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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 o(FE), this paper extends the analysis to its distribution
over angular momentum, (£, L). Through analytical integrations, we reduce the
problem to a 3d numerical integration, a step up in complexity from the 2d integration
required for (F). 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 F, we observe a strong suppression of a(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 dI' is given by the fac-
torized form

4T (u) = éé’(u) dF (u) (1.1)

where u is a collective notation for all the outcome parameters over which the decay
rate is distributed, & is the regularized phase-volume (short for phase-space volume)
of the system, £(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 &
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 . Hence, it is essential to evaluate
0.

The road towards the evaluation of ¢ has begun in [17], here on Paper I. Let us
better specify the meaning of & in (1.1). We denote the masses by m, = {m,}3_,.
First, even though its precise definition involves the chaotic regularized phase-volume
0y, we shall set out to determine the whole regularized phase-volume, as explained
in Paper 1. Second, 6 = d(E, L; m,), namely & specified by the conserved quantities,
the total energy E and the total angular momentum L. Paper I evaluated 6(E;m,),
namely, without specifying L, which is easier since the geometry has a higher degree
of symmetry before L 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,



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

Ep < E/2, (1.2)

where Epg 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 ¢(F) compensator, to be discussed
later.

The goal of this paper is to evaluate o(E, L) = ¢(E, L; m,), 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 6(F, L) is
more challenging than o(F) in Paper I. While the phase space integrand of ¢(E) is
invariant under a general SO(3) rotation, specifying L 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 S?, the 2-sphere, here we would be able to reduce it to a numerical integration
over S®. 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 . 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 o(FE, 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

2
2 Qgp

T
a<b ab

where m, are the three masses, p, are their respective momenta, oy, := Gm,my are
the potential strength constants, and rg, := |7, — 73| are the separations between the



respective pair of bodies. The volume of the phase-space for this three-body problem
is defined by

o(E,L) = / ﬁ(dgrad?’pa) 5P (R o) 63 (P) 8GN (J — L) 6(H — E) (2.2)

where F is the total energy, L is the total angular momentum, and together they
are the conserved charges of the system. R, := %Za meT, is center of mass,

Pey := ), Do is the momentum vector for the center of mass, and J = > uTa X Da-
The dimensions of the expression o(F, L) are

M3/2 3 )
lo(E,L)] = T O = [R)*T (2.3)
where [h] = ML?T~! 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 (FE, 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 &, (E, L), which is the regularized chaotic
phase-volume. But, as argued in Paper I, 6, (EF,L) ~ (£, L) since chaotic time
evolutions are much longer than regular time evolutions. The evaluation of ¢(E, L)
is the main goal of this paper.

2.2 Analytic integrations and reduction of ¢(F, L) to S?

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

M\ = s [T
E,L)=4m | — d’ry 6 (Rep, . 2.4
cwn—ar(52) [ TIenEaTE e

a=1

where I is the moment of inertia tensor for the three-body system defined as
3
IV .= Z mg (rad” —rirl) (2.5)
a=1
and T is the effective kinetic energy that accounts for the centrifugal term,
| R
Tg:=E—-V — 511.].1[, L’ (2.6)

and Mz =[], mq, M =), ma.



Moment of Inertia tensor
Let us choose the orientation of the Cartesian x, y, 2z axes so that the three bodies
lie in the x — y plane. With this choice, the moment of inertia tensor becomes

JEE ECB
IV = 1% [w 0 (2.7)
0 0 [™ 4w

where its components are defined by

- Zmayg ) IV = Z meZ ) I = — Zmaxaya

I + 1% = Zmar = U Zmambrab

a<b

Let us introduce the following notation

J = J?% = I:m:_|_[yy
det I® .= [2= [ — (I*¥)? (2.9)
det I := det DT

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:

/ Hd?’rc (Rom) = ( / Hd%c )2AA> ( / sin@ndend¢n> (2.10)

The derivation of this result was presented in appendix B of Paper I. Ax is the area
of the triangle defined by the three bodies. 0,,, ¢, 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 z,,y, to the bi-complex relative position variable w (with 4 real components),
and the center of mass coordinates 7, (2 components). The w variable is defined as

w = (21 +iy) + €5 (22 +iye) + eI T (23 + iys) (2.11)

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

the relations —1 = i? = 52 and ij = ji. The w variable was introduced and



discussed in the context of three-body systems in [6]. It was also used in Paper I for
the reduction of the phase-volume o(FE).
Let us perform another change of variables from w to spherical coordinates over

