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Abstract: The micro-canonical phase-space volume for the three-body problem is a

topic of intrinsic interest. Within the flux-based statistical theory, it provides a means

to predict the scale of disintegration times for non-hierarchical systems. While the

bare phase-volume diverges, arXiv:2205.04294 (Paper I) showed that a regularized

version can be defined. Building on Paper I, which determined the regularized phase-

volume for a given energy σ̄(E), this paper extends the analysis to its distribution

over angular momentum, σ̄(E,L). Through analytical integrations, we reduce the

problem to a 3d numerical integration, a step up in complexity from the 2d integration

required for σ̄(E). We provide regularized phase-volume values for several mass

sets across a range of E and L, validated through an L-integration test. Notably,

the values remain positive for all tested parameters, lending further support to the

validity of the chosen regularization procedure. For high values of L at fixed masses

and E, we observe a strong suppression of σ̄(E,L).
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1 Introduction

The non-hierarchical Newtonian three-body problem is famously chaotic and is be-

lieved to preclude a deterministic solution in closed-form [1]. Instead, one may seek

a statistical prediction, which is in fact optimal given the highly random (ergodic)

nature of the chaotic component of phase space.

A statistical theory for this system was formulated in [2]. Recent important

developments include [3, 4]. However, all of these statistical approaches rely on phase-

space volume and on the introduction of the strong interaction radius, a parameter

that is not part of the problem data. To remedy that, [5] re-examined the basis for

the statistical theory, and presented a different statistical theory, one which relies on

the flux of phase-space volume, rather than the volume itself.

The flux-based theory stimulated a novel formulation and a dynamical reduction

of the three-body system in [6]. The flux-based theory was tested through simulations

in [7–9], which provided detailed validation and established the flux-based theory as

the most precise statistical theory to date for this system. For recent related work,

see [10–15] and a recent review of Celestial Mechanics [16].

Within the flux-based theory, the differential decay rate dΓ is given by the fac-

torized form

dΓ(u) =
1

σ̄
E(u) dF (u) (1.1)

where u is a collective notation for all the outcome parameters over which the decay

rate is distributed, σ̄ is the regularized phase-volume (short for phase-space volume)

of the system, E(u) is the chaotic emissivity function (equivalently, absorptivity)

and dF (u) is the distribution of the asymptotic phase-volume flux. This relation is

motivated by an analogy with a particle moving inside a leaky container, where σ̄

plays a role analogous to the volume of the container.

The flux-based theory is the first statistical theory to address the decay rate,

thereby going beyond outcome probabilities. The factorization relation (1.1) indi-

cates that the scale of the decay rate is set by σ̄. Hence, it is essential to evaluate

σ̄.

The road towards the evaluation of σ̄ has begun in [17], here on Paper I. Let us

better specify the meaning of σ̄ in (1.1). We denote the masses by ma ≡ {ma}3a=1.

First, even though its precise definition involves the chaotic regularized phase-volume

σ̄χ, we shall set out to determine the whole regularized phase-volume, as explained

in Paper I. Second, σ̄ = σ̄(E,L;ma), namely σ̄ specified by the conserved quantities,

the total energy E and the total angular momentum L⃗. Paper I evaluated σ̄(E;ma),

namely, without specifying L, which is easier since the geometry has a higher degree

of symmetry before L⃗ is specified.

Paper I defined the regularization procedure, which was not fully specified in

[5], through subtracting a specific reference integrand: for each spatial configuration,
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the reference phase space density is given by a hierarchical approximation, where the

potential between the binary and the tertiary is replaced by the potential between the

binary’s center of mass and the tertiary. This makes sense as long as the three-body

configuration is indeed hierarchical, and hence, the reference term was supplemented

by a condition

EB ≤ E/2 , (1.2)

where EB is the relevant binary energy. This condition guarantees that the differ-

ence between the bare and reference integrands indeed defines a convergent integral,

namely that the divergent-integral singularities of the bare integrand are canceled

and that no spurious singularity is added. In addition, this condition has the ad-

vantage of being symmetric under a certain involution (reflection), which eventually

leads to a fully analytic determination of the σ̄(E) compensator, to be discussed

later.

The goal of this paper is to evaluate σ̄(E,L) ≡ σ̄(E,L;ma), namely the distri-

bution of the regularized phase-volume among the various possible values of L. In

this sense, it is a continuation of Paper I.

Before we proceed to the evaluation, we discuss why the evaluation of σ̄(E,L) is

more challenging than σ̄(E) in Paper I. While the phase space integrand of σ̄(E) is

invariant under a general SO(3) rotation, specifying L⃗ reduces the symmetry to axial

SO(2) rotations. Therefore, we shall see that fewer integrations can be performed

analytically. While in Paper I, the integration was reduced to a numerical integration

over S2, the 2-sphere, here we would be able to reduce it to a numerical integration

over S3. The additional dimension of the domain of numerical integration results in

a higher computational cost.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes the bare phase-volume, its

analytic reduction, singularities, and method of regularization. Section 3 describes

the reduction of the reference and the evaluation of σ̄. Section 4 describes the anal-

ogous evaluation for the planar three-body problem. We conclude with a summary

and discussion in Section 5.

2 Bare σ(E,L) and regularization method

2.1 Setup of the problem and main goal of this paper

The Newtonian three-body problem for point masses is defined by the Hamiltonian

H :=
3∑

a=1

p2a
2ma

−
∑
a<b

αab
rab

(2.1)

where ma are the three masses, pa are their respective momenta, αab := Gmamb are

the potential strength constants, and rab := |r⃗a− r⃗b| are the separations between the
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respective pair of bodies. The volume of the phase-space for this three-body problem

is defined by

σ(E, L⃗) :=

∫ 3∏
a=1

(d3rad
3pa) δ

(3)(R⃗cm) δ
(3)(P⃗cm) δ

(3)(J⃗ − L⃗) δ(H − E) (2.2)

where E is the total energy, L⃗ is the total angular momentum, and together they

are the conserved charges of the system. R⃗cm := 1
M

∑
amar⃗a is center of mass,

P⃗cm :=
∑

a p⃗a is the momentum vector for the center of mass, and J⃗ :=
∑

a r⃗a × p⃗a.

The dimensions of the expression σ(E,L) are

[σ(E,L)] =
M3/2

E5/2
α3 ≡ [ℏ]2T (2.3)

where [ℏ] ≡ ML2T−1 denotes the dimensions of action, and T denotes the time

dimension.

The phase-volume as defined in (2.2) is divergent, and we need to regularize it in

order to extract a finite quantity, rendering it physically meaningful. The regularized

phase-volume is denoted by σ̄(E,L). For comparing the theoretical predictions of the

Flux-based statistical theory of [5] with the results of numerical simulations (e.g. in

[8]), we require evaluation of the quantity σ̄χ(E,L), which is the regularized chaotic

phase-volume. But, as argued in Paper I, σ̄χ(E,L) ≃ σ̄(E,L) since chaotic time

evolutions are much longer than regular time evolutions. The evaluation of σ̄(E,L)

is the main goal of this paper.

