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Abstract

In this paper, I mainly prove the following results. For every energy
value below the minimum of the first, second and third critical value,
each bounded component of the regularized energy hypersurface of the

£

Lagrange problem with 0 < ma2 < m1 < 9ma, m1 > 5 >0 and mo >
3e

< arises as the boundary of a strictly monotone toric domain, which is
dynamically convex as a corollary.

For the Euler problem as a special case of the Lagrange problem, when
the energy ¢ < —mi — me, the bounded component around the fixed
center e of the regularized energy hypersurface of the Euler problem with
two fixed points e and m of masses m1 and mq respectively satisfying
my > 0,m2 < 0 and my > |mo| arises as the boundary of a convex toric
domain. Together with Gabriella Pinzari’s result, when the energy is less
than the critical value, the toric domain XQm2 defined above is concave

for mas > 0, convex for ma < 0.

1 Introduction

The Lagrange problem is the problem of two fixed centers adding a centrifugal
force from the middle of the two fixed centers. Setting the two fixed centers as

e=(—%,0) and m = (3,0), its Hamiltonian function is

He(q,p) =T(p) — Uc(q)- (1)
where 1
T(p) = =|p|?.
(p) 2Ipl
Ve RA\((d5,0)) 5 Rog > —— T2 S,

\/(Q1+%)2+Q§ \/(Q1—%)2+Q§
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p=(p1,p2)", ¢ = (q1,42)" and my,my, e € R.

If we cancel the centrifugal force and let one mass to be zero, i.e. ¢ =0 and
mso = 0, () becomes the Hamiltonian of Kepler problem. If we just cancel the
centrifugal force, i.e. ¢ =0, (D)) is the Hamiltonian of Euler problem. If we set
e =1and my = my = %, it has the same potential energy as the restricted
three body problem, and the whole system is the restricted three body problem
subtracting a Coriolis force. So we can consider the Lagrange problem as a
perturbation of the Kepler problem and Euler problem and it also reflect some
information about the restricted three body problem near the boundary of the
Hill’s region.

It was first observed by Lagrange [I1] that the problem of two fixed centers
remain integrable if one adds an elastic force acting from the midpoint of the two
masses. In case the two masses are equal the elastic force can be interpreted as
the centrifugal force. We refer to the paper by [9] for a comprehensive treatment
which forces one can add to the problem of two fixed centers while still keeping
the problem completely integrable. As a special case, the Lagrange problem is an
integrable system. The technique to show that the Lagrange problem is integral
in [9] is the elliptic coordinate. Using the elliptic coordinate, the Lagrange
problem can be regularized and separated to two Hamiltonian systems.

Since the Lagrange problem is integrable and can be separated, we can define
the momentum map and study its toric domain. Toric domain is an important
concept in symplectic geometry, especially in symplectic embedding theory [2] 3],
which is a very active research area with a lot of striking new results inspired by
the landmark paper [I2]. The first natural example of a concave toric domain
discovered by [14] is the Lagrangian bidisk, and then [5], [6]. Our paper is
mainly inspired by [6], [9] and [13].

We will prove the following theorem A in section 4. Without loss of generality,
we assume mp > mso in theorem A, the case when m; < ms can be easily
obtained by change the positions of the two fixed centers.

Theorem A. Assume 0 < ma < my1 < 9mg, my > 5§ > 0 and mg > %, for
every energy value below the minimum of the first, second and third critical value,
i.e. ¢ < cp, each bounded component of the reqularized energy hypersurface of the
Lagrange problem arises as the boundary of a strictly monotone toric domain.

Corollary A. Assume 0 < mg < mq < 9mg, m1 > 5 > 0 and mg > %, for
every energy value below the minimum of the first, second and third critical value,
i.e. ¢ < ¢y, each bounded component of the regularized energy hypersurface of
the Lagrange problem is dynamically convew.

The Euler problem can be treated as a special case of the Lagrange problem
when e = 0 in (). About the Euler problem, according to the result of Gabriella
Pinzari in [I3] and my estimate (25) in next section, it is a concave toric domain
below the critical value for positive masses m; > 0 and mo > 0. For negative
masses, using Gabriella Pinzari’s method, we can prove the following theorem B
in section 4 that only when the energy ¢ < 0, the orbit of the Euler problem is
in the bounded Hill’s region. The toric domain of the bounded Hill’s region near
the big mass is convex under the conditions my > 0,ms < 0 and m1 > |ma|.



Theorem B. When the energy ¢ < —mi — ma, the bounded component around
the fized center e of the regularized energy hypersurface of the Euler problem
with two fized points e and m of masses my and mo respectively satisfying mp >
0,m2 <0 and mq > |ma| arises as the boundary of a convex toric domain.

Combining Gabriella Pinzari’s result in [I3] and theorem B, we have the
following corollary for Euler problem.

Corollary B. When the energy is less than the critical value, i.e. ¢ < c,, the
toric domain Xq,,, defined for the bounded component around the fized center
e of the reqularized energy hypersurface of the Euler problem with fized centers
e and m of masses my and ma respectively satisfying my > |ma| is concave for
me > 0, convex for mo < 0.

My paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we discuss the critical points
of the Lagrange problem and the Euler problem under some conditions of mq,
mo and €. Since the Hamiltonian of the Lagrange problem has singularities
at the two big bodies, in section 3, we give the regularization of the Lagrange
problem. In section 4, we define the moment map and the toric domain of
the Lagrange problem and prove theorem A of this paper. As a supplement
of section 4, in section 5, we give a simple definition of toric domain and list
some properties already known before our paper. In section 5, using Gabriella
Pinzari’s method, we prove theorem B of this paper.

2 Critical points of the Lagrange problem and
the Euler problem

In this section, we discuss the critical points of the Hamiltonian H, given by ()
under some conditions of m1, ms and e.

We can immediately observe from Hamiltonian () that the projection map
7 : R* = R? x R? — R? given by (p,q) — ¢ induces a bijection between the
critical points of H. and that of U..

7T|c”,t(He) cerit(He) — crit(Ue)

By a direct computation, we know that the inverse map for a critical point
(q1,q2) € crit(U,) is given by
-1
(ﬂ-|crit(He)) (q1,42) = (0,0, 41, g2).

At each fixed critical point [ € erit(U.), note

we have

H.(L) = ~U.(). 2)

For Lagrange problem with my > 0, mq > 0,€ > 0, we get the following two
lemmas.



Lemma 1. The Lagrange problem with my > 0,mg > 0, > 0 has five critical
points. There are three critical points ly, 12,13 in the z-axis. If l1,12,1l3 are non-

degenerate, they are saddle points. There are two
respect to x-axis.

mazxima lg,l5 symmetric with

Proof. The partial derivative and second partial derivative of V(q) = —U.(q)
with respect to ¢; and ¢o are
ov mi(q + 5 ma(qr — 3
g1 (1 2)2 7t (1 2)2 - 3)
o ((n+32+a3)* ((—3)?2+ad)
ov m m
3_ _ 11Q2 . + 12(12 — —ego. (4)
2 (+32+a3)” (0—-3)?2+ad)
0*v - mq 3ma(qr + %)2
2 3 5
0% (i +132+¢)° (+14)2+¢) 5)
L ma 3ma(gr —3)° .
3 5 9
(=32 +a)* (a—35)72+a)’
0’V _ mq 3miq3
2 3 5
0 (@ +32+a3)°  ((+2)2+a)” )
mo _ 3m2q§ .