C? denoted by 7,0, ¢, through

: 6 - 6 3
w = re™ (COS JCR + e ?sin ieL) where, ep = \/7_ (1 +1y) (2.12)

where the angle ranges are 0 < 0 < 7w, 0 < ¢ < 27, 0 < ¢ < 27. The variable

r defines the overall distance scale. 6, ¢ together define the shape of the triangle

created by the three bodies. (The 6, ¢ variables can be thought of as the angles over

the “shape-sphere” [6, 18-20].) 1 defines the rotation of the triangle within its plane.
Implementing the two variable changes discussed above, we find

3
2
[~
c=1

d*w &*re,
(2.13)

oo ol

r3 siné dr df do di d*ren,

Result of analytic reduction of o(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 x,, y, 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 d-function. Next, we change the
variables from w to r, 8, ¢, 1, and perform the integration over r,6,,, ¢, 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
0, ¢,1, and is given by

7T3 M3 1
EFLy=—F—|—)——= inf df do d
U( ) ) 4\/§(M)|E|5/2/Sln ¢ ¢

1 S (2.14)
x\/7(-V) |34+ B) 24 ’§‘9<_A) 6(A+ B)
where
A B
—=A - A = = Ay — B
2|E|L? LR 9B 2
/2 L(I+T 1
g (I+1(1)) B - L (2.15)
2|E|L? det [ I

I(1p) = (1% — I*™) cos 2¢p + 2I*Y sin 2¢



The overhead bar indicates the removal of r-dependence through a multiplication
by a suitable power of r.'. Note that V and I/ are functions of # and ¢, while a
dependence on 1) appears only in I(z)).

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 6, ¢ and
coordinates. As shown in Appendix A.1,

AIZO)BIZO7A2207BZO

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 L.

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

Divergence origin

The Divergence of the bare phase-volume o (FE, 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

Vpi=m=—— — — (2.16)

—‘j—g is the binary potential (Vz), and —?—; is the potential for the effective system.
We have ap := Gmgmy, T = 7y — T, ap = Gms(mg + my), Tr 1= 7s — (MaTy +
MmaTy)/(me+my), where the a, b indices denote the binary components, and s denotes
the tertiary. 2

In the limit 7 — oo, the potential Vi is dominated by the binary potential Vg.
Since the integrand is almost constant and the integration over rz is unbounded, the
integral diverges in this limit. 3

Ye V=1V, I=1I/r2 I)=1(})/r? detI? = det? /r

2Tt is understood that Vg and Vi depend on the identity of the tertiary.

30ther 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 o (FE).



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

g(E,L):=0(E,L)—ow(E,L) at the level of integrand (2.17)

where the integration is over three-sphere S? (discussed in section 2.2). This method
of subtraction avoids the occurrence of infinite quantities, and the integration over S®
remains finite. Note that since both o(F, L) and o..¢(F, L) are individually positive,
their subtraction, i.e. a(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

ovi( B, L) = é /D

where the Hamiltonian Hps := T + Vg, is obtained by replacing the three-body

3
(red®pe) 6@ (R o) 0@ (Po)6®) (J — L)6(Hp, — E) (2.18)
1

S c=

potential V' of the bare phase-volume with the effective potential Vp for tertiary
(s). The integration domain Dy is defined as the set of all points in phase-space
that satisfy the condition Ep < FE/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 D 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’ given by condition up > 1/2, where up := Vp/|E|. It can
be shown that Ep < E/2 = wup > 1/2. We find the answers for the desired
regularization scheme Ep < E/2 by calculating the compensator defined as

Ac(E,L) :=0.p(F,L) — ows(E,L) at the integrand level (2.19)



where o.f(E, L) is the reference term with integration domain Dy given by the Ep <
E /2 condition, and o,.¢ (F, L) is the reference term with integration domain D/, given
by the ug > 1/2 condition. Later we will evaluate (2.19).

3 Regularized 7(F, L)

3.1 Analytic integrations and reduction of o,¢ ((E, L) to S*

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 o,y , is obtained by the replacement V' — Vg
in the expression for the bare phase-volume and imposing the ug > % condition *.
After performing the reduction of the reference phase-volume similar to the bare

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

M. 1
e s(E, L) = 321 <ﬁ3) / sin&degbd@b\/; / sin 0,,d6,, / dr
(3.1)

_ 1o,
r\/—|E|r2 — Vpr — éfigleLJ

where the integration domain is defined by the positivity condition on the integrand
and the up > 3 condition. Notice that expression (3.1) is same as expression (A.4)

under the replacement V' — V.

Further integration over coordinate variables

Let us proceed to perform analytic integrations over the r and ,, variables (and
reduce the reference term to a numerical integration over S® defined by 6, ¢, co-
ordinates). For convenience, let us introduce some notations (relevant only for the
current section 3.1) as follows °

+
_ 1- o
f(r,0,) = 7“\/—|E’|7“2 — Vpr — ilglL’LJ

Gs(0,0,0) = /sin&ndﬁn/dr f(r,0,) (3.2)

— Oprs(B, L) = 32 (%) / sin dOd¢di) \[

4This condition can be rewritten in terms of r, 6, ¢ coordinates as r < W

SActually f(r,0,) is a function of r,0,,,0, ¢, variables. But we only specify 7,6, dependence
explicitly to make the notation simpler.