2.2 Analytic integrations and reduction of σ(E,L) to S3

Performing integration over momenta

It turns out to be possible to perform the integration over momenta in expression

(2.2) analytically. This was already achieved in Section 3.4 of [5] by introducing

auxiliary integration variables. The result is

σ(E,L) = 4π

(
M3

M

)3/2 ∫
Teff≥0

3∏
a=1

d3ra δ
(3)(R⃗cm)

√
2Teff
det I

(2.4)

where I ij is the moment of inertia tensor for the three-body system defined as

I ij :=
3∑

a=1

ma

(
r2aδ

ij − riar
j
a

)
(2.5)

and Teff is the effective kinetic energy that accounts for the centrifugal term,

Teff := E − V − 1

2
I−1
ij L

iLj (2.6)

and M3 :=
∏

ama, M :=
∑

ama.
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Moment of Inertia tensor

Let us choose the orientation of the Cartesian x, y, z axes so that the three bodies

lie in the x− y plane. With this choice, the moment of inertia tensor becomes

I ij =

Ixx Ixy 0

Ixy Iyy 0

0 0 Ixx + Iyy

 (2.7)

where its components are defined by

Ixx =
∑
a

may
2
a , Iyy =

∑
a

max
2
a , Ixy = −

∑
a

maxaya

Ixx + Iyy =
∑
a

mar
2
a =

1

M

∑
a<b

mambr
2
ab

(2.8)

Let us introduce the following notation

I := Izz = Ixx + Iyy

det I(2) := IxxIyy − (Ixy)2

det I := det I(2)I

(2.9)

Planar reduction

In the Planar reduction, the coordinate integration in (2.4) over the 3D space is

reduced to a coordinate integration over the plane defined by the location of three

bodies, and the integration over the orientation of the plane:∫ 3∏
c=1

d3rc δ
(3)(R⃗cm) =

1

2

(∫ 3∏
c=1

d2rc δ
(2)(R⃗cm)2A∆

)(∫
sin θndθndϕn

)
(2.10)

The derivation of this result was presented in appendix B of Paper I. A∆ is the area

of the triangle defined by the three bodies. θn, ϕn angles define the direction of the

normal vector to the plane.

Change of coordinates

As mentioned earlier, we consider the three bodies to lie in the x− y plane, and

then perform the planar reduction. Next, we change the 6 Cartesian coordinate vari-

ables xa, ya to the bi-complex relative position variable w (with 4 real components),

and the center of mass coordinates r⃗cm (2 components). The w variable is defined as

w := (x1 + iy1) + ej
2π
3 (x2 + iy2) + e−j

2π
3 (x3 + iy3) (2.11)

where i and j are two independent commuting imaginary units, namely they satisfy

the relations −1 = i2 = j2 and i j = j i. The w variable was introduced and
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discussed in the context of three-body systems in [6]. It was also used in Paper I for

the reduction of the phase-volume σ(E).

Let us perform another change of variables from w to spherical coordinates over

C2 denoted by r, θ, ϕ, ψ through

w = reiψ
(
cos

θ

2
eR + e−iϕ sin

θ

2
eL

)
where, eR,L =

√
3

2
(1± ij) (2.12)

where the angle ranges are 0 ≤ θ ≤ π, 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 2π, 0 ≤ ψ ≤ 2π. The variable

r defines the overall distance scale. θ, ϕ together define the shape of the triangle

created by the three bodies. (The θ, ϕ variables can be thought of as the angles over

the “shape-sphere” [6, 18–20].) ψ defines the rotation of the triangle within its plane.

Implementing the two variable changes discussed above, we find

3∏
c=1

d2rc =
4

3
d4w d2rcm

=
3

4
r3 sin θ dr dθ dϕ dψ d2rcm

(2.13)

Result of analytic reduction of σ(E,L) to S3

Let us summarize the reduction process. First, we perform the planar reduction

of (2.4). Next, we change the Cartesian variables xa, ya to the bi-complex w variable

and the center of mass, and we perform the integration over the two center of mass

variables, which is trivial due to the corresponding δ-function. Next, we change the

variables from w to r, θ, ϕ, ψ, and perform the integration over r, θn, ϕn analytically,

as described in Appendix A and in the comments below. As a result, the expression

(2.4) is reduced to a numerical integration over the 3-sphere defined by the angles

θ, ϕ, ψ, and is given by

σ(E,L) =
π3

4
√
2

(
M3

M

)
1

|E|5/2

∫
sin θ dθ dϕ dψ

×
√

1

I
(−V̄ )

[
(3A+B)− 2A

√∣∣∣∣AB
∣∣∣∣θ(−A)

]
θ(A+B)

(2.14)

where

A

2|E|L2
:= A1 − A2 ,

B

2|E|L2
:= A2 −B1

A1 =
V̄ 2

2|E|L2
, A2 =

1
2

(
I + I(ψ)

)
det I(2)

, B1 =
1

I

Ī(ψ) := (Īyy − Īxx) cos 2ψ + 2Īxy sin 2ψ

(2.15)
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The overhead bar indicates the removal of r-dependence through a multiplication

by a suitable power of r.1. Note that V̄ and Ī ij are functions of θ and ϕ, while a

dependence on ψ appears only in Ī(ψ).

Appendix A.1 presents the derivation of expression (2.14), and Appendix A.2

presents the explicit expressions for the various terms in the integrand in θ, ϕ and ψ

coordinates. As shown in Appendix A.1,

A1 ≥ 0 , B1 ≥ 0 , A2 ≥ 0 , B ≥ 0

which implies that the integrand of (2.14) is positive definite. Finally, Appendix A.3

validates expression (2.14) by performing the integration over total angular momen-

tum L⃗.

2.3 Divergence of bare phase-volume and the method of regularization

Divergence origin

The Divergence of the bare phase-volume σ(E,L) originates from the hierarchical

configurations of the three-body system, where two of the bodies are within a finite

distance from each other and the third body is arbitrarily far away.

These hierarchical configurations can be thought of as two decoupled two-body

systems. One of them is the binary, which is well separated from the tertiary. The

other is the “hierarchical effective system” composed of the tertiary and a fictitious

center-of-mass body that replaces the binary. For each of the three hierarchical

configurations, the three-body potential V can be approximated by the effective

potential

VF := −αB
rB

− αF
rF

(2.16)

−αB

rB
is the binary potential (VB), and −αF

rF
is the potential for the effective system.

We have αB := Gmamb, r⃗B := r⃗a − r⃗b, αF := Gms(ma +mb), r⃗F := r⃗s − (mar⃗a +

mar⃗a)/(ma+mb), where the a, b indices denote the binary components, and s denotes

the tertiary. 2

In the limit rF → ∞, the potential VF is dominated by the binary potential VB.

Since the integrand is almost constant and the integration over rF is unbounded, the

integral diverges in this limit. 3

1i.e. V̄ = rV , Ī = I/r2, Ī(ψ) = I(ψ)/r2, det I(2) = det I(2)/r4
2It is understood that VB and VF depend on the identity of the tertiary.
3Other two special configurations could also potentially be (but are not) sources of divergence.

First, when all three bodies are far away from each other. Second, when the distance between two

bodies is arbitrarily small, and the third body is at a finite distance away. However, it can be

argued that these special configurations do not lead to a divergence. See Section 2.1 of Paper I for

the related discussion of divergence of bare phase-volume σ(E).
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Regularization

We regularize the bare phase-volume by subtracting a reference term. This term

eliminates the divergence, and makes the resulting regularized phase-volume a finite

and meaningful physical quantity. The subtraction of the reference term from the

bare phase-volume is made in the following manner

σ̄(E,L) := σ(E,L)− σref(E,L) at the level of integrand (2.17)

where the integration is over three-sphere S3 (discussed in section 2.2). This method

of subtraction avoids the occurrence of infinite quantities, and the integration over S3

remains finite. Note that since both σ(E,L) and σref(E,L) are individually positive,

their subtraction, i.e. σ̄(E,L) can be either positive or negative. A positive result

can be interpreted as giving rise to a finite decay time for the three-body system. In

contrast, a vanishing or negative result can be interpreted as the breakdown of the

statistical theory.

