A ~ 10756 cm 2. For review
articles considering the role of DE in cosmology, see e.g. Refs. [5l [6l [7), [8] O] [T0] 111
12

Before the observational measurements of the DE density in SN Ia and CMB
investigations, the limits on the present value of the cosmological constant A which
determined the DE density to be ppr = A c?/87G were obtained using precision
measurements of the binary pulsar timing and planetary motion in the Solar System.
From measurements of the perihelion shift of Mercury™ an upper limit A < 10742
cm~2 was obtained that decreased to A < 1075 cm™2 15 years later ™ This
result was later invalidated in Ref. [I5] where the upper limit A < 4-107% cm™2
was given, see also Refs. [16], 17, 18], A theoretical analysis of the influence of
the cosmological constant on the gravitomagnetic clock effect and the gravitational
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time delay of electromagnetic waves, as well as the effect of A on the pericenter
precession, had been done in Ref. 21l Ref. 22] showed that the measured value of A
has a negligible effect on the measurement of the perihelion shift of Mercury.

Limits on the cosmological constant from effects on Solar and stellar systems as
well as on binary pulsars have been discussed in Refs. 23| [24] where it was claimed
that the best constraint comes from the perihelion precession of Earth and Mars,
A < 1-107% cm™2. Various Solar system effects in the Schwarzschild-de Sitter
space-time had been calculated in Ref. 25l The behavior of Keplerian orbits due to
central-force perturbations and cosmological expansion was studied in Refs. [26] 27
28, 291 Anthropic constraints on the cosmological constant from the Sun’s motion
through the Milky Way were discussed in Ref. [30L

Refs. 311, 32l showed that the outer parts of galaxy clusters (GC) may be strongly
influenced by dark energy. If we consider the relative motion of two rich clusters,
then we should deal with sizes for which the influence of the DE in the form of the
cosmological constant A is important. We consider here a simplified problem of the
relative motion of two rich clusters represented by two point masses.

The analytic solution of the problem of two-body motion in the presence of a
nonzero A in the quasi-Newtonian approximation was given in Ref. [33] using the
table of integrals from Ref. [34. Numerical approximations were used to calculate
the elliptical integrals used in this analytic solution. We solve this problem using a
different mathematical approach and identify the main critical parameters for the
two-body system, which had not been calculated in that article. Our calculations
describe orbital precession for non-circular motion in the presence of DE, and eval-
uate the associated periods and quasi-periods in terms of various parameters of the
system.

2. Equations for two-body problem in the presence of A in the
quasi-Newtonian approximation

We use the equations governing Keplerian motion in the presence of nonzero A
given in Ref. 36l For two masses m; and msg rotating around each other, these
equations describe the behaviour of their separation vector in the plane of the
motion characterized by its length r and polar angle ¢ in a polar coordinate system
as in the Kepler problem in Newtonian gravity 2% Introducing the reduced mass p,
the total mass M, and the conserved value of the angular momentum L by

p=mima/(mi +ms2), M=mq+ms, L=pur’p, (1)

the equations of motion take the form=°

GM L? Ac? ; L

P=r b ast g YT e @)
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Integrating the first equation in , we obtain the expression for the conserved total

energy E of the system in the form

GM L? Ac?

— + 5 2.9 CT2> . (3)
r 2ucr 6

There are two characteristic radii in this problem: ro, at which gravity of the

1

binary system is balanced by the antigravity of DE (zero-gravity radius),*# and the
Keplerian radius 7, of the circular orbit in Newtonian gravity 22 namely

3GM\'"? L2 @
= T = —_—
"o Ac? ’ T GMp2
The equation for 7 following from is
E M L2 Ac?
poty 2 g (LGM L ALY (5)
1 r 21272 6

where the “+” sign distinguishes the increasing and decreasing phases of the radial
motion. From and the second equation in , we obtain the relation connecting
r and ¢ along the trajectory

dr Eu GMp? Ac?p?
d(p::l:r\/2_[/2r2+2 L2 7‘—1+ 3L2 7’4. (6)