Now we reduce (3.1) further. Let us define 7 := cos#f,. Performing similar
calculation steps as in Appendix A.1, we get

1_71 iT] 2
—51;' I =C+ Dr

where, C= ECEFry ol (3.3)
p_ L (sI+Iw) 1
2 det (2 I
It can be shown that
C<0,D>0 (3.4)
Substituting (3.3) in (3.2), we get
£(r.7) = ry/=|Blr? — Ver + C 4 D7 (3

Positivity of the argument of the square root implies

2 ’EIQ _1 C
b~ o' tp=" (36)

which we rewrite as

™ —prt+q¢>0

|E] 1 2\ Ve (3.7)
h = —_— = — C = —_—
where, p D q D +4|E| , T r+2|E|

Let us consider the r — 7 plane, with r axis horizontal and 7 axis vertical. For the
case of equality in the expression (3.7), we get two hyperbola curves. When ¢ > 0
the hyperbolas are ‘horizontal’ and when —1 < ¢ < 0 the hyperbolas are ‘vertical’.
Let

Gs(0,¢,0) = G0, 6,¢) + G (0, ¢,9) (3.8)

where G, = Ggl) when ¢ > 0 and G, = GgQ) when —1 < ¢ < 0. Let us find the 7,r
integration domain for these two cases.

Case 1: g > 0, see figure 1. We perform integration over the r variable first,
and then over the 7 variable. The r integration is defined by the intersection of two

conditions: f_(7) <r < fi(r) and 0 < r < _|EV‘B, where fi(7) = £ % - %

— 10 —



Let us define the following quantities:

eI T
p 2(E] p  2|E]
VT T BTV 39
oV \/ ( Vi >2
Tmazr = 757 T:EE:l: p Tmaz T =757 —q
|E] 2|E|

where, the left (right) hyperbola cuts the 7 = £1 lines at » = 7, () and cuts 7 =0
line at r = 71 (r2). In case it happens, then the r = r,,,, line cuts either the left or
right hyperbola at 7 = 7, and 7 = 7_. After substituting values of p, ¢, we see that
71 > 0 for all possible values of parameters.

> ()
T q —
T I'max I

1

T+

h! T2
0
e

Tl

—1 \
/

Figure 1. Integration domain (shaded by light yellow) for ¢ > 0. Horizontal hyperbolas
are shown in red. Second case from expression (3.10) is shown as a representative.

- 11 -



According to the value of 7,,.., we get four terms in the expression of G

G(0,6.4) = 0(0) [ P — < [ar [ s )

- O(F — s )0 (e — T (/ dT/MT drf(r,r +2/ dT/Tmdef (r T>
00t = 10002 1) ([ [ arren)

+ 0(r1 — Tinaz)0(Timaz — 1) <2 / i dr /f () drf(r, T)) ]

Case 2: —1 < ¢ <0, see figure 2. We perform integration over the 7 variable
first, and then over the r variable. The 7 integration is between g, (r) < 7 <1 and

(3.10)

2
—1 <7< g (r), where g(r) = j:\/ (r + 2“/};') — q. The hyperbolas intersect the

7 = +1 lines at ry = &,/ q% - 2‘E| There is an overall restriction of 0 < r < _|2E?|B
on the integration domain. We find that r_ > 0 for all values of parameters. Since

f(r,7) is an even function of 7, we can write

/gl drf(r,7)+ /g—(r) drf(r,7) = 2/1 dr f(r,7) (3.11)

+(7) -1 g+(r)

According to the value of 7,4, we get two terms in the expression of G

T4 1
0 max 2 d d f ) )
(r ry) ( /r_ r/g+(r) Tf(r,T)
+0(ry — Tmaz)0(Pmae — 1) (2 /me dr /1 dr f(r, 7')) ]
- g+(r)

Final expression: The final expression for G4(, ¢, 1) is given by substituting(3.10)
and (3.12) into (3.8). By substituting G4(6, ¢,v) 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 7,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.

G2 (0,¢,) =0(—q)0(q + 1)

(3.12)

- 12 —
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[-1<¢<0]

g r max r -+

0 7

Figure 2. Integration domain (shaded by light yellow) for —1 < ¢ < 0. Vertical hyperbolas
are shown in red. Second case from expression (3.12) is shown as a representative.