3
2

(a1 — )2+ a&3)

(- 32+ )

5
2

Firstly, we consider the critical points with ¢ # 0 and note such critical

point by 1,7 = 4,5. By @) and (), L, satisfies

mi(q1 + %) ma(q1 — %) _

P e ayd w0
(@+3)2+d)*  ((@—-3)?*+d)
m 5 + m2 7 —¢e¢=0.
(@+32+@)*  ((a—3)?2+a)’
They are equivalent to
mao mq €
- 172 @

(@-12+a)?  ((+1)2

Since € > 0, they have two solutions




By (@), @) and (@), we get

a2v(l yo__dmlant 3)° 3ma(a = 3)°  _ )
2\ = 5 5 )
o (@+32+@)"  (@-12+a)
OV (yo o Bmé i o)
2\ 5 5 .
043 (@+32+@)"  (@-12+a)
From (@), we get
V. B3mi(atz)e  3ma(a - 3)e
92:001 (1 +5)2 + qg)a ((n =52+ q§)5
By a simple direct computation, we get
2V 2’V 91 T2
det | g% AP ) = 1M20) = > 0.
dq1q2 943 (0 +3)2+363)* (- 3)2+d35)°

Together with (8) and (@), we know that the Hessian of V'(g) is negative definite
at ¢ =ly and ¢ = l5. So ly = (¢1,G2) and I5 = (G1, —¢2) are maxima of the
potential energy.

Secondly, we consider the critical points in the x-axis, i.e. g = 0. If ¢y — :l:%
or ¢1 — Foo, then V(q) = —U(q) all go to +00. As a result, there are at least
three maxima of H restricted to the x-axis l; = (¢1,0), l2 = (12,0) and I3 = (¢3,0)
in the x-axis with —% <y < %, Ly > % and 13 < —%. Note such critical points
by l;,i =1,2,3. By (@),

0%V
oq?

2m1 2m2
= — 13 13—€<0. (10)
q2=0 lg1 + 51 lg1 — 51

i.e. V(g1,0) is convex on (—o00, —3), (=3, %) and (3, 00) separately. As a result,
V' just has three critical points Iy, I3 and [3.

By (@Q), %2?‘/(11-) < 0,7 =1,2,3. To prove that the collinear critical points
1
l1,15,13 are saddle points one need to show that

Gx) 2L
det | 291" ue) =1 92 3
(aai(li) 62—‘2/(11')
q192 0q;5

Because U is invariant under reflection at the ¢;-axis and the three collinear
critical points are fixed points of this flection, we conclude that

0%V

9q1G2

(1) =0,i=1,2,3.

Since we already have (@), it suffices to check that

o?V

) >0i=1,2,3
3613( )



Now assume that the collinear Lagrange points are non-degenerate in the sense
that the kernel of the Hessian at them is trivial. By the discussion above this
is equivalent to the assumption that

02V

—(l; ,1=1,2,3.
aq%()#OZ 3

Note that the Euler characteristic of the two fold punctured plane satisfies

x(®\{e,m}) = 1,

where e = (—3,0), m = (3,0). Denote by o the number of maxima of V, by
v1 the number of saddle points of V', and by 1y the number of minima of U.
Because V = —U goes to —oo at infinity as well as at the singularities e and m,
it follows from the Poincaré-Hopf index theorem that

vo — 1+ 19 = x(R\{e,m}) = —1. (11)
By the first step, we know that L4, L5 are maxima, so that
vy > 2. (12)

Since l1,1s,13 are maxima of the restriction of U to the x-axis, it follows that
they are either saddle points or maxima of U. As a result,

vy = 0. (13)
Combining(I]),([I2), (I3) and the number of non-degenerate critical points
Vo + 11 + vy = 9,

we conclude that
Vy = 2, vy = 3.

As a result, [, o, 3 are saddle points of the potential V. This finishes the proof
of the lemma in the non-degenerate case.
O

The next lemma tells us that the minimum of the first, second and third
critical value depends closely on m1,mo, €.

Lemma 2. For Lagrange problem with m; > 0,mg > 0,¢ > 0. Assume my >
ma. When my > §,my > %, we have H.(L1) < H.(L3) < H.(L2). When
my < %,mg < 3¢ we have H.(L3) < H. (L) < Hc(L1).

= 24)
Proof. We claim that 0 < ¢ < %, Iy = (¢1,0). In fact, for —% <q1 < %, by @),
v m mo

— | = — — et = 0.
91|, (n+3)? (1—3)?




If 11 < 0, we have
my m2

< .
(L+3)?  (n—3)?
Since my > mag, it requires (11 + %)2 > (v — %)2, that conflicts with ¢; < 0. So
it must be ¢; > 0.
Firstly, we compare V (I) and V(l3). Let ¢ > 3, I = (1,0), then

mi mo el?
V() = - - -
e
mi mo El2
V(- = - -
=1 [I+3 2
mi1 — Mmoo m1 — Mg
V(i) -V(=l)= — .
D=V =T iy

Since [ > 1, we have V(I) < V(—I) for all { > %, and

V(ZQ) > V(lg) (14)
Secondly, we compare V (I;) with V(l3) and V(I3). Let (¢,0),0 < ¢ < 1
and (s,0) be symmetric point of (¢,0) with respect to the point (%,O). Let
(r,0) be the symmetric point of (¢,0) with respect to the point (—%, 0). Note
p:%_tzs—%’ 1—p:t—|—%:—%—7‘ ,then
mi mo €, 1 2
Vit)=—— - ——=(=—
(t) = 5(5 =P
__m  my €l 2
mi mo €,3 9
V = -  — — (= —
(r)=-—7—>-5= P 5(5 = P)
and 5
mi
V() =V{t) =p(y =5 —9 (15)
p
2m2
Vir)=Vit)=1-p —€ 16
()= VI) = (1= ) = (16)
Since 0 < p < %, we get
1< 1 < 4
1—p2 = 3
1 S 4
p(2—p) = 3
and 3
1 mq
2my — e < —p2 _T—G. (17)



2
2 —62%—6. (18)
p(2 = p) 3

By observing (I3, (I8), (I7) and (I8), we have the following estimate. If
my > &, then by ([IT), V(t) < V(s) for all 0 < ¢ < 1. As a result

V() = maz{V(£),0 < t < %} < V(s) < V().
If my > 25, then by (8), V(¢) < V(r) forall 0 < ¢ < 1. As a result
1
V(1) =max{V(t),0 <t < 5} <V(r) <V(3).

