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Abstract

A new efficient approach for searching three-body periodic equal-mass collision-
less orbits passing through Eulerian configuration is presented. The approach is
based on a symmetry property of the solutions at the half period. Depending on
two previously established symmetry types on the shape sphere, each solution is
presented by one or two distinct initial conditions (one or two points in the search
domain). A numerical search based on Newton’s method on a relatively coarse
search grid for solutions with relatively small scale-invariant periods T™ < 70 is
conducted. The linear systems at each Newton’s iteration are computed by high
order high precision Taylor series method. The search produced 12,431 initial
conditions (i.c.s) corresponding to 6,333 distinct solutions. In addition to pass-
ing through the Eulerian configuration, 35 of the solutions are also free-fall ones.
Although most of the found solutions are new, all linearly stable solutions among
them (only 7) are old ones. Particular attention is paid to the details of the high
precision computations and the analysis of accuracy. All i.c.s are given with 100
correct digits.

Keywords: three-body problem, periodic collisionless orbits, Eulerian configuration,
numerical search


http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.16526v1

1 Introduction

The fundamental works of Suvakov and Dmitrasinovié [1, 2] paved the way for fur-
ther numerical searches and discoveries of a large number of new three-body periodic
orbits after 2013. They formulated the main principles of the searching procedure,
analyzed the initial configurations, explained and applied the topological classification
of the orbits, established symmetries of the solutions on the shape sphere [3] and also
algebraic exchange symmetries of their free group elements [4]. They discovered many
new stable periodic orbits. These papers inspired many people to repeat their results
and conduct their own searches. The algorithms in [1, 2] were performed in the stan-
dard double precision arithmetic and hence they have the advantage of successfully
capturing the important stable solutions without much work. However, double preci-
sion computations lack the ability to find some unstable periodic orbits, because these
orbits can by very sensitive on the initial conditions (with large Lyaponov exponents).
Standing on the papers [1, 2], Li and Liao took a further step in 2017 [5] when they
announced a large number of new periodic orbits obtained from a numerical search
with Newton’s method. High precision floating point arithmetic combined with high
order Taylor series method [6-9] were used for computing the linear systems in [5]
in order to overcome the sensitive dependence on the initial conditions and hence to
overcome the limitations of using the standard arithmetic.

Many of the numerical searches in the past decade, including those already cited
[1, 2, 5], and others [10-15], have been devoted to searching periodic orbits which
pass through the symmetrical collinear (Eulerian) configuration. More precisely, this
configuration is taken as the initial one at ¢ = 0. As mentioned above, symmetries on
the shape sphere were established in [1]. The orbits in [1] were divided into two types:
“(T) those with reflection symmetries about two orthogonal axes on the shape sphere -
the equator and the zeroth meridian and (IT) those with a central reflection symmetry
about a single point - the intersection of the equator and zeroth meridian”. Although
these symmetries suggest some special arrangement of the bodies at ¢t = T//2, where
T is the period of the periodic orbit, we did not find a clear statement about this
arrangement in the literature. We analyzed all solutions from [1, 2, 5, 14, 15] and found
that for all of them the bodies at t = T//2 are again in Eulerian configuration. After a
correspondence with prof. Richard Montgomery, the property of the periodic orbits to
pass again through Eulerian configuration at ¢ = T'/2 was soon proved by him. We give
this proof in an appendix of this paper. We additionally observed that for solutions
of symmetry type (I) the distance between bodies at ¢ = T'/2 is the same to those
at ¢ = 0 and the Eulerian configuration at ¢ = T/2 is essentially the same to those
at t = 0. For symmetry type (II) solutions however, the distance between bodies at
t =T/2 is different and the Eulerian configuration is also different. The latter means
that the orbits of type (II) are presented by two different initial condition’ points in
the search domain, while those of type (I) - by one point. This more precise statement
about the configuration at ¢ = T'/2 needs of course an additional proof, which we do
not give here. This is not however a restriction for us to compute easily the second i.c.
for a solution of type (II) (if it is missed) by rescaling [1, 2] the positions and velocities
at t = T/2 and testing the i.c. for convergence after that.



The main goal of this paper is to conduct a numerical search based on the above
“half period” property. The proof of the property actually provides the theoretical
foundation of the proposed approach. Instead of looking for orbits that satisfy the
standard periodicity condition, we look for orbits that pass again through Eulerian
configuration at some later time. This approach turned out to be much more efficient
than the standard one, because (as numerous experiments show) Newton’s method
has a much larger domain of convergence. With a relatively coarse search grid and a
search for solutions with relatively short scale-invariant periods T* = T'|E|*/? < 70 (E
is the energy of the orbit), we were able to find more than 12,000 initial conditions,
most of them new ones. Let us mention that all the found new orbits turned out to
be not stable. This is not unexpected, because stable periodic orbits are much easier
to be found numerically and many of them (especially those with small invariant
periods) are already found in the previous searches. Nevertheless such kind of very
efficient searches can be important for further theoretical investigations of the chaotic
behaviour of the three-body problem [16, 17].