3.2 Compensator Ac(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 7z, pg and by 7, pr for the
effective system. Let Ep, Ly denote the energy and angular momentum of the bi-
nary system, and let Fr = E — Ep, EF =L — EB denote the energy and angular
momentum of the effective system. The compensator can be expressed in terms of
effective variables as

AO’S(E, L) :/dEB/dgLB/d3T3d3pB(5(HB - EB)6(3)<jB - EB)X

x/ﬁmfm&mwwE—&mW%E—@—Lm)

2 2
DB ap Pr af = S o = . 5
Hp=—~—— Hp="—"———, Jp=7Xpp, JF =7 XD
2up B 2up  rp

where the domain of integration of (3.13) is defined by two conditions: Ep > E/2
and ug > 1/2.

— 13 —



Reduction of compensator
Performing the integration over the momenta pz, pr we find ©

3 3
Ao,(E, L) —2( ) /dEB/d3LB/d rod Iy
TRTE

LL 2 —1/2 LL 2 —1/2 (314)
x 6(LY)8(LY) (EB+O‘—B CS) ) (EF+O‘—F _ ) )

rg 2upry rE 2Ty
where
Er=E—-Eg , Ly=L—Lg , Ll =g - Ly , L=Lg— Ly (3.15)

Let us use spherical coordinates rg,0p, ¢p for ¥g. Choose the orientation of this
spherical coordinate system so that Lp lies along the direction of 85 = 0. Perform
integration over g, ¢p analytically. After performing the analogous steps for 7z, we
get

YARE
AO’S(E, L) = (87‘(‘2) (Wg) /dTBdTF/dEB/d LB X

1 -1/2 12 -1/2
X—(E3+a—B ) <EF+%— F2)
B||LF B MBTB TF HFTE
|Lp||LF| 2 . 2 N

After changing the variables rg,rr to ug, ur defined as

ap ap
- — 3.17
R T 10
we find
Mo\ /2
Aoy(E, L) = (sx) ( Mz (asar) / dupdur / dEp / BLy x
M |EJ? UG (3.18)

x;<EB+a—B— Ly )_1/2<EF+O‘—F— L )_1/2
’LBHLF‘ Iz QIU,B?“% + rr QIUF’I"% +

Next, use spherical coordinates Lg, 0y, ¢ for EB. Choose the orientation of this
spherical coordinate system so that L lies along the direction of 8, = 0. The in-
tegration over ¢ becomes trivial (and gives a multiplicative factor 27). Defining
t := cos By, we find

Aoy(E, L) = (167%) (z\]\?) O@TQF /dEB/dLB/dt/d“B/d“F

L2 | |2 2 L2 | |2 _E
B E E
X — | Eg + E Er+ E

LF < B UB| | 2,UB B . F uF| | QMF(X%UF N

5The integration over momenta can be performed by introducing variables conjugate to the
momenta, analogous to the method used in section 3.4 of [5].

— 14 —



where

Lp=/L? + L} — 2LLyt (3.20)

Performing the integration over ur and up analytically, we find

M3 2 (OéBOtF)
Ao, (E, L) = (167%) (M) Ve /R dEg dLp dt x

< {W(!El LEJ;BW} [;—i’)?’ﬂ]

Mz\'? (apor) 7T |E|
3 _3 BYE it -2 A et B
+ (167°) (M) ]2 /722 dEp dLg dt { 2 (F] +EB)3/2} X

—1+ |E|+4EB

2

2 FE El2L2 E 4VEs/ B4 E _1EPLE

) Bl VEPLy 1| VB
E 8kp 4(ER)3/? 1+ [El+4Ep

|B12L3
T B2 WQ+E_WH%

+

4¢?\/‘E‘+E T
4(—Ep)? (=Ep)\ 2 " 8kg

9(—EB)}

where Ry and R, are the two regions of integration given by

E E kr
—(Z<Ey<™ Ep<E
* <2— 3—4)and( b= +2(L2+LQB—2LLBt)>

£ |E| +4F5
arctan

2(-Ep) 4 /—\/|E| By -

(3.21)

kg _E P
d — B d(=1<t<1
an (2LB +8I<:B>an (-l<t=<1)

E kp
Ro=|=<FEr< d{Eg<FE
2 (2 = B—Oo)an ( b= +2(L2+L2B—2LLBt))

E  E’L2
and( + B<E3>and( 1<t<1)

(3.22)

2 8kp

The remaining integrations over the Lg, Eg,t variables are performed numerically.
Note that the integral converges, even though the integrand diverges in the limit
Lp — L,t — 1. The compensator satisfies the L integration validation (performed

numerically), i.e. it is consistent with compensator Ao (E) in Paper I defined for the
regularized phase-volume o (F).
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3.3 Evaluation of 6(FE, L)

Numerical integration and addition of Compensator

The bare phase-volume o(FE, L) has three singularities which lie on the 6 = 7/2
equator at ¢ = 0,27/3,4m /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 expected”.
We perform the numerical integration (using Mathematica) to find the regularized
phase-volume using the up > 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 Ep < FE/2 scheme.