2.1. Dimenstionless vartables

Introducing the dimensionless radius  and dimensionless time 7, the second equa-
tion in becomes

r L do 1
=—, =—t, - == 7
* Tk g pr? dr 22 (™)
Rewriting equations and @, taking into account and , leads to
dx 1 Ery Tk 3
oty 2 24214 (=) at 8
dr x\/ GM/,LJ; e +<r0> v ®
and
dx Ery Tk 3
— =+ 2 2421 —1 — 4 9
dg m\/GMux+ v +<7°0> ! ®)

As in the Kepler problem it is convenient to use the reciprocal variable u =
1/ instead of x and introduce the dimensionless parameter d = (r4/r9)®. From
equations and @D, we obtain (the upper sign corresponds to 7 > 0)

d d
dij:u?7 CTZ::Fu2\/—u2+2u—|—5+d/u2 (10)

and then

d
d—u:$\/—u2+2u+€+d/u2, (11)
P

where ¢ = 2Er,/GMyu and d = Ac?r} /3G M.
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3. Keplerian limit

In the absence of DE (A = 0 implies d = 0), equations (10 and (11)) reduce to

d d

—u:¢u2\/—u2+2u+5, —u::F —uZ+2u+e, (12)
dr dy

where —1 < e < 0 for closed orbits. Consider the branch with the sign “+”, writing
the solution in the form

UL d UL d
AT:/ u , A@:/ gy
W W@ +oute w. V=uZ+2u+e

Here the roots uy = 1+ +1+¢ and u— = 1 — /14 ¢ of the expression inside
the square root are related to the minimal (pericenter) and maximal (apocenter)
separation between the two bodies, respectively. Integration leads to

1+v1+4¢€ du +vV1+e€ d'U +1 dZ
Aw = / = —_— = —_— = ’/T .
1-vite V1+e—(u—1)32 _ViFe V1+e—v? 1 V1—22

(14)

The first integral in can be evaluated analytically** We have then

V—u?+2u+e 1 . u-+te o ™
AT = [— -~ + ESEE arcsmm =T (15)
U —

The results obtained in and are related to half of the periodic trajectory,
which is closed for Keplerian motion, with the change of the angle equal to 27 during
a cycle. The “” sign in is related to the second half of the closed elliptical
trajectory, describing the motion from pericenter to apocenter, with a decreasing
u-velocity (4 < 0, corresponding to 7 > 0).

The dimensional period of the Keplerian motion Py, taking into account equa-

tions and , can be rewritten as (see also Ref. [35)
1/2 ,
2 w . wry
(*6)3/2 I =a1GM [2(—E)3 , since At = TAT . (16)

The trajectory of the Keplerian motion is obtained from the indefinite integral

P, =2At =

du .U —

p= / B s = arcsin Ve + const . (17)
Choosing const = /2, which corresponds to ¢ = 0 at the apocenter of the trajectory,
and returning to the dimensional variables, we obtain finally

- Tk - Tk

TTIT VI+fesin(g—n/2) 1+esin(p—m/2) "

Here, the quantity e = /1 + ¢ is the eccentricity of the elliptical trajectory in the
Keplerian motion described by the equation ([18). The whole family of Keplerian
trajectories in the (u, ®) plane is plotted in Fig. [I} The quantity ®(u) = du/dyp =
FvV—u? + 2u + ¢ is the angular velocity of the u-variable. The main parameters of
the Keplerian trajectories (d = 0) of Fig. |1| are also given in Tablel.

(18)
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d=0

®(u)

Fig. 1. The family of Keplerian orbits described by the quantity ®(u) = FvV—u?+2u+¢c as a
function of u = 7 /r at fixed values of d = 0, for various values of the dimensionless total energy
of the system € = 2Er,/GMp (see also Table I). The curves correspond to the values a) e = —1;
b) e = —0.85; ¢c) e = —0.5; d) ¢ = 0; €) ¢ = 1. The zeros of ® (roots) are the turning points
of the trajectory: left (u—) and right (u4) zeros correspond to the apocenter and pericenter of
the trajectory, respectively. Circular orbit (a) corresponds to the black spot at w = 1 and ® = 0.
Dotted curve (d) with a root at w = 0 corresponds to the parabolic motion (¢ = 0). Curves with
€ > 0 correspond to unbound systems (hyperbolic trajectories). No solutions exist for ¢ < —1.

Table I. Trajectory parameters of two body motion for d = 0 (Keplerian orbits,
without DE). The value wujys corresponds to the maximum of the positive branch of
each curve. Letters in the “trajectory type” column refer to the labels in Fig.