Reference phase-volume

The reference phase-volume is defined as

σref(E,L) :=
3∑

a=1

∫
Ds

3∏
c=1

(d3rcd
3pc)δ

(3)(R⃗cm)δ
(3)(P⃗cm)δ

(3)(J⃗ − L⃗)δ(HF,s − E) (2.18)

where the Hamiltonian HF,s := T + VF,s is obtained by replacing the three-body

potential V of the bare phase-volume with the effective potential VF,s for tertiary

(s). The integration domain Ds is defined as the set of all points in phase-space

that satisfy the condition EB ≤ E/2. This condition (same as chosen in Paper I)

is physically motivated (see Section 2.2 of Paper I for the motivation) and helps to

regularize the bare phase-volume to produce physically reasonable results presented

later in section 3.3

Note that the choice for the integration domain Ds is not unique. Another choice

of integration domain would change the final values for the regularized phase-volume.

However, the physical motivation associated with our choice and the resulting values

of the regularized phase-volume support our choice of the integration domain.

Implementation of regularization

Practically, we choose to implement the regularization through a different and

simpler scheme. This simpler scheme is defined by (2.18), except we choose the

integration domain D′
s given by condition uB ≥ 1/2, where uB := VB/|E|. It can

be shown that EB ≤ E/2 =⇒ uB ≥ 1/2. We find the answers for the desired

regularization scheme EB ≤ E/2 by calculating the compensator defined as

∆σ(E,L) := σref′(E,L)− σref(E,L) at the integrand level (2.19)
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where σref(E,L) is the reference term with integration domain Ds given by the EB ≤
E/2 condition, and σref′(E,L) is the reference term with integration domain D′

s given

by the uB ≥ 1/2 condition. Later we will evaluate (2.19).

3 Regularized σ̄(E,L)

3.1 Analytic integrations and reduction of σref′,s(E,L) to S3

Reference phase-volume

As discussed in the previous section, we implement the regularization by finding

the regularized phase-volume for the simpler scheme and then adding the compen-

sator term. The reference phase-volume σref′,s is obtained by the replacement V → VF
in the expression for the bare phase-volume and imposing the uB ≥ 1

2
condition 4.

After performing the reduction of the reference phase-volume similar to the bare

phase-volume presented in Appendix A.1, we get

σref′,s(E,L) = 3
√
2π2

(
M3

M

)∫
sin θdθdϕdψ

√
1

I

∫
sin θndθn

∫
dr

× r

√
−|E|r2 − V̄F r −

1

2
Ī−1
ij L

iLj
+ (3.1)

where the integration domain is defined by the positivity condition on the integrand

and the uB ≥ 1
2
condition. Notice that expression (3.1) is same as expression (A.4)

under the replacement V → VF .

Further integration over coordinate variables

Let us proceed to perform analytic integrations over the r and θn variables (and

reduce the reference term to a numerical integration over S3 defined by θ, ϕ, ψ co-

ordinates). For convenience, let us introduce some notations (relevant only for the

current section 3.1) as follows 5

f(r, θn) := r

√
−|E|r2 − V̄F r −

1

2
Ī−1
ij L

iLj
+

Gs(θ, ϕ, ψ) :=

∫
sin θndθn

∫
dr f(r, θn)

=⇒ σref′,s(E,L) = 3
√
2π2

(
M3

M

)∫
sin θdθdϕdψ

√
1

I
Gs(θ, ϕ, ψ)

(3.2)

4This condition can be rewritten in terms of r, θ, ϕ coordinates as r ≤ 2ᾱB

ρB(θ,ϕ)|E| .
5Actually f(r, θn) is a function of r, θn, θ, ϕ, ψ variables. But we only specify r, θn dependence

explicitly to make the notation simpler.
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Now we reduce (3.1) further. Let us define τ := cos θn. Performing similar

calculation steps as in Appendix A.1, we get

−1

2
Ī−1
ij L

iLj = C +Dτ 2

where, C = −L
2

2

1
2

(
I + I(ψ)

)
det I(2)

D =
L2

2

(
1
2

(
I + I(ψ)

)
det I(2)

− 1

I

) (3.3)

It can be shown that

C ≤ 0 , D ≥ 0 (3.4)

Substituting (3.3) in (3.2), we get

f(r, τ) = r
√
−|E|r2 − V̄F r + C +Dτ 2

+

(3.5)

Positivity of the argument of the square root implies

τ 2 − |E|
D
r2 − V̄F

D
r +

C

D
≥ 0 (3.6)

which we rewrite as

τ 2 − pr̄2 + q ≥ 0

where, p =
|E|
D

, q =
1

D

(
C +

V̄ 2
F

4|E|

)
, r̄ = r +

V̄F
2|E|

(3.7)

Let us consider the r − τ plane, with r axis horizontal and τ axis vertical. For the

case of equality in the expression (3.7), we get two hyperbola curves. When q ≥ 0

the hyperbolas are ‘horizontal’ and when −1 ≤ q ≤ 0 the hyperbolas are ‘vertical’.

Let

Gs(θ, ϕ, ψ) = G(1)
s (θ, ϕ, ψ) +G(2)

s (θ, ϕ, ψ) (3.8)

where Gs = G
(1)
s when q ≥ 0 and Gs = G

(2)
s when −1 ≤ q ≤ 0. Let us find the τ, r

integration domain for these two cases.

Case 1: q ≥ 0, see figure 1. We perform integration over the r variable first,

and then over the τ variable. The r integration is defined by the intersection of two

conditions: f−(τ) ≤ r ≤ f+(τ) and 0 ≤ r ≤ −2V̄B
|E| , where f±(τ) ≡ ±

√
τ2+q
p

− V̄F
2|E| .
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Let us define the following quantities:

r1 ≡ −
√
q

p
− V̄F

2|E|
, r2 ≡

√
q

p
− V̄F

2|E|

r̄1 ≡ −
√
q + 1

p
− V̄F

2|E|
, r̄2 ≡

√
q + 1

p
− V̄F

2|E|

rmax ≡
−2V̄B
|E|

, τ̄± ≡ ±

√
p

(
rmax +

V̄F
2|E|

)2

− q

(3.9)

where, the left (right) hyperbola cuts the τ = ±1 lines at r = r̄1 (r̄2) and cuts τ = 0

line at r = r1 (r2). In case it happens, then the r = rmax line cuts either the left or

right hyperbola at τ = τ̄+ and τ = τ̄−. After substituting values of p, q, we see that

r̄1 ≥ 0 for all possible values of parameters.