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

3/2 4
6(E, L) := (2;)6 (%) %(LQ)g’/Q&(E, L)

X (3.23)

_ 1 S2 k
3 2 s=1"s
a::gasas and L°:=
‘ s:l( BsORs) 2E| 3
where k, := ppa% (up is the reduced mass for the binary). This normalization is
a simple modification of the normalization used in Paper I. L? denotes a typical

measure for the (square of) total angular momentum.

L dependence and L integration validation

We set my = mg = mg = 1, |E| = 1, and observe the L dependence of 6(E, L)
using scatterplots. We also construct an interpolation curve for guidance. In Fig. 3,
we overlap the scatterplot and interpolation curve for 6(E, L). For the range of values
of L considered, we see that ¢(F, L) is a monotonic function of L, remains positive,
and drops sharply as L is increased. We numerically performed the L-integration
validation for o(F, L) using the interpolation function, and we found that it is sat-
isfied (within 3% relative error).

o(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

"Note that the regularity of the integrand at the location of the singularities is incidental. For the
case of o(F) 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 6(F, L) for m; =mgo =m3 =1 and |E| = 1.

times. They considered initial conditions so that the total energy and total angular
momentum are given by

maemy  mg(mg +my) a
E—_ _ L = mymy, | ——— 3.24
2a d ’ Mallty Ma + My (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. m,, m; are the masses of
the initial binary, and my is the mass of the tertiary. They use units where G = 1,

mass is measured in units of Mg, 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. ®

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 (07).
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Figure 4. L dependence of 6(F, L) for MKTL mass sets.

— 18 —

30

M

M~

~i~

~ =



Masses |E| L g(E,L) | o(F,L)
15,15,15 27.00 | 91.85 | 1.39 x 10° | 0.00905
12.5,15,17.5 | 30.31 | 102.96 | 8.13 x 10® | 0.00598
12,15,18 30.96 | 105.09 | 7.04 x 108 | 0.00547
10,10,20 23.00 | 81.64 | 4.05 x 108 | 0.0112
10,1520 | 33.50 | 113.38 | 3.38 x 10® | 0.00370
10,2020 | 44.00 | 141.42 | 2.58 x 10® | 0.00161
8,21,21 47.46 | 152.15 | 7.75 x 107 | 0.000959
9,15,25 39.5 | 132.58 | 7.82 x 10° | 0.000804

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

4 Planar three-body problem %¢(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 ¢?!(E, L) to S?

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 L, = L, = 0,
and L,(= L) is the only relevant component. The bare phase-volume for the planar
three-body system is defined as

3
o*(E,L) := / [1(@red®pe)6® (Ren)6®) (Pom)é(J — L)S(H — E) (4.1)
c=1
Its dimensions are
2d M3/2 3 2
[0*Y(E,L)] = m = [R]*T (4.2)

which is the same as the 3D case (2.3). After performing the momenta integrations
in (4.1) we get

3

M. - 2724

2d _ 3 2 (2) eff
E.L)y=(4 —_— d°re 0\ (Rem )\ —=+ 4.3
0¥ (E, L) <w>(M)/T2;>0||1 re 67 (Rom) | = (4.3)

where
2 T =FE -V L7 (4.4)
I=> mr? | —F-V-= .
m, T‘a off 97
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We perform the same sequence of coordinate change as section 2.2, namely from
Cartesian coordinates z,,y, to w, R.,, and then from w to r,0,¢,v. After this
change of coordinates (and performing the R., and 9 integration) we get

o (E,L) = (6V27?) (%) /smededgb\/;/dr 7“\/—|E|r2 —Vr— 5—? (4.5)

Performing the r integration (where the integration limits are set by the positivity
of the integrand) gives

o*(E,L) = <g\/§n3> (%) ﬁ/sin@d@a&b\/;(—f/) <V2 — WY (4.6)

Hence the bare phase-volume is reduced to an integration over S? defined by 6, ¢.
Let us validate the result by performing L—integration of the expression (4.6)

1 _
sin 0dOd¢ ?(—V)

NEAY /AN , TV 9B
M, /
M

22 1 <—V>3]

3 VIE]

which matches with the expression of 0?¢(E) in Paper I as expected.

4.2 Reduction of ¢2%, (E,L) to 52

We define the reference phase-volume by replacing V' — Vg (for each body) in the
expression for the bare phase-space volume and choosing the integration domain D
defined by the condition Fg < E/2. We find it convenient to implement the regular-
ization using the simpler scheme defined by the condition ug > 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 S? to find the regularized phase-volume.