Together with (I4)), we get the result that when

> €y > S
my = 2,m2 23
we have
V(ll) < V(lg) < V(lg)
and

He(Ll) < He(Lg) < He(LQ)
If my < 3, by [@3) and (I7),

1
V(i) >V(s),0<t< 3 (19)
By (@) and (D),
4
VI _Am e dmy
8q1 (1)0) 9 6

We observe that when mo < S—Z,

ou

-— <0,
oq

(1,0

Since when ¢; — :I:% or g1 — Foo, V(q) all go to —oo, and V (¢1,0) is convex
on (—OO, _%)a (_%7 5) and (%a OO) separately by (m)v

1

—<ly< 1.

5 <o <

as a result,
V(lz) = maw{V(s),% <s<1}< V() <V(h).

Together with (I4)), we get the result that when

<3e <56
m —.,m —
P> =y



we have

V(lg) < V(lg) < V(ll)

and
HE(Lg) < HE(L2> < HE(Ll)

O
Remark 1. When mq < mo, we have similar results as in lemmal[2.
We consider the energy surface
1
Seei=H(e) C T*(RZ’\{(ig, 0)}). (20)

Define the Hill’s region to be the shadow of the energy hypersurface

Re = (%) = {4 € BA\[(£5,0)} : Vila) < e}

Abbreviate ¢g = min{H.(L1), H¢(Lz2), H.(L3)}. For ¢ < ¢, the Hill’s region
consists of three connected components, two bounded around the two centers e
and m seperately and one unbounded

Re URI URE,.
The energy hypersurface itself decomposes into three connected components
Yee=3e UST UDE,

satisfying 7(X¢ ) = R¢ ., m(X7%) = R and n(X¢,) = R .

While for Lagrange problem with m; > 0,mse < 0,¢ > 0. When ¢, = 0, if
q — —% or ¢ — +oo, —U. all go to —oo, If ¢ — %, —U. goes to +00, As
a result, there is only one maxima of U restricted in the x-axis [ = (¢,0) and
!l < —1. When the energy is less then the first critical value, i.e. ¢ < —U(l), the
orbits are in the bounded region near the body with mass m;.

For Euler problem with my > 0,ms > 0, we get the following lemma.

Lemma 3. For Euler problem, assume that m; > 0,ms > 0, by a direct compu-
tation, we know that there is only one critical point | in the x-axis in the region
—% <1< % and L is the mazima of Hy restricted to the z-axis, where L = (0,1),
l=(:0) and

1

1
2 fmigq
ma

The critical value is

Ho(L) = (/i + vims)”.



Proof. By @l) and (), the critical point satisfies

m1(¢]1+%) n m2((J1—%) —0
(@+32+a@)  (@-32+a)’
miq2 maqg2 -
(@+32+a@)) (-3 +a)
When g2 # 0, similar as (), they are equivalent to
my _ my o,

Nlw
Nlw

(@1 —3)*+a3)

which has no solution.
When ¢ = 0, the critical point satisfies

(@ +3)2+a3)

mi(g+3)  ma(g—3)
lg1 + %|3 lq1 — %|3

:0,

In the region of ¢ > 3, 24) is equivalent to

mq + mo
lg1 + %|2 lg1 — %|2

)

which has no solution. In the region of —% <q < %, 24 is equivalent to

mia mo -
g1 + 512 O -2
which has only one solution
ot
N

The critical value in this critical point [ = (¢,0) is

Uo(l) = («/ml + \/mg)Q.
and
Ho(L) = —(\/ml + \/m2)2,
by @2). In the region of 1 < —3, [24) is equivalent to

mi ma
lg1 + %|2 lgr — %|2

207

which also has no solution.

(23)

In conclusion, there is only one critical point L under the condition of this

lemma.

10



Since Hy — 0 when ¢; — t+00, Hy — —oo when ¢; — :I:%, the critical point
L must be the maximum of Hj restricted to the x-axis, i.e.

0%V
— () <0.

dq? ®

Therefore, L is the maxima of H restricted to the x-axis. O

The following estimate for the critical point L of the Euler problem with
my > 0,mg > 0 is useful in my paper.

Ho(L) < —(m1 + m2). (25)

While for Euler problem with m; > 0,ms < 0,m; > |ms|, we have the
following lemma.

Lemma 4. The Euler problem with my > 0,mg < 0,m1 > |ma| has only one
critical point | = (1,0) in the a-azis in the region . > + where

1
[ ma
mo
and L is the minimmu of Hy restricted to the z-axis. The critical value is
Ho(L) = —(\/ml + —m2)2.
Proof. By @) and ), the critical point satisfies

=

+

N =

+ 1 _1
ml(Ql 2) . + m2(Q1 2) - = 0, (26)
(1 +3)2+a)> (a-5)?2+a)’
77:1Q2 4+ 7732Q2 . —0. (27)
(@ +3)2+4d)>  (a—3)?2+a)
When g2 # 0, similar as (), they are equivalent to
m m
2 - = ! _ =0, (28)

(@-32+a)* (a+3)?+d)°

which has no solution.
When g2 = 0, the critical point satisfies (24 In the region of ¢; > %, (24) is

equivalent to
mi ma

+
lg1 + %|2 lgr — %|2

which has only one solution

207



The critical value in this critical point I = (¢,0) is

Uo(l) = (v/mi + v/=m2)*
and
Ho(L) = —(y/my + V=m2)?
by (@).

In the region of —% <q < %, 24) is equivalent to

my ma

w 3P Ta—3P

which has no solution. In the region of ¢; < —%, 24)) is equivalent to

mq mo -0
lgn+ 512 o — 35 7

which also has no solution.
In conclusion, there is only one critical point L under the condition of this
lemma.
Since Hy — 0 when ¢ — o0, Hy — —oo when ¢; — —%, Hy — +00 when
Q — %, the critical point L must be the minimum of Hy restricted to the x-axis,
ie.
0%V
dq?

Therefore, L is the maxima of Hy restricted to the x-axis. O

(1) > 0.

3 regularization of the Lagrange problem

As the energy hypersurface even over the bounded component is never compact
due to collisions with the two fixed centers e and m. In this section we express
the Lagrange problem in the elliptic coordinates, and then regularize the col-
lisions. After regularization, the Lagrange problem can be seperated as well.
This shows then that the Lagrange problem is completely integrable.

The map from elliptic coordinates (u, ) to the initial coordinates (q1,¢gz) is
a two-to-one covering

(R x SH\{e,m} — R*\{e,m}, (u,v) = (q1,02)

where
1
Q= 3 cosh p - cosv,
(29)
2=3 sinh p - sin v.