Figure 1. Integration domain (shaded by light yellow) for q ≥ 0. Horizontal hyperbolas

are shown in red. Second case from expression (3.10) is shown as a representative.
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According to the value of rmax, we get four terms in the expression of G
(1)
s

G(1)
s (θ, ϕ, ψ) = θ(q)

[
θ(rmax − r̄2)

(∫ 1

−1

dτ

∫ f+(τ)

f−(τ)

drf(r, τ)

)

+ θ(r̄2 − rmax)θ(rmax − r2)

(∫ τ̄+

τ̄−

dτ

∫ f+(τ)

f−(τ)

drf(r, τ) + 2

∫ 1

τ̄+

dτ

∫ rmax

f−(τ)

drf(r, τ)

)

+ θ(rmax − r1)θ(r2 − rmax)

(∫ 1

−1

dτ

∫ rmax

f−(τ)

drf(r, τ)

)
+ θ(r1 − rmax)θ(rmax − r̄1)

(
2

∫ 1

τ̄+

dτ

∫ rmax

f−(τ)

drf(r, τ)

)]
(3.10)

Case 2: −1 ≤ q ≤ 0, see figure 2. We perform integration over the τ variable

first, and then over the r variable. The τ integration is between g+(r) ≤ τ ≤ 1 and

−1 ≤ τ ≤ g−(r), where g±(r) ≡ ±
√
p
(
r + V̄F

2|E|

)2
− q. The hyperbolas intersect the

τ = ±1 lines at r± ≡ ±
√

q+1
p

− V̄F
2|E| . There is an overall restriction of 0 ≤ r ≤ −2V̄B

|E|
on the integration domain. We find that r− ≥ 0 for all values of parameters. Since

f(r, τ) is an even function of τ , we can write∫ 1

g+(r)

dτf(r, τ) +

∫ g−(r)

−1

dτf(r, τ) = 2

∫ 1

g+(r)

dτf(r, τ) (3.11)

According to the value of rmax, we get two terms in the expression of G
(2)
s

G(2)
s (θ, ϕ, ψ) =θ(−q)θ(q + 1)

[
θ(rmax − r+)

(
2

∫ r+

r−

dr

∫ 1

g+(r)

dτf(r, τ)

)

+ θ(r+ − rmax)θ(rmax − r−)

(
2

∫ rmax

r−

dr

∫ 1

g+(r)

dτf(r, τ)

)] (3.12)

Final expression: The final expression for Gs(θ, ϕ, ψ) is given by substituting(3.10)

and (3.12) into (3.8). By substituting Gs(θ, ϕ, ψ) in (3.2) we get the expression for

reference phase-volume. Hence, the reference phase-volume is a piecewise function

constructed from 6 cases. It turns out to be possible to perform analytic integrations

over the τ, r variables, and the results are presented in Supplementary Material

Hence, the reference phase-volume is reduced to a numerical integration over S3,

similar to the bare phase-volume.
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Figure 2. Integration domain (shaded by light yellow) for −1 ≤ q ≤ 0. Vertical hyperbolas

are shown in red. Second case from expression (3.12) is shown as a representative.

3.2 Compensator ∆σ(E,L)

Explicit form of the compensator

For hierarchical configurations, there are two decoupled two-body systems de-

fined by the binary separation and momentum vectors r⃗B, p⃗B and by r⃗F , p⃗F for the

effective system. Let EB, L⃗B denote the energy and angular momentum of the bi-

nary system, and let EF = E − EB, L⃗F = L⃗ − L⃗B denote the energy and angular

momentum of the effective system. The compensator can be expressed in terms of

effective variables as

∆σs(E,L) =

∫
dEB

∫
d3LB

∫
d3rBd

3pBδ(HB − EB)δ
(3)(J⃗B − L⃗B)×

×
∫
d3rFd

3pF δ(HF − (E − EB))δ
(3)(J⃗F − (L⃗− L⃗B))

with,

HB =
p2B
2µB

− αB
rB

, HF =
p2F
2µF

− αF
rF

, J⃗B = r⃗B × p⃗B , J⃗F = r⃗F × p⃗F

(3.13)

where the domain of integration of (3.13) is defined by two conditions: EB ≥ E/2

and uB ≥ 1/2.
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Reduction of compensator

Performing the integration over the momenta p⃗B, p⃗F we find 6

∆σs(E,L) = 2

(
M3

M

)1/2 ∫
dEB

∫
d3LB

∫
d3rBd

3rF
r2Br

2
F

×

× δ(L
∥
B)δ(L

∥
F )

(
EB +

αB
rB

− (L⊥
B)

2

2µBr2B

)−1/2
(
EF +

αF
rF

− (L⊥
F )

2

2µF r2F

)−1/2 (3.14)

where

EF = E − EB , L⃗F = L⃗− L⃗B , L
∥
B = r̂B · L⃗B , L⃗⊥

B = L⃗B − L
∥
B r̂B (3.15)

Let us use spherical coordinates rB, θB, ϕB for r⃗B. Choose the orientation of this

spherical coordinate system so that L⃗B lies along the direction of θB = 0. Perform

integration over θB, ϕB analytically. After performing the analogous steps for r⃗F , we

get

∆σs(E,L) = (8π2)

(
M3

M

)1/2 ∫
drBdrF

∫
dEB

∫
d3LB ×

× 1

|LB||LF |

(
EB +

αB
rB

− L2
B

2µBr2B

)−1/2

+

(
EF +

αF
rF

− L2
F

2µF r2F

)−1/2

+

(3.16)

After changing the variables rB, rF to uB, uF defined as

uB :=
αB
rB|E|

, uF :=
αF
rF |E|

(3.17)

we find

∆σs(E,L) = (8π2)

(
M3

M

)1/2
(αBαF )

|E|2

∫
duBduF
u2Bu

2
F

∫
dEB

∫
d3LB ×

× 1

|LB||LF |

(
EB +

αB
rB

− L2
B

2µBr2B

)−1/2

+

(
EF +

αF
rF

− L2
F

2µF r2F

)−1/2

+

(3.18)

Next, use spherical coordinates LB, θL, ϕL for L⃗B. Choose the orientation of this

spherical coordinate system so that L⃗ lies along the direction of θL = 0. The in-

tegration over ϕL becomes trivial (and gives a multiplicative factor 2π). Defining

t := cos θL, we find

∆σs(E,L) = (16π3)

(
M3

M

)1/2
(αBαF )

|E|2

∫
dEB

∫
dLB

∫
dt

∫
duB
u2B

∫
duF
u2F

× LB
LF

(
EB + uB|E| −

L2
B|E|2

2µBα2
B

u2B

)− 1
2

+

(
EF + uF |E| −

L2
F |E|2

2µFα2
F

u2F

)− 1
2

+

(3.19)

6The integration over momenta can be performed by introducing variables conjugate to the

momenta, analogous to the method used in section 3.4 of [5].
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where

LF =
√
L2 + L2

B − 2LLBt (3.20)

Performing the integration over uF and uB analytically, we find

∆σs(E,L) = (16π3)

(
M3

M

)1/2
(αBαF )

|E|2

∫
R1

dEB dLB dt ×

× LB
LF

[
π

2

|E|
(|E|+ EB)3/2

] [
π

2

|E|
(−EB)3/2

]
+ (16π3)

(
M3

M

)1/2
(αBαF )

|E|2

∫
R2

dEB dLB dt
LB
LF

[
π

2

|E|
(|E|+ EB)3/2

]
×

×

{[
2

EB

√
|E|
2

+ EB − |E|2L2
B

8kB
+

|E|
4(EB)3/2

log


−1 + |E|+4EB

4
√
EB

√
|E|
2

+EB−
|E|2L2

B
8kB

1 + |E|+4EB

4
√
EB

√
|E|
2

+EB−
|E|2L2

B
8kB


]
θ(EB)

+

[
π

4

|E|
(−EB)3/2

− 2

(−EB)

√
|E|
2

+ EB − |E|2L2
B

8kB

− |E|
2(−EB)3/2

arctan

 |E|+ 4EB

4
√

(−EB)
√

|E|
2
+ EB − |E|2L2

B

8kB

]θ(−EB)}
(3.21)

where R1 and R2 are the two regions of integration given by

R1 =

(
E

2
≤ EB ≤ E

4

)
and

(
EB ≤ E +

kF
2 (L2 + L2

B − 2LLBt)

)
and

(
−kB
2L2

B

≤ EB ≤ E

2
+
E2L2

B

8kB

)
and (−1 ≤ t ≤ 1)

R2 =

(
E

2
≤ EB ≤ ∞

)
and

(
EB ≤ E +

kF
2 (L2 + L2

B − 2LLBt)

)
and

(
E

2
+
E2L2

B

8kB
≤ EB

)
and (−1 ≤ t ≤ 1)

(3.22)

The remaining integrations over the LB, EB, t variables are performed numerically.

