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Abstract

The main problem is to understand and to find periodic symmetric
orbits in the n-body problem, in the sense of finding methods to prove
or compute their existence, and more importantly to describe their
qualitative and quantitative properties. In order to do so, and in order
to classify such orbits and their symmetries, computers have been
extensively used in many ways since decades. We will focus on some
very special symmetric orbits, which occur as symmetric critical points
(local minimizers) of the gravitational Lagrangean action functional.
The exploration of the loop space of the n-point configuration space,
raised some computational and mathematical questions that couldd be
interesting. The aim of the article is to explain how such questions and
issues were considered in the development of a software package that
combined symbolic algebra, numerical and scientific libraries, human
interaction and visualization.
MSC Subject Class: 70F10

Keywords: Symmetries, periodic orbits, n-body problem, computa-
tional approach.

1 Introduction

Configuration spaces: Let n ≥ 2 and d ≥ 1 be integers. Let n denote
the set n = {1, 2, . . . , n}. Let E = R

d be the d-dimensional euclidean space.
Elements of En are denoted by q = (q1, q2, . . . , qn), where qj ∈ E for j ∈ n.
The collision set is

∆ =
⋃

i<j

{q ∈ En : qi = qj},
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and the configuration space of n points in E is

Fn(E) = En
r∆ = {q ∈ En : qi 6= qj}.

For j ∈ n, let mj > 0 be called positive masses. Assume that

n
∑

j=1

mj = 1.

Let 〈∗, ∗〉M denote the mass-metric on (the tangent vectors of) En, defined
as

〈v,w〉M =

n
∑

j=1

mjvj ·wj ,

where vj ·wj is the euclidean scalar product in (the tangent space of) E. Let
|vj | denote the euclidean norm of a vector vj in E. The norm corresponding
to the mass-metric is ‖v‖M =

√

〈v, v〉M . Let α > 0 be a fixed homogeneity
parameter, and U : Fn(E) → R the potential function defined as

(1.1) U(q) =
∑

1≤i<j≤n

mimj

|qi − qj |
α .

The gradient of U with respect to the mass-metric is denoted by ∇MU , and
in standard coordinates qj has d-dimensional j-th component

(∇MU)j =
1

mj

∂U

∂qj

.

Newton and Lagrange equations: Given the potential U , systems of
interacting bodies can be modeled by their Newton equations

(1.2) mj

d2qj

dt2
=

∂U

∂qj
(q), j ∈ n, ⇐⇒

d2q

dt2
= ∇MU(q).

The potential U is smooth on the configuration space Fn(E), and goes to
infinity on the set ∆ of collisions. This fact implies that solutions are gen-
erally smooth, but singularities can occur: n-body orbits can collide, or
become unbounded in a finite time [21, 25]. Furthermore, the general topol-
ogy of the configuration space and ∆ is held responsible for the possibility of
chaotic trajectories [8]. For any open interval Ω ⊂ R, let H1(Ω, En) be the
Hilbert Sobolev space W 1,2(Ω, En) of all the functions q ∈ L2(Ω, En) with
weak derivative in L2(Ω, En). If Ω is a bounded interval, let H1

0 (Ω, E
n) ⊂

H1(Ω, En) be the space of all functions q ∈ H1(Ω, En) vanishing on the
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boundary of Ω. The Lagrangian Action Functional is defined on H1(Ω, En)
as

A(q) =

∫

Ω

1

2
‖q̇‖2M + U(q) dt.

If q ∈ H1(Ω,Fn(E)) is a collisionless solution of (1.2), then it is a critical
point for the action functional. On the other hand, the action functional A is
finitely defined also on colliding trajectories (unless assuming the strong-force
condition α ≥ 2), and hence local minimizers a priori need not be regular
points.

Periodic and symmetric trajectories:
Consider the symmetric group Sn of all permutations in the set of indices

n = {1, 2, . . . , n}, and the orthogonal group O(d) of E. The symmetric group
Sn acts on the left on En by setting

σ · (q1, q2, . . . , qn) = (qσ−1(1), qσ−1(2), . . .qσ−1(n))

for each permutation σ ∈ S. The orthogonal group O(d) acts naturally on
E, and hence it acts diagonally on En by setting

g · (q1, q2, . . . , qn) = (gq1, gq2, . . . gqn)

for each element g ∈ O(d). The two actions commute, and the direct product
Sn × O(d) acts on En accordingly.