Usually the scanning of the search domain is done by simulation at each grid-point
up to some pre-defined value of the time - the upper bound of the periods. As said
above, instead of this usual (uniform) constraint for the simulation time, in this paper
we use a scale-invariant one. This means that the upper bound of the scale-invariant
period is pre-defined instead. The simulation time is not uniform, but different for the
different points in the search domain and is determined by the energy E of the point.
In this case we have a singularity, when approaching the boundary curve of the domain
(the E' = 0 curve), meaning that the absolute periods must grow without limit when
approaching this curve. The replacement of the usual uniform constrain with the scale
invariant one, allows us to check the hypothesis for the existence of periodic orbits
when closely approaching the boundary. The numerical results suggest the existence
of a region in the search domain, where we have a sequence of periodic orbits with
ever increasing periods, when approaching the £ = 0 curve.

The paper consists of 5 sections. After the present Introduction, in Sect. 2 we
present the mathematical model (the differential equations describing the three-body
motion and the initial Euler configuration) and also the used proximity functions. In
Sect. 3 we present the used numerical methods, particularly we explain the new search-
ing approach. In Sect. 4 we discuss the parameters of simulations and their accuracy
and present the numerical results. In Sect. 5 we summarize and draw conclusions.

2 Mathematical model and proximity functions

2.1 Differential equations

The differential equations describing the motion of the three-body system are derived
from Newton’s second law and Newton’s law of gravity:

mii; =Y Gmam; =) o3,

3
l[rs =75



Fig. 1: The symmetrical collinear configuration with parallel velocities (Eulerian configuration)

where G is the gravitational constant, m; are the masses and r; are the vectors of the
positions. The model treats the bodies as point masses. Dividing the equations by m;
and considering G = 1, we have:
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In this paper we consider planar motion and equal masses of the bodies (m; = mg =
ms = 1). Hence the vectors r;, 7; have two components: r; = (;,¥;), 7 = (&4, 9;). The
following dependent variables vx; and vy, are introduced, so that vx; = &;, vy, = 9.
Then the second order system (1) can be written as a first order one:

3 3
T; = VT, yz =vy,, VT = Z (-T] - -Tl) 'U'yi _ Z (y.] — yZ)ga i = 1, 273 (2)
j=1,j#i j=1,j#i ||7’1 - rj”

The system is solved numerically in this first order form. We have a vector of 12
unknown functions X (t) = (21, y1, T2, Y2, T3, Y3, VI1, VY1, VL2, VYs, VI3, VY3)

2.2 Initial conditions: Euler symmetries

We consider as an initial configuration (initial positions and velocities) the symmetrical
collinear with parallel velocities (Eulerian) configuration with two parameters v, > 0,
vy > 0 [1, 2] (see Fig. 1):

(21(0),51(0)) = (=1,0), (22(0),92(0)) = (1,0), (23(0),43(0)) = (0,0)
(v21(0), vy (0)) = (va2(0),vy2(0)) = (va, vy) (3)
(v23(0), vy3(0)) = =2(v1(0), vy (0)) = (—=2vz, —2vy)

Here we choose a numeration with the third body in the middle. These initial con-
ditions, and hence solutions, have zero linear and zero angular momentum and have
energy E = —2.5 + 3(v;? + v,2). For initial positions z,(0), y,(0) fixed as above, the
two-dimensional space of velocities described by equation (3) is precisely the space
of all velocities for which the linear and angular momentum are zero and for which
the moment of inertia or ‘size’ variable I = 212 + 112 + 222 + y22 + 232 + y32 has
an extremum at ¢t = 0. Indeed the derivative of I is 2(z1(vz1) + y1(vy1) + x2(ves) +
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Fig. 2: The 2D search domain, bounded by v, = 0 and v, = 0 axis and £ = 0 curve

y2(vy2) + z3(ves) + ys(vys)) which equals 2(—vx1(0)) + 2(vz2(0)) at ¢ = 0 for solu-
tions with an these initial positions. Setting this quantity to zero, together with
the zero linear and angular momentum conditions, yields all velocity components in
terms of vg, v, as above. The circular curve defining the points with zero energy (the
E = 0 curve) in the quadrant I of the (vg,v,)—plane is defined by the function:
vy = \/5/6 —v,2, v, € [0,1/5/6],/5/6 ~ 0.91287. As only negative energies (only
bounded motions) have to be considered [2], the 2D search domain is actually those
bounded by v, = 0 and v, = 0 axis and E = 0 curve (see Fig. 2). If we denote the
periods of the orbits with T', then the goal is to find triplets (v, vy, T) for which the
periodicity condition X (v, vy, T') = X (vg, vy, 0) is satisfied. For simplicity of notation,
in what follows we will use the same notation for v,,v,, T and their approximations
and will not use indices for Newton’s iterations, where they are not needed.

2.3 Return proximity function

The function

R(t) = || X (vg, vy, t) — X (Vz,0y,0)|[2, t>0 (4)
is called the return proximity function (the standard return proximity function). The
triplet (v, vy, T), T > 0 corresponds to a periodic solution only if R(T) = 0. For
approximate solution with approximations (vy,vy,T), R(T) is the measure of how
close to a periodic solution we are. R(T") is the residual in which terms we define the
convergence of the Newton’s method for the standard periodicity condition.