2 (F, L) by replacing the potential V by Vi in the expression (4.5)
and imposing the condition ug > 1/2 on the integration. After performing the r

We derive o
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integration analytically, the result is

3 -\ (M) 1 , 1 (-, 2|E|L?
ref’ (E L) (8\/§7T ) (ﬁ) W/Slneded(ﬁ\/; 0 <VF — ]—

>< [wm - R (V2 - Q'Ej'”)

+ 60 (Ry = Tmaz) 0(Fmaw — R-) B<_VF) (vﬁ - 2|EI|L2)

1, [y 2|E|L? . —Vp +4Vp (48)
— —(=Vp) (V2 — === ) tan — _ =

m I 24/2Vp(Vr — 2Vp) — |E|L2/(2])

16 |E|L>\*?

W (Ve — 2V, _

37r< (Ve = 2V5) = =57 >

2 - _ o _ |E|L?
- = —4 2 —2Vp) — —=

20e(Vr — Vi) (20 (Vi — 20) - ) H
where

Ve 4 /T2 _ 2BIL? >
Rym—t VT s (4.9)

) Tmax = T
2|E| |E|
Hence we have reduced the reference phase-volume to an integration over S? defined
by 0, ¢.
4.3 Compensator Ac*(E, L)

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

Ac2Y(E, L) :/dEB/dLB/d red ppd(Hp — Ep)o(Jp — Lp)x (@.10)
X /d2rpd2pF5(HF —(E—Eg))o(Jp — (L — Lg))

where the integration domain is restricted by the conditions ug > 1/2 and Eg > E/2.
After integrating over p, pr (by introducing conjugate variables), we find

2 2
Ao (B, L) =2 (M3) /dEB/dLB/d redrr
rBTFR

(4.11)
a L2 —-1/2 a L2 —-1/2
X<E3+—B— 32) (EF+_F— F2)
rB 2uBry N TF 2UFTE N
where
Fr=F—-FEg , Lp=L-1Lp (4.12)
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Since the integrand depends only on the magnitude of the 75 and 7, the integration
over their directions becomes trivial. After changing variables from rg,rr to ug, up

as defined in (3.17), we find

Ao’ (E,L) = (87 )(M3) O@TQF / dEg / dLp / dup d“F

L2 E 2 _5 L — L E 2 —%
X (EB+UB’E| B| ’ uB) (E— EB +UF|E| ( B) | | UF)
2 HBQ B + 2,U, OéF n
(4.13)
After performing the integration over up and up analytically, we find
JYARE (apar)
2o 1) = 77) (37) [ apy v x
M E? g,
[r_ 1Bl r|E]
2 (|E|+ Ep)32| |2 (—Ep)3/*
M3\ ' (apar) P |E|
sn?) (=2) 2 dBp dlp |s—m
+(W>(M> |E[? /R B AR SR+ Egpi?] ™
-1+ \/|E+4EB =
2 (1B BPL B w18y
X { E—B\/7 + Ep — Skn + Ep)P? log 1+ |E|+4E5 0(Eg)
272
4\/E7\/‘E‘+EBJE;,€;B
2 |E| |BPLE
4( EB 8/2 EB 8]{33
L E|+4E
- 2|E—|/t e~ e<—EB>}
(—Es) 4\/7\/|E|—|—E B,
(4.14)

where R; and R, are the two regions of integration given by

E E ki ki E  EL
Ri=| =< FEp<— dEg<E+——"—"— d{ — < FE
! (2— 3—4)3‘11 ( b= +2(L—LB)2>an (2LB 55t 5,

E kp E EQLQB
=(=—<FEp< EFg<FEF+ ——— <FE
Ro (2_ B_oo)and( B < +2<L_LB)2)and(2 Sk B
(4.1

The remaining integration over Lg, Eg is performed numerically. The compensator

satisfies the L integration validation performed numerically, i.e. it is consistent with
the compensator 52¢(E) in Paper 1.
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4.4 Evaluation of 7%¢(E, L)

Numerical integration and addition of Compensator

The bare phase-volume o?¢(E, L) has three coincidence singularities which lie on
the 0 = 7/2 equator at ¢ = 0,27/3,47/3. 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 ug > 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 Ep < E/2 scheme.