Note that the integral converges, even though the integrand diverges in the limit

LB → L, t → 1. The compensator satisfies the L integration validation (performed

numerically), i.e. it is consistent with compensator ∆σ(E) in Paper I defined for the

regularized phase-volume σ̄(E).
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3.3 Evaluation of σ̄(E,L)

Numerical integration and addition of Compensator

The bare phase-volume σ(E,L) has three singularities which lie on the θ = π/2

equator at ϕ = 0, 2π/3, 4π/3. These points correspond to triangles in which two ver-

tices coincide. We find that the integrand of the regularized phase-volume is regular

at the three coincidence singularities, and so the integral is indeed finite as expected7.

We perform the numerical integration (using Mathematica) to find the regularized

phase-volume using the uB ≥ 1/2 scheme. While performing numerical integration,

we exclude a small region near the coincidence singularities to get reliable answers.

While taking this excision to zero, we observe that the answers remain stable. We

then numerically evaluate and add the compensator to find the answers for the de-

sired EB ≤ E/2 scheme.

Normalization

We define the normalized and dimensionless phase-volume σ̂(E,L) as

σ̂(E,L) :=
1

(2π)6

(
M

M3

)3/2 |E|4

σ0
(L̄2)3/2σ̄(E,L)

σ0 :=
3∑
s=1

(αB,sαF,s)
3 and L̄2 :=

1

2|E|

∑3
s=1 ks
3

(3.23)

where ks := µBα
2
B (µB is the reduced mass for the binary). This normalization is

a simple modification of the normalization used in Paper I. L̄2 denotes a typical

measure for the (square of) total angular momentum.

L dependence and L integration validation

We set m1 = m2 = m3 = 1, |E| = 1, and observe the L dependence of σ̂(E,L)

using scatterplots. We also construct an interpolation curve for guidance. In Fig. 3,

we overlap the scatterplot and interpolation curve for σ̂(E,L). For the range of values

of L considered, we see that σ̂(E,L) is a monotonic function of L, remains positive,

and drops sharply as L is increased. We numerically performed the L-integration

validation for σ̄(E,L) using the interpolation function, and we found that it is sat-

isfied (within 3% relative error).

σ̄(E,L) for 8 Mass sets of MKTL [8]

In [8], the authors performed one million simulations for the three-body dynamics

for each of the 8 chosen mass sets and plotted the distributions of disintegration

7Note that the regularity of the integrand at the location of the singularities is incidental. For the

case of σ(E) in Paper I, the integral converges near the location of singularities, yet the integrand

is singular.
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Figure 3. L dependence of σ̂(E,L) for m1 = m2 = m3 = 1 and |E| = 1.

times. They considered initial conditions so that the total energy and total angular

momentum are given by

E = −mamb

2a
− ms(ma +mb)

d
, L = mamb

√
a

ma +mb

(3.24)

where d = 100AU, and a = 5AU are the distances that specify the initial condition

of a bound binary and tertiary falling towards each other. ma,mb are the masses of

the initial binary, and ms is the mass of the tertiary. They use units where G = 1,

mass is measured in units of M⊙, and distance is measured in units of AU. For these

8 mass sets, we present the corresponding regularized phase-volumes in table 1.

In subsequent work, we plan to compare the lifetimes extracted from the simu-

lations of [8] to the predictions from the flux-based theory [5] by using the results

presented in Table 1. In Fig. 4, we plot the L−dependence for these mass sets by

scatterplots and interpolation curves. 8

Falloff at large L

The values of regularized phase-volume for which we have reliable answers do

not appear to have either power-law falloff or an exponential falloff at large values of

L. For the regularized phase-volume in the planar case, we will see that it appears

to have a power-law falloff at large L.

8A few of the observed negative values in fig 4 are all quite small (in absolute values) and we

interpret them as being consistent with positive infinitesimals (0+).
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Figure 4. L dependence of σ̂(E,L) for MKTL mass sets.
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Masses |E| L σ̄(E,L) σ̂(E,L)

15,15,15 27.00 91.85 1.39× 109 0.00905

12.5,15,17.5 30.31 102.96 8.13× 108 0.00598

12,15,18 30.96 105.09 7.04× 108 0.00547

10,10,20 23.00 81.64 4.05× 108 0.0112

10,15,20 33.50 113.38 3.38× 108 0.00370

10,20,20 44.00 141.42 2.58× 108 0.00161

8,21,21 47.46 152.15 7.75× 107 0.000959

5,15,25 39.5 132.58 7.82× 106 0.000804

Table 1. σ̄(E,L) for 8 Mass sets of MKTL [8]

4 Planar three-body problem σ̄2d(E,L)

Let us consider a special case of the three-body problem where the dynamics is

restricted to a plane. This means that the initial momenta of all three bodies lie along

the plane defined by the location of the three bodies. Since this case is analogous to

the 3D case, we will keep the discussion short and highlight only key results.

4.1 Reduction of σ2d(E,L) to S2

The three-body problem is defined by the same Hamiltonian as (2.1), except now

the coordinates and momenta are two-dimensional. If the motion is restricted to

the x− y plane of the 3D Cartesian coordinate system, then we have Lx = Ly = 0,

and Lz(= L) is the only relevant component. The bare phase-volume for the planar

three-body system is defined as

σ2d(E,L) :=

∫ 3∏
c=1

(d2rcd
2pc)δ

(2)(R⃗cm)δ
(2)(P⃗cm)δ(J − L)δ(H − E) (4.1)

Its dimensions are [
σ2d(E,L)

]
=
M3/2

E5/2
α3 ≡ [ℏ]2T (4.2)

which is the same as the 3D case (2.3). After performing the momenta integrations

in (4.1) we get

σ2d(E,L) = (4π)

(
M3

M

)∫
T 2d
eff≥0

3∏
c=1

d2rc δ
(2)(R⃗cm)

√
2T 2d

eff

I
(4.3)

where

I :=
∑
a

mar
2
a , T 2d

eff = E − V − L2

2I
(4.4)
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We perform the same sequence of coordinate change as section 2.2, namely from

Cartesian coordinates xa, ya to w, R⃗cm, and then from w to r, θ, ϕ, ψ. After this

change of coordinates (and performing the R⃗cm and ψ integration) we get

σ2d(E,L) = (6
√
2π2)

(
M3

M

)∫
sin θdθdϕ

√
1

I

∫
dr r

√
−|E|r2 − V̄ r − L2

2Ī

+

(4.5)

Performing the r integration (where the integration limits are set by the positivity

of the integrand) gives

σ2d(E,L) =

(
3

8

√
2π3

)(
M3

M

)
1

|E|5/2

∫
sin θdθdϕ

√
1

I
(−V̄ )

(
V̄ 2 − 2|E|L2

Ī

)+

(4.6)

Hence the bare phase-volume is reduced to an integration over S2 defined by θ, ϕ.