2.4 Proximity function for the “half period” Eulerian condition

As said in the introduction, the theoretical foundation of our new approach is the “half
period” property of the periodic orbits starting with Eulerian initial configuration. The
property says that all such solutions need to pass again through Eulerian configuration



at the half period T/2 with the third body again in the middle. The proof of the
property given by prof. Richard Montgomery at the University of California, Santa
Cruz, is in Appendix A of the paper. We want to mention that there is a small
difference in the terminology we used and those in the proof. Namely the special initial
conditions for the Eulerian configuration are called “Eulerian half-twist conditions”,
but it is not a problem, as the proof should be regarded as an independent and self
sufficient text. Because of the particular choice of the center of mass of the initial
configuration the third body at T'/2 needs to be at (0,0). If we introduce the vectors
X1(t) = (z1,y1,v71,0y,) |, Xo(t) = (22, —y2, vra,vy,) |, the “half period” Eulerian
condition becomes:

X1 (vg, vy, T/2) = Xo(vg,vy,T/2) (5)

The proximity function for Eulerian condition is defined as:
Re(t): HXl(UIavyvt)7X2(’Uxavy7t)”27 t>0 (6)

The triplet (Uﬂ vy,T), T > 0 corresponds to a solution of the Eulerian condition
(equation) at T only if R.(T) = 0. For approximate solution with approximations
g)z, Vy ,_T)7 R.(T) is the measure of how close we are to an Eulerian configuration at

T. Re(T) is the residual in which terms we define the convergence of the Newton’s
method for the “half period” Eulerian condition. T is an approximation of T'/2.

3 Numerical methods

3.1 Stages of the numerical search

The numerical search for periodic orbits passing through Eulerian configuration
consists of 3 stages:

Stage I: Scanning stage: The candidates for correction (the initial approxima-
tions) are computed by scanning the 2D domain for the parameters v, v,. This is the
domain shown in Fig 2. A quadratic grid is introduced in this domain. At each point
(vg, vy) of the grid, the system (2) with initial conditions (3) is simulated up to some
value Tp(vz, vy)/2. The value T for which the minimum:

R.(T) = 1<?i1;t/2 R.(t)
is obtained, is computed. The triplet (v,,v,,T) becomes a candidate for a periodic
orbit if R.(T) is small and also is a local minimum on the grid. The candidates are
sorted in increasing with respect to R.(T) order and then are processed in this order
in the second stage.

Stage II: Capturing stage: The candidates from stage I are corrected with a
modification of Newton’s method. The modified method has a larger domain of con-
vergence than the classic Newton’s method. The convergence of the method means
that a solution is captured. The method is applied with respect to the Eulerian con-
dition and hence the convergence is in terms of the corresponding from the first stage
proximity function R.(T).



Stage III: Verification stage: The captured from stage II solutions are computed
with many correct digits with the classic Newton’s method and the regular convergence
of the method up to very high precision is checked. Now the standard periodicity
condition is always considered and the standard return proximity is used.

Although the modified Newton’s method has a larger domain of convergence for
solving a given equation than the classic method, its usage has a secondary impor-
tance in this paper. The main idea is to solve the Eulerian condition (equation) at T'/2
instead of the equation from the standard periodicity condition. Not only the simula-
tion time is divided by two. More importantly, the properties of Newton’s iterations
change and the modified Newton’s method with respect to the Eulerian condition has
a much larger domain of convergence for a given periodic orbit in comparison to the
same method with respect to the standard periodicity condition.

3.2 Newton’s method with respect to the standard periodicity
condition

As we mentioned before, we will not give additional notations for the approxima-
tions of the initial velocities and the period. Let (v, v,,T) be such approximations,
ie. X(vg,vy,T) =~ X(vg,vy,0). These approximations are improved with corrections
Avg, Avy,, AT by expanding the periodicity condition:

X (vg + Avg, vy + Avy, T + AT) = X (v, + Avy, vy + Avy, 0)

in a multivariable linear approximation:

S2(T) G(T) i (T)
2(T) D (T) DUL(T) o (T) 21(0)
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v (T) . S ' vx2(0) + Av,
oo || e () ) ira() 0y>(0) + Av,
vas(T) %ZZQ (T) %Uui,z (T) vy»(T) vx3(0) — 2Av,
vy3(T) %Uv? (T) 66711;23 (T) vzs(T) vy3(0) — 2Av,
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Finally, we obtain the following linear system with a 12 x 3 matrix with respect to
(Avg, Avy, AT)T, that have to be solved at each Newton’s iteration.

(T FHT) (D)
Uy SB(T)  u(T)
52(T) AT (1)
SL(T)  SE(T)  ga(T)
9oa(T)  9I(T) (T
Qi) BaT) (1) | (D
vy vy Aw
G (T) -1 F2(T) (D) | | o
Zu(T) BT — 1 vy, (T)
Bua(T) — 1 Z2(T) iy (T)
Sa2(T)  G22(T) — 1 1y, (T)
Buos(T) 42 B2(T)  viag(T)
G (T) G (T) + 2 wiyy(T)

21(0) — z1(T)
y1(0) — w1 (T)
22(0) — z2(T)
y2(0) — y2(T)
W0) D)
y3(0) — ys(T
vx1(0) — v (T) ®)
vy, (0) — vy (T')
vx2(0) — v (T)
vy5(0) — vyo(T')
vx3(0) — vas(T)
vy3(0) — vy5(T)