S' =R/2nZ. In the elliptic coordinate, e = (—1,0), m = (3,0). In the original

coordinate, e = (0,7), m = (0,0). The map [ lifts to an exact two-to-one

12



symplectic covering
L:T*(R x SH\{e,m} — T*(R*\{e,m}),
(,U, Vap,u.vpl/) — (q17 QQaplaPQ)-

The Jacobi matrix from (g1, g2) to (i, v) is

d(q1,q2) % % 1 [sinhp-cosy —coshv - cosv
Dl = ) = 8152 9q2 25 cosh i - si inh 1 - co ) (30)
(s, V) T shy-siny  sinhp - cosv
and its determinant is
1
det Dy = Z(cosh2 p — cos® v).
and D
p;T=-"2
! det Dy’
then
0)-or ()
2 v
(31)

_ 2 sinh pu - cosv - p, —coshp - sinv - p,
 cosh? pu — cos2p \coshp -sinv-p, +sinhp-cosv-p, )

So we get the symplectic transformation

L: (p#,py,,u,l/) = (p17p27Q1aq2)

and the Hamiltonian is transformed into

Hé(ﬂal/a P;upu) = T(Ma v, PH,PU) - Ue(ﬂu V)
where

4 1, 1,
(§P +§P,,).

T(/J,,I/,Pl“PV): N

cosh? ji — cos? v

1 € € € €
Ucdp,v,P,,P)) =——— (= cosh® p — = cos* v — = cosh® pu + = cos® v
(v, Py, Py) R p—— V( 3 re g 5 ptg

+ 2Mj cosh p — 2Ms cosv)

and
M1:m1+m2,M2:m1—m2.

We now define for (u,v) € T*(R x [0, 27)\{(0,0), (0,7)})

1
K= Z(COShQ p— cos? v)(H, — c). (32)

13



Explicitly this becomes

Kc,e = Ké€ + KC275' (33)
for
L M
Kcle = §pi - 3_62 cosh yu + 36—2 cosh? p — i(cosh2 w—1)— 71 cosh
1
= 5P+ Wew)
34
K, *lp2+iCOS4V—icos2V+E(Cos2y—1)+%cosu e
oo 32 32 1 >
1

\

|
=
T
+
3
S

From (B3)), we found that K. makes sense for every (i, v, pu, p,) € T*(Rx S1),
so we can add the fiber over e = (0,0) and m = (0,7) and interpret K. . as a

smooth function
Kee :T*(Rx SY) =R

defined by ([B3). The original definiton ([B2) leads to the equality

Kc,e

T+ ®xst) = R (L"He — c)

for
1
R:T*Rx S') =R, (u,v) — Z(cosh2 @ — cos? v).

Then we have
L_l(zc,e) = Kc,e

-1
7+ @x s\ {e,m}) (0)
Since L is a symplectic covering, from (32]), it holds that

1 1
dK. .= Zd(cosh2 p—cos?v) - (He —c) + Z(Cosh2 p — cos? v)dH,.
Together with 20), we get

dK. . = (cosh2 [ — cos? v)dH,

RNy

and then
XK.,

Lm0 = 8- L7 Xn,

Zeer

That means that up to reparametrization the restriction of the flow of Xp, to
the energy hypersurface ¥ . can be identified with the flow of Xy, restricted
to the preimage of ¥ under L.
We now set
e =K. (0) c T*(R x S, (35)

which contains L=1(3,) as a dense and open subset. The complement

ic,e\Lil(Ec,e) = Ec,e N T{*e,m} (R X Sl)

14



contains precisely the collisions where after time change the vector field now
extends smoothly. For ¢ < ¢g, the regularized energy hypersuface as the un-
regularized one decomposes into two bounded connected components and an
unbounded part

Te=%, U, UZ,,.

The bounded part contains the collisions X, N T{*e m}(R x S1). The unbounded
part actually is diffeomorphic to two copies of the unbounded componet Xt
via the two-to-one map L. In fact we just have

S =LY

From (B3]) we see that K. . can be written as the sum of two Poisson commut-
ing Hamiltonians. In particular, we see that the Lagrange problem is completely
integrable. Due to the separability of the generalized problem we can slice the
energy hypersurface. For that purpose we abbreviate

Spice = (Ko ) H(w)NTH (R x SY),
S2. = (K2) ' (k) N T*(R x SY).

By B3) and B5), when K} = —&, we have K2 _ = k. We now analyze the
shapes of the potential energy W;e(u) and Wc%e(u) of the separated systems to
determine the dynamical behaviors of the problem. Note

€ 4 C €

M,
f(ac)——g,r —§:C+E:E—T,x—coshu, (36)

c € M,

_€s3,€ € M2 _
g(y) = Y +2y 16y+ 5 +Y = cosv. (37)
By (B4), )
a_MWcl,e(:u) = f(=) - sinh p,
82 1 / : 2
a—MgWC,E(N) = f(z) -sinh” p + f(x) - cosh .
0 .
awc%e(u) :g(y) ! (_SIDV)a
82 2 2
52 Veew) = g'(y) -sin” v + g(y) - (= cosv).
then
O Wi (0) = f(1) = % (¢ M) 38
o c,e()_f()__§§+c+ 1), (38)
0?2 1 ¢
572 Vee0) = =9(1) = =5 (3 + e+ Ma), (39)
0? 9 1 €
ch,e(ﬂ) =g(-1)= —§(§ +c— M,). (40)
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We see that

6—2W1 (0) >0 a—2W2 (0) >0 (41)
ou2 * Tovr e '
8—2W1 (0) >0 a—QW2 (m) >0 (42)
o2 Tov2 of
hold if and only if
S bet M <o (43)

8

([@2) implies that the graph of W} (n) and W2 () are like cups near the point
e = (0,7) and ({I) implies this property near the point m = (0,0).

In the following, we assume the energy ¢ < ¢ and also the condition (@3]
holds.

From (B0), we know f(0) = —2 < 0, f(z) — +oo when ¢ — —oco and
f(z) = —oo when © — +o00. Together with (B8], we know that f(x) has only
one root 2o in (1,+00). As a result, W} (u) has just three roots 0, g for
xo = cosh .

From @B7)), we know ¢(0) = % >0, g(y) - —oo when x — —oo and
g(y) — 400 when © — +oo. Together with [B9), we know that g(y) has
only one root yo in [0,1). As a result, W2 (v) has just three roots 0, fyo for
Yo = COS 1.

Now we show that

WCQ,E(VO) > _Wcl,e(o) (44)

and
Wf,e(o) > _Wcl,e(,u()) (45)

when ¢ < ¢y by contradiction.

Assume W2 _(v9) < =W} (0). If ¢ is small enough, then the function values
of =W/} and W2_ intersect at a very small interval compared to the whole
function value, so we have W2 (v9) > —W/?.(0) now. By continuity of —W and
W2, with respect to ¢, there should exits a c,, such that W2 (vp) = —WZ(0).
But this ¢, must be a Lagrange value, since Wclyé(u) and WC%E(V) each just
has three roots, these roots can only correspond to Lagrange points, namely in
the elliptic coordinate if ¢ = H(Lq), then Ly = (£po,0), if ¢ = H(L3), then
L2 = (O, :l:Vo), if c = H(Lg), then L3 = (ﬂ', :l:Vo).