Let us validate the result by performing L−integration of the expression (4.6)∫
dL σ2d(E,L)

=

(
3

8

√
2π3

)(
M3

M

)
1

|E|5/2

∫
sin θdθdϕ

√
1

I
(−V̄ )

∫ √
V̄ 2I
2E

−
√

V̄ 2I
2E

dL

(
V̄ 2 − 2|E|L2

Ī

)

=

(
3

8

√
2π3

)(
M3

M

)
1

|E|5/2

∫
sin θdθdϕ

√
1

I
(−V̄ )

[
2
√
2

3

√
Ī

|E|
(−V̄ )3

]

=
π3

2

(
M3

M

)
1

|E|3

∫
sin θdθdϕ V̄ 4

(4.7)

which matches with the expression of σ2d(E) in Paper I as expected.

4.2 Reduction of σ2d
ref′,s(E,L) to S2

We define the reference phase-volume by replacing V → VF (for each body) in the

expression for the bare phase-space volume and choosing the integration domain Ds

defined by the condition EB ≤ E/2. We find it convenient to implement the regular-

ization using the simpler scheme defined by the condition uB ≥ 1/2, and calculating

the appropriate compensator. We subtract the integrand of the reference phase-

volume from the integrand of the bare phase-volume, and then perform numerical

integration over S2 to find the regularized phase-volume.

We derive σ2d
ref′(E,L) by replacing the potential V by VF in the expression (4.5)

and imposing the condition uB ≥ 1/2 on the integration. After performing the r
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integration analytically, the result is

σ2d
ref′,s(E,L) =

(
3

8

√
2π3

)(
M3

M

)
1

|E|5/2

∫
sin θdθdϕ

√
1

I
θ

(
V̄ 2
F − 2|E|L2

Ī

)
×

[
θ(rmax −R+)(−V̄F )

(
V̄ 2
F − 2|E|L2

Ī

)
+ θ (R+ − rmax) θ(rmax −R−)

[
1

2
(−V̄F )

(
V̄ 2
F − 2|E|L2

Ī

)
− 1

π
(−V̄F )

(
V̄ 2
F − 2|E|L2

Ī

)
tan−1

(
−V̄F + 4V̄B

2
√
2V̄B(V̄F − 2V̄B)− |E|L2/(2Ī)

)

− 16

3π

(
2V̄B(V̄F − 2V̄B)−

|E|L2

2Ī

)3/2

− 2

π
V̄F (V̄F − 4V̄B)

(
2V̄B(V̄F − 2V̄B)−

|E|L2

2Ī

)1/2 ]]

(4.8)

where

R± :=
−V̄F ±

√
V̄ 2
F − 2|E|L2

Ī

2|E|
, rmax :=

2V̄B
|E|

(4.9)

Hence we have reduced the reference phase-volume to an integration over S2 defined

by θ, ϕ.

4.3 Compensator ∆σ2d(E,L)

Using the effective variables for hierarchical configurations, the compensator can be

expressed as

∆σ2d
s (E,L) =

∫
dEB

∫
dLB

∫
d2rBd

2pBδ(HB − EB)δ(JB − LB)×

×
∫
d2rFd

2pF δ(HF − (E − EB))δ(JF − (L− LB))

(4.10)

where the integration domain is restricted by the conditions uB ≥ 1/2 and EB ≥ E/2.

After integrating over p⃗B, p⃗F (by introducing conjugate variables), we find

∆σ2d
s (E,L) = 2

(
M3

M

)1/2 ∫
dEB

∫
dLB

∫
d2rBd

2rF
rBrF

×

×
(
EB +

αB
rB

− L2
B

2µBr2B

)−1/2

+

(
EF +

αF
rF

− L2
F

2µF r2F

)−1/2

+

(4.11)

where

EF = E − EB , LF = L− LB (4.12)
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Since the integrand depends only on the magnitude of the r⃗B and r⃗F , the integration

over their directions becomes trivial. After changing variables from rB, rF to uB, uF
as defined in (3.17), we find

∆σ2d
s (E,L) = (8π2)

(
M3

M

)1/2
(αBαF )

|E|2

∫
dEB

∫
dLB

∫
duB
u2B

∫
duF
u2F

×

×
(
EB + uB|E| −

L2
B|E|2

2µBα2
B

u2B

)− 1
2

+

(
E − EB + uF |E| −

(L− LB)
2|E|2

2µFα2
F

u2F

)− 1
2

+

(4.13)

After performing the integration over uF and uB analytically, we find

∆σ2d
s (E,L) = (8π2)

(
M3

M

)1/2
(αBαF )

|E|2

∫
R1

dEB dLB ×

×
[
π

2

|E|
(|E|+ EB)3/2

] [
π

2

|E|
(−EB)3/2

]
+ (8π2)

(
M3

M

)1/2
(αBαF )

|E|2

∫
R2

dEB dLB

[
π

2

|E|
(|E|+ EB)3/2

]
×

×

{[
2

EB

√
|E|
2

+ EB − |E|2L2
B

8kB
+

|E|
4(EB)3/2

log


−1 + |E|+4EB

4
√
EB

√
|E|
2

+EB−
|E|2L2

B
8kB

1 + |E|+4EB

4
√
EB

√
|E|
2

+EB−
|E|2L2

B
8kB


]
θ(EB)

+

[
π

4

|E|
(−EB)3/2

− 2

(−EB)

√
|E|
2

+ EB − |E|2L2
B

8kB

− |E|
2(−EB)3/2

arctan

 |E|+ 4EB

4
√

(−EB)
√

|E|
2
+ EB − |E|2L2

B

8kB

]θ(−EB)}
(4.14)

where R1 and R2 are the two regions of integration given by

R1 ≡
(
E

2
≤ EB ≤ E

4

)
and

(
EB ≤ E +

kF
2(L− LB)2

)
and

(
−kB
2L2

B

≤ EB ≤ E

2
+
E2L2

B

8kB

)
R2 ≡

(
E

2
≤ EB ≤ ∞

)
and

(
EB ≤ E +

kF
2(L− LB)2

)
and

(
E

2
+
E2L2

B

8kB
≤ EB

)
(4.15)

The remaining integration over LB, EB is performed numerically. The compensator

satisfies the L integration validation performed numerically, i.e. it is consistent with

the compensator σ̄2d(E) in Paper I.
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4.4 Evaluation of σ̄2d(E,L)

Numerical integration and addition of Compensator

The bare phase-volume σ2d(E,L) has three coincidence singularities which lie on

the θ = π/2 equator at ϕ = 0, 2π/3, 4π/3. The integrand of the regularized phase-

volume turns out to be (incidentally) regular at the location of the three coincidence

singularities, leading to a finite value of integration. By numerical integration (using

Mathematica), we find the regularized phase-volume for the uB ≥ 1/2 scheme. We

perform numerical integration with an excision around coincidence singularities and

take this excision to zero. We add the compensator to derive the answers for the

desired EB ≤ E/2 scheme.

Normalization

We define the normalized and dimensionless phase-volume σ̂2d(E,L) as

σ̂2d(E,L) :=
1

(2π)4
M

M3

|E|3

σ2d
0

(L̄2)1/2σ̄2d(E,L)

σ2d
0 :=

3∑
s=1

(αB,sαF,s)
2 and L̄2 :=

1

2|E|

∑3
s=1 ks
3

(4.16)

This normalization is a simple modification of the normalization used in Paper I.

L dependence and L integration check

We observe the L dependence using scatterplot (and an interpolation curve) of

σ̂2d(E,L), by setting m1 = m2 = m3 = 1, |E| = 1. We overlap the scatterplot

and interpolation curve for σ̂2d(E,L) in figure 5. For the values of L considered,

we observe that σ̂2d(E,L) is a monotonic function of L, remains positive, and drops

sharply as L increases. The L integration validation was performed numerically for

σ̄(E,L) using the interpolation function, and it was found to be satisfied within 1%

relative error.