Now, consider the space C0(R, En) of all continuous trajectories in En.
The group Iso(R) of all isometries of the real line acts on C0(R, En) as (τ ·
q)(t) = q(τ−1(t)) for each τ ∈ Iso(R). Hence, Iso(R) × Sn × O(d) acts on
C0(R, En) as

((τ, σ, g) · q) (t) = ((σ, g) · q)(τ−1(t))

=
(

gqσ−1(τ−1(t)), gqσ−2(τ−1(t)), . . . , gqσ−n(τ−1(t)
)

for each q : R → En.
A periodic trajectory of period T > 0 is simply a trajectory q : R → En

such that τT ·q = q, where τT ∈ Iso(R) is the translation in time τT (t) = t+T .
If with a slight abuse of notation the same symbol T denotes the infinite cyclic
subgroup in Iso(R) ×Sn × O(d) generated by τT , then q is periodic if and
only if q ∈ C0(R, En)T , where as usual when G acts on a set X the subspace
XG ⊂ X is defined as as XG = {x ∈ X : ∀g ∈ G, gx = x}. If TT denotes
the circle R/TZ, the space of all T -periodic trajectories is endowed with the
Hilbert space structure given by

X = H1(TT , E
n) = H1([0, T ], En) ∩ C0(R, En)T
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Furthermore, the full group Iso(R) × Sn × O(d) acts on X by restriction.
One can replace Iso(R) with Iso(TT ) for simplicity.

The action functional can be defined on X as

A(q) =

∫ T

0

1

2
‖q̇‖2M + U(q) dt

for all q ∈ X . Given a choice of masses m1, . . . , mn, let S
m
n denote the sub-

group of Sm
n consisting of all permutations σ in Sn such that ∀j ∈ n, mj =

mσ(j). If all masses are equal, then S
m
n = Sn. If they are all different, then

S
m
n = 1. Now, observe that the functional A is invariant with respect to all

elements in the product Iso(R)×S
m
n × O(d).

The main procedure now is to consider Palais’ Principle of symmetric
criticality : if G is any subgroup of Iso(TT ) ×S

m
n × O(d), then AG denotes

the restriction of A to the fixed subspace XG, and it happens that any
critical point of XG is a critical point of X , provided it is a non-colliding
orbit. The main issues now are two: which symmetry groups allow to identify
and to ‘understand’ some classes of critical points (such as local symmetric
minimizers), and how to approximate such periodic orbits, if any.

Now, let G be a subgroup of Iso(TT ) × S
m
n × O(d). The projections

on the three factors yield three group homomorphisms τ : G → Iso(TT ),
σ : G → S

m
n , ρ : G → O(d). The image of τ is a finite subgroup of order

l in Iso(TT ) ∼= O(2). The group can be just a single reflection in time
(symmetry of brake type), i.e. a dihedral subgroup of O(2) of order 2, or
it can be a dihedral subgroup of O(2) of order l, with l > 2 (symmetry of
dihedral type), or a cyclic group of rotations in TT (symmetry of cyclic type)
of order l with l > 1. The fundamental domain of the G-action on TT is
therefore defined as T divided by the order of the image of τ . In all the three
cases the fundamental domain is the interval [0, T/l]. Since the potential is
homogeneous of degree −α, without loss of generality we can assume that
T = l. For dihedral symmetries let τ(h0) and τ(h1) the time-reflections fixing
0 and 1 respectively in TT . If the symmetry is of brake type, then h0 = h1,
otherwise h0 6= h1 and τ(h0), τ(h1) are generators of ℑ(τ). For a cyclic type,
let r be the cyclic generator such that τ(r)(0) = 1 in TT .

Let K = ker τ ⊂ G. Then ℑ(τ) = G/K. The image of τ in Iso(TT ) is
either generated by τ(r), or by τ(h0) and τ(h1) for suitable r, h0, h1 defined
as above. Since q ∈ XG ⇐⇒ ∀t ∈ TT , q(τ(g)(t)) = (σ × ρ)(g)q(t),

XG ∼= {q : TT → (En)K : ∀gK ∈ G/Kq(τ(g)t) = (σ(g), ρ(g)) · q(t)},

one has for the cyclic case

XG ∼= {q : [0, 1] → (En)K : q(1) = (σ(r), ρ(r)) · q(0)}
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and for the brake and dihedral case

XG ∼= {q : [0, 1] → (En)K : q(0) = (σ(h0), ρ(h0))·q(0)∧q(1) = (σ(h1), ρ(h1))·q(1)}.

Now, (En)K is just an euclidean subspace of En, on which G/K acts. Con-
sider therefore the fact that

H1([0, 1], (En)K) ∼= (En)K ⊕H1
0 ([0, 1], (E

n)K)⊕ (En)K

by sending q(t) to (q(0), q(t)− (q(0) + t(q(1)− q(0)), q(1)).
So the group of symmetries acts either as ker τ (and hence it gives con-

straints to the points in the configuration space for all t), or it acts just on a
finite dimensional subspace of the Hilbert space XG, by adding constraints
on the boundary of the fundamental domain [0, 1].