€ u_ Uy upN trajectory type

-1 1 1 1 a) circular (black spot)
-0.85 0.61270 1.3873 1 b) elliptical
-0.5 0.29289 1.7071 1 c) elliptical

0 0 2 1 d) parabolic (dotted)

1 - 2.4142 1 e) hyperbolic

4. Trajectories of the two body motion in the presence of DE

The two-body motion in the presence of DE exhibits qualitatively different behavior
with particular features of the motion at certain ranges of the values d and . Here
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Fig. 2. The family of trajectories described by the quantity ®(u) = ++/—u2 + 2u + ¢ + d/u? as
a function of u = rg/r at the fixed value d = 0.02, for selected values of the dimensionless total
energy of the system ¢ = 2Ery, /GMp (see also Table II). The curves correspond to the values a)
e =—12;b) e = —1.02043; ¢c) ¢ = —0.9; d) ¢ = —0.731954; ¢) e = —0.5; f) e = 0; g) ¢ = 1.
For each value of ¢ in the range —1.02043 < € < —0.731954 we have one hyperbolic (unbound)
and one quasi-elliptical (bound) trajectory. The zeros of ® for bound orbits are the turning points
of the trajectory: left (u—) and right (u4) zeros correspond to the apocenter and pericenter of
the trajectory, respectively. The circular orbit (b) corresponds to the black spot at u = 0.978663
and ® = 0. The crossing in the dash-dotted curve (d) at u = 0.306691 and ® = 0 identifies an
instability point on the trajectory (transition). Zeros of ® in unbound (infinite) curves refer to the
pericenter of pure hyperbolic (ug) or semi-hyperbolic (u4) trajectories. Finally, the dotted curve
(f) corresponds to zero system total energy (e = 0).

®(u) = £/—u2 + 2u + ¢ + d/u?, with d > 0. The trajectories in the (u,®) plane
are plotted in Figs.[2l[f] for selected values of € at four fixed values of d. Analogously,
numerical parameters referring to the figures are given in TablesII-V, respectively.

In order to analyze the features of the different curves, we calculate the roots of
the equation ®(u) = 0 by considering the expression —u?®2(u) = 0. We obtain the
following fourth degree equation

ut —2u® —eu® —d=0. (19)

This equation has four roots, but one root always lies in the range u < 0 so is
irrelevant. The other three roots depend on the values of parameters ¢ and d, and
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Table II. Trajectory parameters of the two body motion for d = 0.02 (presence
of DE). The values u,, and wuy; correspond to the minimum and maximum of the
positive branch of each curve, respectively. Letters in the “trajectory type” column
refer to the labels in Fig.

5 ug U_ Uy U Un trajectory type
-1.2 0.14681 - - - - a) infinite
-1.02043  0.16741  0.97866  0.97866 - 0.97866  b) infinite (dashed) + circular (black spot)
-0.9 0.18951 0.60728 1.3335 - 0.97866  c) infinite + quasi-elliptical
-0.73195  0.30669  0.30669 1.5260 0.30669  0.97866  d) transition-infinite (dash-dotted )
-0.5 - - 1.7119 0.30669  0.97866 e) infinite
0 - - 2.0025 0.30669  0.97866  f) infinite (dotted)
1 - - 2.4154 0.30669  0.97866  g) infinite

sometimes two of them are not real. Therefore we have a maximum of three real roots

(or only one) for ®. These roots are calculated numerically and will be designated

by g, u— and uy. The analytic solution of the equation ®(u) = 0 was considered in

Ref. [33] via elliptical integrals using formulas from Ref. 34 but this does not make

the problem easier because the elliptical integrals must be evaluated numerically.
It is also useful when calculating ®’(u) to evaluate the minimum (u,,) and

maximum (ups) values of ®(u). From the positive branch of ®, we obtain

—u+1—d/u?