3.3 Newton’s method with respect to the Eulerian condition

Let T be an approximation of 7//2 and the triplet (v,, vy,T)_be an approximation of
the “half period” Eulerian condition at T/2, i.e. X1(vz,vy,T) = X2(vz,vy,T). Then

the Eulerian condition with corrections Avy, Avy, AT is:

X1 (vg + Avg, vy + Avy,T+ AT) = Xo(vg + Avg, vy + Avy,TJr AT)

Expanding this equation in a multivariable linear approximation gives the following
linear system with 4 x 3 matrices:

CIGI

s
%

~—

g8 <
’_‘/\

S <
<
S
N
ek
=

EECE

S84
SRS

Fo(T) §(T) (T) R
| @ g n@ | () _
s (T) B (T) o (T) | \at |
vy, A\ OVYq (PN e (T
avli (T) avyy (T) Uyl(T) (9)
-ﬁ@%%@w@)A
| oREm =3 @ | (L
G2 (T) F2(T) vaa(T) | \ A7
v 3l ov 3l . 3l
GLa(T) G22(T) wyy(T)

oo



Finally, we obtain the following linear system with a 4 x 3 matrix with respect to

(Avg, Avy, AT)T, that have to be solved at each Newton’s iteration.
S M)+ f2D) G+ G a@) i)y () (T
gor (L) + 50 (1) 5o, (D) + 52(1) 51 (1) +92(T) AZI _ | @) - (D)
Oul (T) — 9022 (T) 924 (T) — 922 (T) iy (T) — vina(T) | \ ‘A | ~ | vwalT) = v (T
vy, o vy, A\ Ovyy vy, . ye—1 . ye—1 _
SL(T) — S22(T) G2(T) — 522(T) vy, (T) — vigy(T) vy (T = vy, (T)

The linear systems (8) and (10) are solved in least square sense by QR-decomposition
[18].

3.4 Modified Newton’s method

Let the triplet (v,,vy,T) be an approximate solution of the “half period” Eulerian
condition (equation). We correct and obtain the next approximation with the classic
Newton’s method this way:

Vg 1= Vg + Avg, vy =0y + Avy, T =T+ AT

At stage II of the numerical search (when capturing the periodic orbits) we use a
modification of Newton’s method based on the continuous analog of Newton’s method
[19]. We introduce the parameter py: 0 < py < 1, where k is the number of the
iteration. Now we correct this way:

Vg 1= Vg + PEAVz, Uy = vy + prAvy, T :=T+ pp AT

Let Ry, be the value of the proximity function R, (T') (the residual) at the k-th iteration.
With a given py the next px,k = 1,2,... is computed with the following adaptive
algorithm [19]:

min(1, py—1Rx—1/Rk), Rk < Ri—1,
Pr = (11)
max(po, pk—le—l/Rk), Rk > Rk—l,
The modification of Newton’s method does not add any technical difficulties, because
we have to solve the same linear system. The important thing is that for a given
equation that have to be solved, this method has a larger domain of convergence and
makes it possible to find more periodic orbits for a given search grid. When py = 1
for all k£, the method matches with the classic Newton’s method. We usually take
po = 0.2. As our numerical experience shows, it is usually more efficient to use the
modified Newton’s method instead of obtaining a similar result with a finer search
grid and the classic Newton’s method.



3.5 Computing the elements of the matrices

To compute the elements of the matrices for the linear systems (8) and (10) we have
to add to the system (2) the 24 differential equations for the partial derivatives with
respect to the parameters v, vy:

ox; 0y ovx; ovy; o0x; % vz, ovy,
Go (0 G ), ot (0, G, S0, 520, Gt 0),

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

These equations can be obtained by differentiation of the system (2) with respect to
the parameters v., vy, but we do not need them in explicit form. We need, however,
the initial conditions. They are:

O; _ i _ Ox; _ Ay n

avz (0) - avz (0) - avy (0) - avy (0) - 07Z - 17 25 3
ovy; o ovxy B Ovxa B ovxs _
0, (0)=0,i=1,2,3, —81)1 (0) = 0. (0) = ’—8% (0)=-2
ovr; , . ovyy ., Ovyy, o~ Ovyz o B
avy (0) - 071 - 17 25 37 a’Uy (0) - avy (0) - a’Uy (0) - 2

Although the system (10) use explicitly only a part the partial derivatives (those for
body 1 and body 2), all 24 partial derivatives have to be computed, because the
differential equations for them are coupled. At each step of Newton’s or modified
Newton’s method we have to solve a system of 36 ODEs in the interval [0, 7] or [0, T
with initial conditions corresponding to vz, vy. 12 ODEs come from system (2) and 24
ODEs come from the equations for the partial derivatives with respect to v, vy.

A crucial decision for the success of finding periodic orbits is the choice of the
numerical algorithm for solving the original system (2) for stage I and the system of 36
ODE:s for stage II and stage III. To follow the trajectories accurately for a sufficiently
long time, we need to overcome the sensitive dependence on the initial conditions and
to handle the close encounters of the bodies accurately. To do this, we used (as in [5])
high order high precision Taylor series method with adaptive stepsize control [6-9].