σ̄2d(E,L) for 8 Mass sets of MKTL [8]

As in the 3D case, we consider the 8 mass sets of [8] and present the results for the

regularized phase-volume for these mass sets in table 2, and plot the L−dependence

in Fig. 6.

Power law at large L

The values of regularized phase-volume in the planar case for which we have

reliable answers appear to satisfy a phenomenological power-law at large values of

L. For the data shown in fig 5, at large values of L we find σ̂2d(E,L) ∼ 1/L3.38.

For the data shown in fig 6, at large values of L we find σ̂2d(E,L) ∼ 1/La, where

a = 3.08, 2.95, 2.93, 2.90, 2.86, 2.83, 2.78, 2.76 sequentially for each mass set. These
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Figure 5. L dependence of σ̂2d(E,L), fixing m1 = m2 = m3 = 1 and |E| = 1

Masses |E| L σ̄2d(E,L) σ̂2d(E,L)

15,15,15 27.00 91.85 4.24× 1011 1.95× 102

12.5,15,17.5 30.31 102.96 3.57× 1011 2.38× 102

12,15,18 30.96 105.09 3.38× 1011 2.47× 102

10,10,20 23.00 81.64 1.18× 1011 1.36× 102

10,15,20 33.50 113.38 2.56× 1011 2.87× 102

10,20,20 44.00 141.42 4.43× 1011 5.00× 102

8,21,21 47.46 152.15 2.90× 1011 6.00× 102

5,15,25 39.5 132.58 5.97× 1010 4.28× 102

Table 2. σ̄2d(E,L) for 8 Mass sets of MKTL [8]

power laws should be tested at even higher values of L by gathering higher precision

data.

5 Summary and discussion

The main results of this paper are the development of an evaluation method for the

regularized phase-volume σ̄(E,L;ma) and the achievement of first evaluations of this

quantity.

Development. We find that analytic integration is possible over both the con-

figuration scale and the inclination angle between the triangle plane and L⃗. This

was done both for the bare integrand in (2.14) and the reference’ integrand in

(3.2,3.8,3.10,3.12), reducing both to a numerical integral over S3, the 3-sphere. The
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Figure 6. L dependence of σ̂2d(E,L) for MKTL mass sets.
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difference integrand becomes regular, and so the integral is convergent. We find

reliable answers for the regularized phase-volume by considering excisions at the lo-

cations of the three coincidence singularities and taking the limit where the excision

size vanishes. The compensator was reduced to a 3d numerical integral in (3.21).

Comparing with the σ̄(E) case in Paper I, where the numerical integration is

over S2, we note an increase in the dimension of the integration domain which is a

result of the reduced symmetry. Also, in Paper I the compensator was determined

analytically thanks to an involution symmetry. σ̄(E,L) loses this symmetry ,leading

to increased computation. On a personal computer, evaluating σ̄(E,L) typically

takes between 30 minutes and an hour, whereas evaluating σ̄(E) requires only a few

minutes.

In the planar case, the bare and reference phase-volumes were reduced to a nu-

merical integration over S2 in (4.6, 4.8), respectively. The compensator was reduced

to a numerical integration over a 2d domain in (4.14). Comparing with the σ̄(E)

case in Paper I, we find that the integration domain for in the ref’ scheme remains

unchanged, while the determination of the compensator was previously achieved an-

alytically, and this is lost due to the loss of the involution symmetry.

Evaluation. The dependence of σ̄(E,L;ma) on one of its parameters is determined

by dimensional analysis, while the dependence on the rest is through a numerical

function, which can only be evaluated and presented at discrete values of the param-

eters. We evaluate them for the mass sets considered in [8]: L-dependence graphs

are shown in Fig. 3 and 4, and Table 1 presents σ̄ values for the specific L-values of

[8]. In the planar case, we present the L-dependence in Fig. 5 and 6 and for specific

L values, evaluations are presented in Table 2.

Validation. Our first type of validation is through the L-integration test: since the

various quantities (regularized values in reference’ scheme and the compensator) are

already known for σ̄(E), the distributed quantities σ̄(E,L) must integrate over dL

to the former. We find that our evaluations satisfy this constraint, and consider it a

strong validation of our method and evaluation.

The second type of validation is qualitative and concerns the positiveness of

σ̄(E,L). Since these are regularized values, evaluated by the subtraction of two pos-

itive integrands, there is no guarantee a priori that the difference would be positive.

We consider the positiveness of the σ̄(E,L) evaluations to be a positive sign regard-

ing the definition of the regularization scheme and the correctness of the evaluation.
9

9Note that for non-comparable masses, we have discovered already in paper I that the regularized

phase-volume could turn negative, and we interpreted that as a signal for the breakdown of the

statistical theory, which is not surprising.
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Analysis of results. We note that for high values of L, σ̄(E,L) approaches zero

fast (while remaining positive), see Fig. (3–6). In the 3d case, we were unable to fit

the high L behavior with an analytic expression, while in the 2d case, preliminary

analysis indicates a power-law decay with index in the range of 2.8–3.4.

Open questions. It would be interesting to analyze simulation data (such as [9])

to extract lifetimes and compare with flux-based predictions that rely on the results

of this paper.

It would be interesting to determine the large L behavior and to explain it by

the theory.
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A Analytic reduction of σ̄(E,L)

A.1 Derivation of expression (2.14) for σ(E,L)

Let us begin with expression (2.4). We perform the planar reduction (2.10), change

variables from Cartesian coordinates to w, r⃗cm, perform the integration over r⃗cm, and

change variables from w to r, θ, ϕ, ψ. By doing this, we get

σ(E,L) =3
√
2π

(
M3

M

)3/2 ∫
sin θdθdϕdψ

∫
sin θndθndϕndr

× Ā∆√
det I

r

√
−|E|r2 − V̄ r − 1

2
Ī−1
ij L

iLj
+ (A.1)

Choosing the orientation of L⃗ along the θn = 0 makes the integrand of (A.1) inde-

pendent of ϕ, and hence its integration produces a 2π factor. Using the following

identity for the three-body system

det I(2) =
M3

M
(2A∆)

2 (A.2)

we get

Ā∆√
det I

=
1

2

(
M

M3

)1/2
√

1

I
(A.3)
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Substituting (A.3) in (A.1) we get

σ(E,L) =3
√
2π2

(
M3

M

)∫
sin θdθdϕdψ

√
1

I
×

×
∫

sin θndθn

∫
dr r

√
−|E|r2 − V̄ r − 1

2
Ī−1
ij L

iLj
+ (A.4)

Performing the r integration with the limits set by the positivity of the integrand

gives

σ(E,L) =
3
√
2

16
π3

(
M3

M

)
1

|E|5/2

∫
sin θdθdϕdψ

√
1

I
×

× (−V̄ )

∫
sin θndθn

(
V̄ 2 − 2|E|Ī−1

ij L
iLj
)+ (A.5)

with

Ī−1
ij L

iLj =
L2

det Ī(2)

(
Īyy sin2 θn cos

2 ψ + Īxx sin2 θn sin
2 ψ

+ 2Īxy sin2 θn cosψ sinψ +
det Ī(2)

Ī
cos2 θn

) (A.6)

where Ī ij are functions of θ, ϕ. Changing the variable θn to τ := cos θn, the expression

(A.5) becomes

σ(E,L) =
3
√
2

16
π3

(
M3

M

)
1

|E|5/2

∫
sin θdθdϕdψ

√
1

I
(−V̄ )

∫
dτ
(
A+Bτ 2

)+
(A.7)

where

A

2|E|L2
:= A1 − A2 ,

B

2|E|L2
:= A2 −B1

A1 =
V̄ 2

2|E|L2
, A2 =

1
2

(
I + I(ψ)

)
det I(2)

, B1 =
1

I

I(ψ) := (Iyy − Ixx) cos 2ψ + 2Ixy sin 2ψ

(A.8)

where (x)+ := max{x, 0} denotes the ramp function.