2 Local minimizers of symmetric Lagrangean

functionals

Approximations and projections
As we have seen before, we need to define finitely-dimensional linear sub-

spaces of the Hilbert space H1
0 ([0, 1], (E

n)K). It is natural to consider Fourier
sine polynomials of type

γ(t) =
s
∑

k=1

ak sin(kπt)

for s ≥ 1 and ak ∈ (En)K . In other words, we can consider embedding of the
finite-dimensional space (En(s+2)) in X defining for each a in En⊕(En)s⊕En

(2.1) Ψ(a0,a1, . . . ,as,as+1) = a0 + t(as+1 − a0) +
s
∑

k=1

ak sin(kπt)

Now, the action of G is diagonal as σ × ρ on all the copies En with 0 ≤ k ≤
s + 1. The symmetry constraints on the boundary will be ra0 = q1 if of
cyclic type, otherwise hjaj = for j = 0, 1. Both can be written as a single
involution h defined on En ⊕En as

h(a0,as+1) = (r−1
as+1, ra0) if cyclic type

h(a0,as+1) = (h0a0, h1as+1) if brake or dihedral type

The configurations a0 and as+1 are the configurations at time 0 and 1 re-
spectively, and the configurations ak with 1 ≤ k ≤ s are Fourier coefficients
of the term in H1

0 . All of them need to be made symmetric with respect to
the group K.
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(2.2 ) Remark. Such an approximation raises some questions and issues about
visibility of critical points, i.e. whether the sequence of finite-dimensional
subspaces of the Hilbert space X approximate all critical points of A. A
positive answer can be found in [23], provided some natural non-degeneracy
assumptions are made. Other possible approximations compatible with sym-
metries are PL paths.

(2.3) Lemma. If q(t) = Ψ(a) for a ∈ En(s+1), then the kinetic part of the
Lagrangian is

∫ T

0

1

2
‖q̇‖2M dt =

|G/K|

2

∫ 1

0

‖q̇‖2M dt

where
∫ 1

0

‖q̇‖2M dt = ‖as+1 − a0‖
2
M +

s
∑

k=1

k2π2

2
‖ak‖

2
M .

Proof.

dq

dt
= as+1 − a0 +

s
∑

k=1

kπak cos(kπt)

=⇒ ‖q̇‖2M = ‖as+1 − a0‖
2
M + 2

s
∑

k=1

〈as+1 − a0,ak〉Mkπ cos(kπt)+

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

s
∑

k=1

kπak cos(kπt)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

M

=⇒

∫ 1

0

‖q̇‖2M dt = ‖as+1 − a0‖
2
M +

s
∑

j=1

s
∑

k=1

〈jπaj , kπak〉M

∫ 1

0

cos(jπt) cos(kπt) dt

= ‖as+1 − a0‖
2
M +

s
∑

k=1

k2π2

2
‖ak‖

2
M

since for integers j, k

k ≥ 1 =⇒

∫ 1

0

cos(kπt) dt = 0,

∫ 1

0

cos2(kπt) dt =
1

2

j 6= k =⇒

∫ 1

0

cos(jπt) cos(kπt) dt = 0.

Now, the kinetic part is a plain quadratic form on a, with explicit coef-
ficients. About the potential part, it involves some integrals which cannot
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be computed symbolically, and hence another level of approximation must
occur. Applying a composite trapezoidal rule we can subdivide the interval
[0, 1] in ν equal intervals of length 1

ν
, and define an approximate potential as

(2.4)

∫ 1

0

U(q(t)) dt ≈ U(q) =
1

ν

(

U(q(0))

2
+

ν
∑

j=1

U(q(
j

ν
)) +

U(q(1))

2

)

which implies that if q = Ψ(a) the following lemma holds, once we write in
short U(a) = U(Ψ(a)).

(2.5) Lemma. If a ∈ En(s+1) and ν ≥ 1, then

νU(a) =
U(a0)

2
+

ν
∑

j=1

U

(

(1−
j

ν
)a0 +

j

ν
as+1 +

s
∑

k=1

ak sin(
jkπ

ν
)

)

+
U(as+1)

2

Proof. If q = Ψ(a), then for j = 0, . . . , ν one has tj =
j

ν
∈ [0, 1] and

q(tj) = a0 + tj(as+1 − a0) +

s
∑

k=1

ak sin(kπtj)

hence the claim by (2.4).

Now, in order to apply numerical algorithms to find local minima or
critical points of U constrained to the symmetric paths, we might need to
compute the derivatives of U with respect to the components of a (which are
n×d×(s+2) real variables). This can be done (keeping track of symmetries)
by formally deriving the expressions of the functional.