3.6 Taylor series method and stepsize control

For the initial value problem u(t) = f(u,t), ug = u(0), the N-th order Taylor series
method for finding an approximate solution U(t) ~ u(t) is given by:

N .
_ Wi o LdUM (@)
U(t+T)—;U ' Ul = S
where the coefficients Ul! are called normalized derivatives. With already computed
normalized derivatives, the series is evaluated by Horner’s rule.
The use of an adaptive time stepsize strategy is crucial for the three-body problem,
especially for handling the close encounters of the bodies. The time stepsize 7 is

10



determined according to the paper [6]. Setting the absolute and the relative tolerances
from this paper to be equal, we obtain the following formula for :

6_0_7/(]\[_1) ) 1 ﬁ 1 %
7= min (W) ’ (moo> -

The time stepsize is determined by the last two terms of the Taylor expansions. Terms
are two in order to avoid problems with odd and even functions. The expression in
brackets is essentially an estimation of the smallest radius of convergence among Taylor
series of all the scalar variables accordingly to the Cauchy-Hadamard theorem.

A fixed order Taylor series method is used. The order depends on the set precision.
In practice reducing the discretization (truncation) error by increasing the order N
stops at some point due to the rounding error. As numerical experiments show, order
22 per each 64 bit mantissa (bit of precision) is an optimal choice. Let us note that for
this choice of the order our formula (12) for the time stepsize gives almost the same
value as the formula (25) for the optimal stepsize in paper [20].

The most technical part of the Taylor series method is the computation of the
normalized derivatives. They are computed by the rules of automatic differentiation
[6-8]. The detail formulas for the normalized derivatives, including those for the partial
derivatives with respect to v, vy, can be seen in the work [21].

4 Numerical results

4.1 Parameters of simulations and accuracy analysis

The ODE solver based on high order and high precision Taylor series method (TSM)
is the main building block of our numerical search. If we assume its correctness, it is
not difficult to check the accuracy of Newton’s method by testing its convergence in
terms of the return proximity. As a benchmark for our ODE solver, we used the high
precision numerical results in the work [22]. All given digits in the numerical results
in this work are the same as ours.

At stage I (Scanning stage) we introduce a quadratic grid with size 3 * 2714 ~
1.831%10~% in the domain in Figure 2. This grid size corresponds to about 19 million
points in the domain. We search for periodic orbits with scale invariant periods T =
T|E(va, vy) |>/2 < 70. We handle the singularity when approaching the boundary curve
E = 0 by limiting the periods up to some relatively large number. We choose this
number to be 1000. In each point of the grid (vg,vy,), we consider periods less than
To/2, where Ty(vy, v,) = min(1000, 70/|E(vy, v, )[>/?), i.e. the smallest of the number
1000 and the number that gives the scale-invariant period T* = 70. In other words,
between the curves F = —(70/1000)2/3 and E = 0 our search is limited to periods up to
1000. We simulate the system (2) with initial conditions (3) up to Tp/2 with precision
of 128 bit (= 38.5 decimal digits) and 44 order TSM. As mentioned in subsection 3.1,
at each grid point (v, v,) we compute the time 7' at which the minimum:

Ro(T)= min R.(t)

1<t<To/2

11



is obtained. The accuracy of T and R.(T) may be not good enough, if we compute
R.(t) within the time stepsize of TSM. To improve the accuracy, we use the property
of TSM to provide a dense output within the step with a small additional cost. With
already computed derivatives at point ¢ and determined step 7, it is straightforward to
compute a high precision approximation at any point in (¢,¢ 4+ 7) with Horner’s rule.
When R, (t) is small, we divide the interval (¢,¢+ 7) by 1000 and compute R, at each
point. Actually, this way of providing a dense output is similar to the interpolation
process commonly used with other integration methods. Candidates for the second
stage become those triplets (v, vy, T) for which R (T) is small (< 0.3) and also R.(T)
is a local minimum on the search grid.

At Stage II (Capturing stage) we use the modification of Newton’s method starting
with initial approximations from stage (I). The system (10) is solved at each iteration,
i.e. the Fulerian condition is considered. The convergence is in terms of the correspond-
ing from the first stage proximity function R.(T). Precision of 192 bit (=~ 57.8 decimal
digits) and 66 order TSM is used. A periodic solution is captured if R.(T) < 10~20.
Each captured solution is additionally specified up to R.(T) < 107°° by computations
with increased precision of 320 bit (&~ 96.3 decimal digits) and 110 order TSM.

At Stage IIT (Verification stage) we increase the precision and the order of the
method. At this stage we use the classic Newton’s method with respect to the standard
periodicity condition and the convergence is in terms of the standard return proximity
R(T'). Now the iterations are until convergence (until the return proximity R(T") stops
to decrease). In three substages we gradually increase the order and precision and
use the approximations obtained from the previous substage. The minimal return
proximities (the return proximity at which the convergence stops) differ for different
initial conditions. These minimal values generally depend on:

1) The errors for the computed solution and elements of the matrix in system (8)
accumulated for one period of integration with TSM. In turn, these errors depend on
the maximal Lyapunov exponent (for unstable solutions) and on the level at which
the discretization (truncation) error of TSM is decreased.

2) The error for solving the least square problem with QR-decomposition.