We have A1 ≥ 0 and B1 ≥ 0. It can be shown that I(ψ)2 ≤ I2 − 4 det I(2).

Using this, it can be shown that A2 ≥ 0 and A2 ≥ B1. The τ integration in (A.7) is
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performed as∫
dτ
(
A+Bτ 2

)+
= θ(A)

(∫ +1

−1

dτ
(
A+Bτ 2

))
+ θ(−A)θ(A+B)

(∫ +1

−1

dτ
(
A+Bτ 2

)
−
∫ +

√
|A/B|

−
√

|A/B|
dτ
(
A+Bτ 2

))

= θ(A+B)

(∫ +1

−1

dτ
(
A+Bτ 2

)
− θ(−A)

∫ +
√

|A/B|

−
√

|A/B|
dτ
(
A+Bτ 2

))

= θ(A+B)

[(
2A+

2

3
B

)
− θ(−A)4

3
A

√∣∣∣∣AB
∣∣∣∣
]

(A.9)

Substituting (A.9) in (A.7), we get the expression (2.14) for σ(E,L)

σ(E,L) =
π3

4
√
2

(
M3

M

)
1

|E|5/2

∫
sin θ dθ dϕ dψ ×

×
√

1

I
(−V̄ )

[
(3A+B)− 2A

√∣∣∣∣AB
∣∣∣∣θ(−A)

]
θ(A+B)

(A.10)

Let us check the positivity of the integrand in (A.10). We have the result B ≥ 0.

First, if A ≥ 0, the integrand becomes (3A + B) times a positive factor, which

means the integrand is positive definite. Second, if A ≤ 0, the factor θ(A + B)

in the integrand becomes relevant. In this case, the integrand can be expressed as

(2x3/2 − 3x + 1) times a positive factor, where x := −A
B

and 0 ≤ x ≤ 1. It can be

checked that (2x3/2 − 3x + 1) ≥ 0 for 0 ≤ x ≤ 1. This shows that the integrand is

positive definite for the whole integration domain.

A.2 Writing the integrand of σ(E,L) in θ, ϕ, ψ coordinates

We derive expressions for the factors I, det I(2), I(ψ) in r, θ, ϕ, ψ coordinates. Con-

sider the following decomposition of w variable

w = w0 + iwi + jwj + ijwij (A.11)

Inverting the relation (2.11) (along with the center of mass constraint) in terms of

the (A.11), we find

x3 =
1

−m3

m1
+

√
3−1
2

(
−

√
3/2

m2

m1
+ 1

2

w0 − wj

)
, x2 =

2√
3
wj + x3 , x1 = w0 +

x2 + x3
2

y3 =
1

−m3

m1
+

√
3−1
2

(
−

√
3/2

m2

m1
+ 1

2

wi − wij

)
, y2 =

2√
3
wij + y3 , y1 = wi +

y2 + y3
2

(A.12)
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So, the Cartesian components of r⃗12, r⃗13, r⃗23 are expressed as

x1 − x2 = w0 −
1√
3
wj , x1 − x3 = w0 +

1√
3
wj , x2 − x3 =

2√
3
wj

y1 − y2 = wi −
1√
3
wij , y1 − y3 = wi +

1√
3
wij , y2 − y3 =

2√
3
wij

(A.13)

These Cartesian components are expressed in terms of r, θ, ϕ, ψ coordinates using

(2.12). This enables us to write the expressions for the necessary quantities in

r, θ, ϕ, ψ coordinates. First, det I(2) can be written in terms of the area (A) of the

triangle defined by the three bodies

det I(2) =
M3

M
(2A)2 (A.14)

where

A =
1

4

√
(r212 + r223 + r231)

2 − 2(r412 + r423 + r431) (A.15)

and so it becomes

det I(2) = r4
3

4

M3

M
cos2 θ (A.16)

The moment of inertia, I, can be written as

I =
m1m2

M
r212 +

m2m3

M
r223 +

m1m3

M
r213 (A.17)

and so it becomes

I =
r2

M

[
m1m2

(
1− sin θ cos

(
ϕ− 2π

3

))
+m1m3

(
1− sin θ cos

(
ϕ+

2π

3

))
+m2m3 (1− sin θ cos (ϕ))

]
(A.18)

For the expression I(ψ) = (Iyy − Ixx) cos 2ψ + 2Ixy sin 2ψ we find

Iyy − Ixx =
r2

2M

[
(m1m2 +m1m3 − 2m2m3)

(
cos2

θ

2
+ cos 2ϕ sin2 θ

2

)
+ 2(m1m2 +m1m3 +m2m3) cosϕ sin θ

−
√
3m1(m2 −m3) sin 2ϕ sin

2 θ

2

]
Ixy =

r2

4M

[
−

√
3m1(m2 −m3)

(
cos2

θ

2
− cos 2ϕ sin2 θ

2

)
+ 2(m1m2 +m1m3 +m2m3) sinϕ sin θ

+ (m1m2 +m1m3 − 2m2m3) sin 2ϕ sin
2 θ

2

]
(A.19)
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A.3 L−integration validation for the expression (2.14)

We validate the correctness of (2.14) using the expectation that∫
d3L σ(E,L) = σ(E) (A.20)

where σ(E) is the bare phase-volume evaluated in Paper I.

LHS =
π3

4
√
2

(
M3

M

)
1

|E|5/2

∫
sin θ dθ dϕ dψ

√
1

I
(−V̄ )×

×
∫
d3L

[
(3A+B)− 2A

√∣∣∣∣AB
∣∣∣∣θ(−A)

]
θ(A+B)

(A.21)

We can write ∫
d3L = 4π

∫
dL L2 (A.22)

due to the form of integrand. So we get∫
d3L

[
(3A+B)− 2A

√∣∣∣∣AB
∣∣∣∣θ(−A)

]
θ(A+B)

= 4π

∫
dL L2

[
(3A+B)− 2A

√∣∣∣∣AB
∣∣∣∣θ(−A)

]
θ(A+B)

= 4π

∫ Lu

0

dL L2(3A+B)− 4π

∫ Lu

Ll

dL L2 2A

√∣∣∣∣AB
∣∣∣∣

=
8π

5

√
Ī V̄ 5 det I(2)

1
2

(
I + I(ψ)

) 1

2|E|

(A.23)

where

Lu =

√
V̄ 2Ī

2|E|
Ll =

√
det I(2)

1
2

(
I + I(ψ)

) V̄ 2

2|E|
(A.24)

Substitute the result (A.23) in (A.21). Using the expression of I(ψ) given in (A.8),

we perform the required ψ integration∫ 2π

0

dψ
1

I + I(ψ)
= (2π)

[
Ī2 − (2Īxy)

2 − (Īyy − Īxx)
2
]−1/2

=
2π√

3| cos θ|

√
M

M3

(A.25)

where in the second line, we used the expressions (A.19). In conclusion, we find∫
d3L σ(E,L) =

√
3

20
π5

(
M3

M

)3/2
1

|E|4

∫
dθdϕ sin |2θ|V̄ 6 (A.26)

which matches the expression of σ(E) in Paper I. Hence the expression (2.14) is

validated by the L integration test.
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