Because of the analysis above, under the condition of @3] and ¢ < ¢g, we
get

Sl _ Sl,e U Sl,m U Sl,u

K,C,€ K,C,€ K,C,€ K,C,€
3¢ le 2,e
Ec,e - U S—mc,e X Sn,c,e (46)
M M
KE [*7271]
UL 1,m 2.m
Ec,e - U S—)mc,e X Snic,e (47)
Mo



where S1¢ _and SL™ are the bounded components around e and m separately,

K,C,€ K,C,€

. 1 . . .
Séfg’e is the unbounded part. S’_’,iw X Sg:i)e is an Arnold-Liouville torus ex-

pected for a completely integrable system for —% <Kk < % and the Arnold-
Liouville torus degenerates to a circle for kK = —% or Kk = —%. Similarly,

Si’:?m x S2m is an Arnold-Liouville torus for % <K< % and the Arnold-
2 My

Liouville torus degenerates to a circle for k = MT or k= 5.
Define c¢rit = —g— Ma, we try to compare i+ with co and get the following
Lemma [5] and Lemma

Lemma 5. For the Lagrange problem with m; = mz = m and m > 5 > 0, we
have co < Cerit-

Proof. Now we compute the first critical point [ = (¢, 0) of the Lagrange problem.

By @),
m m O
- —er =0,
(t+3)? (—3)?

this implies

since m > 0,¢ > 0, we have

Then the first critical value is
V() =V((0,0)) = —4m.

By lemma@ V(1) = co = min{Hc(L1), Hc(L2), H.(L3)}. Since m > §, we have

V(l):—4m:—M1—M1<—M1—e<—M1—§.

O

This lemma is a special case of the following lemma, which also discusses
the general case when my # mo.

Lemma 6. For Lagrange problem with my > 0,mg > 0,€ > 0, if mgo < my <

9Ima, m1 > 5, mg > %, then we have cy < Cepit-

Proof. Note the first critical point of the Lagrange problem as [ = (¢,0). Since
mlzmg,wehave0<l<% . By @),
mq m

(L+%)2—(L_%)2—EL:O. (48)

The first critical value is




By (@S8]), we have
1 3

V(v :(4(L—|— %)2 - 20+ %))ml + (4(L— %)2 + 2(0 — %))m2 (49)
=Q1m1 + Qama.
Set 1
' 1 , mi - m2 —a
Flg) o e

then F¢ is a decrease function with respect to ¢. By ([@8), when ¢ = 0, the first
cirtical point is Iy = (¢9, 0),

1

Lo = —
ma
m4 .

N~

i.e. Fy(to) = 0. Set the first critical point of the Lagrange problem as l; = (¢1,0),
i.e.F(t1) = 0. Since for € > 0 Fc(19) < Fo(to) = 0. By the decreasing of the
funcction F, we get 11 < 1g.

If1 < 2—; <9, weget 0< 1y << %. By a direct computation, we know

that in (@9),

14 9
2< Q< - T <0Qy< -2
Q1 < 9’ 1S Q2 <
As a result,
1 14
V(ll) < ——mi — 2m2 < —ng

By lemma 2 V(1) = ¢o = min{H(L1), H.(L2), H.(L3)} under the conditions

3
mi > 5, me > ¥

14 5 €
< e = — _ = — —_— —.
co < 9 M,y M,y ng < =M, 3

O

Remark 2. Consider the Lagrange problem with mo = 0, it has two critical
points, the first one in the x-axis with x < 0.5 and the second one with x > 0. We
can find many counter examples such that co > cerit. For example, if mq = 80,
mo =0 and € = 8, then cg = —65, cerie = —81.

By computer experiment, all the counter eramples we get has the second
critical point on x > 0.5. So we can’t get a counter example for ma # 0 by
continuity.

Moreover, by computer experiment, we can’t find a counter example for the
Lagrange problem with ma # 0 for a large range of m1 > 0, ma > 0 and € > 0.
So we have reason to guess that cy < cerit actually hold for the Lagrange problem
with m1 >0, mg > 0 and € > 0. This can be recognized as an open problem.
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4 The moment map

Now we define a torus action on the regularized moduli space fe In order
to do that we first need the periods. The set S} 18 dlﬁeomorphlc to a circle,
which coincides with the periodic orbit of the Hamlltoman K, g_re of energy —k.

Set
x = cosh p,
{ 8 (50)
Yy = COS V.

Then the periods are as follows.

/ K—Wl) (51)
:/ dx
LR (gt 5 1) = e+ )

/ (k — W2,) (52)

dy
/\/21— ) (k= 55yt — §(? = 1) + 5552 — *2y)

Denote by ®° k1 the flow of the Hamiltonian vector field of K}  on T*R
and by ’}(2 the ﬂow of the Hamiltonian vector field of K 2 . We abbreviate by

St =R/Z the circle and define the two-dimensional torus as 7% = S* x S*.
view of the slicing (@) we are now in position to define a torus action

T?x %, > %,
given by

tirl (K} ta7l (KZ2.)
(t1,t2, 21, w1, 22, W) — (fb,if (217101)7‘1’;: (227w2))

Let 7., be the primitive of 7! given by
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and similarly define

Then the map
:uC,é = (:ui,e?:ug,e) : EQE - R2 = L’LG(T2)

with
1 _ 1 1 2 _ 72 2
Mc,e - 7:,‘,6 © Kc,e’ uc,e - 7;5 © Kc,e

is a moment map for the torus action on X.. By the slicing ([@G) its image is
given by
imp’cxf = {(7;%5(_&)77;%75(%))} - [0700)2 C R2'

The functions 7!, and 772, are both strictly monotone. Therefore there exists
a strictly decreasing smooth function

Jee 1[0, T0c(M2/2)] — [0, T2(M:/2)]

such that
T2(K) = fe,(Toe(=K)). (53)

Note that the image of the moment map can be written as the graph
imucve = ch,e'

Take the derivative of (B3) with respect to x, we have

Tcz,e('%) = é,e ! Tcl,e(_'%%
ie. 2 ()
, 72 (K
= - 54
fc,e Tcl,g(_’{) ( )
Since 72 (k) and 7. (—k) are both positive, we have f/ < 0.

The torus action and moment map on EZL& can be defined similarly and

lead to the same result as above. The only differences are the integral’s bound-
ary of T2.(k) changes to [%,n] and the domain of the definition of f.. is
0,72, (—Ms/2)]

Since by Theorem 2.1 in Delzant|[4](see also[10]) the image of the moment
map determines its preimage up to equivariant symplectomorphisms. Denote
Q = impc,., then uc_el (Q) is symplectmorphism to the toric domain Xq. To-
gether with lemma [6] we have the following theorem. We will give a brief in-
troduction about toric domain and some of its propositions in the next section,

which can also be found in [§].

Theorem 1. Assume0 < mz <my < 9mz, mp > § >0 andmg > %, for every

energy value below the minimum of the first, second and third critical value, i.e.
¢ < ¢g, each bounded component of the reqularized energy hypersurface of the
Lagrange problem arises as the boundary of a strictly monotone toric domain.
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Together with Proposition 1.8 in [§], also proposition 4 in the next section
we can get the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Assume 0 < mo < my < 9msg, my > 5 >0 and mo > %, for
every energy value below the minimum of the first, second and third critical value,
i.e. ¢ < ¢y, each bounded component of the regularized energy hypersurface of
the Lagrange problem is dynamically convex.