How the discretization error of TSM and the error for solving the least square
problem depend on the closeness of encounters is an important, but also a difficult
question, which answer we postpone for the future. From the numerical experience,
however, we can conclude that we can always successfully simulate a given solution
with close encounters, by increasing the precision and order of TSM.

At the first substage we use precision of 448 bit (= 134.9 decimal digits) and
154 order TSM. The minimal return proximities for all i.c.s. are approximately in
the interval (6.50 x 10734,1.29 x 1071%9). At the second substage the precision is
576 bit (=~ 173.4 decimal digits), the order - 198 and the corresponding interval of
minimal return proximities is (2.53 * 107172,3.09 * 1071%%). At the third substage
the precision is 704 bit (= 211.9 decimal digits), the order - 242 and the interval
is (8.26 % 107211 1.10 x 107186). The minimal return proximity is closed to the used
precision for the stable periodic orbits. Its maximal value is approximately 26 digits
below the used precision for all three substages and is obtained for the same initial
condition. These results are in consistency with the results for the comparison of the
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obtained first digits for the three substages. By comparing the obtained digits for the
i.c.s and periods T at the three substages, we found that more than first 100 digits are
the same. We also made an additional verification by dividing by four the prescribed
from TSM time stepsize at the first substage and obtain the same first 100 digits.
By comparing the digits for the second and third substage, we see that more than
140 of them are the same. So, we can safely assume that for the last most precision
computations 180 digits are correct.

It should be noted that for collisionless orbits the convergence of Newton’s method
has the property that the number of time steps at each iteration becomes fixed once
we are sufficiently close to a periodic solution. This property is also checked for all
i.c.s and for all three substages. Furthermore, the convergence in terms of the return
proximity agrees very well with the theoretical quadratic convergence of Newton’s
method.

In addition, we investigate the linear stability of the found orbits. Without going
into too much detail, we will briefly describe these computations. For the stability
study we use the most accurate (with 180 correct digits) initial conditions and periods.
The linear stability of an orbit is investigated by computing the eigenvalues of its
monodromy matrix [15]. The elements of the monodromy matrix are computed in the
same way as the partial derivatives in the systems (8) and (10) - with TSM by using the
rules of automatic differentiation. Two computations are conducted, one with precision
of 448 bit (= 134.9 decimal digits) and 154 order TSM and second with precision of
576 bit (= 173.4 decimal digits) and 198 order TSM. As more than first 100 digits for
all monodromy matrices are the same, we can safely assume that the first 130 digits
for the second computations are correct. The Multiprecision Computing Toolbox [23]
for MATLAB®][24] is used for computing the eigenvalues. Four of the eigenvalues
determine the stability of an orbit [15]. More than the first 30 digits of these four
eigenvalues are the same for the two conducted with the toolbox computations - with
70 and 130 decimal digits of precision.

One should not stay however with the impression, that all given from us 100
significant digits are necessary to make a good simulation for the found periodic orbits.
For all of them quadruple precision (= 35 digits) and good ODE solver are enough
to close very well one period. More computed correct digits are given to show that
in principle these computations can be done (that the Newton’s method has regular
convergence). Obtaining the solutions with many correct digits and the regular high
precision convergence of Newton’s method give us a much greater confidence (rigor)
about the existence of the solutions we discovered numerically.

The extensive high precision computations are performed in Nestum cluster, Sofia
Tech Park, Bulgaria [25], where the GMP library (GNU multiple precision library)
[26] is installed.

4.2 The initial conditions found

Let us recall that the two types of symmetries on the shape sphere established in
[1] correspond to different properties of the Eulerian configuration at ¢ = T/2. For
symmetry of type (I) the distance between the bodies at t = T/2 is 1 - the same as
the distance at ¢t = 0. In this case the Eulerian configuration at ¢t = T'/2 is essentially
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the same. For symmetry of type (II) the distance between the bodies at t = T'/2 is
different from 1 and the Eulerian configuration is essentially different from that at
t = 0. The second i.c. is obtained by rescaling the positions and velocities at t = T'/2.
So, the solutions of type (I) are presented by one i.c. (one point in the search domain),
but those from type (II) - by two i.c.s (two points in the search domain).

An interesting observation is that the lines defined by the Eulerian configurations
at t =0 and t = T'/2 are generally different. An exception is a special case of solutions
of type (I) for which the line is the same. More precisely, in this special case the
positions are exactly the same, but the velocities are opposite. These special periodic
orbits turned out to be in addition free-fall orbits [27-29]. They correspond to the
orbits with a central symmetry in the real space that are described in [27]. For them
the bodies at t = T'/4 and t = 3T'/4 are stopped (with zero velocities). A small number
(35) of this kind of orbits are found. Some of them are previously found in [29] (by a
basically different searching approach).

We want to mention that the connection between the symmetries on the shape
sphere and the Eulerian configuration at ¢ = T'/2 is checked by our very high accuracy
results, but it needs of course a strict mathematical proof. The statement that the line
on which the bodies lie at t = T'/2 is always different from those at ¢ = 0, except for
the special free-fall case, also needs a proof. Some connection might also be expected
between the Eulerian configuration at ¢ = T'/2 and the algebraic exchange symmetries
of the free group elements established in [1].