Normalization
We define the normalized and dimensionless phase-volume 2¢(E, L) as

1 MI|EP
(27)4 M3 o3
3

_ 1 Sk,
U(%d = Z(O[B75()(F,5)2 and L2 = TE”ZS%
s=1

6 (E,L) = (L)Y26%(E, L)

(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
624(E, L), by setting m; = mg = mz = 1, |E| = 1. We overlap the scatterplot
and interpolation curve for 62¢(E, L) in figure 5. For the values of L considered,
we observe that 62¢(FE, L) is a monotonic function of L, remains positive, and drops
sharply as L increases. The L integration validation was performed numerically for
o(E, L) using the interpolation function, and it was found to be satisfied within 1%
relative error.

o%(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 62¢(E,L) ~ 1/L*%.
For the data shown in fig 6, at large values of L we find 62¢(E,L) ~ 1/L%, 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 62¢(E, L), fixing m; = mg =ms3 = 1 and |E| =1

Masses |E| L 4B, L) | 6°4(E, L)
15,15,15 27.00 | 91.85 | 4.24 x 10 | 1.95 x 10?
12.5,15,17.5 | 30.31 | 102.96 | 3.57 x 10 | 2.38 x 102
12,15,18 30.96 | 105.09 | 3.38 x 10! | 2.47 x 102
10,10,20 23.00 | 81.64 | 1.18 x 10 | 1.36 x 10?
10,15,20 33.50 | 113.38 | 2.56 x 10 | 2.87 x 10?
10,20,20 44.00 | 141.42 | 4.43 x 10'* | 5.00 x 102
8,21,21 47.46 | 152.15 | 2.90 x 10'* | 6.00 x 102
9,15,25 39.5 | 132.58 | 5.97 x 10 | 4.28 x 10?

Table 2. 524(E, L) for 8 Mass sets of MKTL [§]

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 &(E, L; m,) 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 L. 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 S®, the 3-sphere. The
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Figure 6. L dependence of 62¢(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 ¢(FE) case in Paper I, where the numerical integration is
over S?, 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. a(F, L) loses this symmetry ,leading
to increased computation. On a personal computer, evaluating o(F, L) typically
takes between 30 minutes and an hour, whereas evaluating 7(F) requires only a few
minutes.

In the planar case, the bare and reference phase-volumes were reduced to a nu-
merical integration over S? in (4.6, 4.8), respectively. The compensator was reduced
to a numerical integration over a 2d domain in (4.14). Comparing with the ¢(F)
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 (FE, L;m,) 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 & 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 (), the distributed quantities (F, 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
a(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 6(F, 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, 6(F, 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 6(F, L)

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

Let us begin with expression (2.4). We perform the planar reduction (2.10), change
variables from Cartesian coordinates to w, r,,, perform the integration over 7,, and
change variables from w to 7,8, ¢,1. By doing this, we get

3/2
o(E,L) =3V2r (%> / sin 8dOdgdi) / sin 0,,d0,,d¢,dr
M (A1)

_ 1- .,
r \/—\EW —Vr— 5IZ.;lLlLa

Aa
vdet I

Choosing the orientation of L along the #,, = 0 makes the integrand of (A.1) inde-

X

pendent of ¢, and hence its integration produces a 27 factor. Using the following
identity for the three-body system

M.
det 1®) = ﬁ(z%)? (A.2)
we get
Aa _ 1M 2 1 (A.3)
VdetI 2\ Ms 1 .
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Substituting (A.3) in (A.1) we get

M. 1
o(E, L) =3v2n? (—3) / sin 9d9d¢d¢\/: X
M I
: + (A.4)
X /sin@ndQn/dr r\/—\E\rz —Vr— §figlLiLj

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

o(E, L) = 31\({ ( >|E|5/2 / Smededqsdw\[ s
X (- V)/sme a6, (V* — 2|B|[;' L'17)*
with

- o L2 - -
I = 0] (]yy sin? 6, cos® ¢ + 1™ sin” 6, sin? ¢
e

) (A.6)
o ) det 7@
+ 21" sin“ 0,, cos ¥ sin ¢ + 7 cos® 0,

where "7 are functions of 6, ¢. Changing the variable 6,, to 7 := cos 8,,, the expression
(A.5) becomes

o(E, L) = 31{; ( )|E|5/2/sm9d9d¢dw\/7

dr (A+Br?)" (A7)
where
A B
——=A - A ——=A—-B
2| E|L? LR 9B 2
/2 LaI+1 1
4o 4, — 2 HI) o p -1 (A8)
2|E|L? det 1@ I
I(¢) == (1% — I*®) cos 2 + 21" sin 29

where (z)" := max{x,0} denotes the ramp function

We have A; > 0 and B; > 0. It can be shown that I(z)? < I? — 4det I,
Using this, it can be shown that Ay > 0 and Ay > By. The 7 integration in (A.7) is
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performed as
+1
/dT (A+ BTQ)Jr =60(A) (/ dr (A + BTQ)>