3 Existence theorems

Due to collisions and lack of compactness, theorems stating the existence of
periodic orbits for the n-body problem as critical points of the Lagrangean
functional were not easy to prove. A significant breakthrough in the varia-
tional approach, is due to the introduction of the strong force condition by
Gordon in 1975 [16]. With different methods (analytical and topological)
several solutions were proved to exist for n-body type problems, provided
the (asymptitical) homogeneity of the potential in (1.1) is α ≥ 2. Such ap-
proach has been extended and generalized in several directions: Ambrosetti
and Coti-Zelati 1987 [2], Bahri-Rabinowitz 1991 [4], Bessi and Coti-Zelati
1991 [6], Fadell and Husseini 1992 [9], Majer and Terracini 1993 [19]. See
Ambrosetti and Coti-Zelati monograph [3] for further details.
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A new wave of results for symmetric periodic orbits followed Chenciner
and Montgomery remarkable figure-eight orbit [7], and its generalizations by
the author and Terracini [13]. In these results the strong-force assumption is
not necessary, and after Marchal’s averaging trick [20] variational methods
for symmetric orbits have been extensively studied in several articles that
cannot be fully cited here.

Let X = {q ∈ En :
∑n

j=1mjqj = 0} be the space of all positions with
center of mass in zero. Then X is invariant with respect to the action of G
on En. The following lemma gives a complete characterization of G-actions
for which the Lagrangian action functional is coercive on XG.

(3.1) Lemma (Proposition (4.1) of [13]). The restriction AG : XG → R is
coercive if and only if XG = 0.

Existence of non-colliding (local) minimizers in AG, under suitable con-
ditions on the action (provided not all trajectories in AG are bound to colli-
sions) can be a consequence of two types of results. Either a local variation
(using avaraging methods and blow-up asymptotic analysis on parabolic tra-
jectories) is shown to decrease the action on all colliding trajectories, or
more precise action level estimates are performed, together with some more
topological local analysis. We quote here some of the relevant theorems for
symmetric orbits, leaving the details to the cited references.

(3.2) Theorem (Theorem (10.10) of [13]). If ker τ ⊂ G and (if they exist)
the T-isotropy subgroups generated by h0 and h1 either have the rotating circle
property or act trivially on the index set v, then any local minimizer of AG

in XG does not have collisions.

(3.3) Theorem (Theorem (6.11) of [5]). Assume that Uker τ has the form

U(x) =

k
∑

j=1

Γj

dist(x, Vj)α

for each x ∈ X , for k positive constants Γj > 0 and k linear subspaces of X
of codimension codimVj ≥ 2 in X ker τ .

(3.4) Theorem (Theorem (4.1) of [14]). If ker τ is one of the platonic finite
subgroups of SO(3), then in any homotopy class of loops of ker τ -equivariant
configurations in an explicit list (table 1 of [14]), there is a non-colliding local
minimizer of Aker τ .

So, more or less the problem is to approximate such local mimizers, and to
explore all possible symmetry groups yielding non-colliding solutions. After
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Chenciner-Montgomery figure-eight remarkable solution [7], several authors
developed and published numerical schemes or computer-assisted methods
relative to the problem. See for example [22, 24, 18]. By exploiting the com-
puter algebra symbolic power of GAP [15], and the Geometric visualization
engine geomview, we developed a multi-faceted approch, with the package
“symorb”, published on github at https://github.com/dlfer/symorb.

4 Remarks

(4.1 ) Remark. Computing techniques have played and are playing a role also
in another sub-problem of the n-body problem: finding and studying central
configurations. The problem is simple: study all critical points (in the sense
of Morse-Bott, because of the Euclidean symmetry group) of the potential
function U (1.1) restricted to the inertia ellipsoid S = {q ∈ X : ‖vq‖M = 1}.
For n = 3, the solution can be traced back to Lagrange (d ≥ 2) and Euler
(d = 1). For any n and d = 1 the problem was solved by Moulton at the
beginning of ’900. For n ≥ 4 and d ≥ 2, it is not difficult to use a computer
to find some solutions, but it is remarkably more difficult to use a computer
algebra system to prove results, such as giving estimates of the number (finite
or not) of classes of solutions. In [17], Moeckel and Hampton proved that the
number of equivalence classes of central configurations for n = 4 and d = 2 is
finite (in the interval [32,8472]), with some careful computer computations.
Later Albouy and Kaloshin [1] extended the finiteness result to n = 5, and
simplified the proof for n = 4 (but still using a Computer Algebra System
to finish the proof). In this line of research, we have been building some
(pre-computational) tools aimed at transforming the central configurations
problem into a fixed-point problem [10, 11, 12].
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