9584 different i.c.s for periodic collisionless orbits were captured at stage II of the
numerical search. This is the number of i.c.s obtained after a test for multiples of the
fundamental periods. 6502 of i.c.s are in couples with the same T, thus representing
3251 solutions with symmetry of type (IT). We simulated the other 3082 single i.c.s up
to t = T'/2 and analyzed the Eulerian configuration at t = T'/2. We found that 2847 of
them are actually of symmetry type (II), but the second i.c. was missed. Adding these
2847 i.c.s we finally obtained 12431 i.c.s corresponding to 6333 different solutions, 6098
of type (II) and only 235 of type (I). 35 of the orbits of type (I) are representatives
of the mentioned above special free-fall orbits. Let us mention that the method does
not exclude capturing of orbits with 7™, which is a little larger than 70. We have not
removed these orbits from our list. One can download the data (vg, vy, T, T*) with 100
correct digits for the found i.c.s from [30]. The i.c.s are ordered by T™*.

It is not easy to count exactly how many of the found i.c.s are new, because of
the many numerical searches conducted by different authors in the last decade. Since
only 33 of the i.c.s in the large database of 695 i.c.s from [5] are with T < 70, we
can confidently assume that most of the found i.c.s (say > 10000) are new. Of course
all 33 i.c.s with T < 70 from the database from [5] were captured successfully from
us. In fact, the large number of new i.c.s is a consequence of the efficiency of our new
approach, but is not the primary goal of the paper. Actually this numerical search can
be regarded as a test one, because a relatively coarse search grid and relatively short
scale invariant periods are considered. We expect that choosing a finer search grid and
assuming the same condition 7™ < 70 will produce much more i.c.s. Also the number
of orbits is expected to grow rapidly by increasing T*.
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Fig. 3: Distribution of the found i.c.s in the search domain

The distribution of the i.c.s in the search domain is shown with red points in Figure
3. We expect that the empty regions in the search domain will be more and more
filled with points, when T is increased. It can be seen that the qualitative picture is
quite different from that in the analogous figure in [5]. So, one needs to be very careful
when drawing conclusions from such figures and always has to take into account the
limitations on the considered periods and of course the efficiency of the used method.
Our choice to treat the singularity when approaching the boundary E = 0 seems to be
sufficient, as the red points cross the curve E = —(70/1000)%/% (the long dashed line
in Figure 3) in a small region. Actually many of the points behind the long dashed line
are not obtained directly, but are secondary i.c.s of solutions of symmetry type (II). To
test the hypothesis for the existence of a sequence of periodic orbits that approaches
the F = 0 curve with ever increasing periods, we conducted an additional search in the
region, where the red points cross the long dashed line. We considered a new condition
for the periods: Tp(vs,vy) = min(10000, 70/|E (v, v,)|*/?) and two times finer search
grid. The short dash line in Figure 3 is the curve E = —(70/10000)%/3. The results
support the hypothesis, 332 additional i.c.s (the blue points) were found which are
even closer to the curve E' = 0. These 332 additional i.c.s with 100 correct digits can
also be downloaded from [30]. To get even more closer to the boundary, one should
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i.c. Vg Vy
T T*

1 0.82272349245737688870869449736746568e0 0.37823547230900304229962333317421811e0
0.90567760883687670170474569285377982e4 0.72976361086133980846350413612442343€2

2 0.28923162959044843502097731887636809e-1 0.44566664996474142695785275860859663e0
0.27828627114705281918009819631639055e2 0.72976361086133980846350413612442343€2

Table 1: 35 correct digits for the i.c. with the longest period and its secondary i.c.

100
2 L
50 i 1 |
= 0 =0
50} A7
ot

2100 :
400 -50 0 50 100 2 4 0 1 2
X X

Fig. 4: Real space plots for: Left — for i.c. 1 (see Table 1); and Right — for i.c. 2: (see Table 1)

consider longer periods, but also a much finer search grid. The longest period for these
332 orbits is &~ 9057. The scale invariant period for the longest orbit is a little greater
than 70, but as mentioned before, the method does not exclude to find such orbits.
This solution is of symmetry type (II). Its secondary i.c. is close to the vy-axis of the
search domain and is with energy with a larger absolute value. 35 digits data for the
two i.c.s representing the same solution is given in Table 1. Their real space plots are
shown in Figure 4.

The additional computations for linear stability shows that only 8 i.c.s (corre-
sponding to 7 different solutions) are stable. All stable solutions are old ones. The 7
stable solutions are the famous figure-8 orbit [31, 32], 3 solutions from the table in
[1], 2 solutions from [5] and the first known different from figure-8 stable choreogra-
phy [10]. All the stable solutions are of symmetry type (I), except of the choreography
from [10] which is of symmetry type (II) and is presented by two i.c.s. The fact that
we did not find new periodic orbits for the considered small scale invariant periods is
expected, because stable periodic orbits are much easier to be found numerically and
many of them are already found in the previous searches. The four eigenvalues which
determine the linear stability [15] for all 12,431 i.c.s are given with 20 correct digits
in [30].
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The real space plots of the first 200 i.c.s in the list, the 35 special free-fall orbits,
and the old 7 stable orbits can also be downloaded from [30]. The 100 correct digits
data for the old 7 stable orbits and the free-fall orbits are in separate files there.
At last, one can find in [30] the syzygy sequences of all i.c.s computed by Tanikawa
and Mikkola’s syzygy counting method [33, 34]. Corresponding to the usual bodies’s
numeration at the initial configuration, the sequences start and finish with symbol 2,
as the initial and the final syzygies (at ¢ = 0 and ¢ = T') are counted as different.