¥(w) = V—u? 4 2u+ € + d/fu? . (20)

To analyze the extrema we transform the condition ®'(u) = 0 to
ut —uP+d=0. (21)

The solutions of this equation do not depend on e. The solutions can be calculated
graphically by considering the functions y; = —d/u® and y, = u — 1 and varying
the parameter d. We have two real solutions (one minimum and one maximum of
®) for d < 27/256 and no real solutions (no extrema) for d > 27/256. In particular,
for d = d, = 27/256 we have a unique solution corresponding to an inflection point

Table III. Trajectory parameters of the two body motion for d = 0.08 (presence
of DE). The values u,, and up; correspond to the minimum and maximum of the
positive branch of each curve, respectively. Letters in the “trajectory type” column
refer to the labels in Fig.

£ U U_ U U, UN trajectory type
-1.5 0.28034 - - - - a) infinite
-1.08892  0.45580  0.88432  0.88432 - 0.88432  b) infinite (dashed) + circular (black spot)
-1.08 0.47267  0.75231 1 - 0.88432  c¢) infinite 4+ quasi-elliptical
-1.06133 0.57157 0.57157 1.08296  0.57157  0.88432 d) transition-infinite (dash-dotted)
-0.8 - - 1.4860 0.57157  0.88432 e) infinite
0 - - 2.0099 0.57157  0.88432 f) infinite (dotted)

1 - - 2.4190 0.57157  0.88432 g) infinite
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15

0.5

®Uu) 0.0

-1.5
0.0

Fig. 3. The family of trajectories described by the quantity ®(u) = ++/—u2 + 2u + ¢ + d/u? as
a function of u = ry/r at fixed value of d = 0.08, for selected values of the dimensionless total
energy of the system e = 2Er;, /GMu (see also Table III). The curves correspond to the values a)
e=—15;b) e =—-1.08892; c) ¢ = —1.08; d) ¢ = —1.06133; ¢) ¢ = —0.8; f) ¢ = 0; g) € = 1. For
each single value of ¢ in the range —1.08892 < ¢ < —1.06133 we have one hyperbolic (unbound)
and one quasi-elliptical (bound) trajectory. Zeros of ® (roots) in bound orbits are the turning
points of the trajectory: left (u_) and right (u4) zeros correspond to the apocenter and pericenter
of the trajectory, respectively. The circular orbit (b) corresponds to the black spot at u = 0.884319
and ® = 0. The crossing in the dash-dotted curve (d) at v = 0.571571 and ® = 0 identifies an
instability point on the trajectory (transition). Zeros of ® in unbound (infinite) curves refer to the
pericenter of pure hyperbolic (ug) or semi-hyperbolic (u4) trajectories. Finally, the dotted curve
(f) corresponds to zero system total energy (e = 0).

at u = 3/4. For e = —9/8 the inflection point lies at ®(u) = 0, generating a cusp
(see Fig. . Moreover, the condition d > 0 in implies that 0 < u < 1.

There is another interesting analysis devoted to finding the value of d, corre-
sponding to the last stable circular orbit. Using the equations and we
obtain

2u? —3u—e=0, (22)

which takes into account both the conditions ®(u) = 0 and ®'(u) = 0. Equation
(22) yields two solutions corresponding to the critical point of the circular orbit
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d=d, =27/256
2.0

15+

1.0

05 |-

®Uu) 0.0

Fig. 4. The family of trajectories described by the quantity ®(u) = ++/—u2 + 2u + ¢ + d/u? as
a function of u = ry/r at fixed value of d = d« = 27/256, for selected values of the dimensionless
total energy of the system ¢ = 2Er,/GMp (see also Table IV). The curves correspond to the
values a) e = —1.5; b) e = —9/8; ¢) e = —1; d) e = —0.5; ¢) € = 0; f) ¢ = 1. In this case, there
are no values of ¢ corresponding to bound trajectories. The cusp in the dash-dotted curve (b) at
u = 0.75 and ® = 0 identifies an instability point on the trajectory (transition). Zeros of ® of the
unbound (infinite) curves refer to the pericenter of pure hyperbolic (ug) or semi-hyperbolic (u4)
trajectories. Finally, the dotted curve (e) corresponds to zero system total energy (e = 0).