5 Toric domains

Definiton 1. If 2 is a domain in RY, define the toric domain
Xo={z € C"n(|z1f’,- - |zl*) € Q}
The factors 7 ensure that
Vol(Xq) = Vol(Q2)
Let 04 denote the set of u € 9Q such that p; >0 forall j=1,---,n.

Definiton 2. A strictly monotone toric domain is a compact toric domain Xq
with smooth boundary such that if p € 0+ and if v an outward normal vector
at r, thenv; >0 forall j=1,---,n.

If © is a domain in R™, define

Q={l(lpal,- - linl) € Q3.

Definiton 3. A convezx toric domain is a toric domain Xq such that Q is
compact and convex.

This terminology may be misleading because a "convex toric domain" is not
the same thing as a compact toric domain that is convex in R as showed in the
following properties.

Proposition 1. A toric domain Xq is a convex subset of R®" if and only if the
set

Q = {:u € Rn|7r(|:u1|27 Y |/Ln|2) € Q}

18 convex in R™.

Proof. See Proposition 2.3 in [§]. O
Proposition 2. If Xq is a convex toric domain, then Xq is a convex set of
R2",

Proof. See Example 2.4 in [§]. O

Proposition 3. Let Xq be a compact star-shaped toric domain in R* with
smooth boundary. Then Xq is dynamically convex if and only if Xq is a strictly
monotone toric domain.

Proof. See Proposition 1.8 in [§]. O
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6 Euler problem for one positive and one nega-
tive mass

In [I3], Gabriella Pinzari give a research on Euler problem with two fixed centers
of positive masses. In the following, we generalize her results to Euler problem
with the two fixed centers e and m of masses m; and msy satisfying m; > 0,
me < 0, and my > |mgl|. In this case, we just have to set ¢ = 0 in (1) and the
Hamiltonian function is

Ho(q,p) = T(p) — Uo(q) (55)

where m -
Uo(q) = +

\/(q1+%)2+q§ \/(ql—%)2+q§

and my > 0, mg < 0, my > |mz|. We can get the similar result for the Euler
problem.

For the Euler problem with m; > 0 and mg > 0, if the energy is less than
the critical value, i.e. ¢ < ¢y, then the Hill’s region decomposes into three
connected components and so is the energy hypersurface and the regularized
hypersurface. Here we also abbreviate ¢g = Hy(L) for Euler problem when
there is no confusion.

For the Euler problem with m; > 0 and mg < 0, if ¢ < 0, then the Hill’s
region decomposes into three connected components and so is the energy hyper-
surface and the regularized hypersurface. Different from the case where m; > 0
and my > 0, the Hill’'s region near the fixed center m with mass mso is not
around but in the righthand side of m. If ¢ < ¢, then the Hill’s region consists
of only one bounded component near the fixed center e with mass m;.

Here for the Euler problem, we only consider the bounded Hill’s region
around the fixed center e

Ri,o = W(Eg,o)'

The whole procession of regularization and the definition of toric domain are
just similar as in the Lagrange problem. After regularization, we get

Keo =Ko+ Ko,

for
1 M 1
K}y =sp2 — S(cosh? p — 1) — =L coshpr := 5 p? + Wl().
0 =5Pu Ty 2 27 (56)
1 M. 1
K2, :§p,2j + z(cos2 v—1)+ 72 cosv = 519,2/ +W2().

The reason why we define K! and K?2 like this is that K is just the Euler
integral by Lemma 3.1 in [13]. It is very useful in the following.

Set
x = cosh u,
{ 8 (57)
Yy = COos V.
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The Jacobi matrix from (z,y) to (u,v) is

ozy) _ |5 o sinh pu 0
Do = =l ou| = 0 —sinhv|’ (58)

pu _ T ( Pz _ Sinhﬂ 0 Dz
(py) =D (py) B [ 0 —sinhy] <py>7 (59)

then

then we have

1 1 c c M M.
Koo= (22— 1)P2+=(1—2)P2— Sp2 4+ Sz - 221 M2
0=5@" =P+ (1 -y )Py — 2a”+ 7y” — —a + —=y
and ) )
e —1 e —1 c M,
Kl L= 2 V1: 2_ - 2_1 - -
c,0 9 px+ c 2 pz 4(.’[] ) 2 z,
1—y? 1—y? c Moy
Klo:=——p,+Vi=——p,+ ;0" =)+ v
By Legendre transformation, we know that
1 . .
Pz = 72— 1$=py = 1_—y2y7

p—dr g dy
where & = %%, ¢ = 7.

Similar as in the Lagrange problem, by analyzing the potential energy of the
separated systems we know that and if the condition ¢ + M; < 0 holds, then
the graphs of W! (1) and W2(v) are like cups near the fixed centers.

For he Euler problem with m; > 0 and mo > 0, since ¢y < —M7p, when
¢ < cg, the bounded regularized energy surface around e is Ei,o and

o= U Sheoxsie (60)

K,c,0

RE[RL G R2E]

1 2e . N
where SU¢ | x S2¢  is an Arnold-Liouville torus for — 222 < x < —2t and

the Arnold-Liouville torus degenerates to a circle for k = —% or K = —%.

For the Euler problem with m; > 0 and mo < 0, when ¢ < —M;, we have
the same result as above. Here we also have ¢g < —M;.

When Kéo = —K, Ké)o = k, and the periods are as following.
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T2 (®)

TE(H) = Tzo(ﬁ) =4/ ’ dt
0

dy (62)

=4 '
A V20— 507 - 1) - )

Define
W () = 72 (k) _ T(Ma, k) (63)
TH(=k)  T(Mi,k)
By (B4l), we get

Foo(TEH (=R)) = =W (k).

Take its derivative with respect to k, we have

(T = 2,

Since by Theorem 2.1 in Delzant|[4](see also[10]) the image of the moment
map determines its preimage up to equivariant symplectomorphisms. The sign
of 64) determines the convexity of the toric domain. Because 7!(k) > 0, we
only need to determine the sign of 9,W (k). But at first we need 7}(—x) and
72(k) in a kind of good expression to allow us to achieve.

As Gagriella Pinzari observed in Theorem 1.2 of [13], for Euler problem with
my > mgo > 0, the periods 7!(—x) and 72(k) of the two separated systems of
the Euler problem only depend on M; and My respectively, not on the exact
value of m; and my at all. So we can choose mg = 0, then 7}(—k) is equal to
the period of the first separated system of the regularized Kepler problem with
centre mass M; and 72(k) is equal to the period of the second separated system
of the regularized Kepler problem with centre mass M. Since the two periods
of the separated systems of the regularized Kepler problem with a fixed mass
are the same, we can say that 7}(—k) and 72(k) are equal to the periods of the
separated system of the regularized Kepler problem with center masses M; and
Ms respectively.

This is also true for Euler problem with m; > 0, ma < 0 and my > |ma|. So
we can use the method of Gagriella Pinzari [13] here.