++/14/B|
+0(—~A)0(A + B) (/1 dr (A+ Br) - /\/W

—0(A+ B) (/j dr (A+ Br?) — 0(—A) /j |Aj§

+1

dr (A + BTQ))

dr (A + 372))

2 4 A
(A.9)
Substituting (A.9) in (A.7), we get the expression (2.14) for o(E, L)
7T3 M3 1 .
O'(E,L) —4—\/§ (ﬁ) W/Sln@ df dgb dw X
: 1 (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 (A + B)
in the integrand becomes relevant. In this case, the integrand can be expressed as
(223/2 — 3z + 1) times a positive factor, where z := =2 and 0 < z < 1. It can be
checked that (2232 — 32z + 1) > 0 for 0 < 2 < 1. This shows that the integrand is

positive definite for the whole integration domain.

A.2 Writing the integrand of o(F, L) in 0, ¢,1 coordinates

We derive expressions for the factors I,det I® I(v)) in 7,0, ¢,1) coordinates. Con-
sider the following decomposition of w variable

Inverting the relation (2.11) (along with the center of mass constraint) in terms of
the (A.11), we find

1 V3/2 2 L mta
T3 = - Wo — W; To=—w; +T3, Ty =W
Doemg B\ om0 e
= 1 _\/3/2 _w :iw,,+ :w'+y2+y3
y3 _Z_? + \/?:2_1 Z—? _’_% ) 1] 7y2 \/g (¥ y37 yl 7 2

(A.12)
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So, the Cartesian components of 75, 3, 723 are expressed as

1 1 2
ﬁw]' , L1 — X3 :wo+ﬁwj , X9 — T3 = ﬁ’w]'
A.13)
1 1 2 (
Y1 — Y2 = Wi — ﬁwij s Y1 —Ys = w; + ﬁwij , Y2 — Y3 = %wz‘j

X1 — T2 = Wy —

These Cartesian components are expressed in terms of r, 60, ¢, coordinates using
(2.12). This enables us to write the expressions for the necessary quantities in
7,0, 0,7 coordinates. First, det I®) can be written in terms of the area (A) of the
triangle defined by the three bodies

det 1?® = %(2,4)2 (A.14)
where 1
A= 1\/(7”%2 1y +75) = 2(rfy + 133 +73) (A.15)
and so it becomes
det 1® = r‘é% cos® (A.16)

The moment of inertia, I, can be written as

mimsa o moms o mims o

M Tip + M Tog + —— T3 (A.17)

I =
M

and so it becomes

r? . 2w . 2w
I = i {mlmg <1 — sin 6 cos <¢ — ?)> + mims (1 — sin f cos <¢—|— ?)>

+ mgms (1 — sin 6 cos (¢)) }

(A.18)
For the expression I(¢) = (I¥¥ — ™) cos 2y + 21%Y sin 2¢) we find
v — 1= = - (myims + myms — 2mamsg) cosQe+c082¢sin29
= o7 | e 1m3 21M3 5 5
+ 2(mymg + myms + mams) cos ¢ sin 6
6
— V/3my(my — mg) sin 2¢ sin? 5}
(A.19)

AM

+ 2(mymsg + mymg + moms) sin ¢ sin 6

Ty TQ 2(9 : 29
I = — —\/gml(mg—mg) coS E—COSQQbSln 3

+ (m1m2 + mimsg — 2m2m3) sin 2¢ sin2 §:|
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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
/ &L o(B, L) = o(E) (A.20)

where o(FE) is the bare phase-volume evaluated in Paper I.

. 7T3 M3 1 . 1
x/d3L (3A+B)—2A,/‘%‘9(-A}

/d3L = 47r/dL L? (A.22)
due to the form of integrand. So we get

A
(B3A+ B) —2A '—’9(—14)

(A.21)
(A + B)

We can write

3
L
/d B
9 A
— 4 [ dL I* |34+ B) - 24| | 5 (-4
4

Ly Ly
:47r/ dL L*(3A + B) —47r/ dL [? 2A ‘E
0

(A + B)

+ B)

(A.23)

8 VIV det I®

g s ([+1( ))2!EI

2] det 1@ V2
VI ¢ (A.24)
2|E I + I(3 ) 2|E]
Substitute the result (A.23) in (A.21). Usmg the expression of (1) given in (A.8),
we perform the required 1) 1ntegrat10n

2m 1 B — = \2 = = \21-1/2
/0 d@b m - (277) [I - (215631) - (Iyy - Ixx) }

\/_|cost9|\/7

where in the second line, we used the expressions (A.19). In conclusion, we find

3/2
/d3L o(E,L) = \Q/EW <%) ﬁ/ dfde sin [20|V° (A.26)

where

(A.25)

which matches the expression of o(F) in Paper I. Hence the expression (2.14) is
validated by the L integration test.
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