Table IV. Trajectory parameters of the two body motion for d = d, = 27/256
(presence of DE). The values u,, and uy; correspond to the minimum and maximum
of the positive branch of each curve, respectively. Letters in the “trajectory type”
column refer to the labels in Fig. [4]

€ ) U_ U4 U UNT trajectory type
-1.5  0.33443 - - - - a) infinite
-9/8 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.75  b) transition-infinite (dash-dotted)
-1 - - 1.2581 0.75 0.75 c¢) infinite
-0.5 - - 1.7316 0.75 0.75 d) infinite
0 - - 2.0129 0.75 0.75  e) infinite (dotted)
1 - - 2.4206 0.75 0.75 f) infinite

Ucire and the point of disappearance of closed trajectories u;y,

3+ /9 + 8ecire 3 =9+ 8iim
4 b

Ucire =

g = YT (23)
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2.0

15+

1.0

05 |-

®Uu) 0.0

Fig. 5. The family of trajectories described by the quantity ®(u) = £1/—u2 + 2u + ¢ + d/u? as a
function of u = 7y /r at fixed value of d = 0.3, for selected values of the dimensionless total energy
of the system € = 2Ery, /GM 1 (see also Table V). The curves correspond to the values a) e = —1.5;
b) e = —1;¢) e = —0.5; d) € = 0; ¢) € = 1. There are no values of ¢ corresponding to bound
trajectories. Zeros of ® of the unbound (infinite) curves refer to the pericenter of semi-hyperbolic
(u4) trajectories. Finally, the dotted curve (d) corresponds to zero system total energy (¢ = 0).

Table V. Trajectory parameters of the two body motion for d = 0.3 (presence of
DE). Letters in the “trajectory type” column refer to the labels in Fig.

£ ug U_ Uy Upn Un trajectory type
-1.5 - - 0.72029 - - a) infinite

-1 - - 1.3932 - - b) infinite
-0.5 - - 1.7717 - - c) infinite

0 - - 2.0356 - - d) infinite (dotted)

1 - - 2.4320 - - e) infinite

where from (21)),
— .3 4 _ .3 4
deire = Ucire = Ucire » diim = Ulim — Wiim, - (24)
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5. Limiting parameters

The two-body motion in the Kepler problem is characterized by a circular orbit at
¢ = —1, and elliptical orbits, with a large axis tending to infinity at e — 0 (see
Fig. [I| and TableI). In the presence of DE, the circular orbits exist only in the
limiting interval of the parameter d values,*® and the transition from a finite to
infinite trajectories happens abruptly, at a finite value of maximal separation.

5.1. Circular orbits

Consider first circular orbits, which were analyzed in detail in Ref. [36l It follows
from the first of that circular orbits in the presence of DE exist only in the

interval
9
_g < Ecire < -1 (25)
Here the left inequality follows from the need for a positive value inside the square
root, and the right one is connected with a positive value of d.;,.. The values e = —1,
Ugire = 1, deire = 0 correspond to the Keplerian motion in the absence of DE. The
values
9 3 27
=— =-, d=— ~0.1055
Ty YTou 256

correspond to the maximum value of d, generating a cusp as previously discussed.
Comparing this result with the corresponding one in Ref. [36l where this extremum
is characterized by the value by, = ri/QrS’ =~ 0.053, we see that it agrees with our
result since dpax = 2b;im =~ 0.1055. Note also that the stable part on the right
plot in Fig. 3 of Ref. [36, obtained numerically, is now reproduced by the analytic
relations and . The dependence of €.ire ON Ueire and dgire is plotted in

Figs. [6] and [7]

5.2. Limiting finite orbits

The limiting orbits, separating finite and infinite motion in the presence of DE
(transition orbits), exist in the following interval

9
_g < Elim < 0. (26)

Here the left inequality follows from the need for a nonnegative value inside the
square root, and the right one is connected with the need for a positive value of
Uim due to . The values € = 0, um = 0, djim = 0 correspond to the parabolic
orbit motion in the absence of DE. The limiting parameters for closed trajectories
of the two-body motion in the presence of DE are presented in Figs.[§and [9] plotted
using the solutions . Such transition orbits are shown in Figs. and the related
parameters in Tables II-IV. Therefore, the limiting values for the parameters u;;y,
and dy;,, are given by

% > Ui > 0, 27/256 > dygm > 0, for —

| ©

<e<0. (27)
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Scirc -1.06
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-1.10
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0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00

Fig. 6. The dependence of the dimensionless total energy .. on the dimensionless inverse radius
Ueire for circular orbits.