The period of the regularized Kepler problem is also related to the period
of the original Kepler problem which can be computed exactly and appears
in a kind of good expression under the parameter eccentric anomaly for us to
determine the sign of (64) and then the convexity of the toric domain of the
Euler problem with m; > 0, ma < 0 and my > |ms| by the following four steps.

Step 1: About the precise relationship between the periods of the Kepler
problem and the regularized Euler problem.

In (B3, we put the origin of Euler problem in the middle of the two big
masses. But If we want to go to the Kepler problem to find the period of the
regularized Euler problem, it is more easy for us to compute if we put the origin
of the Cartesian coordinate on the nonzero mass.

(64)
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We choose the origin of the Cartesian coordinate to be the body e with mass
m1, then the Hamiltonian of the Euler problem is

H(q,p) =T(q,p) —U(G,p) (65)
where B -
o o '
VE+E V@ -1+ 6
When mo = 0, H is just the Hamiltonian of Kepler problem.

The relationship between the initial coordinate (g, p) used here and the co-
ordinate (¢, p) in Euler problem are

U(q,p)

- 1
Q1:(J1+§,Q2ZQ2- (66)
Actually, we just changed the coordinate horizontally to move the point
(—3,0) to the origin.
By the transformation of elliptic coordinates ([29), we can get

1 1
(01 + 5)* + g3 =7 (cosh 1+ cos v)?

1 1 (67)
(@1 = 5)* + g3 =7 (cosh pp — cosv)®.
Together with (B7) and (G6l), we have
- - 1
@i+ = Z(I +y)?
(68)

- N 1
(1 —1)°+d = Z(I -y

By (32) and (B0, in the process of regularization using elliptic coordinate
there is a time rescaling from the coordinate (q(t),p(t)) to coordinate (x(7), y(7)),
also a rescaling from (G(t),p(t)) to (z(7),y(7)) considering the extra horizontal
shift as we mentioned above. Their relationship is

Using (G8), we get

(t / S
Ty ,ina () =
1 2 0 x2_y2

4 (69)

t
- / 2 0\ ((A 21 2 d
o V(@ +B) (@ —-1)*+3)
Assume my = M; and /sy = 0, then (¢,p) is a solution of Kepler problem
with Hamiltonian function
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where
M,

Vi + @

and we can compute the period in elliptic coordinate by

U(q,p) =

Te(=K) = Tar, 0(T) = 7ar, (T), (71)

where T is the periodic of the orbit in the origin coordinate. Analogously, assume
m1 = Ms and mg = 0, (g,p) is a solution of Kepler problem with Hamiltonian
function

where M
U(G.5) = —m
and
72(K) = Tag 0(T) = 7ar, (T). (73)

Step2: About the FEuler integral used to compute the period of the Kepler
problem.

In the elliptic coordinate 7! (k) and 72(k) only depend on ¢ and x when the
masses are fixed. While in the initial coordinate ¢ and x are the total energy and
the Euler integral of the Kepler problem respectively. Given these two integrals,
we can know the orbit of Kepler problem exactly under any initial condition.
Using the information of the orbit, we can compute 7a, (27) and 7z, (27).

For Euler problem with Hamiltonian (GZ]) in the original coordinate, define
the Euler integral as

+

a Mo q—c )
|14]| |1q — el

E=||L||?=e-(px L—1n

where e; = (1,0) and L is the angular momentum
L=§xp.
As in Lemma 3.1 in ([I3]), we now show that £ = K2,.

o 1
L=q><q=q><p=q1pz—q2q1+§pz.
Then
IILI[? —e1- (px L) =||L|]> —e1 - (p x L)

1 1
=(q1p2 — @21 + 5192) — p2(q1p2 — g2p1 + 5192)

1
=(at = 7)p3 + GPT — 20102012,
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By 9), 57), (59) and (31), under a direct computation, we get

(z? = 1)1 —y?)

(P — p2).

IL[[* —e1-(px L) = (2 — 2)
By (63) 3
P L b
Sl Yoty
. qg—el . oaxy—1
€1 My——— = My :
g — eal| T—y
Therefore,
E=||L|[? e (px L)
(@ -1 —9?) 5 o5, _ wy+l
=5y —px) +m
@y 5y
z? -1 1—y?
_ K2 Kl
z2 — 2 c,0 z2 — 12 c,0
22 -1 1—y?

where

the Euler integral become
E=|L|]* —e1- 4
where A is the Runge-Lenz vector

a4

A=pxL— M—.
|ll]

and since L and A are both first integrals for the Kepler problem, F is also a

first integral.

For Kepler problem, fix the energy ¢ and the Euler integral E, given the
initial condition (¢, p) = (go, Do), there is a unique elliptic orbit O going through
(Go,Po)- Let P be the vector perihelion of this orbit, v be the angular from e;

to P. we know that

A= MeP.

Define
w:V—i—z
5"
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jus

Actually, we rotate the vector P about the origin for 7 to get a vector n, then
w is just the angular from e; to n. Together with the following (§I)) and (&2l),
the Euler integral can be rewritten as

E = M(a(l —€*) — esinw). (76)

where a is the major semi axis.

Step 3: Computation of the period of the Kepler problem.

With these preparation, we are able to compute 7p;(7T) by changing its
parameter from ¢ to 6 and then to £. Let 6 be the true anomaly, £ the eccentric
anomaly of orbit O, then

G1 =acos(d +v) = asin(f + w), (77)
G2 =bsin(0 + v) = —bcos(d + w).
The relationship between 6 and ¢ is
e+cosf V1—e2sinf
COS§_1+ecost9’Sln§_ 1+ecosf ’ (78)
and
cosé —e V1 —e2siné
f=— " 0= — — > 79
o8 1—ecos§7Sln 1—ecosé ’ (79)
where e is the eccentricity of the orbit O. As a result,
V1—e?
df = —d 80
1 — ecosé ¢ (80)
and )
1—
r =a(l —ecosf) = al=¢) (81)

1+ ecosh’

where r = \/@% + G5, a is the major semi axis and b is the minor semi axis. By
[1], we know that
A2/M

=— 82
" T T ecost’ (82)
the Angular momentum
de
A=r2 83
" (83)
is a constant, and a only depends on the mass and the total energy c.
M
T (84)

By ®I), (82) and (83]), we can infer that
A=+/Ma(l —e?), (85)
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and

r2

T 4
™(T) = dt. (87)
" / V@0 +B) (@) - 12+ B)

‘We know that

ai(t) + g (t) =

(G (t) =12+ (t) =r* —2asin(d +w) + 1
Together with (8d),

2 r
™(T) =4
m(T) /0 aA\/r? = 2asin(f + w) + 1

de.