5 Concluding remarks and Outlook

1) A new efficient searching approach for periodic three-body equal-mass orbits
passing through Eulerian configuration is proposed. The approach is based on the prop-
erty of these orbits to pass again trough Eulerian configuration at the half period T'/2.
The results of the conducted numerical search clearly demonstrate the efficiency of
the approach. 12,431 i.c.s for periodic collisionless orbits (most of which new ones) are
found. The results are presented as a high precision (100 significant digits) database.

2) A connection between the properties of the Eulerian configuration at 7'/2 and
the previously known two types of symmetries on the shape sphere is established.
Depending on the type of symmetry the periodic orbits are presented by one or two
i.c.s in the search domain. This connection of course needs a further mathematical
proof.

3) A small number (35) of special type of orbits that pass trough both Eulerian
and free-fall configurations are observed. It is a conjecture that this kind of orbits is
the only one for which the lines for Eulerian configuration at t = 0 and ¢ = T'/2 are
the same.

4) The results suggest the existence of a sequence of periodic orbits that approaches
the boundary of the search domain F = 0 with ever increasing periods. Additional
numerical check with longer periods and finer search grid in this region is needed.

5) Stability of orbits is also investigated. No new stable orbits are found. The four
eigenvalues which determine the linear stability are computed for all i.c.s and given
with 20 correct digits. This large high precision eigenvalues’s database can be useful
for future studies.
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A Appendix: The proof of the “half period”
property (by Richard Montgomery)

Use the notation of the body of the text so that positions are r; = (z;, y;) and velocities
are v; = (va;,vy;), both of which are two-vectors. We assume the three masses are
equal: m; = mo = mg and that the center of mass and linear momentum are both
zero: 11 + 1o + 13 =0 = v1 + v2 + v3.

An initial condition is given by specifying initial positions r = (r1,r2,73) and ini-
tial velocities v = (v1,v2,v3) at some time ¢t = ¢,. We call the initial configuration
r Eulerian (relative to the choice 1-2 from {1,2,3}) if 11 = —ry. An Eulerian con-
figuration necessarily has r3 = 0. We call the full set of initial conditions “Eulerian
half-twist” at time ¢t = ¢, if the configuration is Eulerian, so that r1(t.) = —ra(ts)
and if the velocities satisfy vy (t.) = va2(t«). Necessarily we have that rs(t.) = 0 and
’Ug(t*) = 72’01(15*).

Proposition 1. If a three-body solution r(t) has Fulerian half-twist initial condi-
tions at time t = 0 and is periodic of period T then it has Eulerian half-twist initial
conditions at the half period, time t =T /2.

Proof. Consider Eulerian half-twist initial conditions r(0) = (r1(0), —r2(0),0)
and v(0) = (v1(0),v2(0), —2v1(0)) and write r(t) = (r1(¢),r2(t),rs(t) for the cor-
responding solution having these initial conditions at time ¢ = 0. Now if ¢(t) =
(q1(t), q2(t),q3(t)) is a solution to the equal mass 3 body problem, so is the curve
(—g2(—t), —q1(—t), —gq3(—t)). Thus (—ra(—t), —r1(—t), —r3(—t)) is also a solution. But
the initial conditions of this second curve are identical to those of r(t) at t = 0.
Since the two curves have the same initial conditions and satisfy the same differential
equations they are in fact the same curve:

r1(t) = —r2(=t),72(t) = —r1(~1),73(t) = —7r3(—1), (13)
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valid for all times ¢t. We will call this the symmetry condition.
Now suppose our solution curve r(t) is periodic of period T: r(t+T') = r(t). Taking
t=-T/2 we get r(T/2) =r(=T/2) or

1 (T/2) = r(=T/2),72(T/2) = ro(=T/2),r3(T/2) = r3(=T/2)
But by the symmetry condition (13) we then have that r3(7/2) = 0 and ro(7/2) =
—r1(T/2) - that is, the configuration is isosceles at time t = T'/2.
To verify the Eulerian half-twist velocity conditions at t = T'/2, apply the symme-

try condition (13) for ¢ = T/2+ h and combine it with the periodicity condition. The
symmetry condition yields that

(ri(=T/2—h),ro(=T/2—h),r3(=T/2—h)) = (—r2(T/2+h), —r1(T/2+h), —r3(T/2+h)).
Since —T/2 — h+ T = T/2 — h the periodicity condition is that

r(=T/2—=h) =r(T/2=h),ro(=T/2—h) = ro(T/2—h),r3(=T/2—h) = r3(T/2 = h)
so combining the two conditions yields

(ri(T/2=h),ro(T/2 = h),r3(T/2 = h)) = (=r2(T/2+ h), =ro(T/2+ h), =r3(T/2+ h))
Differentiate this identity at h = 0 to arrive at —u1(T/2) = —wv2(T/2) or
v1(T/2) = va(T/2). (The zero linear momentum condition guarantees that vs3(7/2) =

—2v1(T'/2).) We have established that at the half-period the solution has Eulerian
half-twist initial conditions. QED
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