6. Orbital precession in the presence of DE

In the presence of DE the orbits are not closed (excluding circular motion in some
cases),”? but it is convenient to consider a quasi-period for such motion, defined
as the angular distance between two subsequent pericenters or apocenters of the
trajectory. While the orbit is closed in the purely Keplerian case without DE, the
change of this angular distance relative to 27 may be interpreted as an orbital
pericenter precession due to the DE. The angular distance between two subsequent
apocenters of the trajectory ¢y using is

du

Ut
=9 : 28
o /u_ V—u? 4 2u+ e+ d/u? (28)

where u are the largest positive roots of the equation —u? + 2u + ¢ + d/u? = 0,
with u_ < wug.
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-1.06 —

circ

-1.08 B

-1.10 -
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0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10

circ

Fig. 7. The dependence of the dimensionless total energy €. on the parameter d.;.. for circular
orbits.

6.1. The case e = —1

For € = —1 the roots can be found analytically

1 /1 1 1
’LL()—i* Z*ﬁ, u_—§+ Z*\/E
1 /1 1 1

Only the roots uy and u_ define finite trajectories; uy is always negative and phys-

(29)

ically not relevant; ug can only define infinite trajectories. Numerical integration of
(28]) gives the results presented in Table VI. The precession angle ¢,,, by definition
equals

¢p7' = ¢tb —27. (30)

Therefore, the orbital precession in the presence of DE is the most important feature.
As follows from the solutions , finite trajectories exist only when d < 1/16 for
e = —1. At larger d there is only one real positive root (u4) defining an infinite
trajectory. It is clear that finite motion in the presence of DE is possible only inside
the zero gravity radius rg defined by the first equation of . The presence of the
centrifugal force, at finite angular momentum L, decreases the limiting value of the
radius of the finite trajectory, so that actually ry;,, < ro. The dimensionless value
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0.0 T T T T T T T T

Eim 0.6 _

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

Ujim

Fig. 8. The dependence of the dimensionless total energy €;;,,, on the dimensionless inverse radius
Upim for transition orbits.

Table VI. Half angular distance 0.5 ¢, between two subsequent apocenters
(c=-1)

d u_ [ 0.5 ¢¢p (rad) dpr (deg/cycle) trajectory type

0 1 1 T 0 circular
0.0001  0.98990  1.0099 3.142064 0.05404 quasi-elliptical
0.001 0.96731  1.0307 3.146347 0.54478 quasi-elliptical
0.002 0.95308  1.0429 3.151186 1.09933 quasi-elliptical
0.005 0.92343  1.0663 3.166246 2.82504 quasi-elliptical
0.01 0.88730  1,0916 3.193357 5.93176 quasi-elliptical
0.02 0.82951  1.1256 3.257160 13.2431 quasi-elliptical
0.03 0.77712  1.1505 3.339735 22.7054 quasi-elliptical
0.04 0.72361  1.1708 3.455523 35.9737 quasi-elliptical
0.05 0.66246  1.1882 3.645932 57.7930 quasi-elliptical
0.06 0.57107  1.2035 4.190171 120.158 quasi-elliptical

1/16 0.50000 1.2071 o0 boundary of finite trajectories infinite

of the zero gravity radius xg = ro/ry is directly defined by d, according to the
definition of the parameter d = (ry/ro)>:

xo=d /3, (31)

For ¢ = —1 we have zo = (1/16)~'/% ~ 2.52. As follows from the Table VI, the
value of the limiting radius of finite trajectories corresponds to u_ at d = 1/16,
namely i, = u— = 0.5. This means that zj;, = 1/upm = 2 < xo &~ 2.52.
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Fig. 9. The dependence of €, (upper curve) and e.;r. (lower curve) on the parameter d. The
lower curve is the same as in Fig. [f] The finite orbits of the two-body motion in the presence of
DE correspond to values of the parameters (e, d) lying between these two curves.

6.2. Periods in the quasi-periodic two-body motion in the presence
of DE

The dimensionless quasi-period Py, of the two-body motion in the presence of DE

1S
s u+t d
P, = 2/ Y : (32)
wo uA/—u? +2u+ e+ d/u?

Then the quasi-period Py, in units of the Keplerian period Py at the same £ and
d =0 is given by

Ptb B (_5)3/2

— =Py ——. 33
P, " on (33)
In the Kepler problem the period is a function of one parameter ¢ (see Eq. )7
while in the presence of DE the quasi-period also depends on d.