By (@),
r? — 2asin(f + w) + 1
2 1
=a*((1 — ecos€)® — E(V 1—e?sinécosw + (cosé — e) sinw) +

Together with (80),

TM(T)

2m
*/ T(1—62)%a71A71(1—6(3085)71
0

((1 —ecos€)® — %(\/1 —e2sinécosw + (cosé — e)sinw) + Ly
By (83) and (&),

) Pde,
By ([&4),
TM(T)
27
W /O (M2(1 - ecose)’ (89)

—4le|M (/1 — e2sinf cosw + (cosé — e) sinw) + 402)7%d§.
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We can simplify ([89) using the Euler integral in the following. Given the
energy H = c and Euler integral F = k&,

M(a(1 — €?) — esinw) = &, (90)
together with (84]), we have
M

M
(2|c

(1—e?) —esinw) = .

For the orbit with eccentricity e = 1 From (GIl) and (62]), we can find that the
period only depend on the energy ¢ and the Euler integral , not depend on
the shape of the exact orbit given an initial condition, namely, not depend on
the eccentricity and the angular w, so we can just choose e = 1 to get a simpler
form of (BY). Plug e =1 into (@0)), we get

K
nw=——. 91
sinw = — - (91)

Since —% < kg < %, while for the Kepler problem with mass M, we have
—% <K< %, therefore,
K
—|<1 92
)< (92)

This shows that w is sensiable. Then (89) becomes

TM(T) = 4@/0 ' \/M2(1 _ COSf)z & : (93)

—4le|k(1 — cos &) + 4c?
Set z =1 — cos¢&, then ([@3) finally becomes

T) = 4,/2]¢] / NEE dz . (94)

V(M222 — 4c|kz + 4¢?)

For ¢ < 0, this is just

dz

=4v—-2c .
(T \/z 2 — 2)(M?222 + 4dckz + 4¢?)

By () and (3], we have

(_ _4\/_—20 dz

\/z 2 — 2)(M222 4 4ckz + 4¢2)

and
dz

) =4V — 20/
(k) V22 = 2)(M222 + dckz + 4c2)

Note

2
dz
(M, K :4\/——20/ :
( ) 0 V22— 2)(M?22 + dekz + 4c?)
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then 7}(—k) = 7(M, k), 72(k) = 7(Ma, K).
Step 4: Computation of the sign of (64]). Note

A=M?B=-2ck,C = 4c?, (96)

then we have

2 dz
T(M,m)=4\/——2c/0 \/2(2_2)(/12'2—2324‘0)

and
0xW (k) = =2¢- 0pW (k).

Since the energy ¢ < 0, 9, W (k) and 9gW (x) have the same sign. We know
that dpW (k) and dp In W (k) also have the same sign because of dp In W (k) =

2] K
“’;sz/é)) and W (k) > 0.

T(Ma, k)
T(Ml,ﬁ)
=0pIn7T(Ma, k) — 0ln7(Mi, k) (97)
:8BT(M2,I£) _ 0pT(My,K)
T(MQ,KJ) T(Ml,ﬁ)

OpInW (k) =0pIn

Define a function n(M, k)

) = 22T

then
OpInW (k) = n(Ma, k) — n(M, k).

OpIn W (k) is definitely positive or negative if n(M, ) is a monotonic function
with respect to M. Since M > 0 and A = M?, the monotonicity of the function
1 with respect to the variable A are the same as that of M. Here we can also
denote n(M, k) by n(A, B) and denote 7(M, k) by 7(A4, B).

o aBT(A, B)

n(A7B) - T(A,B)
- 8BT(A5 B) i 8AT(A7 B) B 8,4837’(14, B) i T(Av B)
8A77(A5B) - T(A,B)2 (98)
Set
Q(A,B,C,x) := Ax® — 2Bz + C,

B

2(A,B,C,x) := x

Q(A,B,C,x)*/2 -z’
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2
gg(A,B,C,I) ::4V _20/ fg(A,B,C,I)dI
0
vz [ 2f
=4+/-2 d
¢ 0 Q(A,B,C,(E)av2—$ !

Note the numerator of ([@8) as S(A, B,C)

S(A, B,C) =057(A, B) - 9a7(A, B) — 949p7(A, B) - 7(A, B)

Lig 5.~ } (99)
=5 (3929, 7 (4, B,C) = g3 (4, B, C)g3 (A, B.C)).
Let .
p(A,B,C,x) = f, *(A,B,C,x),
then 5
% . T
f%(A,B,C,:U) QA BC )Qp(ABC:C)
2
3 x
f%(A,B,C,,T) QA BC )Qp(ABC:C)
1 x

and ([@9) becomes

I2y
S(4,5,0) = //< ABCw) Q(A,B,C,wcz(A,B,c,y))
p(A,B,C,z)p(A, B, C,y)dxdy

and z — have the same mono-

xT JIJ2
Q(A,B,C.x) Q(A,B,C.x)
tonicity on x € [0,2]. Using the Chebyshev integral inequality in proposition
4, we can find S > 0. Note Q(z) = Q(4, B,C,x), p(z) = p(4,B,C,x) and

S = S(A, B,C) for short, indeed,

/ / (ot o - <f>25<y>>p<x>p<y>d$dy

Since the functions z —

3 g x 2 -1 s x)dz QL
_2/0 e p(z)d /O p(y)dy 2/0 Q(x)p( )d /0 (y)p(y)dy

L [* 3 ’ 12 ’ (100)
25/0 (x)zp(df)dir/o p(y)dy — 5/(; Q(x)2p(:c)dx/(; p(y)dy
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Proposition 4. (Chebyshev Integral Inequality) let f, g, p: R = R withp > 0,
p, fp, gp, fgp are integrable on R, pr(x) =1, f and g are both decreasing or
increasing on the support of p, then

(/Rf(ff)p(x)dx) (/Rg(y)p(y)dy) < /Rf(x)g(x)p(x)da:. (101)

Releasing the assumption [, p(x) =1, (IO1) is replaced by

([ st@wwar) ( [swpwar) < ( [ st ( [ s

(102)

Proof. As f, g are decreasing or increasing on the support of p, for any x, y on
such support, we have

Multiplying by p(z)p(y) and taking the integral on R? we get the proposition.
O

Since S > 0, we get dan(A, B) < 0. As a result, (A, B) is a decreasing
function. Since my > 0, ms < 0 and My = my + mo, My = my — mg, we have
My < My, then 9 In W (k) < 0, finally,

0:W (k) < 0. (103)

This result is just opposite to the case when m; and msy are both positive in
[13].
By (I03) and 7!(—k) > 0, we have

féfo(f;l(_’i)) <0.
Under the four steps above, we have proved the following theorem.

Theorem 2. When the energy ¢ < —Mi, the bounded component around the
fized center e of the regularized energy hypersurface of Euler problem with two
fized centers e and m of masses my and mq respectively satisfying mq > 0,me <
0,my > |ms| arises as a convex toric domain.

Combining Gabriella Pinzari’s result in [I3] and theorem 2, we have the
following corollary for Euler problem.

Corollary 2. When the energy is less than the critical value, i.e. ¢ < c,,
the toric domain Xq,,, defined for the bounded component around the fized
center e of the regularized energy hypersurface of the Euler problem satisfying
my1 > 0,mz < 0,my > |ma| is concave for ma > 0, convex for ms < 0.
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