7. Trajectories at L =0

As mentioned above, the limiting value of the radius for finite trajectories is less than
the zero-gravity radius rg, due to additional repulsion from a centrifugal force. Only
in the case of zero angular momentum does the limiting radius coincide with the
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zero-gravity radius. The previous dimensionless considerations cannot be applied to
the case with L = 0 because the scaling radius 7, vanishes. It is easy to analyze
this case in the original dimensional variables. From equations and we have

1 M Ac?
E:qu—u<G+cr2>, o =0. (34)

Analogous to the equation for radial dependence on time is

dr E GM  Ac? E GM  Ac?
—_— = —_— E—=Y/ = —_ _— 2
7 j:\/2u+2< —+ = r)7 U (r) 2u+2< —+ = r). (35)

The zeros of the function ¥(r) define the turning points of the linear trajectory,
with nonlinear oscillations[] The boundary between finite and infinite trajectories
is a saddle point of the trajectory where ¥ and its derivative become zero

FE GM A / 2GM  2Ac?
W) =2= +2( 2= 4 252 ) 20, 0 = _o.
(r) m + < . + 5 r > 0, 2 + 3 r=0 (36)

This system determines the boundary between finite and infinite trajectories ry;pm,
and value of the energy Fj;,,, at which this boundary is reached (see Eq. )

3GM\ '3 3 uGM
Tlim = < ) =710, Eim = _2k . (37)

Ac? 2 1o

The finite amplitude oscillations occur only for E < Ej;,,,; at larger E the trajectory
goes to infinity. To solve the equation for the linear trajectory, we use the first
equation of in dimensionless variables, introducing an arbitrary radius r,

r t y Tf/2 . 2Er, Ac?rd 1 [, 3 (39)
Xr = — T = — x = s = R = — | = ,
Ty t. VGM uGM’  6GM 2 \rg
in the form
d 1
L— (39)

dx \/(T*/To)3I2+2/I+€.
It is convenient to use the variable y = 1/z, and Eq. assumes the form

dr 1
ki ) (40)
RN VNS TEE
Here ¢ < —3(r./ro), according to and (38). At A > 0 we may use r, = ro < oo,
and Eq. takes the simpler form

dr 1 (41)

dy y2\/e+ 2y + 1/y?

aHere Newtonian theory is used at all velocities, which formally become superluminal at small r.
We are interested here, mainly in the boundary between finite and infinite trajectories, which are
found correctly in this approximation.
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In the presence of a singularity at r = 0, there are two possible interpretations
of the oscillations. They may be interpreted as a limiting trajectory of two-body
motion as L — 0. At any nonzero L the singularity is avoided, and the period of
oscillations is defined as

)
Puo =2 / - dy . (42)
o Y2+ 2y+1/y?

In the second interpretation the two-body motion with zero angular momentum
is passing through the singularity and Eq. describes the oscillating motion
between the points y = +y_ and y = —y_, where two bodies cross through each
other and exchange their positions. In this case the period of oscillations is equal
to 2Ptb0~

In absence of DE we have from Ref. 34 and equations and , the expression
for the limiting Keplerian period Py at L =0

dr - 1 P 2/00 dy
— =F 5 k0 = - =
dy y?Ve+2y —ej2 YPVE+2y

Ve +2y 2 e+ 2y = 27
2 =y + (o) arctan — ., = T (43)
—&

Comparing with , we see that the Keplerian period oscillations is defined by the
same expression at all L > 0. Taking into account the result , we can express
the period of linear oscillations at L = 0 in units of the Keplerian period Py
as

_ _5)3/2
Piyo = Pyyo or (44)

8. Conclusions

We considered the Keplerian two-body problem with non-circular orbits, in the
presence of dark nergy (identified with the cosmological constant A) introduced as
a third additional force. The values of dimensionless parameters determining the
typology of trajectories for variable A (or equivalently d) and e are determined. It
is found that in the presence of a dark energy only two types of trajectories are
present.

1. Pure unbound trajectories for a family of parameters, corresponding to very
large distance between the two gravitating bodies at a large negative total energy
of the pair, or parameters corresponding to positive total energy.

2. Simultaneous existence of bounded and unbounded trajectories for the same
combination of parameters, defining the intermediate values of the total energy.

The bound trajectories could be represented approximately by precessing quasi-
elliptical trajectories for small values of A, treated as small perturbation of the
Keplerian elliptical orbit. Critical parameter values are found which determine the
points at which the spontaneous transition from bound to unbound orbits can occur.
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Appendix

Orbit precession, and binary period correction, in a linear
approximation, for small values of A

A study of the orbital precession in linear approximation was studied earlier in
Refs. 20, 21l using rather complicated methods of time averaging of equations fol-
lowing from Lagrangian and Hamiltonian functions. Here we obtain the precession
frequency, and corrections to the Keplerian period, for small influence of A (small
values of d), in linear approximation for small valued of d, using a simple method
considered in Ref. [35] which permitted to avoid non-physical singularities.

We find the precession frequency wy,, calculating precession angle, in linear
approximation, during one Keplerian period , using equations and .

Ppr

Wpr = ?k’ ¢pr = d)tb — 27

b du 0 vt
=2 =4 — —u2+2u+€+du2du}
bt / \/—u2+2u+£+d/u2 Oe [/ v /

e R o e
—u2 4+ 2u+e 36 —u2 4+ 2u+¢

0 T dp 0 dy
=92 2d — =27+ 2d — —_— .
i dae[/ uz(@)] * das[/o (1—600890)2]

Here it is taken into account Eq. , from which

(45)

du
dp=—— 24
7 \/—u2+2u+5(

The last integral in is present in Ref. [34] from where we have

/7T de 1 /7T dy B T o7 (47)
o (I—ecosp)2 1—e€2 ), 1—cecosp (1—e2)3/2  (—¢)3/2

u(p) = 14+esin(p—7/2) =1—ecosp, e=+V1+e¢, 46)
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From these equations, with parameters of the Kepler motion obtained by equations

and 7

P, =2n a’/? a:L—2 wk:Q—W:ivG]w t:ﬁ (48)
VGM' 2GM(1 = e2)’ P @32 " L7

we get the precession angle during one Keplerian period ¢,,, and precession fre-
quency wy, in the form in which they had been derived in Refs. 20, 21t

by = 3nd g (T 3_ Ac?LS
Pr(=es2 T o) 3uS(GM)Y

b, = 3nd B wA? LS B rAc2a?y/1 — e2 (49)
(1 —e2)5/2  pS(GM)A(1 — e2)5/2 GM ’
o @ _ A1 — €2 _ Ac2a3/?2y/1 = €2 _ 3d _ 3d
pr Pk 2wk 2@ —2€t0 2(1 — 62)t0 '

To find corrections to the period between two subsequent apocenter transitions
of the given point of the trajectory, we start from . We have

- Ut du 0 “+ du
P, :2/ 4[/ u2+2u+€+du2}
0 u_ U2 \/—u2 +2u+e+d/u? Oe u? /

=2

u+ d
\/m 85 [ m}

2w 0 T dy 2r 0 T dy
= ——— +2d — = 2d — —.
o 2| |, ) oo, i
(50)
For derivation of analytic expression for the binary period in the presence of DE,

as a perturbation, we need to calculate the following integrals, using Ref. [34

/7r de 1 /’T dy n 2e /7r cos o dyp
o (I—ecosp)t  1—e€2 ), (1—ecosp)®  3(1—e2) ), (1—ecosyp)d’

51
/7r de 1 /’T de n e /7r cos o dy (51)
o (I1—ecosp)3 1—e2 ), (1—ecosp)2  2(1—e€2) ), (1—ecosp)?’
/’T cospdp 1 /’T (2e 4 cos ) dp
o (I—ecosp)3  2(1—e€2) Jy (1—ecosp)? (52)

/7r cospdp e /Tr de B e
o (1—ecosp)2 1—e€2 )y 1—ecosp (1 —e2)3/2
We have from equations and —

w= i e () s ) @
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~ 21 I
P, = — 4+94—=
tb (o) +2d 5
Oly  5m  [7 3. o|_5 ®™ )
e (1762)9/2 |:4 4(1 e )] = 4(1762)9/2(4—’_36 ), (54)

. . oI,  5m Ac?
APy = Py — Py = (P — Py)to = 2dt0§ = ELTg(4 + 3€?).
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